Google 


This  is  a  digital  copy  of  a  book  that  was  preserved  for  generations  on  library  shelves  before  it  was  carefully  scanned  by  Google  as  part  of  a  project 

to  make  the  world's  books  discoverable  online. 

It  has  survived  long  enough  for  the  copyright  to  expire  and  the  book  to  enter  the  public  domain.  A  public  domain  book  is  one  that  was  never  subject 

to  copyright  or  whose  legal  copyright  term  has  expired.  Whether  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  may  vary  country  to  country.  Public  domain  books 

are  our  gateways  to  the  past,  representing  a  wealth  of  history,  culture  and  knowledge  that's  often  difficult  to  discover. 

Marks,  notations  and  other  maiginalia  present  in  the  original  volume  will  appear  in  this  file  -  a  reminder  of  this  book's  long  journey  from  the 

publisher  to  a  library  and  finally  to  you. 

Usage  guidelines 

Google  is  proud  to  partner  with  libraries  to  digitize  public  domain  materials  and  make  them  widely  accessible.  Public  domain  books  belong  to  the 
public  and  we  are  merely  their  custodians.  Nevertheless,  this  work  is  expensive,  so  in  order  to  keep  providing  tliis  resource,  we  liave  taken  steps  to 
prevent  abuse  by  commercial  parties,  including  placing  technical  restrictions  on  automated  querying. 
We  also  ask  that  you: 

+  Make  non-commercial  use  of  the  files  We  designed  Google  Book  Search  for  use  by  individuals,  and  we  request  that  you  use  these  files  for 
personal,  non-commercial  purposes. 

+  Refrain  fivm  automated  querying  Do  not  send  automated  queries  of  any  sort  to  Google's  system:  If  you  are  conducting  research  on  machine 
translation,  optical  character  recognition  or  other  areas  where  access  to  a  large  amount  of  text  is  helpful,  please  contact  us.  We  encourage  the 
use  of  public  domain  materials  for  these  purposes  and  may  be  able  to  help. 

+  Maintain  attributionTht  GoogXt  "watermark"  you  see  on  each  file  is  essential  for  in  forming  people  about  this  project  and  helping  them  find 
additional  materials  through  Google  Book  Search.  Please  do  not  remove  it. 

+  Keep  it  legal  Whatever  your  use,  remember  that  you  are  responsible  for  ensuring  that  what  you  are  doing  is  legal.  Do  not  assume  that  just 
because  we  believe  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  the  United  States,  that  the  work  is  also  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  other 
countries.  Whether  a  book  is  still  in  copyright  varies  from  country  to  country,  and  we  can't  offer  guidance  on  whether  any  specific  use  of 
any  specific  book  is  allowed.  Please  do  not  assume  that  a  book's  appearance  in  Google  Book  Search  means  it  can  be  used  in  any  manner 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Copyright  infringement  liabili^  can  be  quite  severe. 

About  Google  Book  Search 

Google's  mission  is  to  organize  the  world's  information  and  to  make  it  universally  accessible  and  useful.   Google  Book  Search  helps  readers 
discover  the  world's  books  while  helping  authors  and  publishers  reach  new  audiences.  You  can  search  through  the  full  text  of  this  book  on  the  web 

at|http: //books  .google  .com/I 


The  International  Standard 
Bible  Encyclopaedia 


THE 


International  Standard 
Bible  Encyclopaedia 


JAMES  ORR,  M.A.,  D.D.,  General  Editor 

JOHN  L.  NUELSEN,  D.D.,  LL.D. 
EDGAR  Y.  MULLINS,  D.D.,  LL.D. 

ASSISTANT  EDITORS 

MORRIS  0.  EVANS,  D.D.,  Ph.D.,  Managing  Editor 


volume  II 

CLEMENT- HERESH 


CHICAGO 

THE  HOWARD-SEVERANCE  COMPANY 

1915 


I    andover-Harvard 
!  ThEiuLiKjiLAL  Library 


OCT   10  1916 


1 


ANDOVER         ; 
TRGOL06ICAL  SEMINARY 


!»<■ 


(XU,^y.5 


coptrioht,  1915,  by 
Thb  Howard-Severance  Company 

All  Rights  of  TranslaUon  and 
Reproduction  Reserved 


International  Copyright  Secured 


Thr  PubUaKera  supply  thia  Encyclopaedia  only  throuich 
muthoriMd  saW-sycnta.      Booka«n«n  rannoi  oMmin  it. 


Printed  by  the  Lakeside  Press 

Types  cast  and  set  by  the  University  of  ChicaKO  Press 

Chica^rot  Illinois,  U.S.A. 


669 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


Cleansa 
Closet 


CLEMENT,  klem'ent  (KX^iiig,  Klhnea,  "mild"): 
A  fellow-worker  with  Paul  at  Philippi,  mentioned 
with  especial  commendation  in  Phil  4  3.  The  name 
being  common,  no  inference  can  be  drawn  from  this 
statement  as  to  any  identity  with  the  author  of  the 
Epistle  to  the  Corinthians  published  under  this 
name,  who  was  also  the  third  bishop  of  Rome.  The 
truth  of  this  supposition  ("it  cannot  be  called  a 
tradition,"  Donaldson,  The  Apostolical  FallierSj  120), 
although  found  in  Origen,  Eusebius,  Epiphanius 
and  Jerome,  can  neither  be  proved  nor  disproved. 
Even  Roman  Catholic  authorities  dispute  it  (art. 
"Clement,"  Cath.  Cydopaedia,  IV,  13).  The  remote- 
ness between  the  two  in  time  and  place  is  against  it; 
"a  whoUv  uncritical  view"  (Cruttwell,  Literary  His- 
tory of  Early  Christianity,  31).        H.  E.  Jacobs 

CLEOPAS,  kle'A-pas  (KX€6ira«,  Kledvas,  "re- 
nowned father"):  One  of  the  two  disciples  whom 
Jesus  met  on  the  way  to  Emmaus  (Lk  24  18).  The 
name  is  a  contraction  of  Cleopatros,  not  identical 
with  Clopas  of  Jn  19  25.  See  also  Alphaeus; 
Clopas. 

CLEOPATRA,  klg-^pa'tra  (KXioirAxpa,  Kleo- 
pdlra,  "from  a  famous  father"):  A  daughter  of 
Ptolemy  VI  (Philometor)  and  of  Queen  Cleopatra, 
who  was  married  first  to  Alexander  Balas  150  BC 
(1  Mace  10  58;  Jos,  Ant,  XIII,  iv.  1)  and  was 
afterward  taken  from  him  by  her  fatner  and  given 
to  Demetrius  Nicator  on  the  invasion  of  Syria  by 
the  latter  (1  Ma<;c  11  12;  Jos,  Ant,  XIII,  iv,  7). 
Alexander  was  killed  in  battle  against  the  joint 
forces  of  Ptolemy  and  Demetrius  while  Demetrius 
was  in  captivity  m  Parthia.  Cleopatra  married  his 
brother  Antiochus  VII  (Sidetes),  who  in  the  absence 
of  Demetrius  had  gained  possession  of  the  Syrian 
throne  ( 137  BC).  She  was  probably  privy  (Appian, 
Syr.,  68)  to  the  murder  of  Demetrius  on  his  return  to 
Syria  125  BC,  but  Josephus  (Ant,  XIII,  ix,  3)  gives 
a  different  account  of  his  aeath.  She  afterward 
murdered  Seleucus,  her  eldest  son  by  Nicator,  who 
on  his  father's  death  had  taken  possession  of  the 
government  without  her  consent.  She  attempted 
unsuccessfully  to  poison  her  second  son  by  Nicator, 
Antiochus  VIII  (Grypus),  for  whom  she  had  secured 
the  succession,  because  he  was  unwilling  to  concede 
to  her  what  she  considered  her  due  share  of  power. 
She  was  herself  poisoned  (120  BC)  by  the  draught 
which  she  had  prepared  for  their  son  (Justin  39). 
She  had  also  a  son  by  Antiochus  VII  (Sidetes  An- 
tiochus Cyzicenus),  who  took  his  name  from  the 
place  in  which  he  was  educated.  He  was  killed  in 
battle  95  BC.  The  name  Cleopatra  was  borne  by 
many  Egyp  princesses,  the  first  of  whom  w^as  daughter 
of  Antiochus  III  and  was  married  to  Ptolemy  V 
(Epiphanes)  193  BC.  J.  Hutchison 

CLEOPHAS,  kle'0-fas.    See  Clopas. 

CLERK.    See  Town  Clerk. 

CLIFF,  CLIFT.    See  Cleft. 

CLOAK,  klok,  CLOKE  (b"»79,  m^'il,  nbpip, 
simldh,  etc;  tjiAriov,  himdtion,  <rToX^,  stolt^  etc): 
"Cloke"  is  retained  in  ERV,  as  in  AV,  instead  of 
mod.  "cloak"  (ARV).  In  the  OT,  m*'fZ  (cf  NT 
himaiion)  uniformly  stands  for  the  ordinary  upper 
gjirment  worn  over  the  coat  (k'thoneth).  In  Mt 
6  40  both  "cloak"  and  "coat"  are  mentioned 
together;  cf  Lk  6  29.  In  size  and  material  the 
"cloak"  differed  according  to  age  and  sex,  class 
and  occupation,  but  in  shape  it  was  like  our  mantle 
or  shawl.  It  might  be  sewed  up  to  have  the  sur- 
plice form  of  the  robe  of  the  Ephod  (Ex  39  23), 
or  be  worn  loose  and  open  like  a  Rom  toga,  the 


Arab.  Ahaa,  or  the  Geneva  gown.  This  is  the 
"garment"  referred  to  in  Gen  89  12;  Ex  22  26: 
Dt  24  13;  "the  robe"  that  Jonathan  "stripped 
himself  of"  and  gave  to  David  (1  S  18  4);  "the 
robe"  of  Saul,  "the  robe"  in  which  it  is  said  the 
"old  man"  (Samuel)  was  "covered"  (1  S  28  14); 
and  in  the  NT  "the  best  robe"  put  on  the  return- 
ing prodigal  (Lk  16  22).  Paurs  "cloak"  that  he 
left  at  Troas  (2  Tim  4  13;  phaindles.  Lat  paentda, 
WH  phehnes),  it  has  been  suggested,  "may  have 
been  a  light  mantle  like  a  casmnere  dust-clod^,  in 
which  the  books  and  parchment  were  wrapped" 
{HDB,  S.V.). 

Figuratively:  The  word  lent  itself  easily  and 
naturally  to  fig.  uses.  We  find  Paul  (1  Thess  2  5) 
disclaimmg  using  "a  cloak  of  covetousness"  (cf  1 
Pet  2  16)  and  Jesus  (Jn  16  22)  saying,  "Now  they 
have  no  excuse  ["cloak"]  for  their  sin."  Some  such 
usage  seems  common  to  all  languages;  cf  Eng.  "pal- 
liate."   See  Dress.  Geo.  B.  Eager 

CLOD:  In  Job  7  5  (©"'J,  glsh,  tD^,  gUsh,  "a 
mass  of  earth"),  "clods  of  dust,"  the  crust  of  his 
sores,  formed  by  the  dry,  swollen  skin — ^a  symptom 
of  leprosy,  though  not  peculiar  to  it.  In  Job  21 
33;  88  38  (S;}"!,  reghebh,  "a  soft  clod,"  "lump  of 
clay"),  "The  clods  of  the  valley  shall  be  sweet 
unto  him,"  "The  clods  cleave  fast  together."  In 
Joel  1  17  (n^^jp,  megkraphdh,  "a  furrow,"  "some- 
thing thrown  off"  [by  the  spade]),  "The  seeds  rot 
[m  '  ishrivel"]  under  their  clods." 

Figurative:  "Jacob  shall  break  his  clods"  (Hos 
10  11),  i.e.  "must  harrow  for  himself,"  used  fig.  of 
spiritual  discipline  (cf  Isa  28  24  AV). 

M.  O.  Evans 

CLOPAS,  klo'pas  (KXwiras,  Kldpds),  CLEO- 
PHAS: The  former  in  RV,  the  latter  in  AV,  of  Jn 
19  25,  for  the  name  of  the  husband  of  one  of  the 
women  who  stood  by  the  cross  of  Christ.  Upon 
the  philological  groimd  of  a  variety  in  pronunci- 
ation of  the  Heb  root,  sometimes  identified  with 
Alphaeus,  the  father  of  James  the  Less.  Said  by 
tradition  to  have  been  the  brother  of  Joseph,  the 
husband  of  Mar>';  see  Brethren  of  the  Lord. 
Distinguished  from  Cleopas,  a  Gr  word,  while  Clopas 
is  Aram. 

CLOSE,  vb.  kl5z;  adj.  and  advb.,  klos  (HOS, 
kd^&h,  "^91  ^^^'■/  Ka|i|ji^«»,  fcammtio):  Other 
words  are  fidrdh,  "to  burn";  "Shalt  thou  reign, 
because  thou  closest  thyself  in  cedar?"  (Jer  22  15 
AV),  RV  "strivest  to  excel  in  cedar,"  m  "viest 
with  the  cedar":  ^agam,  "to  harden";  "Jeh  hath 
closed  your  eyes  (Isa  29  10);  gadhar,  "to  hedge" 
or  "wall  up"  (Am  9  11);  ^agar,  "to  restrain" 
(Gen  20  18).  In  Lk  4  20,  ptiissd,  "to  fold  up." 
RV  has  "was  closed,"  m  "is  Opened,"  for  "are 
open"  (Nu  24  3.15),  "closed"  for  "narrow"  or 
"covered"  (Ezk  40  16;  41  16.26).  To  "keep  close," 
sigdo  (Lk  9  36),  RV  "held  their  peace."  We  have 
also  "kept  close"  (RV  Nu  6  13;  Heb  ^athar,  "to 
hide");  also  Job  28  21;  "kept  himself  close,"  RVm 
"shut  up"  (1  Ch  12  1);  "close  places,"  mi^gereth 
(2  S  22  46;  Ps  18  45 » "castles  or  holds  shut  in 
with  high  walls").  W.  L.  Walker 

CLOSET,  kloz'et:  Is  the  rendering  in  AV  of  (1) 
npri ,  huppdh,  and  (2)  ratuCov,  tameion,  also  tami- 
eion.  Huppdh,  derived  from  hdphdh,  "to  cover, ' '  was 
probably  originally  the  name  of  the  tent  specially  set 
apart  for  the  bride,  and  later  (Joel  2  16)  used  for 
the  bride's  chamber.  The  word  fanieion,  originally 
storeroom  (cf  Lk  12  24,  AV  "storehouse";  RV 
"storechamber"),  but  since  for  safety  it  was  the 
inner  rooms  of  the  Heb  house  which  were  used  for 
storage  purposes,  the  word  came  to  mean  inner 
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room,  aa  in  Mt  6  6;  Lk  12  3,  in  both  AV  "closet" 
(cf  Mt  24  26,  AV  "secret  chamber").  In  all  cases 
RV  uses  "inner  chamber."    See  also  House. 

David  Foster  Estbb 
CLOTH»    kloth,    CLOTHING,    kl5th'ing.    See 
Dress. 


CLOTHED,  kldthd,  UPON  (linvS^,  ependUo, 
"to  put  on  over"  another  garment):  Used  onlv  in 
2  Cor  6  2.4.  In  ver  4  in  contrast  with  unclothed, 
cf  1  Cor  16  53  f ,  in  which  the  idea  of  putting  on, 
as  a  garment,  is  expressed  of  incorruption  and  im- 
mortSity.  The  meaning  here  is  verv  subtle  and 
difficult  of  interpretation.  In  all  probabilitv  Paul 
thinks  of  a  certain  enswathement  of  his  physical 
mortal  body  even  in  this  life  ("in  this  we  groan," 
i.e.  in  this  present  body),  hence  the  force  of  the  pre- 
fixed preposition.  The  body  itself  was  regarded 
by  the  philosophers  of  his  day  as  a  covering  of  the 
soul,  and  hence  it  was  to  be  clothed  upon  and  at 
the  same  time  transformed  by  the  superimposed 
heavenly  bod^.  EpendfUeSj  an  outer  garment,  is 
used  several  tunes  in  LXX  for  m**H  an  upper  gar- 
ment or  robe  (cf  Jn  21  7). 

Walter  G.  Clippinoer 

CLOTHES,  kl5thz,  RENDING  OF  (Hynj? 
D*^l}^,  ICrVcUh  h'g?Mdhlm):  This  term  is  used  to 
describe  an  ordinary  tear  made  in  a  garment. 
Samuel's  skirt  was  rent  when  Saul  laid  hold  upon  it 
(1  S  16  27).  Jesus  spoke>bout  a  rent  being  made 
in  a  garment  (Mt  9  16).  The  term  is  also  used  to 
describe  a  Heb  custom  which  indicated  deep  sor- 
row. Upon  the  death  of  a  relative  or  important 
personage,  or  when  there  was  a  great  calamity,  it 
was  customary  for  the  Hebrews  to  tear  their  gar- 
ments. Reuben  rent  his  clothes  when  he  found  that 
Joseph  had  been  taken  from  the  pit  (Gen  87  29). 
The  sons  of  Jacob  rent  their  clothes  when  the  cup 
was  found  in  Benjamin's  sack  (Gen  i4  13).  A 
messenger  came  to  Eli  with  his  clothes  rent  to  tell 
of  the  taking  of  the  ark  of  God  and  of  the  death  of 
his  two  sons  (1  S  4  12).  David  rent  his  gar- 
ments when  he  heard  that  Absalom  had  slain  his 
brothers  (2  S  13  31).  See  also  2  S  16  32;  2  K 
18  37:  Isa  86  22;  Jer  41  5.  Rending  of  clothes 
was  also  an  expression  of  indignation.  The  high 
priest  rent  his  garment  when  Jesus  spoke  what  he 
thought  was  blasphemy  (Mt  26  65).  See  also 
Mourning.  A.  W.  Fortune 

CLOUD,  kloud  CIJT,  'dndn,  17,  'dbh;  »i«M^t|, 
nepfUHf  v4^o%t  ntphos) : 

/.  GoudM  in  PalmBiinm. — In  the  Bible  few  ref- 
erences are  found  of  particular  clouds  or  of  clouds 
in  connection  with  the  phenomena  of  the  weather 
conditions.  The  weather  in  Pal  is  more  even  and 
has  less  variety  than  that  in  other  lands.  It  is  a 
long,  narrow  country  with  sea  on  the  W.  and  desert 
on  tne  E.  The  wind  coming  from  the  W.  is  always 
moist  and  brings  clouds  with  it.  If  the  temperature 
over  the  land  is  low  enough  the  clouds  will  be  con- 
densed and  rain  will  fall,  out  if  the  temperature  is 
high,  as  in  the  five  months  of  sunmier,  there  can 
be  no  rain  even  though  clouds  are  seen.  As  a 
whole  the  winter  is  cloudy  and  the  summer  clear. 

In  the  autumn  rain  storms  often  arise  suddenly 
from  the  sea.  and  what  seems  to  be  a  mere  haze, 
as  small  as  a  man's  hand,"  such  as 
1.  Rain  Gehazi  saw  (1  K  18  44)  over  the 
Clouds  sea,  within  a  few  hours  becomes  the 

black  storm  cloud  poining  down  tor- 
rents of  rain  (1  K  18  45).  Fog  is  almost  unknown 
and  there  is  very  seldom  an  overcast,  gloomv  day. 
The  west  and  southwest  winds  bring  rain  (Lk  12  54). 

In  the  months  of  April,  May  and  September  a 
hot  east  wind  sometimes  rises  from  the  desert  and 


brings  with  it  a  cloud  of  dust  which  fills  the  air 
and  penetrates  everything.  In  the  summer  after- 
noons, esp.  in  the  month  of  August,  on 
2.  Dis-  the  seacoast  there  is  apt  to  blow  up  from 
agreeable  the  S.  a  considerable  number  of  low 
Clouds  cirro-stratus  clouds  which  seem  to  fill 

the  air  with  dampness,  making  more 
oppressive  the  dead  heat  of  summer.  These  are 
doubtless  the  detested  "clouds  without  water"  men- 
tioned in  Jude  ver  12,  and  ''heat  by  the  shade  of  a 
cloud"  (Isa  26  5). 

//.  Figurative  C/ie<. — ^The  metaphoric  and  sym- 
bolic uses  of  clouds  are  many,  and  furnish  some  of 
the  most  powerful  figures  of  Scripture. 

1.  Jeho-  In  the  OT,  Jeh's  presence  is  made 
vah's  manifest  and  His  glory  shown  forth 
Presence  in  a  cloud.  The  cloud  is  usually 
and  Gloxy     spoken  of  as  bright  and  shining,  and 

it  could  not  be  fathomed  by  man: 
"Thou  hast  covered  thyself  with  a  cloud,  so  that 
no  prayer  can  pass  through"  (Lam  8  44).  Jeh 
Himself  was  present  in  the  doud  (£x  19  9;  24  16; 
84  5)  and  His  glory  filled  the  places  where  the 
cloud  was  (Ex  16  10;  40  38;  Nu  10  34);  "The  cloud 
filled  the  house  of  Jeh"  (1  K  8  10).  In  the  NT  we 
often  have  "the  Son  of  man  coming  on''  or  "with 
clouds"  (Mt  24  30;  26  64;  Mk  18  26;  14  62; 
Lk  21  27)  and  received  up  by  clouds  (Acts  1  9). 
The  glory  of  the  second  coming  is  indicated  in 
Rev  1  7  for  "he  cometh  with  the  clouds"  and  "we 
that  are  alive  ....  shall  together  with  them  be 
caught  up  in  the  clouds,  to  meet  the  Lord"  and 
dwell  with  Him  (1  Thess  4  17). 

The  pillar  of  cloud  was  a  symbol  of  God's  guid- 
ance and  presence  to  the  children  of  Israel  in  their 

journeys  to  the  promised  land.     The 

2.  Pillar  Lord  appeared  in  a  pillar  of  cloud  and 
of  Cloud        forsook  them  not  (Neh  9  19).    They 

followed  the  guidance  of  this  cloud 
(Ex  40  36;  Ps  78  14). 
The  clouds  are  spoken  of  in  the  OT  as  the  S3anbol 

of  God's  presence  and  care  over  His 
8.  Bow  in  i)eople:  and  so  the  "bow  in  the  cloud" 
Cloud  (Gen  9  13)   is  a  sign  of  God's  pro- 

tection. 
As  the  black  cloud  covers  the  sky  and  blots  out 
the  sun  from  sight,  so  Jeh  promises  "to  blot  out 

the  sins"  of  Israel  (Isa  44  22);  Egypt 
4.  Clouds  also  shall  be  conquered.  "As  for  her,  a 
Blot  Out        cloud   shall    cover  her^'   (Ezk  80  18; 

cf  Lam  2  1). 
There  is  usually  a  wide  difference  in  temperature 
between  day  and  night  in  Pal.    The  days  are  warm 

and  clouds  coming  from  the  sea  are 
6.  Transi-  often  completely  dissolved  in  the  warm 
toxy  atmosphere   over   the   land.    As   the 

temperature  falls,  the  moisture  again 
condenses  into  dew  and  mist  over  the  hills  and 
valleys.  As  the  sun  rises  the  "morning  cloud" 
(Hos  6  4)  is  quickly  dispelled  and  disappears 
entirely.  Job  compares  the  passing  of  his  pros- 
perity to  the  passing  clouds  (Job  80  15). 

God  "bindeth  up  the  waters  in  his  thick  clouds" 
(Job  26  8)  and  the  "clouds  are  the  dust  of  his  feet" 

(Nah  1  3).  Jeh  "commands  the  clouds 
6.  God's  that  they  rain  no  rain"  (Isa  6  6),  but 
Omnipo-  as  for  man,  "who  can  number  the 
tence  and  clouds  ?"  (Job  88  37) ;  "Can  any  un- 
Man's  derstand  the  spreadings  of  the  clouds?" 

Ignorance      (Job  86  29);    "Dost  thou  know  the 

balancings  of  the  clouds,  the  wondrous 
works  of  him  who  is  perfect  in  knowledge?"  (Job 
87  16).  See  Balancings.  "He  that  regardeth  the 
clouds  shall  not  reap"  (Eccl  11  4),  for  it  is  God 
who  controls  the  clouds  and  man  cannot  fathom 
His  wisdom.  "Thick  clouds  are  a  covering  to  him" 
(Job  22  14). 
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Clouds  are  the  central  figure  in  many  visions. 

Ezekiel  beheld  "a  stormy  wind  ....  out  of  the 

north,  a  great  cloud''  (Ezk  1  4),  and 

7.  Visions     John  saw  ''a  white  cloud;  and  on  the 

cloud  one  sitting"  (Rev  14  14).    See 

also  Dnl  7  13;  Rev  10  1;  11  12. 

The  cloud  is  also  the  symbol  of  the  terrible  and 
of  destruction.  The  day  of  Jeh's  reckoning  is 
called  the  'Sday  of  clouds''  (Ezk  80 
3)  and  a  day  of  "clouds  and  thick 
darkness"  (Zeph  1  15).  The  invader 
is  expected  to  "come  up  as  clouds"  (Jer 
4  13).  Joel  (2  2)  foretells  the  coming 
of  locusts  as  "a  day  of  clouds  and  thick 
darkness"  which  is  both  literal  and  figurative.  Mis- 
fortune and  old  age  are  compared  to  "the  cloudy 
and  dark  day"  (Ezk  84  12)  and  "the  clouds  return- 
ing after  rain"  (Eccl  12  2). 

Clouds  are  used  in  connection  with  various  other 
figures.  Rapidity  of  motion,  "these  that  fly  as 
a  cloud"  (Isa  60  8).  As  swaddling 
clothes  of  the  newborn  earth  (Job  88 
9);  indicating  great  height  (Job  20  6) 
and  fig.  in  Isa  14  14,  "I  will  ascend 
above  the  heights  of  the  clouds,"  por- 
traying the  self-esteem  of  Babylon.  "A  mornine 
without  clouds"  is  the  symbol  of  righteousness  and 
justice  (2  S  28  4);  partial  knowledge  and  hidden 
glory  (Lev  16  2;  Acts  1  9;  Rev  1  7). 

Alfred  H.  Jot 
CLOUD,    PILLAR    OF.    See    Cloud,    II,    2; 
PiLLAB  OF  Cloud. 

CLOUT,  klout:  As  subst.  (n*nn)(pn,  harf'hdbhoth) 
a  patch  or  piece  of  cloth,  leather,  or  the  Hke,  a  rag. 
a  shred,  or  fragment.    Old  "cast  clouts  and  old 

rotten  rags"  (Jer  88  11.12  AV).  As  vb.  («bp, 
(dZa*)  "to  bandage,"  "patch,"  or  mend  with  a  clout. 
"Old  shoes  and  clouted  [ARV  "patched"]  upon  their 
feet"  (Josh  9  5:  cf  Shakespeare,  Cym..  IV,  2: 
"I  thought  he  slept.  And  put  my  doiued  brogues 
from  off  my  feet";  Milton,  Comus:  "And  the  dull 
8wain  treads  on  it  daily  with  his  cUnUed  shoon." 

CLOVEN,  klS'v'n:  In  the  OT,  represented  by  a 
participle  from  TQIp ,  8hd^\  "to  split,"  and  applied 
to  beasts  that  divide  the  hoof  (Lev  11  3:  Dt 
14  7).  Beasts  with  hoofs  completely  divided  into 
two  parts,  that  were  also  runmiant,  were  allowed 
the  Israelites  as  food;  see  Cud;  Hoof.  In  the 
NT,  for  Biafupi^Sfuyaif  diamerizdmenaiy  in  Acts  2  3 
AV,  RV  "tongues  parting  asunder,"  i.e.  "bifurcated 
flames."  Another  explanation  found  in  RVm  ap- 
plies the  word,  not  to  tongues,  but  to  the  multi- 
tude, "parting  among  them,"  or  "distributing  them- 
selves among  them, '"settling  upon  the  head  of  each 
disciple.  H.  £.  Jacobs 

CLUB,  klub.  See  Arhob,  III,  1;  Shepherd; 
Staff. 

CLUSTER,  klus'tSr: 

(1)  ^SipjJ,  'eshkdl;  cf  proper  name  Vale  of 
EsHGOL  (q.v.),  from  root  meaning  "to  bind  to- 
gether." A  cluster  or  bunch  of  grapes  (Gen  40 
10;  Nu  18  23;  Isa  66  8;  Cant  7  8;  Mic  7  1, 
etc);  a  cluster  of  henna  flowers  (Cant  1  14); 
a  cluster  of  dates  (Cant  7  7).  "Their  grapes  are 
grapes  of  gall,  their  clusters  are  bitter"  (Dt  82  32). 

(2)  /86r/»vf,  bdlrus,  "gather  the  clusters  of  the 
vine  of  the  earth"  (Rev  14  18). 

The  "cluster  of  raisins"  (fimmuj:iw)  of  1  S  26 
18;  80  12,  should  rather  be  "raisin  cakes"  or  "dried 


raisms. 


E.  W.  G.  Mastbrman 


CNIDUS,     ni'dus,    kni'dus     (Kv(8o«,     Knidos, 
''age"):   A  city  of  Caria  in  the  Rom  province  of 


Asia,  past  which,  according  to  Acts  27  7,  Paul 
sailed.  At  the  S.W.  comer  of  Asia  Minor  there 
projects  for  90  miles  into  the  sea  a  long,  narrow 
pemnsula,  practically  dividing  the  Aegean  from  the 
Mediterranean.  It  now  bears  the  name  of  Cape 
Crio.  Ships  sailing  along  the  southern  coast  of 
Asia  Minor  here  turn  northward  as  they  round  the 
point.  Upon  the  very  end  of  the  peninsula,  and 
also  U]x>n  a  small  island  off  its  point  was  the  city 
of  Cnidus.  The  island  which  in  ancient  times  was 
connected  with  the  mainland  by  a  causeway  is 
now  joined  to  it  by  a  sandy  bar.  Thus  were 
formed  two  harbors,  one  of  which  could  be  closed 
by  a  chain.  Though  Cmdus  was  in  Caria,  it  held 
the  rank  of  a  free  city.  There  were  Jews  here  as 
early  as  the  2d  cent.  BC. 

The  ruius  of  Cnidus  are  the  only  objects  of  inter- 
est on  the  long  peninsula,  and  as  they  may  be 
reached  by  land  only  with  great  difficulty,  few 
travelers  have  visited  them;  they  mw,  however, 
be  reached  more  easily  by  boat.  The  nearest 
modem  village  is  Yazi  Keui.  6  miles  away.  The 
ruins  of  Cnidus  are  unusually  interesting,  for  the 
entire  plan  of  the  city  may  easily  be  traced.  The 
sea-walls  and  piers  remain.  The  acropolis  was 
upon  the  hill  in  the  western  portion  of  the  town; 
upon  the  terraces  below  stood  the  public  buildings, 
among  which  were  two  theaters  and  the  odeum 
stiU  well  preserved.  The  city  was  esp.  noted  for 
its  shrine  of  Venus  and  for  the  statue  of  that  god- 
dess by  Praxiteles.  Here  in  1875-78  Sir  C.  New- 
ton discovered  the  statue  of  Demeter,  now  in  the 
British  Museum.  See  also  the  Aphrodite  of  Cnidus 
in  the  South  Kensington  Museum,  one  of  the  love- 
Best  statues  in  the  world.  From  here  also  came  the 
huge  Cnidian  lion.  The  vast  necropolis  W.  of  the 
ruins  contains  tombs  of  every  size  and  shape,  and 
from  various  ages.  £.  J.  Banks 

COALy  k5l  (On^,  peham,  "charcoal";  cf  Arab. 
fahrni,  "diarcoal";  ribnj,  gafkeleth,  "burning  coal" 
or  "hot  ember";  cf  Arab,  jahanif  "to  kindle"; 
nnntp,  sk'tLOTy  "a  black  coal"  [Lam  4  8];  cf  Arab. 
shahhdr,  "soot"  or  "dark-colored  sandstone"; 
tCfr\]  regeph  [1  K  19  6],  and  H^S"),  rif^wXA  [=Riz- 

pah]  [Isa  6  6],  m  "a  hot  stone";  cf  CIT^'J,  reahephy 
"a  flame"  [Cant  8  6;  Hab  8  5];  avOpot,  dnthrax, 
"a  live  coal"  [Rom  12  20]  [--gaheUih  in  Prov  26 
22];  dvOpaKtd,  antkrakid,  "a  live  coal"  [Jn  18  18; 
21  9]) :  There  is  no  reference  to  mineral  coal  in  the 
Bible.  Coal,  or  more  properly  lignite,  of  inferior 
quality,  is  foimd  in  thin  beds  (not  exceeding  3  ft.) 
in  the  sandstone  formation  (see  Geology,  Nubian 
Sandstone),  but  there  is  no  evidence  of  its  use  in 
ancient  times.  Charcoal  is  manufactured  in  a 
primitive  fashion  which  does  not  permit  the  con- 
servation of  any  by-products.  A  flat,  circular 
Slace  (Arab.  beidoTf  same  name  as  for  a  threshing- 
oor)  10  or  15  ft.  in  diameter  is jprepared  in  or  con- 
veniently near  to  the  forest.  (Jn  this  the  wood, 
to  be  converted  into  charcoal,  is  carefully  stacked 
in  a  dome-shaped  structure,  leaving  an  open  space 
in  the  middle  for  fine  kindlings.  All  except  the 
center  is  first  covered  with  leaves,  and  then  with 
earth.  The  kindlings  in  the  center  are  then  fired 
and  afterward  covered  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
rest.  While  it  is  burning  or  smoldering  it  is  care- 
fully watched,  and  earth  is  immediately  placed 
upon  any  holes  that  may  be  formed  in  the  cover- 
ing by  the  burning  of  the  wood  below.  In  several 
days,  more  or  less,  according  to  the  size  of  the  pile, 
the  wood  is  converted  into  charcoal  and  the  heap 
is  opened.  The  charcoal  floor  is  also  called  in  Arab. 
mashharaht  from  ahahhdr.  "soot";  cf  Heb  sh^hdr. 
The  characteristic  odor  of  the  maahfjtarak  clings  for 
months  to  the  spot. 
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In  Ps  120  4,  there  is  mention  of  ''coals  of  juni- 
per," RVm  "broom,"  rdthem.  This  is  doubtless  the 
Arab,  retemy  Retama  roetam,  Forsk..  a  kind  of  broom 
which  is  abundant  in  Judaea  and  Moab.  Charcoal 
from  oak  wood,  especially  Quercus  cocciferay  L.,  Arab. 
sindydn,  is  much  preferred  to  other  kinds,  and  fetches 
a  higher  price. 

In  most  of  the  passages  where  Eng.  VSS  have 
"coal,"  the  reference  is  not  necessarily  to  charcoal, 
but  mav  be  to  coals  of  burning  wood.  Peham  in 
Prov  2o  21,  however,  seems  to  stand  for  charcoal: 

**  As  coals  are  to  hot  emberB,  and  wood  to  fire. 
So  is  a  contentious  man  to  inflame  strife." 

The  same  mav  be  true  of  peham  in  Isa  44  12  and 
64  16;  also  ot  sh'hdr  in  Lam  4  8. 

Alfred  Ely  Day 

COAST,  kCst  (b^SJI,  (Thhuly  etc,  ''boundary";  cf 
b^d,  g*bhalf  ''mountain,"  and  Arab,  jebel,  "moun- 
tain"; b^n ,  hebhely  lit.  "a  rope";  cf  Arab.  habllJoah 
19  29  AV;  Zeph  2  5.6.7];  Din,  hdphy  lit.  "that 
which  is  washed";  cf  Arab.  Ao/feU Josh  9  lAV;  Ezk 
26  16];  vapdXios,  pardliosi  lit.  "by  the  sea"  [Lk  6 
171):  "Coast"  (fr  Lat  casta,  "rib"  or  "side")  in  the 
sense  of  "seacoast,"  occurs  but  a  few  times  in  the 
Bible.  In  nearly  all  the  many  passages  where  AV 
has  "coast,"  Rv  correctly  has  border,"  i.e.  "bound- 
ary," translating  fbhuly  etc;  in  Acts  27  2  ARV, 
"coast"  is  the  tr  of  rSroty  tdpos,  lit.  "place."  That 
the  seacoast  is  but  seldom  mentioned  arises  naturally 
from  the  fact  that,  while  the  promised  land  ex- 
tended to  the  sea,  the  coast  was  never  effectively 
occupied  by  the  Israelites. 

RVm  in  a  number  of  places  renders  %  EV  "isle" 
or  "island"  (q.v.),  by  "coastUmd,"  e.g.  Isa  11  11; 
23  6;  24  15;  69  18;  Jer  26  22;  Ezk  89  6;  Dnl 
11  18:  Zeph  2  11.  In  Isa  20  6,  AV  has  "isle," 
AVm  ''country,"  and  RV  "coast-land."  In  Jer  47  4, 
AV  has  "country,"  AVm  and  RV  "isle,"  and  RVm 
"sear-coast."    See  Isle.  Alfred  Ely  Day 

COAT,  kdt.    See  Cloak;  Dbess,  etc. 

COAT  OF  MAIL»  mal.  See  Armor,  Arms; 
Brigandine. 

COCK,  kok  (AMicToip,  dUktor;  Lat  gallus): 
There  is  no  reference  in  the  OT  to  domesticated 
poultry,  which  was  probably  first  introduced  into 
Judaea  after  the  Rom  conquest.  See  Chicken. 
The  cock  is  several  times  mentioned  in  the  NT  and 
always  with  reference  to  its  habit  of  crowing  in 
eastern  countries  with  such  regularity  as  to  be 
almost  clocklike.  The  first  full  salute  comes  almost 
to  the  minute  at  half-past  eleven,  the  second  at 
half-past  one,  and  the  third  at  dawn.  So  uni- 
formly do  the  cocks  keep  time  and  proclaim  these 
three  periods  of  night  that  we  find  cock-crowing 
mentioned  as  a  regular  division  of  time:  "Watch 
therefore:  for  ye  know  not  when  the  lord  of  the 
house  Cometh,  whether  at  even,  or  at  midnight,  or 
at  cockcrowing,  or  in  the  morning"  (Mk  13  35). 
Jesus  had  these  same  periods  of  night  in  mind  when 
he  warned  Peter  that  he  would  betray  Him.  Mt 
26  34;  Lk  22  34;  Jn  18  38,  give  almost  identical 
wording  of  the  warning.  But  in  all  his  writing 
Mark  was  more  explicit,  more  given  to  exact  detail. 
Remembering  the  divisions  of  night  as  the  cocks 
kept  them,  his  record  reads:  "And  Jesus  saith  unto 
him.  Verily  I  say  into  thee,  that  thou  today,  even 
this  night,  before  the  cock  crow  twice,  shalt  deny 
me  tlu-ice"  (Mk  14  30).  See  Chicken.  It  is 
hardly  necessary  to  add  that  the  cocks  crow  at 
irregular  intervals  as  well  as  at  the  times  indicated, 
according  to  the  time  of  the  year  and  the  phase 
of  the  moon  (being  more  liable  to  crow  during  the 


night  if  the  moon  is  at  the  full),  or  if  a  storm  threat- 
ens, or  there  is  any  disturbance  in  their  neighbor- 
hood. Gene  Stratton-Porter 

COCKATRICE,  kokVtris,  kokVtrls  (79^, 
gepha';  '^V^X,  giph'onl;  LXX,  PaoriXOricof,  bast- 
liskoSy  "basilisk"  [q.v.],  and  4ov(t»  aspls,  "asp"  [see 
Adder;  Asp;  Serpent]):  A  fabulous,  deadly,  mon- 
ster. The  name  "cockatrice"  appears  to  be  a  cor- 
ruption of  Lat  calcairix,  from  calcarey  "to  tread," 
calcatrix  being  in  turn  a  tr  of  the  Gr  Ix'^PMt^f  ick- 
neilman,  from  tx^^y  ichnos.  "track"  or  "footstep." 
Herpesies  ichneumon^  the  icnneumon,  Pharaoh's  rat, 
or  mongoose^  a  weasel-like  animal,  is  a  native  of 
northern  Africa  and  southern  Spain.  There  are  also 
other  species,  including  the  Indian  mongoose.  It 
preys  on  rats  and  snakes,  and  does  not  despise 
poidtry  and  eggs. 

Pliny  (nee  Oxford  Dielioruxry,  &v.  "Cockatrice")  relates 
that  the  Ichneumon  darts  down  the  open  moutn  of  the 
crocodile,  and  destroys  it  by  gnawing  through  its  belly. 
In  the  course  of  time,  as  the  story  underwent  changes, 
the  animal  was  metamorphosed  into  a  water  snake,  and 
was  confused  with  the  crocodile  itself,  and  also  with  the 
basilisk.  According  to  the  Encyclopaedia  Britannica .  1 1  th 
ed,  the  cockatrice  was  believed  as  late  as  the  17th  cent, 
to  be  produced  from  a  cock's  egg  and  hatched  by  a  ser- 
pent, and  "to  possess  the  most  deadly  powers,  plants 
withering  at  its  touch,  and  men  and  animals  being  poi- 
soned by  its  look.  It  stood  in  awe  however  of  the  code, 
the  sound  of  whose  crowing  killed  it.  ...  .  The  weasel 
alone  among  animals  was  unaffected  by  the  glance  of  its 
evil  eye,  and  attacked  it  at  all  times  successfully;  for 
when  wounded  by  the  monster's  teeth  it  found  a  ready 
remedy  in  rue.  the  only  plant  which  the  cockatrice  could 
not  wither."  The  real  ichneumon  does  kill  the  most 
deadly  snakes,  and  has  been  supposed  to  resort  to  a 
vegetable  antidote  when  bitten.  It  actually  dies  however 
when  bitten  by  a  deadly  snake,  and  does  not  possess  a 
knowledge  of  herbs,  but  its  extraordinary  agility  enables 
it  ordinarily  to  escape  injury.  It  is  interesting  to  see 
how  the  changing  tale  of  this  creature  with  its  marvelous 
powers  has  made  a  hodge-podge  of  Ichneumon,  weasel, 
crocodile,  and  serpent. 

The  Bib.  references  (AV  Isa  11  8;  59  5;  Jer 
8  17)  are  doubtless  .to  a  serpent,  the  word  "cocka- 
trice," with  its  mediaeval  implications,  having  b^n 
introduced  by  the  translators  of  AV.    See  Serpent. 

Alfred  Ely  Day 

COCK-CROWING,  kok'kro-ing  (&Xiicropo^«»v(a, 
alektorophonia):  An  ind^nite  hour  of  the  night 
between  midnight  and  morning  (Mk  13  35),  referred 
to  by  all  the  evangelists  in  their  account  of  Peter's 
denial  (Mt  26  34.74;  Mk  14  30;  Lk  22  34;  Jn  13 
38) .  It  is  derived  from  the  habit  of  the  cock  to  crow 
esp.  toward  morning.    See  Cock. 

COCB[ER,  kok'gr  (Tiet|W»,  tithSnio,  "to  nurse," 
"coddle,"  "pamper"):  Occurs  only  in  Ecclus  30  9 
with  the  meaning  "to  pamper":  "Cocker  thy  child, 
and  he  shall  make  thee  afraid";  so  Shakespeare,  "a 
cockered  silken  wanton";  now  seldom  used;  Jean 
Ingelow,  "Poor  folks  cannot  afford  to  cocker  them- 
selves." 

COCKLE,  kok"l  (AVm  "stinking  weeds,"  RVm 
"noisome  weeds";  nipj|59,  bo^ahdhy  from  Heb  root 
©S?,  b&'ash,  "to  stink";  pAros,  bdtos):  "Let 
thistles  grow  instead  of  wheat,  and  cockle  instead 
of  barley"  (Job  31  40).  On  account  of  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Heb  root  we  should  expect  that  the 
reference  was  rather  to  repulsive,  offensive  weeds 
than  to  the  pretty  corn  cockle.  It  is  very  possible 
that  no  particular  plant  is  here  intended,  though 
the  common  Palestinian  "stinking"  arums  have  been 
suggested  by  Hooker. 

CODE  OF  HAMMURABL  Sec  Hammurabi, 
Code  of. 

COELE-SYRIA,  se-K^sir'i-a  (AV  Celosyria; 
Ko(Xt|   2vp(a,    KoUe  SurUiy   "hollow   Syria"):    So 
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the  Greeks  after  the  time  of  Alexander  the  Great 
named  the  valley  lying  between  the  two  mountain 
ranges.  Lebanon  and  Anti-Lebanon.  It  is  referred 
to  in  the  OT  as  Bit;'alh  horL'bhandn,  ''the  valley  of 
Lebanon''  (Josh  11  17),  a  name  the  echo  of  which 
is  still  heard  in  d-Bv^&^t  the  designation  applied 
today  to  the  southern  part  of  the  valley.  This 
hollow,  which  extends  about  100  miles  in  length, 
is  the  continuation  northward  of  the  Jordan  valley. 
The  main  physical  features  are  described  under 
Lebanon  (q.v.).  The  name,  however,  did  not 
always  indicate  the  same  tract  of  territory.  In 
Strabo  (xvi.2)  and  Ptolemy  (v.  15),  it  covers  the 
fertile  land  between  Jehel  eshSharlpy  and  the  desert 
presided  over  by  Damascus.  In  1  Esd  2  17: 
2  Mace  3  8,  etc,  it  indicates  the  country  S.  ana 
E.  of  Mt.  Lebanon,  and  along  with  Phoenicia  it 
contributed  the  whole  of  the  Seleucid  dominions 
which  lay  S.  of  the  river  Eleutherus.  Jos  includes 
in  Coele-S3rria  the  country  E.  of  the  Jordan,  along 
with  Scythopohs  (Beisan)  which  lay  on  the  W.,  sepa- 
rated by  the  river  from  the  other  members  of  the 
Decapous  (Antf  XIII,  xiii,  2^  etc).  In  XIV,  iv,  5, 
he  says  that  "Pompey  comnutted  Coele-Syria  as  far 
as  the  river  Euphrates  and  E^gypt  to  Scaurus."  The 
term  is  therefore  one  of  some  elasticity. 

W.  EWINQ 

COFFER,  kofer  (TJi^tft,  'argOz):  A  small  box 
such  as  that  in  which  the  Philis  placed  their  golden 
mice  and  other  offerings  in  returning  the  Ark 
(1  S  6  8.11.16). 

COFFIN,  kof'in.    See  Chest;   Burial. 

COGITATION,  koj-i-ta'shun,  "JWI ,  ra'yan,  "the 
act  of  thinking  or  reflecting,''  as  in  Dnl  7  28.  "my 
cogitations  much  troubled  me"  (RV  "my  thougnts'')  • 

COHORT,  kS'hort:  In  RVm  of  Mt  27  27; 
Mk  16  16;  Jn  18  3.12;  Acts  10  1;  21  31;  27  1, 
the  tr  of  speira  (AV  and  RV,  "band");  the  tenth 
part  of  a  legion;  ordinarily  about  600  men.  In 
Jn  18  the  word  seems  to  be  used  loosely  of  a 
smaller  body  of  soldiers,  a  detachment,  detail. 
See  Army;  Band. 

COINS,  koinz:  There  were  no  coins  in  use  in 
Pal  until  after  the  Captivity.  It  is  not  quite  cer- 
tain whether  gold  and  silver  were  before  that  time 
divided  into  pieces  of  a  certain  weight  for  use  as 
money  or  not,  but  there  can  be  no  question  of  coin- 
age proper  until  the  Pers  period.  Darius  I  is 
credited  with  introducing  a  coinage  system  into 
his  empire,  and  his  were  the  first  coins  that  came 
into  use  among  the  Jews,  though  it  seems  probable 
that  coins  were  struck  in  Lydia  in  the  time  of 
Croesus,  the  contemporary  of  C3TUS  the  Great, 
and  these  coins  were  doubtless  the  model  upon 
which  Darius  based  his  system,  and  they  may  have 
circulated  to  some  extent  in  Babylonia  before  the 
return  of  the  Jews.  The  only  coins  mentioned 
in  the  OT  are  the  Danes  (see  Daric),  and  these 
only  in  the  RV,  the  word  "dram"  being  used  in  AV 
(Ear  2  69;  8  27;  Neh  7  70-72).  The  Jews  had 
no  native  coixis  until  the  time  of  the  Maccabees, 
who  struck  coins  after  gaining  their  independence 
about  143-141  BC.  These  kings  struck  silver  and 
copper,  or  the  latter,  at  least  (see  Money),  in  de- 
nominations of  shekels  and  fractions  of  the  shekel, 
until  the  dynasty  was  overthrown  by  the  Romans. 
Other  coins  were  certainly  in  circulation  during  the 
same  period,  esp.  those  of  Alexander  and  his  suc- 
cessors, the  Ptolemies  of  Egypt  and  the  Seleucids  of 
Syria,  both  of  whom  bore  sway  over  Pal  before  the 
rise  of  the  Maccabees.  Besides  these  coins  there 
were  the  issues  of  some  of  the  Phoen  towns,  which 
were  allowed  to  strike  coins  by  the  Persians  and 


the  Seleucids.  The  coins  of  Tyre  and  Sidon,  both 
silver  and  copper,  must  have  circulated  largely 
in  Pal  on  account  of  the  intimate  conmiercial  rela- 
tions between  the  Jews  and  Phoenicians  •(for  ex- 
amples, see  under  Money).  After  the  advent  of 
the  Romans  the  local  coinage  was  restricted  chiefly 
to  the  series  of  copper  coins,  such  as  the  mites 
mentioned  in  the  NT,  the  silver  denarii  being 
struck  mostly  at  Rome,  but  drculatixig  wherever 
the  Romans  went.  The  coins  of  the  Herods  and 
the  Procurators  are  abundant,  but  all  of  copper, 
since  the  Romans  did  not  allow  the  Jewish  rulers 
to  strike  either  silver  or  gold  coins.  At  the  time 
of  the  first  revolt  (66-70  AD)  the  Jewish  leader, 
Simon,  struck  shekels  again,  or,  as  some  numis- 
matists think,  he  was  the  first  to  do  so.  But  this 
series  wa3  a  brief  one,  lasting  between  3  and  4 
years  only,  as  Jems  was  taken  oy  Titus  in  70  AD, 
and  tlusput  an  end  to  the  existence  of  the  Jewish 
state.  Tnere  was  another  short  period  of  Jewish 
coinage  during  the  second  revolt,  in  the  reign  of 
Hadrian,  when  Simon  Barcochba  struck  coins  with 
Heb  legends  which  indicate  his  independence  of 
Rom  riue.  They  were  of  both  silver  and  copper, 
and  constitute  the  last  series  of  strictly  Jewish 
coins  (see  Money).  After  this  the  coins  struck  in 
Judaea  were  Rom,  as  Jems  was  made  a  Rom  colony. 

H.   PORTEB 

COLA,  ko'la.    See  Chola. 

• 

COLD,  k6ld  Cypt  kor;  ^Inixp^i  psuchrds  [adj.]. 

t|r^os,  psiichos  [noun]):    Pal  is  essentially  a  land 

of   sunshine   and   warmth.    The   ex- 

1.  Temper-  treme  cold  of  northern  latitudes  is 
ature  in         unknown.    January    is    the    coldest 
Palestine      month;  but  the  degree  of  cold  in  a  par- 
ticular place  depends  largely  on  the 

altitude  above  the  sea.  On  the  seacoast  and  plain 
the  snow  never  falls;  and  the  temperature  reaches 
freezing-point,  perhaps  once  in  thirty  years.  In  Jems 
at  2,500  ft.  above  the  sea  the  mean  temperature  in 
January  is  about  45^  F.,  but  the  minimum  mav  be 
as  low  as  25°  F.  Snow  occasionally  falls,  but  lasts 
only  a  short  time.  On  Mt.  Hermon  and  on  the 
Lebanons  snow  may  be  found  the  whole  year,  and 
the  cold  is  most  intense,  even  in  the  summer.  In 
Jericho  and  around  the  Dead  Sea,  1,292  ft.  below 
searlevel,  it  is  correspondingly  hotter,  and  cold  is 
not  known. 

Cold  is  of  such  short  duration  that  no  adeouate 
provision  is  made  by  the  people  to  protect  them- 
selves axainst  the  cold.    The  sun  is 

2.  Provi-  alwa3rs  bright  and  warm,  and  nearly 
sion  against  alwa3[8  shines  for  part  of  the  day,  even 
Cold  in  winter.    After  sunset  the   i)eople 

wrap  themselves  up  and  go  to  sleep. 
They  prefer  to  wrap  up  their  heads  rather  than  their 
feet  in  order  to  keep  warm.  The  only  means  of 
heating  the  houses  is  the  charcoal  brazier  around 
which  as  many  as  possible  gather  for  a  little  warmth. 
It  is  merely  a  bed  of  coals  in  an  iron  vessel.  Peter 
was  glad  to  avail  himself  of  the  little  heat  of  the 
coals  as  late  as  the  be^nning  of  Apfil,  when  the 
nights  are  often  chilly  in  Jems:  "Having  made  a 
fire  of  coals;  for  it  was  cold:  ....  and  Peter  also 
was  with  them,  standing  and  warming  himself"  (Jn 
18  18).  There  is  no  attempt  made  to  heat  the  whole 
house.  In  the  cold  winter  months  the  people  of  the 
mountains  almost  hibernate.  They  wrap  up  their 
heads  in  shawls  and  coverings  and  only  the  nft)st 
energetic  venture  out:  "The  sluggard  will  not  plow 
by  reason  of  the  winter"  (Prov  20  4,  AV  "cold"). 
The  peasants  and  more  primitive  people  of  the  desert 
often  make  a  fire  in  the  open  or  in  partial  shelter, 
as  in  Melita  where  Paul  was  cast  ashore  after  ship- 
wreck: "The  barbarians  ....  kindled  a  fire  ... 
because  of  the  cold"  (Acts  28  2). 


Col-hozeh 
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The  cold  is  greatly  dreaded  because  it  causes  so 

much  actual  suffering:  ''Who  can  stand  before  his 

cold?"  (Ps  147  17).    The  last  degree 

8.  Dread      of  degradation  is  to  have  ''no  covering 

of  Cold         in  the  cold"  (Job  24  7). 

In  the  heat  of  the  long  summer,  the 
shadow  of  a  rock  or  the  cool  of  evening  is  most  grate- 
ful, and  the  appreciation  of  a  cup  of  cold  water  can 
easily  be  understood  by  anyone  who 
4.  Cold  has  experienced  the  burning  heat  of  the 
Grateful  in  Syrian  sun :  '  'As  cold  waters  to  a  thirstv 
Summer        soul,  so  is  good  news  from  a  far  ooimtry 

(Prov  26  25);  "cold  of  snow  in  the 
time  of  harvest"  (Prov  26  13),  probably  with  refer- 
ence to  the  use  of  snow  (shaved  ice)  in  the  East  to 
cool  a  beverage. 

Figurative  uses:  "The  love  of  the  many  shall 
wax  cold"  (Mt  24  12);  "I  know  thy  worlcs,  that 
thou  art  neither  cold  nor  hot"  (Rev  3  15). 

Alfred  H.  Jot 

COL-HOZEH,  kol-ho'ze  (p^fhTb^ ,  kolrhozeh,  "all 
seeing";  LXX  omits):  A  man  whose  son  Shallum 
rebuilt  the  fountain  gate  of  Jems  in  the  days  of 
Nehemiah  (Neh  3  15).  The  C.  of  Neh  11  6  is 
probably  another  man. 

COLIUS,  kO'li-us  (Ki&Xios,  Kdlios,  1  E^  9  23). 
See  Calitas. 

COLLAR,  kol'ar,  kol'Sr: 

(1)  (np'»PJ,n«(lpAaA,  pi.  niD'^pp,  nflphdth,  Ut. 

"drops,"  from  D^J ,  ndtaph,  "to  drop").  Jgs  8-  26 
includes  n't^phdth  among  the  spoils  taken  from  the 
Midianites  and  Ishmaelites;  RV  "pendants,"  AV 
"collars."  .  ^imhi  ad  loc.  suggests  ''perfume-drop- 
per." 

(2)  (nj,  peh,  lit.  "mouth").  In  Job  80  18  the 
word  is  used  to  indicate  the  collar  band,  or  hole  of  a 
robe,  through  which  the  head  was  inserted.  Job, 
in  describing  his  suffering  and  writhing,  mentions 
the  disfiguring  of  his  garment,  and  suggests  that  the 
whole  thing  ^els  as  narrow  or  close-fitting  as  the 
neckband,  or  perhaps  that  in  his  fever  and  pains 
he  feels  as  if  the  neckband  itself  is  choking  him. 

(3)  (p'13''?,  ^nob,  Jer  29  26,  "stocks";  RV 
"shackles,"  which  see;  RVm  "collar")*  An  instru- 
ment of  torture  or  punishment. 

Nathan  Isaacs 
COLLECTION^    k6-lek'shun: 

(1)  In  the  OT  (n8Tp9 ,  maa'ith,  "something  taken 
up"),  used  in  2  Ch  24  6.9  AV  with  reference  to  the 
tax  prescribed  in  Ex  80  12.16:  RV  "tax." 

(2)  In  the  NT  "collection^'  is  the  tr  given  to 
Xo7^«,  logUif  found  only  twice  (classical.  <ri;\Xay^, 
8uUogt)»  It  is  used  with  reference  to  tne  collec- 
tion which  Paul  took  up  in  the  gentile  churches  for 
the  poor  Christians  in  Jems,  as,  for  some  reason, 
perhaps  more  severe  persecutions,  that  church  was 
esp.  needy  (1  Cor  16  1.2;  ver  2  AV  "^therings"). 
Other  words,  such  as  bounty,  contribution,  blessing, 
alms,  ministration,  are  used  to  indicate  this  same 
ministry.  Paul  seems  to  have  ascribed  to  it  great 
importance.  Therefore,  he  planned  it  carefully 
lon^  in  advance;  urged  systematic,  weekly  savings 
for  it;  had  delegates  carefully  chosen  to  take  it  to 
Jems;  and,  in  spite  of  dangers,  determined  himself 
to  accompany  them.  Evidently  he  thought  it  the 
crowning  act  of  his  work  in  the  provinces  of  Galatia, 
Asia,  Macedonia  and  Achaia,  for  as  soon  as  it  was 
finished  he  purposed  to  go  to  Rome  and  the  West 
rActs  24  17;  Rom  16  25.26;  2  Cor  8,9).  See  also 
Communion.  G.  H.  Trever 

COLLEGE,  korej:  This  is  the  rendering  of  AV 
for  Heb  Mishneh  (HJIpP,  miskneh,  2  K  22  14» 
2  Ch  84  22;    cf  Zeph  1  10).    It  is  found  in  the 


Tg  of  Jonathan  on  2  K  22  14  and  rests  on  a  faulty 
combination  with  Mish,  the  well-known  code  of  laws 
of  the  2d  cent.  AD.  RV  renders  "second  quarter" 
(of  the  city);  2  Ch  84  22  AVm  "the  school?' 

COLLOP,  kol'up  (Tip'^S ,  pimdh) :  A  slice  of  meat 
or  "fat,"  AV  in  Job  16  27,  "maketh  coUop  of  fat 
[thick  folds  of  flesh]  on  his  flanks,"  said  of  the 
"wicked  man."  ARV  reads  "[hath]  gathered  fat 
upon  his  loins." 

COLONY,  kor6-ni  (KoXesvCa,  koliMa,  Gr  trans- 
literation of  Lat  coUmia,  from  -/  coif  "cultivate"): 
The  word  occurs  but  once  (Acts  16  12)  in  refer- 
ence to  Philippi  in  Macedonia.  Rom  colonies  were 
of  three  kinds  and  of  three  periods:  (1)  Those  of 
the  early  republic,  in  which  the  colonists,  estab- 
lished in  conquered  towns  to  serve  the  state  as 
guardians  of  the  frontier,  were  exempt  from  ordinary 
militaiy  service.  They  were  distinguished  as  (a) 
c.  civium  Romanorumf  wherein  the  colonists  retained 
Rom  citizenship,  also  called  c.  marilumaef  because 
situated  on  the  coast,  and  (6)  c.  LcUinae,  situated 
inland  among  the  allies  (socii),  wherein  the  colo- 
nists possessed  the  iua  Lalinum,  entitling  them  to 
invoke  the  Rom  law  of  property  (commercium), 
but  not  that  of  the  family  (connubium),  and  re- 
ceived Rom  citizenship  only  when  elected  to  magis- 
tracies. (2)  The  colonies  of  the  Gracchan  period, 
established  in  pursuance  of  the  scheme  of  agrarian 
reforms,  to  provide  land  for  the  poorer  citizens. 
(3)  After  the  time  of  Sulla  colonies  were  founded 
in  Italy  by  the  Republic  as  a  device  for  granting 
lands  to  retiring  veterans,  who  of  course  retained 
citizenship.  This  privilege  was  appropriated  by 
Caesar  and  the  emperors,  who  employed  it  to  es- 
tablish military  colonies,  chiefly  in  the  provinces, 
with  various  rights  and  internal  organizations.  To 
this  class  belonged  Philippi.  Partly  organized  after 
the  great  battle  of  42  BC,  fought  in  the  neighbor- 
ing plain  by  Brutus  and  Cassius,  the  champions 
of  the  fated  Republic,  and  Antonius  and  Octavian, 
it  was  fully  established  as  a  colony  by  Octavian 
(afterward  styled  Augustus)  after  the  battle  of 
Actium  (31  BC),  under  the  name  Colonia  Aug.  lul. 
Philippi  or  Philippensis.  It  received  the  ius  Italicum, 
whereof  provincial  cities  acquired  the  same  status 
as  Itidian  cities,  which  possessed  municipal  self- 
government  and  exemption  from  poll  and  land  taxes. 
See  Citizenship;  Philippi;  Roman. 

William  Arthur  Heidel 

COLOR,  kul'gr,  COLORS,  kul'erz:  The  word  tr^ 
"color"  in  AV  is  ^ayin,  which  lit.  means  "eye"  or 
"appearance,"  and  has  been  so  tr<*  in  RV.  In  the 
NT  the  Gr  Tp64>a<nt,  prdphasiSf  has  the  meaning  of 
pretense  or  show  (Acts  27  30;  cf  Rev  17  4AV). 
The  references  to  Joseph^s  coat  of  many  colors 
(Gen  87  3.23.32)  and  "garments  of  divers  colors" 
(2  S  13  18.19)  probablv  do  not  mean  the  color 
of  the  garment  at  all,  but  the  form,  as  suggested 
in  ARVm,  "a  long  garment  with  sleeves."  In  Jgs 
6  30  the  word  for  'dip"  or  "dye"  appears  in  the 
original  and  has  been  so  tr**  in  ARV  (see  Dye). 
In  1  Ch  29  2  nppH,  rifFmahf  meaning  "varie- 
gated," hence  "varicolored,"  is  found.  In  Isa  64 
11.  tmkh  is  used.  This  name  was  applied  to  the 
sulpnide  of  antimony  (Arab,  kohl)  used  for  painting 
the  eyes.  Hence  the  ARVm  rendering  "antimony 
instead  of  "fair  colors"  (see  Paint).    In  £zk  16  16 

i^btt ,  {aW,  is  found,  meaning  "covered  with  pieces" 
or  "spotted,"  hence  by  implication  "divers  colors." 
Although  the  ancient  Hebrews  had  no  specific 
words  for  "color,"  "paint"  or  "painter,"  still,  as  we 
know,  they  constantly  met  with  displa3rs  of  the  art 
of  coloring  among  the  Babylonians  (Ezk  23  14)  and 
Egyptians  and  the  inhabitants  of  Pal.     Pottery, 


675 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA       oSlOT^Cdors 


glazed  bricks,  glassware,  tomb  walls,  sarcopha^, 
wood  and  fabrics  were  submitted  to  the  skill  of  the 
colorist.  This  skill  probably  consisted  in  bringing 
out  striking  effects  Tby  the  use  of  a  few  primary 
colors,  rather  than  in  any  attempt  at  the  blending 
of  shades  which  characterizes  modem  coloring. 
That  the  gaudy  show  of  their  heathen  neighbors 
attracted  the  children  of  Israel  is  shown  by  such 
passages  as  Jgs  8  27;   Ezk  23  12.16. 

Two  reasons  may  be  given  for  the  indefiniteness 
of  many  of  the  Bib.  references  to  color.  (1)  The 
origin  of  the  Heb  people:  They  had  been  wander- 
ing tribes  or  slaves  with  no  occasion  to  develop  a 
color  language.  (2)  Their  religious  laws:  These 
forbade  expression  in  color  or  form  (Ex  20  4). 
Yielding  to  the  attractions  of  gor»Bous  display  was 
discouraged  by  such  prophets  as  Ezekiel,  who  had 
sickened  of  the  abominations  of  the  Chaldaeans 
(Ezk  23  14.15.16);  "And  I  said  unto  them,  Cast 
ye  away  every  man  the  abominations  of  his  eyes" 
(Ezk  20  7). 

Indefiniteness  of  color  language  is  common  to 
oriental  literature,  ancient  and  modem.  This 
does  not  indicate  a  want  of  appreciation  of  color  but 
a  failure  to  analyze  and  define  color  effects.  The 
inhabitants  of  Sjnria  and  Pal  today  delight  in  bril- 
liant colors.  Bright  yellow,  crimson,  magenta 
and  green  are  used  for  adornment  with  no  evident 
sense  of  fitness^  according  to  the  foreigners'  eyes, 
other  than  theur  correspondence  with  the  glaring 
bri^tness  of  the  eastern  skies.  A  soapmaker 
once  told  the  writer  that  in  order  to  make  his  wares 
attractive  to  the  Arabs  he  colored  them  a  brilliant 
crimson  or  yellow.  A  peasant  chooses  without 
hesitation  a  flaring  ma^nta  or  yellow  or  green 
zun-^nar  (girdle),  rather  than  one  of  somber  hues. 
The  oriental  student  in  the  chemical  or  physical 
laboratory  often  finds  his  inability  to  distinguish 
or  classify  color  a  real  obstacle.  His  closest  defi- 
nition of  a  color  is  usuallv  "lightish"  or  "darkish." 
This  is  not  due  to  color  blindness  but  to  a  lack  of 
education,  and  extends  to  lines  other  than  color  dis- 
tinctions. The  colloquial  language  of  Pal  today 
is  poor  in  words  denoting  color,  and  an  attempt  to 
seciire  from  a  native  a  satisfactory  description  of 
some  simple  color  scheme  is  usuallv  disappointing. 
The  harmonious  color  effects  which  have  come  to 
us  from  the  Orient  have  been,  in  the  past,  more  the 
result  of  accident  (see  Dye)  than  of  deliberate 
purpose,  as  witness  the  clashing  of  colors  where 
modern  artificial  dyes  have  been  introduced. 

This  inability  of  the  p|eoples  of  Bible  lands  to 
define  colors  is  an  inheritance  from  past  ages,  a 
consideration  which  helps  us  to  appreciate  the 
vagueness  of  many  of  the  Bib.  references. 

The  following  color  words  occur  in  the  AV  or 
RV:  (1)  bay,  (2)  black,  (3)  blue,  (4)  brown,  (5) 
crimson.  (6)  green,  (7)  grey,  (8)  hoar,  (9)  purple, 
(10)  red,  (11)  scarlet,  (12)  sorrel,  (13)  vermilion, 
(14)  white,  (15)  yellow.  In  addition  there  are 
indefinite  words  indicating  mixtures  of  light  and 
dark:  (a)  grisled  (grizzled),  (6)  rings traked  (ring- 
streaked),  (c)  speckled,  (d)  spotted. 

(1)  Bay  or  red  is  more  properly  tr^  "strong"  in 
the  RV.' 

(2)  Black  (blackish) :  Eight  different  words  have 
been  tr*  "black."  They  indicate  various  meanings 
such  as  "dusky  like  the  early  dawn,"  "ashen," 
"swarthy,"  "moved  with  passion."  Black  is  ap- 
plied to  hair  (Lev  13  31;  Cfant  6  11;  Mt  6  36);  to 
marble  or  pavement  (Est  1  6);  to  mourning  (Job 
30  28.30;  Jer  14  2):  to  passion  (Jer  8  21  AV;  Lam 
6  10);  to  horses  (Zee  6  2.6;  Rev  6  5);  to  the 
heavens  (1  K  18  45;  Job  3  5;  Prov  7  9  AV;  Jer 
4  28;  Mic  8  6);  to  the  sun  (Rev  6  12);  to  the  skin 
(racial)  (Cant  1  5.6);  to  flocks  (Gen  30  32.33.35. 
io);  to  brooks  because  of  ice  (Job  6  16). 


(3)  Blite  (npDP,  i'khelethy  a  color  from  the 
cerulean  mussel):  This  word  was  applied  only  to 
fabrics  dyed  with  a  special  blue  dye  obtained  from 
a  shellfish.  See  Dye.  WIB  ,  sheshf  in  one  passage 
of  the  AV  is  tr^  "blue"  (Est  16).  It  is  properly 
tr**  in  RV  "white  cloth."  "Blueness  of  a  wound'^' 
(Prov  20  30)  is  correctly  rendered  in  RV  "stripes 
that  wound."  Blue  is  applied  to  the  fringes^  veil, 
vestments,  embroideries,  etc,  in  the  description  of 
the  ark  and  tabernacle  (Ex  25  ff ;  Nu  4  6  f ;  16  38); 
to  workers  in  blue  (2  Ch  2  7.14;  8  14);  to  palace 
adornments  (Est  16);  to  royal  apparel  (Est  8  15; 
Jer  10  9;  Ezk  23  6;  27  7.24). 

(4)  Brown:  The  Heb  word  meaning  "sunburnt" 
or  "swarthy"  is  tr^  "black"  in  RV  (Gen  30  32  ff). 

(5)  Crimson  (b^'IP'lS,  karmil):  This  word  is 
probably  of  Pers  origin  and  applies  to  the  brilliant 
dye  obtained  from  a  bug.  A  second  word  fiyb^R, 
tdla^ath,  is  also  found.  Its  meaning  is  the  same. 
See  Dye.  Crimson  is  applied  to  raiment  (2  Ch 
2  7.14;    8  14;   Jer  4  30  AV);    to  sins  (Isa  1  18). 

(6)  Green  (greenish):  This  word  in  the  tr  refers 
almost  without  exception  to  vegetation.  The  Heb 
p")3 ,  y&rdJp,  lit.  "pale,"  is  considered  one  of  the  three 
definite  color  words  used  in  the  OT  (see  White  ;  Red)  . 
TTie  Gr  equivalent  is  cklords;  cf  Eng.  "chlorine." 
This  word  occurs  in  the  following  vs:  Gen  1  30: 
9  3;  Ex  10  15;  Lev  2  14  (AV);  23  14  (AV);  2  K 
19  26;  Ps  37  2;  Isa  16  6;  37  27;  Job  39  8;  Mo- 
ro8,  Mk  6  39;  Rev  8  7;  9  4.  "JJ^l ,  ra'dndn,  closely 
allied  in  meaning  to  ydrdk,  is  used  to  describe 
trees  in  the  following  passages:  Dt  12  2;  1  K  14  23; 

2  K  16  4;  17  10;  19  26;  2  Ch  28  4;  Job  16  32; 
Ps  37  35;  62  8;  Cant  1  16;  Isa  67  5;   Jer  2  20; 

3  6;  11  16;  17  2.8;  Ezk  6  13;  Hos  14  8.  In  the 
remaining  vs  the  Heb  equivalents  do  not  denote 
color,  but  the  condition  of  being  full  of  sap,  fresh  or 
unripe  (cf  similar  uses  in  Eng.)  (Gen  30  37  [AV]; 
Jgs  16  7.8;  Ps  23  2;  Cant  2  13;  Job  8  16;  Ezk 
17  24;  20  47;  Lk  23  31).  In  Est  1  6  the  Heb  word 
refers  to  a  fiber,  probably  cotton,  as  is  indicated  by 
ARVm.  Greenish  is  used  to  describe  leprous  spots 
in  Lev  13  49;  14  37.  The  same  word  is  tr*»  *Vel- 
low"  in  Ps  68  13. 

(7)  Gray:  The  Heb  nH"^© ,  aebhahy  means  old  age, 
hence  refers  also  to  the  color  of  the  hair  in  old  age 
(Gen  42  38;  44  29;  44  31;  Dt  32  25;  Ps  71  18; 
Hos  7  9).    See  Hoary  next  paragraph. 

(8)  Hoar  (hoary) :  The  same  word  which  in  other 
vs  is  tr^  "gray"  is  rendered  "hoar"  or  "hoary," 
applying  to  the  hair  in  1  K  2  6.9;  Isa  46  4;  Lev 
19  32;  Job  41  32;  Prov  16  31.  Another  Heb  word 
is  tr**  "hoar"  or  "hoary,"  describing  "frost"  in  Ex 
16  14;   Job  38  29;   Ps  147  16. 

(9)  Purple:  The  Heb  equivalent  is  TPJ^S^, 
'argdmdn;  Gr  Top<f>jlfpay  porphura.  The  latter  word 
refers  to  the  source  of  the  dye,  namely,  a  shell- 
fish found  on  the  shores  of  the  Mediterranean.  See 
Dye.  This  color,  which  varied  widely  according 
to  the  kind  of  shellfish  used  and  the  method  of  dye- 
ing, was  utilized  in  connection  with  the  adornment 
of  the  tabernacle  (Ex  26,  26,  27,  28,  36,  36,  38, 
39 ;  Nu  4  13) .  There  were  workers  in  purple  called 
to  assist  in  beautifying  the  temple  (2  Ch  2  7.14; 
8  14).  Purple  was  much  used  for  royal  raiment 
and  furnishings  (Jgs  8  26;  Est  1  6;  8  15;  Cant  8 
10;  Mk  16  17.20;  Jn  19  2.5).  Puiple  was  typical 
of  gorgeous  apparel  (Prov  81  22;  Jer  10  9;  Cant 
7  5;  Ezk  27  7.16;  Lk  16*19;  Acts  16  14;  Rev  17 
4;  18  12.16). 

(10)  Red:  The  Heb  DllSt,  'ddhom,  is  from  D*^, 
ddniy  "blood  "  hence,  'Ijloodlike."  This  is  one  of 
the  three  oistinctive  color  words  mentioned  in 
the  OT  (see  Green;  White),  and  is  foimd  in  most 
of  the  references  to  red.    Four  other  words  are 
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used:  (a)  ''b'^b^n,  hakMUl,  probably  "darkened"  or 
"clouded"  (Gen  49  12;  Prov  23  29);  (6)  nijn, 
hdmar,  "to  ferment"   (Ps  76  8m;    laa  27  2AV); 

(c)  tsnjl,  baha^y  probably  "to  glisten"  (Est  1  6); 

(d)  Tvpp6t,  purrds,  "firelike"  (Mt  16  2.3:  Rev  6  4: 
12  3).  Red  is  applied  to  dyed  skins  (Ex  26  5;  26 
14;  36  7.23;  36  19;  39  34);  to  the  color  of  aninuds 
(Nu  19  2;  Zee  1  8;  6  2;  Rev  6  4;  12  3);  to  the 
human  skin  (Gen  25  25;  ruddy,  1  S  16  12;  17  42; 
Cant  6  10;  Lam  4  7);  to  the  eyes  (Gen  49  12; 
Prov  23  29);  to  sores  (Lev  13);  to  wine  (Ps  76  8m; 
Prov  23  31;  Isa  27  2  AV);  to  water  (2  K  3  22); 
to  pavement  (Est  1  6);  to  pottage  (Gen  25  30);  to 
apparel  (Isa  63  2);  to  the  sky  (Mt  16  2.3);  to  sins 
(Isa  1  18);  to  a  shield  (Nah  2  3). 

(11)  Scarlet:  Scarlet  and  crimson  colors  were 
probably  from  the  same  source  (see  Cbimson; 
Dye).  PljbTP,  tdla^alhj  or  derivatives  have  been 
tr*  by  both'"8carlet"  and  "crimson"  (Gi  kdkkinoa). 
A  Chald  word  for  purple  has  thrice  been  tr**  "scar- 
let" in  AV  (Dnl  6  7.16.29).  Scarlet  is  appUed  to 
fabrics  or  yam  used  (a)  in  the  equipment  of  the 
tabernacle  (Ex  25  ff;  Nu  4  8) ;  (b)  m  rites  in  cleans- 
ing lepers  (Lev  14) ;  in  ceremony  of  purification  (Nu 
19  6) ;  to  royal  or  gorgeous  apparel  (2  S  1  24:  Prov 
31  21;  Lam  4  5;  Dnl  6  7.16.29,  "purple";  Nah  2 
3;  Mt  27  28;  Rev  17  4;  18  12.16);  to  marking 
thread  (Gen  38  28.30;  Josh  2  18.21);  to  lips  (Cant 
4  3);  to  sins  (Isa  1  18);  to  beasts  (Rev  17  3);  to 
wool  (He  9  19). 

(12)  Sarrd:  This  word  occurs  once  in  the  RV 
(Zee  18). 

(13)  Vermilion:  This  word,  "liptp ,  shdshar^  occurs 
in  two  passages  (Jer  22  14;  Ezk  23  14).  Vermilion 
of  modem  arts  is  a  sulphide  of  mercury.  It  is  not 
at  all  improbable  that  the  paint  referred  to  was  an 
oxide  of  iron.  This  oxide  is  still  taken  from  the 
ground  in  Syria  and  Pal  and  used  for  decorative 
outlining. 

(14)  While:    The   principal  word   for  denoting 

whiteness  in  the  Heb  was  "ji}^ ,  lobkan,  a  distinctive 
color  word.  Some  of  the  objects  to  which  it  was 
applied  show  that  it  was  used  as  we  use  the  word 
"white"  (Gen  49  12).  Mt.  Lebanon  was  proba- 
bly named  because  of  its  snow-tipped  peaks  (Jer 
18  14).  White  is  applied  to  goats  (Gen  30  35);  to 
rods  (Gen  30  37);  to  teeth  (Gen  49  12);  to  leprous 
hairs  and  spots  (Lev  13;  Nu  12  10);  to  garments 
(Eccl  9  8;  Dnl  7  9);  as  symbol  of  purity  (Dnl  11 
35;  12  10;  Isa  1  18):  to  horses  (Zee  1  8;  6  3.6); 
to  tree  branches  (Joel  17);  to  coriander  seed  (Ex 
16  31).  The  corresponding  Gr  word,  \tvK6t,  leukds, 
is  used  in  NT.  It  is  applied  to  hair  (Mt  6  36;  Rev 
1  14);  to  raiment  (Mt  17  2;  28  3;  Mk  9  3;  16  5; 
Lk  9  29;  Jn  20  12;  Acts  1  10;  Rev  3  4.5.18;  6  11; 
7  9.13.14;  19  14):  to  horses  (Rev  6  2;  19  11.14); 
to  a  throne  (Rev  20  11);  to  stone  (Rev  2  17);  to  a 
cloud  (Rev  14  14).  Besides  labh&n^  foiir  other  Heb 
words  have  been  tr**  "white":  (a)  ''TH,  ^5ri,  or 
■^'in,  hur,  meaning  "bleached,"  applied  to  bread 
(Gen  40  16);  to  Unen  (Est  1  6;  8  15);  (6)  n$, 
gahf  or  "^^HJ,  gdhor,  lit.  "dazzling,"  is  applied  to 
asses  (Jgs  6  10);  to  human  appearance  (Cant  6 
10);  to  wool  (Ezk  27  18);  (c)  ^'^,  dar,  probably 
mother  of  pearl  or  alabaster  (Est  1  6) ;  (d)  '^^'1,  rlVj 
lit.  "saliva,"  and,  from  resemblance,  "white  of  egg" 
(Job  6  6). 

(15)  Yellow:  This  word  occurs  in  Est  1  6  to  de- 
scribe pavement;  in  Lev  13  to  describe  leprous  hair; 
in  Ps  68  13  to  describe  gold. 

Mixtures  of  colors:  (a)  ^zzled  (grisled),  lit 
"spotted  as  with  hail,"  applied  to  goats  (G«n  31 
10.12);  to  horses  (Zee  6  3.6);  (6)  ringstreaked 
(ringstraked),  lit.  "striped  with  bands,  applied 
to  animals  (Gen  30  35 if;    31  8 IT);    (c)  speckled, 


lit.  "dotted  or  spotted,"  applied  to  cattle  and  goats 
(Gen  30  32  ff;  31  8ff);  to  a  bird  (Jer  12  9): 
to  horses  (Zee  1  8  AV) ;  (d)  spotted,  lit.  "covered 
with  patches,"  applied  to  cattle  and  goats  (Gen  30 
32  ff).  In  Jude  ver  23  "spotted"  means  "defiled." 
Figurative :  For  fig.  uses,  see  imder  separate  colors. 

Literature. — Perrot  and  Chlplez,  HUiory  of  Art  in 
Ancient  Sgypt,  Hittory  of  Art  in  Chaldaea  and  Attyria, 
History  of  Art  in  Phoenicia  and  its  Dependencies;  WiUcio- 
son.  The  Ancient  Sgyptiane;  Jew  Snc;  BB;  Delltzflch, 
/r»». 

James  A    Patch 

COLOSSAE,  kMos'e  (KoXoovaC,  '  Kolossai, 
"punishment";  AV  Colosse):  A  city  of  Phrygia 
on  the  Lycus  River,  one  of  the  branches  of  the 
Maeander,  and  3  miles  from  Mt.  Cadmus,  8.013 
ft.  high.  It  stood  at  the  head  of  a  gorge  wnere 
the  two  streams  unite,  and  on  the  great  high- 
way traversing  the  country  from  Ephesus  to  the 
Euphrates  vaUey,  13  miles  from  Hierapolis  and 
10  from  Laodicea.  Its  history  is  chiefly  associated 
with  that  of  these  two  cities.  Early,  according  to 
both  Herodotus  and  Xenophon,  it  was  a  place  of 
great  importance.  There  Aerxes  stopped  481  BC 
(Herod.  vii.30)  and  Cyrus  the  Youi^er  marched 
401  BC  (Xen.  Anab,  1.2.6).  From  Col  2  1  it  is 
not  likely  that  Paul  visited  the  place  in  person:  but 
its  Christianization  was  due  to  the  efforts  of  Epa- 
phras  and  Timothy  (Col  1  1.7)^anditwasthehome 
of  Philemon  and  Epaphras.  That  a  church  was 
established  there  early  is  evident  from  Col  4  12.13; 
Rev  1  11;  8  14.  As  the  neighboring  cities,  Hier- 
apolis and  Laodicea,  increased  in  importance, 
Colossae  declined.  There  were  many  Jews  living 
there,  and  a  chief  article  of  commerce,  for  which  the 
place  was  renowned,  was  the  coUossiivuSf  a  peculiar 
wool,  probably  of  a  purple  color.  In  religion  the 
people  were  specially  lax,  worshipping  angels.  Of 
them,  Michael  was  the  chief,  ana  the  protecting 
saint  of  the  city.  It  is  said  tnat  once  he  appeared 
to  the  people,  saving  the  cit^  in  time  of  a  flood. 
It  was  tliis  oelief  in  angels  which  called  forth  Paul's 
epistle  (Col  2  18).  During  the  7th  and  8th  cents, 
the  place  was  overrun  by  the  Saracens;  in  the  12th 
cent,  the  chureh  was  destroyed  by  the  Turks  and 
the  dty  disappeared.  Its  site  was  explored  by 
Mr.  Hamilton.  The  ruins  of  the  chureh,  the  stone 
foundation  of  a  larse  theater,  and  a  necropolis 
with  stones  of  a  peculiar  shape  are  still  to  be  seen. 
During  the  Middle  Ages  the  place  bore  the  name  of 
Chonae;  it  is  now  called  Chonas.      E.  J.  Banks 

COLOSSIANS,  kd-losh'ans,  kMos'i-anz,  EPIS- 
TLE TO  THE:  This  is  one  of  the  group  of  St. 
Paul's  epistles  known  as  the  Captivity  Epistles  (see 
Philemon,  Epistle  to,  for  a  discussion  of  these  as 
a  group). 

/.  Aaihentieiiy. — ^The  external  evidence  for  the 
Epistle  to  the  Colossians,  prior  to  the  middle  of  the 

2d  cent.,  is  rather  indeterminate.  In 
1.  External  Ignatius  and  in  Polycarp  we  have  here 
Evidence       and   there   phrases   and    terminology 

that  suggest  an  acquaintance  with 
Col  but  not  much  more  (Ignat.,  ^p/ies.,  x  3,  and 
Polyc.  x.l;  cf  with  Col  1  23).  The  phrase  in  Ep 
BamabaSf  xii,  "in  him  are  all  things  and  unto 
him  are  all  things,"  may  be  due  to  Col  1  16,  but 
it  is  quite  as  poasiblv  a  liturgical  formula.  The 
references  in  Justin  Martyr's  LHalogue  to  Christ 
as  the  firstborn  {prMtokos)  are  very  probably 
suggested  by  Col  1  15,  ''the  firstborn  of  all  crea- 
tio?'  {Dial.,  84,  85,  138).  The  first  definite  witness 
is  Marcion,  who  included  this  epistle  in  his  collection 
of  those  written  by  St.  Paul  (Tert;.  Adu.  Marc,  v.  19). 
A  little  later  the  Muratonan  Fragment  mentions 
Col  amons  the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul  (10&,  1.  21,  CoUh 
aensis).  Irenaeus  quotes  it  frequently  and  by  name 
{Adv,  haer.,  iii.l4,  1).    It  is  familiar  to  the  writers 
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of  the  following  cents,  (e.g.  Tert.,  De  praescrip.f  7; 
Clem.  Alex.,  Strom.,  1, 1;  Orig.,  Contra  Celsunij  v.8). 

The  authenticity  was  not  questioned  until  the 
second  quarter  of  the  19th  cent,  when  Mayerhoff 
claimed  on  the  ground  of  style,  vo- 
2.  Xntemal  cabulary,  and  thought  that  it  was  not 
Evidence  by  the  apostle.  Inc  Tubingen  school 
claimed,  on  the  basis  of  a  supposed 
Gnosticism,  that  the  epistle  was  the  work  of  the 
2d  cent,  and  so  not  rauline.  This  position  has 
been  thoroughly  answered  by  showing  that  the 
teaching  is  essentially  different  from  the  Gnosticism 
of  the  ^  cent.,  esp.  in  the  conception  of  Christ  as 
prior  to  and  greater  than  all  things  create  (see  V 
Below).  The  attack  in  later  years  has  been  chiefly 
on  the  ground  of  vocabulary  and  style,  the  doctrinal 
position,  esp.  the  Christology  and  the  teaching 
about  angels,  and  the  relation  to  the  Ephesian 
epistle.  The  objection  on  the  ground  of  vocabulary 
and  style  is  based,  as  is  so  often  the  case,  on  the 
assumption  that  a  man,  no  matter  what  he  writes 
about,  must  use  the  same  words  and  style.  There 
are  thirty-four  words  in  Col  which  are  not  in  any 
other  NT  book.  When  one  removes  those  that 
are  due  to  the  difference  in  subject-matter,  the  total 
is  no  greater  than  that  of  some  of  the  acknowledged 
epistles.  The  omission  of  familiar  Pauline  par- 
ticles, the  use  of  genitives,  of  "all"  {pds),  and  of 
8ynon3rms,  find  parallels  in  other  epistles,  or  are 
due  to  a  difference  of  subject,  or  perhaps  to  the 
influence  on  the  language  of  the  apostle  of  his  life 
in  Rome  (von  Soden).  The  doctrinal  position  is 
not  at  heart  contradictory  to  St.  Paul's  earlier 
teaching  (cf  Godet,  IrUro  NT;  St,  Patd'a  Epistles, 
440  f).  The  Christology  is  in  entire  harmony  with 
Phil  (q.v.)  which  is  generally  admitted  as  Pauline, 
and  is  only  a  development  of  the  teaching  in  1  Cor 
(8  6;  16  24-28)i  esp.  in  respect  of  the  emphasis 
laid  on  "the  cosmical  activity  of  the  preincamate 
Christ."  Finally,  the  form  in  which  St.  Paul  puts 
the  Christology  is  that  best  calculated  to  meet  the 
false  teaching  of  the  Colossian  heretics  (cf  V  below). 
In  recent  years  H.  Holtzmann  has  advocated  that  this 
epistle  is  an  interpolated  form  of  an  original  Pauline 
epistle  to  the  Colossians,  and  the  work  of  the  author 
01  the  Epistle  to  the  Ephesians  (q.v.).  A  modifi- 
cation of  this  theory  of  interpolation  has  recently 
been  sus^ested  by  J.  Weiss  (TLZ,  September  29, 
1900).  Both  these  theories  are  too  complicated  to 
stand,  and  even  von  Soden,  who  at  first  followed 
Holtzmann,  has  abandoned  the  position  (von  Soden, 
Einl.f  12);  while  Sanday  (DB^)  has  shown  how 
utterly  untenable  it  is.  Sober  criticism  today  has 
come  to  realize  that  it  is  impossible  to  deny  the 
Pauline  authorship  of  this  epistle.  This  position  is 
strengthened  by  the  close  relationship  between  Col 
and  Philem,  of  which  Renan  says:  "Paul  alone,  so 
it  would  seem,  could  have  written  this  little  master- 
piece" (Abbottj  TCCy  Iviii).  If  Philem  (q.v.)  stands 
as  Pautine,  as  it  must,  then  the  authenticity  of  Col 
is  established  beyond  controversy. 

//.  Place  and  Date. — The  Pauline  authorship 
being  established,  it  becomes  evident  at  once  that 
the  apostle  wrote  Col  along  with  the  other  Cap- 
tivity Epistles,  and  that  it  is  best  dated  from  Rome 
(see  Philemon,  Epistle  to),  and  during  the  first 
captivity.  This  would  be  about  68  or,  if  the  later 
chronology  is  preferred,  63  or  64. 

///.  Destination. — ^The  epistle  was  written,  on  the 
face  of  it,  to  the  church  at  Colossae  (q.v.),  a  town 
in  the  Lycus  valley  where  the  gospel  had  been 
preached  most  probably  by  Epaphras  (Col  1  7; 
4  12),  and  where  St.  Paul  was,  himself,  unknown 
personally  (1  4.8.9;  2  1.5).  From  the  epistle  it 
is  evident  that  the  Colossian  Christians  were  Gen- 
tiles (1  27)  for  whom,  as  such,  the  apostle  feels  a 
responsibility  (2  Iff).     He  sends  to  them  Tychicus 


(4  7),  who  is  accompanied  by  Onesimus,  one  of 
their  own  community  (4  9),  and  urges  them  to  be 
sure  to  read  another  letter  which  will  reach  them 
from  Laodicea  (4  16). 

iV.  Relation  to  Other  NT  Writingm.—Beyond 
the  connection  with  Eph  (q.v.)  we  need  notice  only 
the  relation  between  Col  and  llev.  In  the  letter  to 
Laodicea  (Rev  3  14-21)  we  have  two  expressions: 
"the  beginning  of  the  creation  of  God,"  and  "I  will 
give  to  him  to  sit  down  with  me  in  my  throne,"  in 
which  we  have  an  echo  of  Col  which  "suggests  an 
acquaintance  with  and  recognition  of  the  earUer 
apostle's  teaching  on  the  part  of  St.  John"  (Light- 
foot,  Col,  42,  n.  5). 

K.  7%e  Furpoee. — The  occasion  of  the  epistle 
was,  we  may  be  sure,  the  information  brought  by 
Epaphras  that  the  church  in  Colossae  was  subject 
to  the  assault  of  a  body  of  Judaistic  Christians  who 
were  seeking  to  overthrow  the  faith  of  the  Colossians 
and  weaken  their  regard  for  St.  Paul  (Zahn).  This 
"heresy,"  as  it  is  commonly  called,  has  had  many 
explanations.  The  Tubingen  school  taught  that 
it  was  gnostic,  and  sought  to  find  in  the  terms  the 
apostle  used  evidence  for  the  2d  cent,  composi- 
tion of  the  epistle.  PUroma  and  gn&sis  ("fulness" 
and  "knowledge")  not  only  do  not  require  this 
interpretation,  but  will  not  admit  it.  The  very 
heart  of  Gnosticism,  i.e.  the  theory  of  emanation 
and  the  dualistic  conception  which  regards  matter 
as  evil,  finds  no  place  in  Col.  The  use  of  pleroma 
in  this  and  the  sister  epistle,  Eph,  does  not  imply 
gnostic  views,  whether  held  by  the  apostle  or  by 
the  readers  ot  the  letters.  The  significance  in  Col 
of  this  and  the  other  words  adopted  by  Gnosticism 
in  later  years  is  auite  distinct  from  that  later  mean- 
ing. The  imderlying  teaching  is  equally  distinct. 
The  Christ  of  the  Colossians  is  not  the  aeon 
Christ  of  Gnosticism.  In  Essenism,  on  the  other 
hand,  Lightfoot  and  certain  Germans  seek  the  origin 
of  this  heresy.  Essenism  has  certain  affinities  with 
Gnosticism  on  the  one  side  and  Judaism  on  the  other. 
Two  objections  are  raised  against  this  explanation  of 
the  origin  of  the  Colossian  heresy.  In  the  first  place 
Elssenism,  as  we  know  it,  is  found  in  the  neighbor- 
hood of  the  Dead  Sea,  and  there  is  no  evidence  for 
its  establishment  in  the  Lycus  valley.  In  the  second 
place,  no  references  are  foimd  in  Col  to  certain  dis- 
tinct Essene  teachings,  e.g.  those  about  marriage, 
washings,  communism.  Sabbath  rules,  etc. 

The  Colossian  heresy  is  due  to  Judaistic  influ- 
ences on  the  one  hand  and  to  native  beliefs  and 
superstitions  on  the  other.  The  Judaistic  elements 
in  this  teaching  are  patent,  circumcision  (2  11), 
the  Law  (2  14.15),  and  special  seasons  (2  16). 
But  there  is  more  than  Judaism  in  this  false  teach- 
ing. Its  teachers  look  to  intermediary  spirits, 
an^^ls  whom  they  worship;  and  insist  on  a  very 
stnct  asceticism.  To  seek  the  origin  of  angel  wor- 
ship in  Judaism,  as  is  commonly  done,  is,  as  A.  L. 
Williams  has  shown,  to  miss  the  real  significance 
of  the  attitude  of  the  Jews  to  angels  and  to  mag- 
nify the  bitter  jeers  of  Celsus.  Apart  from  phrases 
used  in  exorcism  and  magic  he  shows  us  that  there 
is  no  evidence  that  the  Jew  ever  worshipped  angels 
{JTS,  X,  413  f).  This  element  in  the  Colossian 
heresy  was  local,  finding  its  antecedent  in  the  wor- 
ship of  the  river  spirits,  and  in  later  years  the  same 
tendency  gave  the  impulse  to  the  worship  of  St. 
Michael  as  the  patron  saint  of  Colossae  (so  too 
Ramsay,  HDB,  s.v.  "Colossae").  The  danger  of 
and  the  falsehood  in  this  teaching  were  twofold. 
In  the  firat  place  it  brought  the  gospel  under  the 
bands  of  the  Law  once  more,  not  now  with  the 
formality  of  the  GaJatian  opponents,  but  none  the 
less  surely.  But  as  the  apostle's  readers  are  Gen- 
tiles (1  27)  St.  Paul  is  not  interested  in  showing  the 
preparatory  aspect  of  the  Law.    He  simply  insists 
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to  them  that  they  are  quite  free  from  all  obligations 
of  the  Law  because  Chnst,  in  whom  they  have 
been  baptized  (2  12),  has  blotted  out  all  the  Law 
(2  14).  The  second  danger  is  that  their  belief 
in  and  worship  of  the  heavenly  powers,  false  ideas 
about  Christ  and  the  material  world,  would  develop 
even  further  than  it  had.  They,  because  of  their 
union  with  Him,  need  fear  no  angelic  being.  Christ 
has  triumphed  over  them  all,  leading  them  as  it 
were  captives  in  His  train  (2  15),  as  He  conquered 
on  the  cross.  The  spiritual  powers  cease  to  have 
any  authority  over  the  Christians.  It  is  to  set 
Christ  forward,  in  this  way,  as  Head  over  all  creation 
as  very  God,  and  out  of  His  relation  to  the  church 
and  to  the  universe  to  develop  the  Christian  life, 
that  the  apostle  writes. 

VL  Argument, — ^The  argument  of  the  Epistle  is 
as  follows: 

1  1.2:  Salutation. 

1  3-8:  Thanksgiving  for  their  faith  in  Christ,  their 
love  for  the  saints,  their  hope  laid  up  in  heaven, 
which  thev  had  in  and  through  the  ^pel  and  of 
which  he  had  heard  from  Epaphras. 

1  ^13:  Prayer  that  they  might  be  filled  with  the 
full  knowledge  of  God's  will  so  as  to  walk  worthy 
of  the  Lord  and  to  be  fruitful  in  good  works^  thank- 
ful for  their  inheritance  of  the  kingdom  of  His  Son. 

1  14-23:  Statement  of  the  Son's  position,  from 
whom  we  have  redemption.  He  is  the  very  image 
of  God,  Creator,  preexistent,  the  Head  of  the 
church,  preeminent  over  all,  in  whom  aJl  the  ful- 
ness (plirdtna)  dwells^  the  Reconciler  of  all  things, 
as  also  of  the  Colossians,  through  His  death,  pro- 
vided they  are  faithful  to  the  hope  of  the  gospd. 

1  24 — 2  5:  By  his  suffering  he  is  filling  up  the 
sufferings  of  Christ,  of  whom  he  is  a  minister, 
even  to  reveal  the  great  mystery  of  the  ages,  that 
Christ  is  in  them,  the  Gentiles^  the  hope  of  glory,  the 
object  of  the  apostle's  preachmg  everywhere.  This 
explains  Paul's  interest  in  them,  and  his  care  for 
them,  that  their  hearts  may  be  strengthened  in  the 
love  and  knowledge  of  Christ. 

2  6 — ^3  4:  He  then  passes  to  exhortation  against 
those  who  are  leading  them  astray,  these  false 
teachers  of  a  vain,  deceiving  philosophy  based  on 
worldly  wisdom,  who  ignore  the  truth  of  Christ's 
position,  as  One  in  whom  all  the  Divine  pLeroma 
dwells,  and  their  relation  to  Him,  united  bv  baptism; 
raised  through  the  faith;  quickened  ana  forgiven; 
who  teach  the  obligation  of  the  observance  of  va- 
rious legal  practices,  strict  asceticisms  and  angel 
worship.  Tnis  exhortation  is  closed  with  the  ap- 
peal that  as  Christ's  they  will  not  submit  to  these 
regulations  of  men  which  are  useless,  esp.  in  com- 
parison with  Christ's  power  through  the  Resurrec- 
tion. 

3  5-17:  Practical  exhortations  follow  to  real 
mortification  of  the  flesh  with  its  characteristics,  and 
the  substitution  of  a  new  life  of  fellowship,  love  and 
peace. 

3  18—4  1 :  Exhortation  to  fulfil  social  obligations, 
as  wives,  husbands,  children,  parents,  slaves  ana 
masters. 

4  2-6:  Exhortation  to  devout  and  watchful 
prayer. 

4  7-18:  Salutations  and  greeting. 

Literature. — Lightfoot.  St.  PauVt  Bpiallet  to  the 
Colotaiang  and  Philemon;  Abbott,  Epheeiane  and  Coloe- 
eiane,  ICC;  Peake.  Coloaeiane,  Bxpoeiior'e  Greek  Teeiament; 
Maclaren.  Coloeaiana,  Expoeitora  Bible;  Alexander,  Coloa- 
aiana  and  Epheaiana,  Bible  for  Home  and  School;  Moule, 
Coloaaiana,  Cambridge  Bible;  Haupt.  Meyer's  Krit.  u. 
Exeg.  Kom.;  von  Sqden.  Hand-Kom.  zum  NT. 

C.  S.  Lewis 

COLT,  k6lt  (FOAL)  (T?,  'ayir,  la,  hen;  irdXo«, 

pdloSf  vU«,  huidSf  with  some  word  such  as  i^oiyylov^ 

nupozugloUf  understood;  huios  alone  =  "son"):  The 

Eng.  words  "colt"  and  "foal"  are  used  in  the  Bible 


of  the  ass  everywhere  except  in  Gen  32  15,  where 
the  word  "colt"  is  used  of  the  camel  in  the  list  of 
animals  destined  by  Jacob  as  presents  for  Esau.  In 
most  cases  ^ayir  (cf  Arab,  ^air,  "ass")  means  "ass's 
colt,"  but  it  may  be  joined  with  ben,-  "son,"  as  in 
Zee  9  9,  where  we  have:  *al-hdmor  W^al-^ayir  ben^ 
*dlhondth,  lit.  "on  an  ass,  and  on  an  ass's  colt,  the  son 
of  the  she-asses";  cf  Mt  21  5:  ^l  dyov  Kal  irl  tQXop 
vlbp  inro^loVf  epi  6non  kai  epi  pdlon  huidn  hupozu- 
giou.  "upon  an  ass,  and  upon  a  colt  the  foal  of  an 
ass.'  In  Jn  12  15  we  have  hrl  irio\ov  tfwv,  epi  pdlon 
dnoUf  and  in  the  previous  ver  the  diminutive,  dpdpiovy 
ondrion.  The  conmionest  NT  word  for  "colt"  is 
pdlaa.  akin  to  which  is  Ger.  Fohle  and  Eng.  "foal" 
and  ''fillv."  The  Lat  rndlus  signifies  either  "foal" 
or  "chicken,"  and  in  tne  latter  sense  gives  rise  to 
Ft.  poidet  and  Eng.  "pullet." 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  horses  are  but  little  men- 
tioned in  the  Bible,  and  that  only  in  connection 
with  royal  equipages  and  armies,  it  is  not  surprising 
that  "colt"  does  not  occur  in  its  ordinary  Eng. 
sense.  Alfred  Ely  Day 

COME,  kimi:  The  tr  of  many  Heb  and  Gr  words. 
In  the  phrase  "The  Spirit  of  Jeh  came  mightily  upon 
him"  (Jgs  14  6.19;  16  14:  1  S  10  10;  11  6;  16 
13),  the  word  is  gale^h;  Jgs  14  6;  16  14  "came 
mightily,"  which  is  the  uniform  tr  of  RV  (cf  13  25 
"to  move,"  i.e.  to  disturb  or  stir  up).  In  Jgs  6  34; 
1  Ch  12  18;  2  Ch  24  20,  it  is  labhesh,  "to  clothe": 
RVm  "The  Spirit  ....  clothed  itself  with  Gideon'^ 
and  ...  .  'Vith  Zechariah,"  "The  Spirit  clothed 
Amasai." 

Among  its  many  changes,  RV  has  "come  forth" 
for  "come"  (Mt  2  6);  "gone  up"  for  "come" 
(14  32.  a  different  text);  "come  all  the  way"  for 
"come  (Jn  4  15);  "got  out  upon  the"  for  "come 
to"  (21  9);  "draw  near"  for  "come"  (He  4  16): 
"come"  for  "come  and  see"  (Rev  6  1);  "secure'* 
for  "come  by"  (Acts  27  16);  "attain  unto"  for 
"come  in"  (Eph  4  13);  and  "I  come"  for  "I  come 
again"  (Jn  14  28).  W.  L.  Walker 

COMELINESS,  kum'li-nes,  COMELY,  kum'Ii: 
Cognate  with  "becoming,"  viz.  what  is  suitable, 

fraceful,  handsome.  The  servant  of  Jeh  in  Isa 
3  2  is  without  "comeliness"  {hddhdr,  "honor"), 
i.e.  there  is  in  his  appearance  nothing  attractive, 
while  he  is  bowed  beneath  man's  sin.  "Praise  is 
comeW"  {na'wdhyf.  of  na'weh;  Ps  88  1;  147  1),  i.e. 
suitable  or  befitting  "for  the  righteous,"  and.  there- 
fore, an  honor  and  glory;  "uncomely  parts,'  ascht- 
mona  (1  Cor  12  23),  viz.  less  honoraole.  See  also 
1  S  16  18,  "a  comely  person";  Cant  6  4,  "comely 
as  Jerus,"  etc. 

COMFORT,  kum'fgrt  (Dnj ,  nOham;  irapaicaX^, 
parakaUd):  The  NT  word  is  variously  tr^,  as 
"comfort,"  "exhort,"  "beseech,"  the  exact  tr  to  be 
determined  by  the  context.  Etymologically,  it  is 
"to  call  alongside  of,"  i.e.  to  summon  for  assistance. 
To  comfort  is  to  cheer  and  encourage.  It  has  a 
positive  force  wanting  in  its  synonym  "console," 
as  it  indicates  the  dispelling  of  grief  by  the  imparta- 
tion  of  strength.  RV  has  correctly  changed  the  tr 
of  paramuthiomai  from  AV  "comfort,"  to  "consola- 
tion." So  in  the  OT,  "Comfort  ye  mv  people"  (Isa 
40  1)  is  much  stronger  than  "console, ''^  which  affords 
only  the  power  of  calm  endurance  of  affiction,  while 
the  brightest  hopes  of  the  future  and  the  highest 
incentives  to  present  activity  are  the  gifts  of  the 
Divine  grace  tnat  b  here  bestowed. 

*H.  E.  Jacobs 

COMFORTABLY,  kum'f 6r-tarbli  (H^"^?,  'al  lebh, 
"to  the  heart"):  "To  speak  to  the  heart,"  i.e.  to 
speak  kindly,  to  console,  to  comfort,  is  the  ordinary 
Heb  expression  for  wooing:  e.g.  Boaz  spake  "to  the 
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heart"  of  Ruth  (Ruth  8  13m;  AV  **friendly,"  RV 
'"kmdljr").  The  beautv  of  the  Heb  term  is  illus- 
trated in  Gen  60  21  where  Joseph  ^ 'spake  kindly" 
unto  his  brethren,  winning  them  from  fear  to  con- 
fidence. Rendered  "comfortably"  in  five  passages: 
thrice  of  human  speaking,  and  twice  of  the  tender- 
ness of  Ciod's  adoress  to  EQs  people.  David  was 
urged  to  win  back  the  hearts  of  the  people  by  kind 
words:  ''speak  comfortably"  (2  S  19  7).  Hezekiah 
in  like  manner  comforted  the  Levites  (2  Ch  80  22) 
and  encoura^d  his  captains  (2  Ch  82  6).  The  term 
has  exceptional  wealth  of  meaning  in  connection 
with  God's  message  of  grace  and  forgiveness  to  His 
redeemed  people.  The  compassionate  love  that  has 
atoned  for  their  sins  speaks  to  the  heart  ("comfort- 
ably") of  Jerus,  saying  "that  her  iniquity  is  par- 
doned" (Isa  40  2).  The  same  promise  of  forgiveness 
isgiven  to  the  penitent  nation  oy  the  prophet  Hosea 
(Eos  2  14):  ''comfortable  words"  (Zee  1  13),  i.e. 
words  affording  comfort.         Dwight  M.  Pratt 

COMFORTER,  kum'fSr-tSr:  This  is  a  tr  of  the 
word  TapdK\ffT09f  pardklitoSf  in  the  Johannine  writ- 
ings. In  the  Gospel  it  occurs  in  14  16.26:  16  26: 
16  7,  and  refers  to  the  Holv  Spirit.  Tne  word 
means  lit.  "called  to  one's  side"  ror  help.  The  tr 
"Comforter"  covers  only  a  small  part  of  the  mean- 
ing as  shown  in  the  context.  The  word  "Helper" 
would  be  a  more  adequate  tr.  The  Spirit  does  a 
great  deal  for  disciples  besides  comforting  them, 
although  to  comfort  was  a  part  of  His  work  for 
them.  The  Spirit  guides  into  truth;  indeed,  He  is 
called  the  Spirit  of  truth.  He  teaches  and  Quickens 
the  memoiy  of  disciples  and  glorifies  Christ  in 
them.  He  also  has  a  work  to  do  in  the  hearts  of 
unbelievers  convicting  the  world  of  sin,  of  righteous- 
ness, and  of  judgment  (Jn  14-16).  The  Comforter 
remains  permanently  with  disciples  after  He  comes 
in  response  to  the  prayers  of  Christ.  The  word 
paraklitos  does  not  occur  elsewhere  in  the  Scriptures 
except  in  1  Jn  8  1.  In  Job  16  2  the  active  form 
of  the  word  (varaH&oe  is  passive)  is  found  in  the  pi., 
where  Job  calls  his  friendis  "miserable  comforters. 
The  word  "Comforter"  bein^  an  inadequate,  and  the 
word  "Helper"  a  too  indefinite,  tr  of  the  word  in  the 
Gospel  of  John,  it  would  probably  be  best  to  transfer 
the  Gr  word  into  Eng.  in  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the 
Holy  Spirit  (see  Paraclete). 

In  1  Jn  8  1  the  word  parakletoe  refers  to  Christ: 
"If  any  man  sin,  we  have  an  Advocate  with  the. 
Father,  Jesus  Christ  the  righteous."  Here  the  tr 
Advocate  is  quite  correct.  As  the  next  ver  shows 
the  writer  has  in  mind  the  intercession  of  Christ  for 
Christians  on  the  basis  of  His  mediatorial  work: 
"And  he  is  the  propitiation  for  our  sins;  and  not  for 
ours  only,  but  luso  for  the  whole  world"  (1  Jn  2  2). 
See  Advocate;  Holt  Spirit;  Paraclete. 

E.  Y.  Mullins 

COMFORTLESS,  kum'fSrt-les  (&p^vo^,  orpha- 
nadSf  "orphans"):  The  Gr  original  is  found  but 
twice  in  tne  NT;  rendered  "comfortless"  in  Jn  14 
18,  RV  "desolate";  "fatherless"  in  Jas  1  27  (cf  Ps 
68  5).  The  term  signifies  her^t  of  a  father,  parents, 
guardian,  teacher,  gjuide,  and  indicates  what  must 
be  the  permanent  ministry  of  the  Holy  Spirit  to  the 
disciples  of  Jesus,  in  comforting  their  hearts.  In 
harmony  with  these  parting  words  Jesus  had  called 
the  chosen  twelve  "little  chUdren"  (Jn  13  33);  with- 
out Him  they  would  be  "orphans,"  comfortless, 
desolate.  The  coining  of  the  Holy  Spirit  would 
make  Christ  and  the  Father  forever  real  to  them,  an 
abiding  spiritual  presence.       Dwioht  M.  Pratt 

COMING  OF  CHRIST.    See  Advent;  Parou- 

UA. 

COMING,  SECOND.    See  Parousia. 


COMMANDMENT,  k6-mand'ment,  COM- 
MANDMENTS (nXfO ,  migwOh;  IrroX^,  entoU) :  The 
commandments  are,  first  of  all,  prescriptions,  or  direc- 
tions of  God.  concerning  particular  matters,  which 
He  wanted  observed  with  reference  to  circumstances 
as  they  arose,  in  a  period  when  He  spake  immediately 
and  with  greater  frequency  than  afterward.  They 
were  numerous,  minute,  and  regarded  as  codrdinate 
and  independent  of  eacn  other.  In  the  Ten  Com- 
mandments, or,  more  properly,  Ten  Words,  EVm 
(O'^T^'^,  cfohdrim),  they  are  reduced  to  a  few  all- 
comprehensive  precepts  of  permanent  validitv.  upon 
which  every  duty  required  of  man  is  based.  Certain 
prescriptions  of  temporary  force,  as  those  of  the 
ceremonial  and  forensic  laws,  are  applications  of 
these  "Words"  to  transient  circimistances.  and,  for 
the  time  for  which  they  were  enacted,  demanded 
perfect  and  imconditional  obedience.  The  Fas, 
and  esp.  Ps  119,  show  that  even  under  the  OT, 
there  was  a  deep  spiritual  appreciation  of  these 
commandments,  and  the  extent  to  which  obedience 
was  deemed  a  privilege  rather  than  a  mere  matter 
of  constrained  external  compliance  with  duty.  In 
the  NT,  Jesus  shows  in  Mt  22  37.40;  Mk  12  29. 
31;  Lk  10  27  (cf  Rom  13  8.10)  their  organic 
umty.  The  "Ten''  are  reduced  to  two,  and  these 
two  to  one  principle,  that  of  love.  In  love,  obe- 
dience begins,  and  works  from  within  outward. 
Under  the  NT  the  commandments  are  kept  when 
they  are  written  upon  the  heart  (He  10  16).  While 
in  the  Synoptics  they  are  referred  to  in  a  more 
abstract  and  distant  way,  in  both  the  Gospel  and 
the  Epp.  of  Jn  their  rdation  to  Jesus  is  most 

Srominent.  They  are  "my  commandments''  (Jn 
4  15.21;  16  10.12);  "mv  Father's"  (Jn  10  18; 
15  10):  or,  many  times  throughout  the  epp..  'Iiis 
[i.e.  Christ's]  commandments."^  The  new  life  in 
Christ  enkindles  love,  and  not  only  makes  the  com- 
mandments the  rule  of  life,  but  the  life  itself  the  free 
expression  of  the  commandments  and  of  the  nature 
of  God,  in  which  the  commandments  are  grounded. 
Occasionally  the  word  is  used  in  the  singular  collect- 
ively (Ex  24  12;  Fa  119  96;  1  Cor  14  37).  See 
Ten  Commandments,  The.  H.  E.  Jacobs 

COMMANDMENT.    THE    NEW,    nQ    (IvroX^ 

KoxiH^,  erUoU  kaM) :  Tne  word  "commandment"  is 
used  in  the  Eng.  VSS  of  the  OT  to  translate  several 
Heb  words,  more  esp.  those  meaning  "word"  (dd- 
bhdr)  as  the  ten  words  of  God  (Ex  84  28)  or  king's 
"command"  (Est  1  12);  "precept"  (mi^wOh)  of 
God  (Dt  4  2),  of  a  kmg  (2  K  18  36);  "mouth" 
or  "speech"  (peh)  of  God  (Ex  17  1),  of  Pharaoh 
(2  K  23  35).  They  express  the  theocratic  idea  of 
morality  wherein  the  wiU  or  law  of  God  is  imposed 
upon  men  as  their  law  of  conduct  (2  K  17  37). 

This  idea  is  not  repudiated  in  the  NT,  but  sup- 
plemented or  modified  from  within  by  making  love 
the  essence  of  the  command.  Jesus 
1.  Christ  Christ,  as  reported  in  the  Synoptics, 
and  the  Old  came  not  "to  destroy  the  law  or  the 
Command-  prophets  ....  but  to  fulfil"  (Mt  6 
ment  17).    He  taught  that  "whosoever  there- 

fore shall  break  one  of  these  least  com- 
mandments, and  shall  teach  men  so,  ^all  be  called 
least  in  the  kingdom  of  heaven"  (Mt  6  19).  He 
condemned  the  Pharisees  for  rejecting  the  command- 
ments of  God  as  given  by  Moses  (Mk  7  8-13). 
There  is  a  sense  in  which  it  is  true  that  Christ  pro- 
pounded no  new  commandment,  but  the  new  thinff 
m  His  teaching  was  the  emphasis  laid  on  the  old 
conimandment  of  love,  and  the  extent  and  intent 
of  its  application.  The  great  commandment  is 
"Thou  Shalt  love  the  Lord  thy  God,  ....  [and]  thy 
neighbor  as  thyself.  On  these  two  commandments 
the  whole  law  hangeth,  and  the  prophets"  (Mt  22 
34-40;   Mk  12  28-34;  cf  Dt  6  6;  Lev  10  18). 
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When  the  law  realizes  itself  as  love  for  God  and 
man  in  men's  hearts,  it  ceases  to  bear  the  aspect  of 

a  command.  The  force  of  authority 
8.  Principle  and  the  active  resistance  or  inertia  of 
instead  of  the  subject  disappear;  the  law  be- 
Law  comes  a  principle,  a  motive,  a  joyous 

harmony  of  man's  will  with  the  will 
ai  God;  and  in  becoming  internal,  it  becomes  uni- 
versal and  transcends  all  distinctions  of  race  or 
class.  Even  this  was  not  an  altogether  new  idea 
(cf  Jer  31  31-34-  Ps  61);  nor  did  Christ's  con- 
temporaries ana  disciples  think  it  was.  The 
revolutionary    factor    was    the    death    of    Christ 

wherein  the  love  of  God  was  exempli- 
8.  Christ's  fied  and  made  manifest  as  the  basis 
Love  Ful-  and  principle  of  all  spiritual  life 
filled  in  (Jn  13  34).    Paul   therefore   general- 

Death  Be-  izes  all  pre-Christian  morality  as  a 
comes  the  system  of  law  and  commandments. 
Law  of  the  standing  in  antithesis  to  the  grace  and 
Church  love  which  are  through  Jesus  Christ 

(Rom  5-7).  Believers  in  Christ  felt 
their  experience  and  inward  life  to  be  so  changed 
and  new,  that  it  needed  a  new  term  {cLgdpe= "love") 
to  express  their  ideal  of  conduct  (see  Charitt). 
Another  change  that  grew  upon  the  Christian  con- 
sciousness, following  from  the  resurrection  and 
ascension  of  Christ,  was  the  idea  that  He  was  the 
permanent  source  of  the  principle  of  life.  ''Jesus 
IS  Lord"  (1  Cor  12  3).  Hence  in  the  Johannine 
writings  the  principle  described  by  the  new  term 
agapi  is  associated  with  Christ's  lordship  and  sol- 
emnly described  as  His  ''new  conmiandment." 
"A  new  commandment  I  give  unto  you,  that  ye 
love  one  another;  even  as  I  have  loved  you,  that 
ye  also  love  one  another"  (Jn  13  34).  To  the 
Christians  of  the  end  of  the  1st  cent,  it  was  already 
an  old  commandment  which  they  had  from  the 
beginning  of  the  Christian  teaching  (1  Jn  2  7; 
2  Jn  5) ;  out  it  was  iJso  a  new  commandment  which 
ever  came  with  new  force  to  men  who  were  passing 

from  the  darkness  of  hatred  to  the 
4.  The  New  light  of  love  (1  Jn  2  8-11).  The  term 
Revelation    in  the  Gospel  we  may  owe  to  the 

evangelist,  out  it  brings  into  relief 
an  element  in  the  consciousness  of  Jesus  which  the 
author  of  the  Fourth  Gospel  had  appreciated  more 
fully  than  the  Synoptists.  Jesus  was  aware  that 
He  was  the  bearer  of  a  special  message  from  the 
Father  (Jn  12  49;  Mt  11  27),  that  He  fulfilled 
His  mission  in  His  death  of  love  and  self-sacrifice 
(Jn  10  18),  and  that  the  mission  fulfilled  gave 
Him  authority  over  the  lives  of  men,  "even  as  I 
have  loved  you,  that  ye  also  love  one  another." 
The  full  meaning  of  Chnst's  teaching  was  only  real- 
ized when  men  had  experienced  and  recognized  the 
significance  of  His  death  as  the  cause  ana  principle 
of  right  conduct.  The  Synoptists  saw  Christ's 
teaching  as  the  development  of  the  prophetic 
teaching  of  the  GT.  Paul  and  John  felt  that  the 
love  of  God  in  Christ  was  a  new  thing:  (a)  new  as 
a  revelation  of  God  in  Christ,  (6)  new  as  a  principle 
of  life  in  the  church,  and  (c)  new  as  a  union  of  be- 
lievers with  Christ.  While  it  is  love,  it  is  also 
a  commandment  of  Christ,  calling  forth  the  joyous 
obedience  of  believers.    See  also  Brotherly  Love. 

T.  Reeb 

COMMANDMENTS,  THE  TEN.  See  Com- 
mandment; Ten  Commandments. 

COMMEND,  k6-mend': 

(1)  For  iraparC6t||u,  paratithemi  (Lk  23  46),  trans- 
lating the  Heb  pdlpadh  (Ps  81  5),  in  the  dying  words 
of  Jesus:  "Into  thy  hands  I  commend  my  spirit." 
AV  in  Ps  has  the  more  general  word  "commit." 
The  use  of  the  Gr  word  in  the  sense  of  "deposit 
what  belongs  to  one  into  the  hands  of  another"  is 


not  uncommon  in  the  classics.  So  also  the  deriva- 
tives paraMke{2  Tim  1 12) and parakaioMki (1  Tim 
6  20-  2  Tim  1  14).  See  Deposit.  This  sense  of 
the  Eng.,  while  slightly  archaic,  corresponds  to  the 
first  meaning  of  the  Lat,  whence  it  comes,  "to  com- 
mit for  preservation,"  esp.  of  the  dying;  to  commend 
children,  parents,  etc,  to  the  care  of  others  (for 
examples,  see  Harper's  Latin  Dictionary), 

(2)  For  evviirrviiu,  siunidtiTnif  "to  stand  together," 
and  then,  by  standing  together,  to  establish,  prove, 
exhibit,  as  "righteousness^'  and  "love  of  God"  (Rom 
3  5:  6  8),  and  thus  to  attest  (2  Cor  8  1;  4  2),  and, 
finally,  to  certify  or  to  recommend  a  stranger  (Rom 
16  1;  2  Cor  6  4).  The  use  of  parittemi  in  1  Cor 
8  8  is  equivalent. 

(3)  "To  praise,"  iraipiv,  epainid  (Lk  16  8).  and 
8uni8temi  in  2  Cor  10  12.18;  for  the  GT,  Heb  kiUel, 
in  Gen  12  15  AV;  Prov  12  8.        H.  £.  Jacobs 

COMMENTARIES,  kom'en-ta-riz: 
I.    Thb  Wobi>— Gbnbbal  Scopb 

II.       DirrBBBNCBB  IN  OhABACTBB  or  OOMMBNTABIBS 
III.      RaNOB  or  OOIIMBNTABIBS 

1.  Barly  Ck>mmentarie8 

(1)  Orlgen,  etc 

(2)  OhryBostom.  etc 

2.  ScSiolastic  Period 
Nicolas  de  Lyra 

3.  Reformation  and  Post-Reformation  Periods 
Luther  and  Oalvin 
Beza,  Orotiufl,  etc 
Later  Writers 

4.  iSth  Oentury 

1)  Oalmet,  M.  Hen^.  etc 

2)  Patrick.  Lowth.  Scott 

3)  GiU.  Doddridge 
J)  Bensel 

6.  The  Modem  Period — ^Its  Oharacteriittoi 

(1)  Germany 

(a)  The  Liberal  Scho<d 

(b)  Believing  Tendency 
Oonflervative 
Orltical 
Mediating 

S)  Ck>nfe88ional 
«)  Godet  (Swiss) 

(2)  Britain  and  America 
ia)  Alford.  Eadie 
lb)  EUicott  and  lightfoot 
le)  Westcott 

0  Oritical  Influences — ^Broad  Ohurch 
Stanley  and  Jowett 
(e)  General  Commentaries  (Series) 
6.  Recent  Period 

(1)  Germany 

(2)  Britain  and  America 

LlTBBATURB 

/.  The  Word— General  Scope, — ^Etymolo^cally,  a 
commentary  (from  Lat  commentar)  denotes  jottings, 
annotations,  memoranda,  on  a  given  subject,  or 
perhaps  on  a  series  of  events;  hence  its  use  in  the 
pi.  as  a  designation  for  a  narrative  or  history,  as  the 
Commentaries  of  Caesar.  In  its  application  to 
Scripture,  the  word  designates  a  work  devoted  to 
the  explanation,  elucidation,  illustration,  sometimes 
the  homiietic  expansion  and  edifying  utilization, 
of  the  text  of  some  book  or  portion  of  Scripture. 
The  primary  function  of  a  good  commentary  is  to 
furnish  an  exact  interpretation  of  the  meaning  of  the 
passage  imder  consideration:  it  belongs  to  it  also 
to  show  the  connection  of  icieas,  the  steps  of  argu- 
ment, the  scope  and  design  of  the  whole,  in  the 
writing  in  question.  This  can  only  be  successfully 
accomplished  by  the  help  of  a  knowledge  of  the 
original  language  of  the  writing,  and  of  the  histori- 
cal setting  of  the  particular  passage:  by  careful 
study  of  the  context,  and  of  the  author's  general 
usages  of  thought  and  speech;  and  by  comparison 
of  parallel  or  related  texts.  Aid  may  also  be  ob- 
tained from  external  sources,  as  a  knowledge  of 
the  history,  archaeology,  topography,  chronology, 
manners  and  customs,  of  the  lands,  peoples  and 
times  referred  to;  or,  as  in  Deissmann's  recent  dis- 
coveries, from  the  light  thrown  on  peculiarities  of 
language  by  pap3rri  or  other  ancient  remains  (see 
his  Light  from  the  Ancient  East). 
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J7.  Differences  in  Character. — It  is  obvious  that 
oommentaries  will  vary  greatly  in  character  and 
value  according  as  they  are  more  scholarly ^  techni- 
cal, and  critical,  entering,  e.g.  into  philological  dis- 
cussions, and  tabulating  and  remarking  upon  the 
various  views  held  as  to  the  meaning;  or  a^am,  more 
populaTf  aiming  only  at  bringing  out  the  general 
sense,  and  conveying  it  to  the  mind  of  the  reader  in 
attractive  and  edifying  form.  When  the  practical 
motive  predominates^  and  the  treatment  is  greatly 
enlarged  by  illustration,  application,  and  the  en- 
forcement of  lessons,  the  work  loses  the  character 
of  commentary  proper,  and  partakes  more  of  the 
character  of  homily  or  discourse. 

///.  Range  of  Commentariee, — No  book  in  the 
world  has  been  made  the  subject  of  so  much  com- 
menting and  exposition  as  the  Bible.  Theological 
libraries  are  full  of  commentaries  of  all  descriptions 
and  all  grades  of  worth.  Some  are  commentaries 
on  the  oridnaJ  Heb  or  Gr  texts;  some  on  the  Eng. 
or  other  VSS.  Modem  oommentaries  are  usually 
accompanied  with  some  measure  of  introduction  to 
the  books  commented  upon;  the  more  learned  works 
have  commonly  also  some  indication  of  the  dala  for 
the  determination  of  the  textual  readings  (see 
CluncisM,  Textual).  Few  writers  are  equal  to 
the  task  of  commenting  with  profit  on  the  Bible 
as  a  whole,  and,  with  the  growth  of  knowledge,  this 
task  is  now  seldom  attempted.  Freauently,  how- 
ever, one  writer  contributes  many  vaJuable  works, 
and  sometimes,  by  cooperation  of  like-mindea 
scholars,  commentaries  on  the  whole  Bible  are  pro- 
duced. It  is  manifestly  a  very  slight  survey  that 
can  be  taken  in  a  brief  art.  of  the  work  of  comment- 
ing, and  of  the  literature  to  which  it  has  given  rise; 
the  attempt  can  only  be  made  to  follow  the  lines 
most  helpful  to  those  seeking  aid  from  this  class  of 
books.  On  the  use  and  abuse  of  oommentaries 
by  the  preacher,  C.  H.  Spurgeon's  racy  remarks 
in  his  Commenting  and  CommerUariea  may  be  con- 
sulted. 

Rabbinical  interpretations  and  paraphrases  of 
the  OT  may  here  be  left  out  of  account  (see  next 
art.;  also  Targums;  Talmud;  F.  W. 
1.  Eariy  Farrar's  History  of  InUrpretaiiony 
Commen-  Lect  II).  Commentaries  on  the  NT 
taries  could  not  begin  till  the  NT  books 

themselves  were  written,  and  had  ac- 
quired some  degree  of  authority  as  sacred  writings 
Csee  Bible).  The  earliest  commentaries  we  hear 
of  are  from  the  heretical  circles  of  the  Gnostics. 
Heracleon,  a  Valentinian  (cir  175  AD),  wrote  a 
commentary  on  the  Gospel  of  John  (fragments  in 
Ori^n),  and  on  parts  at  least  of  the  Gospel  of  Luke. 
Tatian,  a  disciple  of  Justin  Martyr,  about  the  same 
time,  compiled  his  DiaUssaron,  or  Harmony  of  the 
Four  Gospels,  on  which,  at  a  later  time,  commen- 
taries were  written.  Ephraem  SyruB  (4th  cent.) 
wrote  such  a  commentcuy,  of  which  an  Armenian 
tr  has  now  been  recovered.  The  Church  Father 
Kppolytus  (beginning  of  3d  cent.),  wrote  several 
oommentaries  on  the  OT  (Ex,  Pss,  Prov,  Eccl,  Dnl, 
Zee,  etc),  and  on  Mt,  Lk  and  Rev. 

(1)  Origen,  etc. — ^The  strongest  impulse,  however, 
to  the  work  of  commenting  and  e^qposition  of  Holy 
Scripture  undoubtedly  proceeded  from  the  school 
of  Alexandria — esp.  from  Origen  (203-54  AD). 
Clement,  Origen's  predecessor,  had  written  a  trea- 
tise called  HupotuppseiSf  or  "Outlines,''  a  survey  of 
the  contents  of  Holy  Scripture.  Origen  himself 
wrote  oonunentaries  on  all  the  books  of  the  OT. 
Ruth,  Est  and  Eccl  alone  excepted,  and  on  most  ot 
the  books  of  the  NT  (Mk,  1  and  2  Cor,  1  and  2 
Pet,  1.  2.  and  3  Jn,  Jas,  Jude,  Rev  excepted).  He 
furnisned  besides,  schoHa,  or  notes  on  difficult  pas- 
sages, and  delivered  Homilies,  or  discourses,  the 
reoords  of  which  fill  three  folio  volumes.    "By  his 


Telrapla  and  Hexaplay'*  says  Farrar,  "he  became  the 
founder  of  all  textual  criticism;  by  his  Homilies  he 
fixed  the  type  of  a  popular  exposition;  his  scholia 
were  the  earnest  specimens  of  marginal  explanations; 
his  commentaries  furnished  the  church  with  her 
first  continuous  exegesis"  (op.  dt.,  188).  Un- 
fortunately the  Alexandrian  school  adopted  a  prin- 
ciple of  allegorical  interpretation  which  led  it 
frequently  into  the  most  extravagant  fancies.  As- 
suming a  threefold  sense  in  Scripture — a  literal, 
a  moral,  and  a  spiritual — ^it  gave  reins  to  caprice 
in  foisting  imaginary  meanings  on  the  simplest  his- 
torical statements  (Farrar,  op.  cit.,  189  ff).  Some 
of  Origen's  commentaries,  however,  are  much  freer 
from  allegory  than  others,  and  all  possess  high  value 
(of  Lightfoot,  GalatianSf  217).  The  later  teachers 
of  the  Alexandrian  school  continued  the  exegeti- 
oal  works  of  Origen.  Pamphilus  of  Caesarea,  the 
friend  of  Eusebius,  is  said  to  have  written  OT  oom- 
mentaries. 

(2)  Chrysostom.  etc. — ^At  the  opposite  pole  from 
the  allegorizing  Alexandrian  school  of  interpretation 
was  the  Antiochian,  marked  by  a  sober,  literal  and 
grammatical  style  of  exegesis.  Its  reputed  founder 
was  Lucfan  (martyred  311  AD);  but  its  real  heads 
were  Diodoms  of  Tarsus(  379-94  AD)  and  Theo- 
dore of  Mopsuestia  (393-428  AD):  and  its  most 
distinguished  representative  was  Jonn  Chrysostom 
(347-4D7  AD).  Chrvsostom  wrote  continuous 
commentaries  on  Isa  (only  1 — 8  10  remaining)  and 
on  Gal;  but  his  chief  contributions  were  his^omi- 
lieSy  covering  almost  the  whole  of  the  OT  and  NT. 
Of  these  over  600  remain,  chiefly  on  the  NT.  They 
are  unequal  in  character,  those  on  Acts  being  re- 
puted tha/eeblest;  others,  as  those  on  Mt,  Rom  and 
Cor,  are  splendid  examples  of  expository  teaching. 
Schaff  speaks  of  Chrysostom  as  ''the  prince  of  com- 
mentators among  the  Fathers''  (Hist.,  Ante-Nicene 
Per.,  816).  Thomas  Aquinas  is  reported  to  have 
said  that  he  would  rather  possess  Chrysostom's 
homilies  on  Mt  than  be  master  of  all  Paris.  In  the 
West,  Ambrose  of  Milan  (340-97  AD)  wrote  exposi- 
tions of  OT  histories  and  of  Lk  (allegorical  and 
typical),  and  Jerome  (346-120  AD)  wrote  numerous 
oommentaries  on  OT  and  NT  books,  largely,  how- 
ever, compilations  from  others. 

The  mediaeval  and  scholastic  period  offers  little 
for  our  purpose.  There  was  dihgence  in  copying 
MSS,  and  producing  catenae  of  the 
8.  Scholas-  opinions  of  the  Fathers;  in  the  case 
tic  Period  of  the  schoolmen,  in  building  up 
elaborate  systems  of  theology;  but 
the  Scriptures  were  thrown  into  the  background. 

Nicolas  de  Lyra. — ^The  14th  cent.,  however,  pro- 
duced one  commentator  of  real  eminence — Nicolas 
de  Lyra  (1270-1340).  Nicolas  was  a  Franciscan 
monk,  well  versed  in  Heb  and  rabbinical  learning. 
While  recognizing  the  usual  distinctions  of  the 
various  senses  of  Scripture,  he  practically  builds 
on  the  literal,  and  exhibits  great  sobriety  and  skill 
in  his  interpretations.  His  work,  which  bears  the 
name  PosttUae  Pervetiiae  in  Universa  Btblia,  was 
much  esteemed  by  Luther,  who  acknowledge  his 
indebtedness  to  it.  Hence  the  jest  of  his  oppo- 
nents, Si  Lyra  non  lyrasset,  LiUherus  non  saUasset 
(a  notice  of  Lyra  may  be  seen  in  Farrar,  op.  dt., 
274-78). 

The  Reformation  brought  men's  minds  back  to 
the  Scriptures  and  opened  a  new  era  in  Bib.  exposi- 
tion and  commentary.  It  became 
3.  Refer-  the  custom  to  expound  the  Scriptures 
mation  and  on  Sundays  and  week-days  in  fdl  the 
Post-Refor-  pulpits  of  the  Protestant  churches, 
mation  ''Luther's    custom    was   to   expound 

Periods         consecutively  in  a  course  of  sermons 
the  Old  and  New  Testaments"  (Kost- 
lin).    The  Reformation  began  at  Zurich  with  a 
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series  of  discourses  by  Zwingli  on  the  Gospel  of  Mt. 
The  same  was  true  of  Calvin^  Beza,  Knox  and  all 
associated  with  them.  The  production  of  commen- 
taries or  expository  homilies  was  the  necessary 
result. 

(1)  Luther  and  Calvin. — As  outstanding  examples 
may  be  mentioned  Luther's  Commentary  on  Gal,  and 
the  noble  commentaries  of  Calvin.  Not  all  bv  anv 
means,  but  very  many  of  the  commentaries  of  Cal- 
vin were  the  fruit  of  pulpit  prelections  (e.g.  the  ex- 
positions of  Job,  the  Minor  Prophets,  Jer,  Dnl). 
Others,  as  the  commentaries  on  Rom  and  the  Pss 
^puted  his  best),  were  prepared  with  great  care. 
Calvin's  supreme  excellence  as  a  commentator  is  dis- 
puted by  no  one.  From  everv  school  and  shade  of 
opinion  in  Christendom  could  be  produced  a  chorus 
of  testimony  to  the  remarkable  gifts  of  mind  and 
heart  displayed  in  his  expositions  of  Scripture — ^to 
his  breadth,  moderation,  fairness  and  modemnesa  of 
spirit,  in  exhibiting  the  sense  of  inward  genius  of  Holy 
Writ.  Tlie  testimony  of  Arminius  is  as  striking  as 
any:  "I  exhort  my  pupils  to  peruse  Calvin's  com- 
mentaries ....  for  I  affirm  that  he  excels  beyond 
comparison  in  the  interpretation  of  Scripture,  and 
that  his  commentaries  ought  to  be  more  higKly  valued 
than  all  that  is  handed  oown  to  us  by  the  library  of 
the  Fathers." 

(2)  Beza,  CfroHua,  etc.  —  Lutheranism  had  its 
distinguished  exegetes  (Brenz.  d«  1572),  who  wrote 
able  commentaries  on  the  OT,  and  in  both  the 
Calvinistic  and  Arminian  branches  of  the  Reformed 
church  the  production  of  commentaries  held  a 
chief  place.  Beza,  Calvin's  successor,  is  acknowl- 
edged to  have  possessed  manv  of  the  best  exegetical 
qualities  which  characterized  his  master.  Grotius, 
in  Holland  (d.  1645),  occupies  the  foremost  place 
among  the  expositors  in  this  cent,  on  the  Arminian 
side.  His  exegetical  works,  if  not  marked  by  much 
spirituality,  show  sagacity  and  learning,  and  are 
enriched  by  parallels  from  classical  literature.  The 
school  of  Cocceius  (d.  1669)  developed  the  doctrine 
of  the  covenants,  and  revelled  in  typology.  Coc- 
ceius wrote  commentaries  on  nearly  all  thebooks  of 
Scripture.  His  pupil  Vitringa  (d.  1716)  gained  re- 
nown by  his  expositions  of  Isa  and  the  Apocalypse. 

(3)  Later  writers. — Partly  fost^^  by  the  habit 
of  basing  commentary  on  pulpit  exposition,  the 
tendency  early  set  in  to  undue  prohxity  in  the 
unfolding  of  the  meaning  of  Scripture.  'In  the 
Lutheran  church,"  says  Van  Oosterzee,  "they  began 
to  preach  on  whole  books  of  the  Bible;  sometimes 
in  a  very  prolix  manner,  as,  e.g.  in  the  case  of  the 
220  sermons  by  one  Stri^nitz,  a  preacher  at  Meis- 
sen, on  the  history  of  Jonah,  of  which  four  are 
devoted  to  the  consideration  of  the  words  'Unto 
Jonah' "  (Practical  Theol.,  120).  The  habit  spread. 
The  commentaries  of  Peter  Martyr  (Swiss  Reform- 
er, d.  1562)  on  Jgs  and  Rom  occupy  a  folio  each; 
N.  Bvfield  (Puritan,  d.  1622)  on  Col  fills  a  folio; 
Caryl  (Independent,  d.  1673)  on  Job  extends  to  2 
folios;  Durham  (d.  1658)  on  Isa  63  consists  of  72 
sermons;  Venema  (Holland,  d.  1787)  on  Jer  fiUs 
2  quartos,  and  on  tne  Pss'  no  less  than  6  quartos. 
These  are  only  samples  of  a  large  class.  H.  Ham- 
mond's A  Paraphrase  and  Annotatione  on  the  NT. 
from  an  Arminian  Standpoint  belong  to  this  period 
(1675).  Another  work  which  long  took  high  rank 
is  M.  Poole's  elaborate  Synopsis  Criticorum  Bihli- 
corum  (6  vols,  folio,  1669-76)— a  summary  of  the 
opinions  of  150  Bib.  critics;  with  which  must  be 
taken  his  Eng.  Annotations  on  the  Holy  BibUf  onlv 
completed  up  to  Isa  68  at  the  time  of  his  deatn 
(1679).    The  work  was  continued  by  his  friends. 

(1)  Calmet,  M.  Henry^  etc.— The  18th  cent,  is 
marked  by  greater  sobriety  in  exegesis.  It  is  pro- 
lific in  commentaries,  but  only  a  few  attain  to  high 
distinction.   Calmet  (d.  1757), aleamed  Benedictine, 


on  the  Roman  Catholic  side,  produced  his  Com)' 
mentaire  Utt&rcd  sur  tons  les  livres  de  VAncien  et  du 
Nouveau  Testament,  in  23  quarto  vols 
4.  IStli  — a  work  of  immense  erudition,  though 

Centuiy  now  necessarily  superseded  in  its  in- 
formation. On  the  Protestant  side, 
Matthew  Henry's  celebrated  ^xpo«t^n  of  the  Old  and 
New  Testament  (1708-10)  easily  holds  the  first  place 
among  devotional  commentaries  for  its  blending  of 
good  sense,  quaintness,  original  and  felicitous  remark, 
and  genuine  insight  into  the  meaning  of  the  sacred 
writers.  It  is,  of  course,  not  a  critical  work  in  the 
modern  acceptation,  and  often  is  undul v  diffuse.  M . 
Heme's  work  extends  only  to  the  end  of  Acts;  the 
remaining  books  were  done  by  various  writers  after 
his  death  (1714).  Le  Clerc  (d.  1736)  mav  be  named 
as  precursor  of  the  critical  views  now  obtaining  on 
the  composition  and  authorship  of  the  Pent.  His 
commentaries  began  with  Gen  in  1693  and  were  not 
completed  till  1731.  Other  commentators  of  note 
of  Arminian  views  were  Daniel  Whitby  (d.  1726; 
converted  to  Arianism),  and,  later,  Adam  Clarke, 
Wesleyan  (1762-1832),  whose  work  extends  into 
the  next  cent.  Clarke's  Commentary  on  the  Holy 
Scriptures  (1810-^),  still  held  by  many  in  hijsh 
esteem,  is  marred  to  some  extent  by  eccentricities 
of  opinion. 

(2)  Patrick,  Lowth,  Scott. — In  the  Aiiglican 
church  the  names  of  chief  distinction  in  this  cent, 
are  Bishop  Patrick,  Bishop  Lowth,  and  later. 
Thomas  Scott.  Bishop  Patrick,  usually  classea 
with  the  Cambridge  Platomsts  (d.  1707),  contributed 
paraphrases  and  conmientaries  on  the  UT  from  Gen 
to  Cant,  while  Bishop  Lowth  (d.  1787)  acquired  last- 
ing fame  by  his  Prelections  on  Heb  Poetry,  and  A  New 
Trandation,  with  Notes  on  Isaiah,  He  was  among 
the  first  to  treat  the  poetical  and  prophetic  writings 
really  as  literature.  The  commentaries  of  Patrick 
and  Lowth  were  subsequently  combined  with  those 
of  Whitby  and  other  divines  (Arnold,  etc)  to  form 
a  complete  Critical  Commentary  (1809),  which 
went  through  many  editions.  The  well-known 
commentary  of  Thomas  Scott  (1747-1821),  repre- 
senting a  moderate  Calvinism^  is  a  solid  and  ''ju- 
dicious" piece  of  work,  inspired  by  an  earnest, 
believing  spirit,  though  not  presenting  any  markea 
originality  or  brilliance.  Brilliance  is  not  the 
characteristic  of  many  commentators  of  this  age. 

(3)  Gin,  Doddridge. — Two  other  Eng.  writers 
deserving  notice  are  Dr.  John  Gill  (d.  1771;  Cal- 
vinistic Baptist),  who  wrote  Expositions  on  the  OT 
and  the  Nt  ana  a  separate  Exposition  of  the  Song 
of  Solomon — ^leamed^  but  ponderous  and  controver- 
sial; and  Dr.  Phihp  Doddridge  (d.  1751),  whose 
Family  Expositor,  embracing  the  entire  NT,  with 
a  harmony  of  the  Gospels,  and  paraphrases  of  the 
meaning,  is  marked  by  excellent  judgment,  and 
obtained  wide  acceptance. 

(4)  Berigel. — Meanwhile  a  new  period  had  been 
preluded  in  Germany  by  the  appearance  in  1742 
of  the  Gnomon  Novi  Testamenti  of  J.  A.  Bengel 
(d.  1751),  a  work  following  upon  his  critical  edition 
of  the  NT  issued  in  1734.  Though  belonging  to  the 
18th  cent.,  BenoePs  critical  and  expository  labors 
really  herald  and  anticipate  the  best  work  in  these 
departments  of  the  19th  cent.  His  scholarship  was 
exact,  his  Judgment  sound,  his  criticid  skill  remark- 
able in  a  neld  in  which  he  was  a  pioneer;  his  notes 
on  the  •  text,  though  brief,  were  pregnant  with 
significance,  and  were  informed  by  a  spirit  of  warm 
and  living  piety. 

The  modem  period,  to  which  Bengel  in  spirit,  if 
not  in  date,  belongs,  is  marked  by  great  changes 
in  the  style  and  character  of  commentaries.  The 
critical  temper  was  now  strong;  great  advances 
had  been  made  in  the  textual  criticism  of  both 
OT  and  NT  (see  Criticism,  Textual);  the  work 
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of  the  higher  criticism  had  be^n  in  the  OT;  in 
Germany,  the  spirit  of  humamsm,  inherited  from 
Lessmg,  Herder  and  Goethe,  had  found 
6.  The  its  wa^  into  literature;   knowled^  of 

Modem  the  sciences,  of  oriental  civilizations, 
Period — Its  of  other  peoples  and  religions,  was  con- 
Character-  stantly  on  the  increase ;  scholarship  was 
fetics  more  precise  and  thorough;  a  lusher 

ideal  of  what  commentary  meant  nad 
taken  possession  of  the  mind.  Learning,  too,  had  en- 
larged its  borders,  and  books  on  all  suojects  poured 
from  the  press  in  such  numbers  that  it  was  difficult 
to  cope  with  them.  This  applies  to  commentaries 
as  to  other  departments  of  theolodcal  study.  Com- 
mentaries in  the  19th  cent.,  and  in  our  own,  are 
legion.  Only  the  most  prominent  landmarks  can 
be  noted. 

(1)  Germany  (a)  The  liberal  school. — ^In  Germaiiy. 
as  was  to  be  anticipated^  the  rise  of  the  critical 
spirit  and  the  profound  influence  exercised  by  it 
are  reflected  in  most  of  the  commentaries  produced 
in  the  first  half  of  the  cent.  On  the  liberal  side, 
the  rationalistic  temper  is  shown  in  the  rejection 
of  miracle,  the  denial  of  prediction  in  prophecy, 
and  the  lowering  of  the  idea  of  inspiration  generally. 
The  scholarship,  however,  is  frequently  of  a  very 
high  order.  This  temper  is  seen  in  De  Wette 
(d.  1849),  whose  commentaries  on  the  NT,  written 
when  his  views  had  become  more  positive,  show 

Srace  and  feeling;  in  Gesenius  (d.  1842),  who  pro- 
uoed  an  epoch-making  commentary  on  Isa; 
in  Knobel  (d.  1863),  pronouncedly  rationalistic,  but 
with  keen  critical  sense,  as  evinced  in  his  com- 
mentaries on  the  Pent  and  Josh,  Eccl,  and  Isa; 
in  Hupfeld  (d.  1866)  in  his  Commentary  on  the  Psa 
(4  vols) ;  in  Hitzig  (d.  1875),  acute  but  arbitrary,  who 
wrote  on  the  Pss  and  most  of  the  Prophets;  above 
all,  in  Ewald  (d.  1875),  a  master  in  the  interpretation 
of  the  poetical  and  prophetical  books,  out  who 
commented  also  on  the  first  three  Gospels,  on  the 
writings  of  John,  and  on  Paul's  epistles.  Ewald's 
influence  is  felt  in  the  History  of  the  Jewish  Church 
by  Dean  Stanley,  in  England.  The  Exegettcal 
Handbook  (Ktirzgef assies  exegetisches  HandJbuch) 
embraced  compendious  annotations  by  Knobel, 
Hitzig,  Bertheau  (school  of  Ew^d),  etc,  but  also 
Olshausen  (d.  1839;  wrote  likewise  on  the  NT),  on 
all  the  books  of  the  OT. 

(6)  Believing  tendency. — On  the  believing  side, 
from  a  variety  of  standpoints^  evangelical,  critical, 
mediating,  confessional,  a  multitude  of  commentaries 
on  the  OT  and  NT  were  produced.  The  extremely 
conservative  position  in  criticism  was  defended 
by  Hengstenberg  (d.  1869;  on  Pss,  Eccl,  Ezk,  Jn. 
Rev),  by  Keil  (d.  1888)  in  the  well-known  Keil  and 
Delitzsch  series  (Gen  to  Est,  Jer,  Ezk,  Dnl,  Minor 
Prophets;  also  NT  commentaries),  and  by  Haver- 
nick  (d.  1845;  Dnl,  Ezk).  Delitzsch  (d.  1890)  wrote 
valued  commentaries  on  Gen,  Job,  Pss,  Prov,  Cant, 
Eccl,  Isa;  also  on  He.  ^  After  the  rise  of  the  Well- 
hausen  school,  he  considerably  modified  his  views 
in  the  newer  critical  direction.  His  New  Comm. 
on  Gen  (1887)  shows  this  change,  but,  with  his  other 
works,  is  still  written  in  a  strongly  believing  spirit. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  critical  position  (older,  not 
newer)  is  frankly  represented  by  A.  Dillmann 
(d.  1894)  in  his  commentaries  on  the  books  of  the 
Pent  and  Josh  (ET  of  Genesis^  1897;  many  also  of 
the  above  works  are  tr*0 . 

The  mediating  school,  largely  penetrated  by  the 
influence  of  Schleiermacher,  had  many  distingmshed 
representatives.  Among  the  most  conspicuous  may 
be  named  LUcke  (d.  1855),  who  wrote  on  John; 
Bleek,  the  OT  and  NT  critical  scholar  (d.  1859), 
who  has  a  work  on  the  first  three  Gospels,  and  lec- 
tures on  Eph,  Col.  Philem,  He  and  Kev  (his 
Comm,  on  He  \b  the  best  known),  and  Tholuck 


(d.  1877).  whose  expositions  and  commentaries  on 
Pss,  Jn,  Rom  and  He  with  his  Comm.  on  the  Sermon 
on  the  iiountf  are  fine  pieces  of  exegetical  work. 

A  special  jplace  must  be  given  to  two  names  of 
high  distinction  in  the  present  connection.  One  is  J. 
P.  Lange  (d.  1884),  the  projector  and  editor  of  the 
great  Bibeltoerk  (theological  and  homiletical)  in  22 
vols,  to  which  he  himself  contributed  the  com- 
mentaries on  Gen  to  Nu,  Hag,  Zee,  Mai,  Mt,  Mk^  Jn, 
Rom,  Rev,  with  introductions  and  homiletic  hints. 
The  other  is  H.  A.  W.  Meyer  (d.  1873).  whose  Crit- 
ical and  Exegetical  Comm.  on  the  NT  from  Mt  to 
Phil  (the  remaining  books  being  done  by  other 
scholars,  Ltlnemann,  Huther,  etc)  is  an  essential 
part  of  every  NT  scholar's  equipment. 

With  the  more  positive  and  confessional  theo- 
logians may  be  ranked  E.  R.  Stier  (d.  1862),  whose 
Words  of  the  Lord  Jesus  (ET  in  8  vols;  Bib., 
mystical,  tendency  to  prolixity),  with  commen- 
taries on  70  selected  Pss,  Prov,  2d  Isa,  Eph,  He, 
Jas  and  Jude,  found  much  acceptance.  A.  von 
Harless  (d.  1879)  wrote  a  Comm.  on  ^pA,  praised 
by  Tholuck  as  one  of  the  finest  extant.  Philippi 
(d.  1882),  of  Jewish  extraction,  best  known  by  nis 
Comm,  on  Rom,  was  strictly  Lutheran.  One  of  the 
ablest  of  the  Lutheran  Confessionalists  was  Lu- 
thardt  (d.  1892),  whose  works  include  a  Comm.  on 
St.  John's  Gosvel.  Ebrard  (d.  1887),  as  stoutly  con- 
fessional on  tne  Reformed  side,  has  an  esteemed 
Comm.  on  He.  An  eminent  continental  theologian 
who  cannot  be  overlooked  is  the  Swiss  F.  L.  Godet 
(d.  1900),  whose  admirable  Comm.  on  St.  John^s 
Gospelf  and  commentaries  on  Rom  and  Cor  are 
highly  appreciated. 

(2)  Britain  and  America. — Meanwhile  the  Eng[.- 
speaking  countries  were  pursuing  their  own  paths  in 
tne  proauction  of  commentaries,either  in  continuing 
their  old  traditions,  or  in  striking  out  on  new  lines, 
under  the  foreign  influences  which,  from  the  begin- 
ning of  the  cent.,  had  begun  to  play  upon  them.  In 
En^and  Bishop  Blomfield  (d.  1857)  published  Lec- 
tures on  Jn  and  Acts.  In  the  United  States  there 
appeared  from  the  pen  of  Dr.  J.  A.  Alexander,  of 
Princeton  (d.  I860),  a  noteworthy  Comm,  onlsa^  fully 
abreast  of  the  moaem  learning,  but  staunchly  con- 
'Servative:  also  a  Comm.  on  Pss.  From  the  same 
seminaiy  proceeded  the  massive  commentaries 
of  Dr.  Charles  Hodge  (Calvinistic)  on  Rom,  Eph 
and  Cor.  Adapted  for  popular  use  and  greatly  in 
demand  for  Sunday-school  purposes  were  the  Notes, 
Critical,  Explanatory  and  Practical  of  Albert  Barnes 
(d.  1871;  New  School  Presbyterian).  These  Notes, 
the  fruit  of  the  use  of  the  early  morning  hours  in  a 
busv  pastoral  life,  covered  the  whole  of  the  NT, 
with  several  books  of  the  OT  (Job,  Pss;  Isa,  Dnl). 
Sensible  and  informatory,  rather  than  original  or 
profound,  they  proved  helpful  to  many.  Over 
1,000,000  copies  are  stated  to  have  been  sold.  Of 
similar  aim,  though  less  widely  known,  were  the 
Notes  of  Professor  M.  W.  Jacobus  (d.  1876;  on  the 
NT,  Gen  and  Ex). 

A  new  era  was  opened  in  critical  commentary 
in  England  by  the  publication  of  the  Gr  Testament 
(1849-61)  of  Dean  Alford  (d.  1871),  followed  by  his 
NT  for  Eng.  Readers  (1868).  Here  was  presented 
a  thoroughly  critical  treatment  of  the  texts,  with 
a  full  display  of  the  critical  apparatus,  and  notes 
philolo^cal  and  exegetical,  accompaniea  by  learned 
and  lucid  introductions,  on  all  the  books  of  the  NT. 
About  the  same  time  appeared  the  solid,  if  more 
theological  and  homiletic^,  commentaries  of  the 
Scottish  scholar,  J.  Eadie  (d.  1876),  on  Gal,  Eph, 
Phil,  1  and  2  Thess.  Anglican  scholarship  pro- 
duced its  ripest  fruits  in  this  fine  in  the  classical 
Critical  and  Grammatical  Comms.  of  Bishop  EUicott 
(d.  1905)  on  Gal,  Eph,  Phil,  Col,  Philem,  Thess, 
Pastoral  Epistles,  and  the  yet  more  remarkable 
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series  of  commentaries  of  Bishop  J.  B.  Lightfoot 
(d.  1889),  massive  in  leamine,  and  wider  in  outlook 
than  Ellicott'Si  on  Gal,  Phil.  Col  and  Philem.  A 
large  part  of  the  value  of  Ligntfoot's  works  conasts 
in  the  special  essays  or  dissertations  on  important 
subjects  embodied  in  them  (e.g.  ''St.  Paul  and  the 
Three",  "The  Christian  Ministry,"  "The  Colossian 
Heresy,"  etc).  With  these  names  should  be  asso- 
ciated that  of  Bishop  Westcott,  Dr.  Lightfoot's 
successor  in  the  see  of  Durham  (d.  1901),  whose 
commentaries  on  the  Gospel  and  Epistles  of  St. 
John,  and  on  He,  take  a  place  amone  the  foremost. 
Bishop  Moule,  who,  in  turn,  succeeded  Dr.  Westcott, 
has  also  written  commentaries,  simpler  in  character, 
on  Rom,  Eph,  Phil  and  Col,  in  the  Cambridge 
Bible  SerieSf  and  on  Rom  in  the  ExposUor'a  Bible, 
In  OT  exposition  mention  should  be  made  of  Bishop 
Perowne's  valuable  work  on  the  Book  of  Psalma 
(2d  ed,  revised,  1870),  with  his  contributions  to 
the  Cambridge  Bible  (see  below). 

The  critical  and  theological  liberalism  of  Ger- 
many has  made  its  influence  felt  in  England  in  the 
rise  of  a  Broad  Church  party,  the  best  products  of 
which  in  commentary  were  Dean  Stanley's  (d.  1881) 
graphic  and  interesting  Comm.  on  1  and  2  Cor  (1855) 
anci  Dr.  B.  Jowett's  Epistles  of  St.  Paul  to  the  Thess, 
Golf  and  Rom,  with  Critical  Notes  and  Disserta- 
tions (1855).  The  new  spirit  culminated  in  the 
appearance  of  the  famous  Essays  and  Reviews  (I860), 
and  in  the  works  of  Bishop  Colenso  on  the  Pent  and 
Josh  (1862-79).  Bishop  Colenso  had  already  pub- 
lished a  tr  of  Rom,  with  commentary  (1861)/ 

Besides  works  by  individual  authors,  there  ap- 
peared during  this  period  several  general  conunen- 
taries,  to  the  production  of  which  many  writers 
contributed.  The  following  may  be  mentioned. 
The  Speaker's  Comm.  (10  vols,  1871-82),  under  the 
general  editorship  of  Canon  F.  C.  Cook  (d.  1889), 
was  called  forth  by  the  agitation  over  Bishop 
Colenso.  Dr.  Cook  himself  wrote  introductions 
to  Ex,  Pss  and  Acts,  and  contributed  the  entire 
commentaries  on  Job,  Hab,  Mk,  Luke,  1  Pet,  with 
parts  of  commentaries  on  Ex,  Pss  and  Mt.  ^  The 
work  is  of  uneoual  value.  A  serviceable  series  is 
the  Cambridge  BiUe  for  Schools  and  Colleges  (1877 
ff),  edited  by  Bishop  Perowne,  with  SmaUer  Cam-- 
bridge  BiUe  for  SchoolSf  and  Cambridge  Gr  Test, 
for  Schools  and  Colleges  (still  in  process).  Dr. 
Perowne  (d.  1904)  himself  contributed  to  the  first- 
named  the  oonmientaries  on  Ob,  Jon,  Hag,  Zee, 
Mai  and  Gal.  Many  valuable  contributions  appear 
in  this  series,  e.g.  A.  F.  Kirkpatrick  on  1  and  2 
8  and  Pss,  A.  B.  Davidson  on  Job  and  Ezk,  Driver 
on  Dnl^  G.  G.  Findlay  on  Thess,  etc.  Next,  under 
the  editorship  of  Bishop  Ellicott,  were  produced 
(1877-84)  A  NT  Comm.  far  Eng.  Readers  (3  vols), 
and  AnOT  Comm.  for  Eng.  Readers  (5  vols),  which 
contained  some  valuable  work  (Gen  by  R.  Payne 
Smith,  Ex  by  Canon  G.  Rawlinson,  etc).  Akin  to 
this  in  character  was  the  Popular  Comm.  on  the 
NT  {A  vols,  1879-83),  edited  bv  Dr.  W.  Schaff. 
This  embraced,  with  other  excellent  matter,  com- 
mentaries on  Thess  by  Dr.  Marcus  Dods.  and  on 
1  and  2  Pet  by  Dr.  S.  D.  F.  Salmond.  The  PtdpU 
Comm.  (49  vols,  1880  flf),  edited  by  J.  S.  Exell  and 
Canon  H.  D.  M.  Spence,  has  expositions  by  good 
scholars,  and  an  abundance  of  homiletical  material 
by  a  gre&t  variety  of  authors.  The  series  of 
Handbooks  far  Bible  Classes  (T.  &  T.  Clark,  Edin- 
burgh)  has  a  number  of  valuable  commentaries, 
e.g.  that  of  Dr.  A.  B.  Davidson  on  He. 

In  the  most  recent  period  the  con- 
6.  Recent  spicuous  feature  has  been  the  produc- 
Period  tion  of  commentaries  in  series  or  by 

individual  writers  embodying  the  results 
of  an  advanced  OT  criticism — in  less  degree  of  a 
radical  NT  criticism. 


(1)  Germany. — In  Germany,  in  addition  to  the 
Kurzgefasstes  exegeiisches  Hanabuch,  of  older  stand- 
ing (see  above),  to  which  Dillmann  contributed,  may 
be  mentioned  Martins  Kurzer  Hand-Commentar 
zwn  AT  (1897  ff)  and  Nowack's  Handkommentar 
zum  AT;  also  Strack  and  Zockler's  Kvrzgefasster 
Kommentar  (OT  and  NT:  critical,  but  moderate). 
Marti  contributes  to  his  Hand-Commentar  the  vols 
on  Isa,  Dnl  and  the  Minor  Prophets;  Nowack  con- 
tributes to  his  Handkommentar  the  vols  on  Jgs  and 
Ruth,  1  and  2  S  and  the  Minor  Prophets  (of  special 
importance  in  Nowack's  series  are  the  vols  on  Gen 
by  H.  Gunkel,  and  on  Dt  and  Josh  by  C.  Steucr- 
nagel) ;  Strack  writes  in  his  own  work  the  vols  on 
Gen  to  Nu  (Oettli  contributes  Dt,  Josh  and  Jgs). 
Much  more  conservative  in  spirit  are  the  commen- 
taries of  H.  C.  von  Orelli  (Basel)  on  Isa,  Jer,  Ezk 
and  the  Minor  Prophets.  In  the  NT,  Meyer's  Com- 
meniary  has  been  ''revised"  by  later  writers,  many 
of  them  (J.  Weiss,  W.  Bousset,  etc)  of  mucn  more 
advanced  tendency  than  the  original  author. 

(2)  Britain  and  America. — In  Britain  and  Amer- 
ica like  currents  are  observable.  Professor  T.  K. 
Cheyne,  who  wrote  a  helpful  commentary  on  the 
Prophecies  of  Isa  (1880-81),  and  subsequently 
commentaries  on  Mic  and  Hos  (Cambridge  Bible), 
Jer  {Pidpit  Comm.),  and  on  The  Book  of  Psalms 
(1884),  has  become  more  and  more  extreme  in  his 
opinions.  Of  works  in  series  the  most  important 
is  The  International  CriHcal  Commentary,  edited  by 
Drs.  Driver  and  Plummer  in  England,  and  Dr.  C.  A. 
Briggs  in  the  United  States,  of  which  16  vols  in  the 
OT  and  the  NT  have  already  appeared.  It  need 
not  be  said  that  the  commentaries  in  this  series 
are  always  scholarly  and  able:  those  on  the  OT  are, 
however,  all  built  on  the  Wellhausen  foundations 
(see  CRmcisM  op  the  Bible.  III).  Dr.  Driver 
himself  writes  on  Dt:  Dr.  J.  Skinner,  on  Gen:  Dr. 
G.  F.  Moore,  on  Jgs;  Dr.  H.  P.  Smith,  on  1  ana  2  S; 
Dr.  Briggs,  on  Pss;  Dr.  Toy,  on  Prov:  Dr.  W.  R. 
Harper  (d.  1906),  on  Am  and  Hos;  while  Mt  in  the 
NT  IS  covered  by  W.  C.  Allen,  Lk  by  Dr.  Plummer, 
Rom  b^  Drs.  Saiiday  and  Headlam,  etc.  A  similar 
series  is  the  Westminister  Comm.,  recently  com- 
menced, to  which  Dr.  Driver  contributes  the  vol 
on  Gen  (1904;  7th  ed,  1909).  Yet  another  recent 
popular  series  is  The  Century  Bible,  to  which  again 
lesding  critical  scholars  lend  their  aid  (Dr.  W.  H. 
Bennett  on  Gen;  also  on  "General  Epistles'*;  Dr. 
A.  R.  S.  Kennedy  on  1  and  2  S;  Dr.  Skinner  on  1  and 
2  K;  Dr.  A.  S.  Peake  on  Job;  also  on  He;  Dr. 
Driver  on  a  group  of  the  Minor  Prophets,  etc).  A 
well-planned  one-vol  Comm,  on  tKe  Holy  Bible, 
by  various  writers,  has  recently  been  edited  by 
J.  R.  Dummelow  (Cambridge).  It  is  prefaced 
by  a  general  Introduction,  with  a  laree  number  of 
arts,  on  the  principal  subjects  with  which  a  reader 
of  the  Bible  will  desire  to  be  acquainted. 

It  need  only  be  added  that  verv  many  of  the  for- 
eign works  mentioned  above  (not  simply  those 
specially  noted)  are  now  accesable  in  Eng.  tr*. 

LiTERATTTBB. — ^Works  and  arts,  spectally  devoted  to 
commentaries  are  not  numerous.  Dr.  S.  Davidaon  has 
an  art.  "Commentary'*  in  Kitto's  Bib.  Bne,  Vol  I. 
See  also  F.  W.  Farrar  s  HUt  of  Interpretation  (Hampton 
Lects  for  1885).  O.  H.  Spurgeon's  popular  talks  on 
Commenting  and  Commentariee  are  accompanied  by 
extensive  lists  of  Commentaries  on  all  parts  of  the  Bible 
(severely  exclusive  of  works  deemed  dangerous).  Lists 
of  commentaries  on  the  Bible  as  a  whole,  on  the  OT  and 
NT  separately,  and  on  the  several  books,  may  be  seen 
in  most  good  works  on  Introduction,  or  tn  prolegomena 
to  oonmientaries  on  the  different  books;  e^.  in  the 
general  Introduction  prefixed  to  Lanfre's  Comm.  on 
Genesis;  also  in  the  lengthy  sections  on  Jewish,  Or,  Lat 
and  Protestant  commentators,  and  agiUn  in  the  *'  Index 
of  the  More  Important  Expository  Works  on  the  Bks 
of  the  OT."  In  Bleek's  Introduction  to  the  OT,  very  full 
information  is  given  up  to  the  author's  date.  Full 
bibliographies  oi  modem  boolcs.  Including  commentaries 
on  the  OT.  are  furnished  in  Dr.  Driver's  Introdttction. 
Similar  lists  are  given  in  other  works  regarding  the  NT. 
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For  the  writen  of  the  commentarieB  on  the  special  books 
In  the  above-noted  German  and  Eiuf.  aerieB,  lists  may 
generally  be  seen  attached  to  each  ToTof  the  series. 

James  Obb 

COMMBNTARIESk  HSBRBW,  he'broo: 

1.  Philo  Judaeus 

2.  Targom 

3.  Ml(&ash 

4.  Talmud 
Karaites 
Middle  Ams 

1)  Saacua  ben  JosQDh 
RashI 

Joseph  Kara 
Abraham  Ibn  Bb» 


6. 
0. 


Klm^ 
Malmc 


[almonides 
Malmunists 
Kabballsts 
The**Z6har" 
Isaac  Arama 
7.  Mcdem  Times 
Abarbanel 
The  Brurtots 
[1)  Mendelssohn 
Zunz,  etc 

Malbim.  Ehriich,  etc 
Haldvy.  Hoffmann.  MueDer 
Oelger,  Oraetz,  Kohler 


(3] 

(5 


LiTBBATUBB 

The  following  outline  alludes  to  the  leading  Jewish 
oommentators  and  their  works  in  chronologic^  order. 
However  widely  the  principles  which  gjuided  the 
various  Jewish  schools  of  exegesis,  or  the  individual 
commentators,  differfrom  those  of  the  modem  sdiool, 
the  latter  will  find  a  certain  su^^tiveness  in  the 
former's  inteipretation  which  welT  merits  attention. 

PhUo  Judaeus:  A  Hellenistic  Jew  of  Alexandria, 
E^gypt.  Bom  about  20  BC;  died  after  40  AD.  By 
his  allegorical  method  of  exegesis  (a 
1.  Philo  method  he  learned  from  the  Stoics), 
Philo  exercised  a  far-reaching  influence 
not  onljr  on  Jewish  thought,  but  even  more  so  on 
the  Christian  church.  We  have  but  to  mention  his 
influence  on  Origen  and  other  Alexandrian  Christian 
writers.  His  purpose  in  emi)loying  his  allegorical 
method  was,  mainly,  to  reconcile  Gr  philosophy  with 
the  OT.    See  Philo  Jxtdaeus. 

Joaephus  cannot  be  called  a  Bible  commentator 
in  the  proper  sense  of  the  term.    See  Josephus. 

TargUm  (pi.  TargHmlm):  The  Aram,  tr  of  the  OT. 
lit.  the  word  designates  a  tr  In  general;  its  use,  however. 

has  been  restricted  to  the  Aram,  version 
9  T«Mmm  of  the  OT.  Bs  Contrasted  with  the  Heb 
X.  laignm    ^^gj^    ^^^h.    was    caUed    mi^ra\      The 

Tg  Includes  all  the  books  of  the  OT 
eKOQptins  Dnl  and  Bzr-Neh,  which  are  written  In  part  In 
Aram.  Its  Inception  dates  back  to  the  time  of  the  Second 
Temple,  and  It  Is  considered  a  first  approach  to  a  com- 
mentary before  the  time  of  Jesus.  For  the  Tg  Is  not  a 
mere  tr.  but  rather  a  combination  of  a  tr  with  a  com- 
mentary, resulting  In  a  paraphrase,  or  an  Interpretative  tr 
— Shaving  Its  origin  In  ezegeslB.  The  language  of  this  para- 
phrase Is  the  vernacular  tongue  of  Syria,  which  began  to 
reftwsnrt  Itself  throughout  Pal  as  the  language  of  common 
Intercourse  and  trade,  as  soon  as  a  familiar  Knowledge  of 
the  Heb  tongue  came  to  be  lost.     The  Targitmim  are: 

TO   THB    PBNTATBUCa 

(1)  Targiim  *0nMd9  or  Bab  Tg  (the  accepted  and 
ofllclal); 

(2)  Targdm  yrH^kalml  or  Palestinian  Tg  ("Pseudo- 
Jonathan  ;  aside  from  this  (complete]  Tg  there  are 
fragments  of  the  Palestinian  Tg  termed  "Fragment 
Targiim"). 

TO   TRB    PBOPRBTS 

(1)  Targum  Jonathan  ben  Uzzlel  (being  the  official 
one;  originated  In  Pal  and  was  then  adapted  to  the 
vernacular  of  Babylonia) ; 

(2)  A  Palestinian  Targum.  called  TargUm  y«r&»halml 
(Palestinian  In  origin;  ed.  Lagarde.  "Prophetae  Chal- 
dalce"). 

Other  TarsOmlm  (not  officially  recognized) :  (1)  To  the 
Psalms  and  Job;  (2)  to  Proverbs;  (3)  to  the  ¥lve  Rolls; 
(4)  to  Chronldee—all  Palestinian.    See  Taboum. 

Midhrdsh:  Apparently  the  practice  of  commenting 
upon  and  explaining  the  meaning  of  the  Scriptures 

originated  in  the  S3magogues  (in  the 
8.  Ifidiash  time  of  Ezra),  from  the  necessity  of 

an  exposition  of  the  Law  to  a  congre- 
gation many  of  whom  did  not  or  might  not  imder- 


stand  the  language  in  which  it  was  read.  Such 
commentaries,  however,  were  oral  and  extempore; 
they  were  not  until  much  lat^  crystallized  into  a 
defiuiite  form.  When  they  assumed  a  definite  and, 
still  later,  written  shape,  the  name  Midhrdah  (mean- 
ing "investigation,"  '^interpretation,"  from  dUrash, 
"to  investi^te"  a  scriptural  passage)  was  given. 
The  word  occurs  in  2  Ch  13  22  where  the  RV  trans- 
lates "commentary."  From  this  fact  some  have 
drawn  the  inference  that  such  Midkrdahlm  were 
recognised  and  extant  before  the  time  of  the  Chroni- 
cler. They  are:  Midhrdsh  Babbd*  on  the  Pent  and 
the  Five  Rolls  (the  one  on  Gen  occupies  a  first  posi- 
tion among  the  various  exegetical  MidhrdahlMf  ooth 
on  account  of  its  age  and  importance) .  Next  comes 
the  one  on  Lam.  (Zunz  pointed  out  that  the  Midhr 
lash  Rabbd*  consists  of  ten  entirely  different  Midhr 
rdahlm.)  On  the  same  ten  books  there  is  a  similar 
collection,  called  ha-Midhr&sh  hargddhiBi  (the  "Great 
Midrash"),  being  a  collection  of  Quotations  from  a 
ffood  many  works  including  the  MidhrOah  Rabbd\ 
Other  MidkrSahlm  are:  The  MidhrOsh  Tanfyama' 
on  the  Pentateuch;  the  M'khtUd*  on  Exodus  (this 
has  been  [Leipzig,  1909]  tt^  into  German  by  Winter 
and  Wuensche:  the  latter  also  published,  \mder  the 
main  title  BtbUotheca  RabbinicOf  a  collection  of  the 
old  Midhr&shim  in  a  German  tr  with  introductions 
and  notes) .  Further,  l^iphr^  on  Lev;  l^if^B  on  Nu 
and  Dt;  jf^iiUl*,  which  comments  on  sections  taken 
from  the  entire  range  of  Scriptiu-es  for  various  festi- 
vals. There  are  also  extant  separate  Midhriishlm 
on  the  Pss,  Prov,  etc. 

In  this  connection  we  have  yet  to  mention  the 
Yaltpuf  SkMonl,  a  hag^adic  compilation  attributed 
to  the  11th  or,  according  to  Zunz,  the  13th  cent. 
The  Yalfpui  extends  over  the  whole  of  the  OT  and  is 
arranged  according  to  the  sequence  of  those  portions 
of  the  Bible  to  which  reference  is  made.  Further, 
the  Yallfu^  Ao^Moj^lri,  a  work  similar  in  contents  to 
the  Yailfu^  Shitn^onl,  ed.  Greenup.  See  CoidoiEN- 
TABiBs;  Midrash. 

Talmud  (  TalmUdh) :  This  term  Is  used  here  to  designate 
the  entire  body  of  literature  exclusive  of  the  MidKrOth. 
Ample  exegetical  material  aboimds  In 
A  TafmMil  the  Talm  as  It  does  In  the  Midhr^him. 
*•  *»"»»«»  The  critical  notes  on  the  Bible  by  some 
Talmudists  are  very  characteristic  of 
their  InteQectual  temper.  Some  of  them  were  extremely 
radical,  and  earorossoa  freely  their  opinions  on  Important 
problems  of  Bible  criticiBm.  such  as  on  the  Integrity 
of  the  text,  on  doubtful  authorship,  etc.  An  Amird* 
of  the  3d  cent.  AD  held  the  opinion  that  the  story  of 
Job  is  purely  fictitious,  both  as  to  the  name  of  the  hero 
and  as  to  his  fate.  The  Talmudists  also  generalized, 
and  set  up  critical  canons.  The  **  Bdraithd\  of  the 
Thirty-two  Rules"  is  the  oldest  work  on  Bib.  her- 
meneuticB  (Phllo's  hermeneutlcal  rules  being  rather 
fantastic),  and  contains  exegetical  notices  valid  to  this 
very  day.  Hermeneutics.  of  course,  Is  not  exegesis 
proper,  but  the  theory  of  exegesis:  one  results  from  the 
other,  however.  This  BdraithA*  calls  attention,  for 
instance,  to  the  fact  that  words  occur  In  the  OT  in  an 
abbreviated  form — a  thing  now  generally  accepted.  See 
Talmud. 

Karaites:  "Followers  of  the  Bible."  They  are 
sometimes  referred  po  as  the  ' 'Protestants  of  the 
Jews,"  professing  to  follow  the  OT 
6.  Karaites  to  the  exclusion  of  the  rabbinical  tra- 
dition. The  founder  of  this  Jewish 
sect  was  a  Bab  Jew  in  the  8th  cent.,  Anan  ben 
David,  by  name;  hence  they  were  first  called  Ana- 
nites.  The  principal  Karaite  commentators  of  the 
9th,  10th  and  11th  cents,  are:  Benjamin  Al-Na- 
hawendi  (he  was  the  first  to  use  the  term  "Karaites," 
"Ba^&le  AfUrd' "),  Solomon  ben  Jeroham,  Sail  ibn 
Mazliah,  Yusuf  al-Basir,  Yafith  ibn  Ali  (considered 
the  greatest  of  this  period),  and  Abu  al-Faraij 
Harum.  Of  a  later  date  we  will  mention  Aaron 
ben  Joseph  and  Aaron  ben  Elijah  (14th  cent.). 

The  struggle  between  the  Rabbinites  and  the 
Karaites  undoubtedly  gave  the  impetus  to  the 
great  exegetical  activity  among  the  Jews  in  Arab.- 
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roeaking  countries  during  the  10th  and  11th  cents. 
The  extant  fragments  of  Saadia's  commentary  on 
the  Pent  (not  less  than  his  polemical  writings 
proper)  are  full  of  polemics  against  the  Karaite 
interpretation.  And  the  same  circumstance  aroused 
Karaites  to  like  efforts. 

Middle  Ages:  In  the  old  Midhrdahlm  as  well  as 
elsewhere  the  consciousness  of  a  simple  meaning  of 
a  text  was  never  entirely  lost.  The 
6.  Middle  principal  tendencies  in  exeeesis  were 
Ages  four;  these  were  afterward  designated 

by  the  acrostic  "PaRDe§":  i.e.  P*«M 
(or  the  simple  philological  explanation  of  words); 
Remez  (or  the  allegorical);  D^rash  (or  the  ethico- 
homiletical) ;  and  S6dh  (or  the  mystical) .  Naturally 
enough  this  division  could  never  be  strictly  carried 
out;  nence  variations  and  combinations  are  to  be 
found. 

Saadia  hen  Joseph  (892-942),  the  severest  an- 
tagonist of  the  Karaites^  tt^  the  OT  into  Arab,  with 
notes.  The  parts  published  are:  Pent,  Isa,  Prov 
and  Job. 

Moses  hd-Barshan  (the  Preacher)  of  Narbonne, 
France,  and  Tobiah  ben  Eliezer  in  Castoria,  Bul- 
garia (11th  cent.),  are  the  most  prominent  repre- 
sentatives of  miarashic-symbolic  Bible  exegesis. 
The  former's  work  is  known  only  by  quotations, 
and  contained  Christian  theological  conceptions; 
the  latter  is  the  author  of  "Lei»A  TobK'  or  ^'P*^1^ 
m'  Zuiarta' "  on  the  Pent  and  the  five  M^ghtUoth. 

Rashi  (Solomon  ben  Isaac,  of  Troyes;  bom  1040, 
died  1105)  wrote  a  very  popular  commentary,  which 
extends  over  the  whole  of  the  OT,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  Ch,  Ezr-Neh,  and  the  last  part  of  Job.  He 
strives  for  the  P^shatf  i.e.  for  a  sober,  natural  and 
rational  interpretation  of  the  Bible.  His  is  still 
a  comments^  both  for  the  boy  and  the  man  among 
the  Jews.  (Jhristian  exegetes  of  the  Middle  Ages 
as  well  as  of  more  modem  times  made  use  of  his 
Bible  commentary.  Nicolas  de  Lyra  (see  Com- 
mentaries) followed  Rashi  closely:  and  it  is  a 
known  fact  that  Luther's  tr  of  the  Bible  is  depend- 
ent upon  Nicolas  de  Lyra.  Rashi's  commentary 
has  called  forth  numerous  supercommentaries. 

An  independent  and  important  exegete  was 
Joseph  Kard*  (about  1100).  He  edited  and  partly 
completed  Rashi's  commentary,  particularly  the 
part  on  the  Pent. 

Abraham  ifcn  Ezra^s  (1092-1168)  commentary 
on  the  Pent,  like  Rashi's  commentaries,  has  pro- 
duced many  supercommentaries.  His  is  very 
scholarly.  He  was  the  first  to  maintain  that  Isa 
contains  the  work  of  two  authors;  and  his  doubts 
respecting  the  authenticity  of  the  Pent  were  no- 
ticed by  Spinoza. 

The  grammarians  and  the  lexicographers  were 
not  merely  exegetical  expounders  of  words,  but 
many  of  them  were  likewise  authors  of  actual 
commentaries.  Such  were  the  f^imhls,  Joseph 
(father),  Moses  and  David  (his  sons)^  esp.  the 
latter.  The  |$[imhls  were  the  most  brilliant  con- 
tributors to  Bible  exegesis  and  Heb  philology  (like 
Ibn  Ezra)  in  mediaeval  times. 

Maimonides  (1135-1204):  Philo  employed  his 
allegorical  method  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  about 
a  reconciliation  of  Plato  with  the  OT.  Maimon- 
ides had  something  similar  in  view.  To  him  Aris- 
totle was  the  representative  of  natural  knowledge 
and  the  Bible  oi  supernatural — and  he  sought  for 
a  reconciliation  between  the  two  in  his  relidous 
philosophy.  Exegesis  proper  was  the  one  field, 
nowever,  to  which  this  great  genius  made  no  con- 
tribution of  first-class  importance. 

The  MaimunistSf  those  exegetes  of  a  philosophi- 
cal turn,  are:  Joseph  ibn  Akoin,  Samuel  ibn  Tib- 
bon,  his  son  Moses,  and  his  son-in-law,  Jacob  ben 
Abba  Mari  Anatolio,  whose  Malmadh  ha'Talmldhlm 


is  the  most  important  work  of  philosophical  exe- 
gesis of  the  period. 

Joseph  ibn  Kofpl^  chiefly  known  as  a  philosopher 
of  the  Maimunist  type,  deserves  attention.  Ibn 
Ka^pl  is  an  exegete  of  the  first  quality.  His  ex- 
position of  Isa  63  might  be  the  work  of  the  most 
modem  scholar.  He  refers  the  prophecy  to  Israel, 
not  to  an  individual,  and  in  this  his  theory  is  far 
superior  to  that  of  some  other  famous  Jewish  ex- 

gisitors  who  interpret  the  chapter  as  referring  to 
ezekiah. 

Through  the  philosophical  homily,  which  began 
to  be  used  after  the  death  of  Maimonid^  Aristotle 
was  popularized  from  the  pulpit.  The  pulpit 
changed  to  a  chair  of  philosophy.  Aristotle's  con- 
cepts—as Matter  and  Form,  the  Four  Causes,  Possi- 
bility and  Reality — were  tnen  something  ordinary 
in  the  sermon,  and  were  very  popular. 

The  principal  commentators  with  a  Kabbalisiic 
tendency  are:  Nahmanides  (1194-1270?)  whose 
great  work  is  his  commentary  on  the  Pentateuch; 
Immanuel  of  Rome  (1270?-1330?)  who  does,  how- 
ever, not  disregard  the  lit.  meaning  of  the  Scriptures; 
Bahva  ben  Ac£er  (d.  1340)  who  formulated  the  four 
methods  of  exegesis  of  'TaRDe$''  referred  to  above; 
he  took  Nahmanides  as  his  model;  many  super- 
commentaries  were  written  on  his  commentary  on 
the  Pent;  and  Gersonides  (1288-1334),  a  maternal 

g'andson  of  Nahmanides,  who  sees  symbols  in  many 
ib.  passages;  on  account  of  some  of  his  heretical 
ideas  expressed  in  his  philosophy,  some  rabbis  for- 
bade the  study  of  his  commentaries. 

We  must  not  fail  to  mskQ  mention  of  the  Zohar 
(the  ''Bible  of  the  Kabbalists"),  the  book  of  aU 
others  in  the  Middle  Ag^  that  dominated  the 
thinking  and  feeling  of  the  Jews  for  almost  500 
years,  and  which  was  in  favor  with  many  Christian 
scholars.  This  work  is  pseudepigraphic,  written 
partly  in  Aram,  and  partly  in  Heb.  It  first  appeared 
m  Spain  in  the  13tn  cent.,  and  was  made  known 
through  Moses  de  Leon,  to  whom  many  historians 
attribute  it. 

Mention  must  also  be  made  of  Isaac  Arama  (1430- 
94),  whose  'Alj^hdh,  his  commentary  on  the  Pent 
(homiletical  in  style),  was  the  standard  book  for 
the  Jewish  pulpit  for  cents.,  much  esteemed  by  the 
Christian  world,  and  is  still  much  read  by  the  Jews, 
esp.  in  Russia  and  Poland. 

Modem  Times:  Isaac  Abravanel  (or  Abarbanel; 

1437-1508):  A  statesman  and  scholar  who  came 

nearest  to  the  modern  idea  of  a  Bible 

7.  Modem    commentator  by  considering  not  only 
Times  the  literary  elements  of  the  Bible  but 

the  political  and  social  life  of  the  people 
as  well.  He  wrote  a  general  introduction  to  each  book 
of  the  Bible,  setting  forth  its  character;  and  he  was 
the  first  to  make  use  of  Christian  commentaries 
which  he  quotes  without  the  least  prejudice.  Moses 
Alshech  (second  half  of  16th  cent.)  wrote  com- 
mentaries, all  of  which  are  of  a  homiletical  character. 
In.  the  main  the  Jewish  exegesis  of  the  16th  and  17th 
cents,  branched  out  into  homiletics. 

We  will  pass  over  the  critical  annotations  con- 
nected with  the  various  editions  of  the  Heb  Bible, 
based  upon  the  comparison  of  MSS,  on  grammatical 
and  Massoretic  studies,  etc,  such  as  those  of  Elijah 
Levita,  Jacob  ben  Hayyim  of  Tunis  (afterward 
a  convert  to  Christianity),  etc. 

The  ''Bi'urists"  ("Commentators"):  A  school  of 

exegetes  which  had  its  origin  with  Mendelssohn's 

(1729-86)  lit.  German  tr  of  the  Bible, 

8.  The  at  a  t^me  when  Christian  Bib.  studies 
"Bi'urists''    of  a  modem  nature  had  made  some 

progress,  and  under  whose  influence  the 
Bi'urists  wrote.  They  are:  Dubno,  Wessely, 
Jaroslav,  H.  Homberg,  J.  Euchel,  etc.  They  laid 
a  foundation  for  a  critico-historicol  study  of  the 
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Bible  amon^  modem  Jews.  It  bore  its  fruit  in  the 
19th  cent,  in  the  writings  of  Philippson,  Munk, 
Fuerst,  etc.  The  same  cent,  produced  Zimz's  (1794- 
1886)  Gottesdienstlichen  Vortraege  der  Juden,  the  book 
of  ''Jewish  science."  It  also  produced  three  Jewish 
exegeteSi  Luzzatto  in  Italy,  Malbim  and  Ehrlich  in 
Russia  (the  latter  since  1878  residing  in  New  York) ; 
he  published,  in  Heb,  a  commentary  on  the  OT, 
entitled  Afifrd'  H-P^akutOh  (Berlin,  1899-1901.  3 
vols),  and,  in  German,  Ranaglossen  z.  hebr.  Bwelt 
two  scholarly  works  written  from  the  conservative 
standpoint  (Leipzig,  1908-).  Malbim  was  highly 
esteemed  by  the  Christian  commentators  Franz 
DeUtzsch  and  Muehlau,  who  studied  under  him. 
Others  are  Joseph  Hal6vy,  a  French  Jew,  a  most 
original  Bible  investigator,  and  D.  Hoffmann  (the 
last  two  named  are  adversaries  of  ''higher  criti- 
cism'0  and  D.  H.  Mueller.  M.  Heilprin  wrote  a 
collection  of  BtbeUcrilisf^  Notizeh  (Baltmiore,  1893), 
oontainins  comparisons  of  various  passages  of  the 
Bible,  and  The  Historical  Poetry  of  the  Ancient  He- 
hrewe  (N.Y.,  1879-80,  2  vols),  and  the  American 
rabbi  B.  Szold,  a  Commentary  on  Job  (Baltimore, 
1886),  written  in  classic  Heb,  and  with  accurate 
scholarship  and  in  which  full  accoimt  is  taken  of  the 
work  of  the  Massorites.  A  new  Heb  commentary  on 
the  whole  of  the  OT  has  been  since  1903  in  progress 
under  the  editorship  of  A.  Kahana.  This  is  the 
first  attempt  since  Mendelssohn's  Bi*ur  to  approach 
the  Bible  from  the  Jewish  side  with  the  latest  phil- 
ological and  archaeological  ^uipment.  Among 
the  authors  are  Kahana  on  Geneeie  and  Jonahs 
Krauss  on  Isaiah,  Chajes  on  Psalms  and  Amos^ 
Wynkoop  on  Hosea  and  Joely  and  Lambert  on 
Danid.  This  attempt  well  deserves  attention  and 
commendation. 

There  is  still  to  be  mentioned  the  work  of  M.  M. 
Kalisch  (1828-85),  whose  special  object  was  to  write 
a  full  and  critical  comm.  on  the  OT.  Of  his  His- 
torical  and  Critical  Comm.  on  the  OT,  with  a  New 
Tr,  only  the  following  parts  were  published:  Exo- 
dus, 1855;  Genesis,  1858;  LeirUicus  (pts  1-2),  1867- 
72.  They  contain  a  r^um^  of  all  that  Jewish  and 
Christian  learning  had  accumulated  on  the  subject 
up  to  the  dates  of  their  publication.  In  his  Leo 
he  anticipated  Wellhausen  to  a  large  extent. 

We  conclude  with  some  names  of  the  liberals: 
Geiger  (whose  Urschrift  is  extremely  radical), 
Graetz,  the  great  Jewish  historian,  and  Kohler 
(president  of  the  Hebrew  Union  0>llege,  Cincin- 
nati, O.)  whose  Der  Segen  Jacobs  is  one  of  the  earUest 
essays  of  "higher  criticism"  written  by  a  Jew. 

*  LiTBBATUBB. — Stoiiiflchnelder,  Jewi»h  Literature,  Lon- 
don. 1857;  Ztmz,  OoUeedieneUichen  Vortraege  der  Juden, 
2d  ed,  Frankfurt  a.  M.,  1892;  Jew  Enc  (arts,  by  Bacher 
and  Ginzberg);  Catholic  Enc  (art.  "Commentaries*'); 
Rosenau,  Jewish  Biblical  Commentator e,  Bidtimore.  1006 
(popular);  Winter- Wuensche,  Geeehichte  der  Juediechen 
Literatur,  Leipzig,  1892-95,  3  vols  (the  best  existing  an- 
thology of  Jewish  literature  in  a  modem  language;  it  con- 
tains -verr  valuable  introductions) ;  Woeae,Hi»toire  de  la 
Bible  et  I  exegiee  bibliq^e  juequ* dk  noejoure,  Paris,  1881. 

Adolph  S.  Oko 
COMMENTART,  kom'en-tarri  (V*?!?,  midhr 
rdsh,  "an  investigation,"  from  tn'^T,  d&rash,  "to 
search,"  "inquire,"  "explore":  AV  "story"): 
"The  c.  of  the  prophet  Iddo"  (2  Ch  18  22),  "the 
c.  of  the  book  of  the  kings'!  (24  27).  In  these 
passages  the  word  is  not  used  exactly  in  its  modem 
sense.  The  Heb  term  means  "an  imaginative 
development  of  a  thou^t  or  theme  suggested  by 
Scripture,  esp.  a  didactic  or  homiletic  exposition, 
or  an  edirying  religious  story"  (Driver,  I/)T^,  497). 
In  the  commentaries  (Miahr&shlm)  mentioned  by 
the  Chronicler  as  among  his  sources,  the  story  of 
Abijah's  reign  was  presumably  related  and  elabo- 
rated with  a  view  to  moral  instruction  rather  than 
historic  accuracy.    See  Chbonicles,    Books  of; 

COMMENTABIES,   HeBBBW.  M.   O.   EvANS 


COMMERCE,  kom'Srs  (l|iiropCa,  emporia): 
L  OT  Times. — ^There  were  forces  in  early  Heb 
life  not  favorable  to  the  development  of  commerce. 
Intercourse  with  foreigners   was  not 

1.  Early  encouraged  by  Israel  s  social  and 
Overland  religious  customs.  From  the  days  of 
Commerce    the   appearance   of   the    Hebrews   in 

Canaan,  however,  some  commercial 
contact  with  the  peoples  aroimd  was  inevitable. 
There  were  ancient  trade  routes  between  the  East 
and  the  West,  as  well  as  between  E^ypt  and  the 
Mesopotamian  valley.  Pal  lay  as  a  bndge  between 
these  objective  points.  There  were  doubtless 
traveling  merchants  from  very  remote  times,  inter- 
changing commodities  of  other  lands  for  those  of 
Pal.  Some  of  the  Heb  words  for  "trading"  and 
"merchant"  indicate  this  (cf  "^Hip,  ^dhar,  "to  travel," 
bS'Jy  rdkhal,  "to  go  about").  In  the  nomadic 
period,  the  people  were  necessarily  dependent  upon 
overland  commerce  for  at  least  a  part  of  their  food 
supply,  such  as  grain,  and  doubtless  for  articles  of 
clothing,  too.  Freouent  local  famines  would 
stimulate  such  trade.  Companies  or  caravans 
carrying  on  this  overland  commerce  are  seen  in 
Gen  37  25.28,  "Ishmaelites"  and  "Midianites,  mer- 
chantmen," on  their  way  to  Egypt,  with  spices, 
balm  and  myrrh.  Jacob  causeci  his  sons  to  take 
certain  products  to  Egypt  as  a  present  with  money 
to  Josepn  in  return  for  grain:  balsam,  spices,  honey, 
m3rrrh,  nuts,  almonds  (Gen  48  11  f).  The  presence 
of  a  "Bab  mantle"  among  the  spoils  of  Ai  (Josh  7  21) 
indicates  commerce  between  Canaan  and  the  East. 

While  there  are  slight  indications  of  a  possible 

sea  trade  as  early  as  the  days  of  the  Judges  (J^ 

5  17;    cf  Gen  49  13),  we  must  wait 

2.  Sea  till   the    days   of    the    monarchy    of 
Traffic           David  and  esp,  Solomon  for  the  com- 
merce of  ships.    Land  traffic  was  of 

course  continued  and  expanded  (1  K  10  15.28.29; 
2  Ch  1  16).  Sea  trade  at  this  time  made  large 
strides  forward.  The  Philis  were  earlier  in  pos- 
session of  the  coast.  Friendship  with  Hiram  King 
of  Tyre  gave  Solomon  additional  advantages  sea- 
ward (1  K  6-  9  26;  10  19-29;  2  Ch  8  17;  9  14), 
since  the  Phoenicians  were  preeminently  the 
Mediterranean  traders  among  all  the  people  of  Pal. 
Later,  commerce  declined,  but  Jehoshaphat  at- 
tempted to  revive  it  (1  K  22  48;  2  Ch  20  36), 
but  without  success.  Tyre  and  Sidon  as  great 
commercial  centers,  however,  long  impressed  the 
life  of  Israel  (Isa  23:  Ezk  28-27).  Later,  in  the 
Maccabean  period,  Simon  acquired  Joppa  as  a 
Jewish  port  (1  Mace  14  5),  and  so  extended 
Mediterranean  commerce. 

Dining  the  peaceful  reign  of  Solomon,  there  came, 
with  internal  improvements  and  foreign  friendships. 

a  stimulus  to  traffic  with  Egypt  ana 
8.  Land  the  Far  East  over  the  ancient  trade 
Traffic  in  routes  as  well  as  with  Phoenicia  on 
the  Time  of  the  northwest.  He  greatlv  added  to 
the  Kings      his  wealth  through  tariffs  levied  UFK>n 

merchantmen  (1  K  10  15).  Trade  with 
Syria  in  the  days  of  Omri  and  Ahab  is  indicated 
by  the  permission  Benhadad  gave  to  Israelites  to 
open  streets,  or  trading  quarters,  in  Damascus, 
as  Syrians  had  in  Samaria  (1  K  20  34).  The 
prophets  disclose  repeatedly  the  results  of  foreign 
commerce  upon  the  people  in  the  days  of  Jotham, 
Ahaz  and  Hezekiah,  and  of  Jeroboam '11,  under 
whom  great  material  prosperity  was  attained, 
followed  by  simple  luxury  (Isa  2  6.7.16;  Hos  12 
1.7.8;  Am  8  3-6).  The  people  in  their  greed  of 
gain  could  not  observe  Sabbaths  and  feast  days 
l[Am  8  5);  cf  Sabbath  trading  and  its  punishment 
in  the  days  of  the  restoration  (Neh  18  15-22). 
"Canaanite"  became  the  nickname  for  traffickers 
(Zee  14  21;   cf  Isa  23  8). 


Commit 
Communion 
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J7.  NT  Tbnmm. — ^After  the  conquests  of  Alexan- 
der 333  BC»  trade  between  East  and  West  was 
greatly  stimulated.  Colonies  of  Jews  for  trade 
purposes  had  been  established  in  Egypt  and  else- 
where. The  dispersion  of  the  Jews  throughout  the 
Gr  and  Rom  world  added  to  their  interest  in  com- 
merce. The  Mediterranean  Sea,  as  a  great  Rom 
lake,  under  Rom  protection,  became  alive  with 
commercial  fleets.  The  Sea  of  Galilee  with  its 
enormous  fish  industry  became  the  center  of  a  large 
trading  interest  to  sdl  parts.  The  toll  collect^ 
in  Galilee  must  have  been  considerable.  Matthew 
was  called  from  his  collectorship  to  discipleship 
(Mt  9  9);  Zaccheus  and  other  publicans  became 
rich  collecting  taxes  from  large  commercial  inter- 
ests like  that  of  balsam.  Jesus  frequentlv  used 
the  commerce  of  the  day  as  illustration  (Mt  13 
45;  25  14r-30).  Along  the  Palestinian  coast  there 
were  several  ports  where  ships  touched:  Lydda, 
Joppa,  Caesarea;  and  further  north  Ptolemais, 
Tyro,  Sidon  and  Antioch  (port  Seleucia). 

The  apostle  Paul  made  use  of  ships  touching  at 
points  on  the  coast  of  Asia  Minor,  and  the  islands 
along  the  coast,  and  also  doing  coast  trade  with 
Greece,  Italy  and  Spun,  to  carry  on  his  missionary 
enterprises  (Acts  13  4-13;  16  11  f;  18  18;  20 
13-16;  21  1-8;  27  1^4;  28  1-14).  The  rapid- 
ity with  which  the  gospel  spread  throughout  the 
Rom  world  in  the  1st  cent,  was  due  no  little  to  the 
use  of  the  great  Rom  highways,  built  partly  as 
trade  routes;  as  well  as  to  the  constant  going  to 
and  fro  of  tradesmen  of  all  sorts;  some  of  whom 
like  Aquila  and  Priscilla  (Acts  18  2.18.26),  Lydia, 
(16  14.40)  and  Paul  himself  (who  was  a  traveling 
tent-maker)  wero  active  in  disseminating  the  new 
faith  among  the  Gentiles.  In  Jas  4  13  we  have  a 
good  representation  of  the  life  of  a  large  number  of 
Jews  of  this  period,  who  would  '^go  into  such  a  city, 
and  continue  thero  a  year,  and  buy  and  sell,  and  get 
gain"  (AV).    See  also  Trade. 

Edward  Bagbt  Pollard 

COMMIT.  k6-mit':  Used  in  two  senses: 

(1)  "To  give  in  charge"  or  "entrust":  «Im.  "to 
put'^  (Job  6  8);  gOlal,  "to  roll"  (Ps  87  5;  Prov 
16  3);  pdkadh,  "to  give  in  charge"  (Ps  81  6  AV; 
cf  Lk  28  46);  tithSmi,  "committed  to  us  [RVm 
"placed  in  us"]  the  word  of  reconciliation"  (2  Cor 
6  10);  parath&e.  "that  which  I  have  committed 
unto  him"  (2  Tim  1  12;  RVm  "that  whiich  he 
hath  committed  unto  me,"  Gr  "my  deposit"); 
"that  which  is  committed  unto  thee"  (1  Tim  6  20, 
Gr  "the  deposit"):  "that  good  thing,"  etc  (2  Tim 
1  14,  Gr  "the  good  deposit"). 

(2)  "To  do  or  practise  [evil]":  prdsso,  "commit 
such  things"  (Rom  1  32,  RV  "practice'*^;  cf  2  2). 
In  1  Jn  8  4.8  "doeth  sin"  (poUo,  AV  "committeth 
sin")  shows  that  it  is  not  committing  a  single  sin 
that  is  in  view,  but  sinful  practice. 

W.  L.  Walker 
COMMODIOUS,  k6-m5'di-us  (dvf«ecTo«,  an«ti- 
thetoSf  "not  well  placed") :  The  word  occurs  only  in 
Acts  27  12.  "As  regards  wintering,  the  place  was 
certainly  'not  commodious,'  but  as  regards  shelter 
from  some  winds  (including  N.W.),  it  was  a  good 
anchorage"  (CH,  XXIII,  639). 

COMMON,  kom'un:  koiv^s,  koindSf  in  the 
classics,  and  primarily  in  the  NT,  means  what  is 
public,  general,  universal,  as  contrasted  with  fdiot, 
idioSf  what  is  peculiar,  individual,  not  shared  with 
others.  Thus,  "common  faith"  (Tit  1  4),  "com- 
mon salvation"  (Jude  ver  3),  refer  to  that  in  which 
the  experience  of  all  Christians  unites  and  is  identical: 
"common,"  because  there  is  but  one  faith  and  one 
salvation  (Eph  4  4-6).  From  this  comes  the  derived 
meaning  of  what  is  ordinary  and,  therefore,  to  be 
disesteemed,  as  contrasted  with  what  pertains  to  a 


class,  and  to  be  priased,  because  rare.  This  naturally 
coincides  with  OT  exclusivism,  particularity  and 
separation.  Its  religion  was  that  of  a  separated 
people,  with  a  separated  class  as  its  ministers,  and 
with  minute  directions  as  to  distinctions  of  meat, 
drink,  times,  places,  rites,  vessels,  etc.  Whatever 
was  conmion  or  ordinary,  it  avoided.  The  NT,  on 
the  other  hand,  with  its  universalism  of  scope,  and  its 
sjpirituality  of  sphere,  rose  shove  all  such  externals. 
The  salvation  which  it  brought  was  directed  to  the 
redemption  of  Nature,  as  well  as  of  man,  sanctify- 
ing the  creature,  and  pervading  all  parts  of  man's 
bemg  and  all  relations  of  life.  The  antithesis  is 
forcibly  illustrated  in  Acts  10  14  f,  where  Peter 
says:  "I  have  never  eaten  anything  that  is  c.  and 
unclean."  and  the  reply  is:  "Wnat  God  hath 
cleansed,  make  not  thou  c."  H.  E.  Jacobs 

COMMONWEALTH,  kom'un-welth  (iroXirtCa, 
poftteia):  Spoken  of  the  theocracy  (Eph  2  12). 
The  same  word  is  rendered  "freedom,"  AV;  "cit- 
izenship" RV.  Also  in  the  sense  of  common- 
wealth in  the  Apoc  (2  Mace  4  11;  8  17;  18  14); 
in  the  sense  of  citizenship  (3  Mace  8  21.23).  See 
CrnzBNSHip. 

COMMUNE,  k6-mQn',  COMMUNICATE,  k6- 
mOn'i-k&t,  COMMUNICATION.  ko-mQ-ni-k&'shun: 
To  commime  is  to  converse  confidentially  and  svm- 

Eathetically.  It  is  represented  in  both  Heb  ancf  Gr 
y  several  words  lit.  signifying  to  speak  (cf  Lk  6  11, 
8ta\a\i<a,  dialaUd;  alsoLk  22  4;  Acts  24  26,6maX^, 
homiUo),  To  communicate  is  to  impart  something 
to  another,  so  that  it  becomes  common  to  giver  and 
receiver.  In  1  Tim  6  18,  "willing  to  communicate" 
(RVm  "sjrmpathize"),  represents  a  single  word  *coi- 
inaviKolj  koinonikoif  and  refers  to  the  habit  of  sharing 
with  others  either  sympathy  or  property.  RV  gives 
"companionships"  for  homuiai  m  1  Cor  16  33  (AV 
"communications").    See  also  Cobcmunion. 

COMMUNION,  k6-man'yun  (FELLOWSHIP): 

The  terms  "communion"  and  "fellowship"  of  the 
Eng.  Bible  are  varying  tr*  of  the  words  xouHavla^ 
koin&niaf  and  Koiytapiia,  koinorUo^  or  their  cognates. 
They  designate  acts  of  fellowship  observed  among 
the  early  Christians  or  express  tne  unique  sensed 
unity  and  fellowship  of  wnich  these  acts  were  the 
outward  expression.  The  several  passages  in  which 
these  terms  are  used  fall  into  two  groups:  those  in 
which  they  refer  to  acts  of  fellowship,  and  those  in 
which  they  refer  to  fellowship  as  experienced. 

/.  Acts  of  Felloumhip. — The  acts  of  fellowship 
mentioned  in  the  NT  are  of  four  kinds. 

Our  information  concerning  the  nature  of  the 
fellowship  involved  in  the  observance  of  this  sac- 
rament is  confined  to  the  single  notice 
1.  The  in  1  Cor  10  16.17,  "The  cup  of  bless- 

Lord's  ing  which  we  bless,  is  it  not  a  oom- 

Supper  munion  of  the  blood  of  Christ?    The 

bread  which  we  break,  is  it  not  a 
communion  of  the  body  of  Christ?"  Owing  to  the 
presence  of  the  material  elements  in  the  sacrament 
there  is  a  temptation  to  limit  the  word  for  com- 
munion to  the  sense  of  partaking.  This,  however, 
does  not  entirely  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the 
context.  The  full  isignificance  of  the  term  is  to 
be  sought  in  the  light  of  the  argument  of  the  whole 
section  (vs  14-22). 

Paul  is  making  a  protest  against  Christians  par- 
ticipating in  idolatrous  feasts  on  the  ground  that 
sucn  feasts  are  really  celebrated  in  honor  of  the 
demons  associated  with  the  idols,  and  that  those 
who  participate  in  them  come  into  fellowship  with 
demons.  As  a  proof  of  this  point  the  apostle  cites 
the  Lord's  Supper  with  which  his  readers  are 
familiar.    By  partaking  of  the  cup  and  the  bread 
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the  conunumcants  are  linked  together  in  unity: 
''We,  who  are  many,  are  one  bread,  one  body:  for 
we  all  partake  of  the  one  bread."  Thus  the  com- 
munion of  the  elements  is  a  real  communion  of  the 
worshippers  one  with  another  and  with^  Christ. 
Unless  the  conmiimion  be  understood  in  this  spirit- 
ual sense  Paul's  illustration  falls  short  of  the  mark. 
See  Eucharist. 

The  term  for  fellowship  as  used  in  Acts  2  42  is 
by  some  interpreted  in  this  sense:  ''They  continued 
stedfastly  in  the  apostles'  teaching 
8.  Com*  and  fellowship,  in  the  breaking  of 
mimism  bread  and  the  prayers."  The  fact 
that  the  four  terms  are  used  in  pairs 
and  that  three  of  them  refer  to  specific  acts  ob- 
served by  the  company  of  believers  suggests  that 
the  term  for  fellowship  also  refers  to  some  definite 
act  similar  to  the  others.  It  is  very  plausible  to 
refer  this  to  the  conmiunity  of  goods  described  in 
the  verses  immediately  following  (see  Coicmunity 
or  Goods).  The  author  mieht.  however,  with 
equal  propriety  have  regarded  tne  interchange  of 
tmrilual  experiences  as  an  act  of  worship  in  the  same 
dass  with  ''the  brealdng  of  bread  and  the  prayers." 

Christian  fellowship  found  a  natural  mode  of 
expression  in  almsgiving.  This  is  enjoined  as  a  duty 
in  Rom  12  13:  1  Tim  6  18j  He  18  16. 
8.  Contri-  An  example  or  such  giving  is  the  great 
tmtions  collection  raised  among  the  sentile  con- 

verts for  the  poor  saints  of  Jems  (Rom 
16  26;  2  Cor  8  4;  9  13).  To  this  collection  St. 
Paul  attached  so  much  importance  as  a  witness  to 
the  spirit  of  fellowship  which  the  gospel  inspires  in 
all  hearts  alike,  whether  Jew  or  Gentile,  that  he 
desired  even  at  the  peiil  of  his  life  to  deliver  it  with 
his  own  hand.    See  Collection. 

A  form  of  fellowship  closely  related  to  almsgiving 
was  that  of  formal  aid  or  cooperation  in  Christian 
work,  such  as  the  aid  given  to  St.  Paul 
4.  Co6per«  by  the  Pbilippians  (Phil  15).  A 
ation  unique  form  of  this  codperation  is  the 

formal  endorsement  b^  giving  the 
right  hand  of  fellowship  as  described  m  Gal  2  9. 

//.  Fettawmhip  om  Experienced, — ^From  the  very 
beginning  the  early  Christians  experienced  a  peculiar 
sense  of  unity.  Christ  is  at  once  the  center  of  this 
unity  and  the  origin  of  every  expression  of  fellow- 
ship. Sometimes  the  fellowship  is  essentially  an 
experience*  and  as  such  it  is  scarcely  susceptible  of 
d^nition.  It  may  rather  be  regarded  as  a  mystical 
union  in  Christ.  In  other  instances  the  fellowship 
approaches  or  includes  the  idea  of  intercourse. 
In  some  passages  it  is  represented  as  a  participa- 
tion or  partnership.  The  terms  occur  most  fre- 
quently m  the  writmgs  of  Paul  with  whom  the  idea 
of  Christian  unity  was  a  controlling  principle. 

In  its  various  relations,  fellowship  is  represented: 
(1)  As  a  communion  between  the  Son  and  the 
Father.  The  gospel  record  represents  Jesus  as 
enjoying  a  unique  sense  of  communion  and  inti- 
macy with  the  Father.  Among  many  such  ex- 
pressions those  of  Mt  11  25-27  (cf  Lk  10  21.22) 
and  Jn  14-16  are  especially  important.  (2)  As 
our  communion  with  God,  either  with  the  Father 
or  the  Son  or  with  the  Father  through  the  Son  or 
the  Holy  Spiri  t .  '  'Our  fellowship  is  with  the  Father, 
and  with  his  Son  Jesus  Christ  (1  Jn  1  3;  cf  also 
Jn  14  6.23.26).  (3)  As  our  commimion  one  with 
another.  "If  we  walk  in  the  li^ht,  as  he  is  in  the 
light,  we  have  fellowship  one  with  another"  (1  Jn 
1  7).  Sometimes  the  idea  of  communion  occurs  in 
relation  with  abstract  ideas  or  experiences:  "Have 
no  fellowship  with  the  unfruitful  works  of  darkness'' 
(Eph  6  11);  "the  fellowship  of  his  sufferings"  (Phil 
8  10);  "the  fellowship  of  thy  faith"  (Philem  ver  6). 
In  three  passages  the  relation  of  the  fellowship  is 
not  entirely  clear:  the  "fellowship  of  the  Spirit" 


(Phil  2  1);  "the  communion  of  the  Holy  Spirit" 
(2  Cor  18  14);  and  "the  fellowship  of  his  Son  Jesus 
Christ"  (1  Cor  1  9).  The  fellowship  is  probabty  to 
be  understood  as  that  prevailing  among  Christians 
by  virtue  of  the  grace  of  Christ  and  the  ministry  of 
the  Holy  Spirit. 

It  is  not  to  be  inferred  that  the  idea  of  fellowship 
is  limited  to  the  passages  in  which  the  specific  words 
for  communion  are  used.  Some  of  the  clearest 
and  richest  expressions  of  imity  and  fellowship  are 
found  in  the  Gospels,  though  these  words  do  not 
occur  in  them.  In  fact,  perhaps,  the  most  familiar 
and  forcible  expressions  of  the  idea  are  those  in  which 
they  are  irepresented  symbolically,  as  in  the  parable 
of  the  Vine  and  the  Branches  (Jn  16  1  ff )  or  in  the 
figure  of  the  Body  and  its  Members  (Mt  6  291!; 
Rom  12  5;  1  Cor  12). 

Russell  Benjamin  Miller 

COMMUNION  WITH  DEMONS,  de'monx 
(DEVILS,  dev"l2) : 

/.  U—  of  Term, — ^The  actual  expression  "com- 
munion with  demons"  (Kottwpol  tQp  datfjMpUar,  koir 
nonci  t&n  daimonidn)  occurs  but  once  in  Scripture 
(1  Cor  10  20)  where  its  fig.  meaning  is  evident,  but 
it  is  implied  in  the  Eng.  version  of  a  number  of  pas- 
sages by  the  terms  "one  who  has"  or  "those  who 
have"  '^famiUar  spirits"  (Lev  19  31;  20  6.27;  Dt 
18  11;  1  S  28  3.7.8.9;  2  K  21  6;  28  24;  1  Ch  10 
13;  2  Ch  88  6;  Isa  8  19;  19  3;  29  4).  These 
passages  seem  to  be  somewhat  incongruous  with 
Faults  statement,  but  are  in  reality  so  intimately 
related  to  it  as  to  give  and  receive  light  through  the 
connection. 

U.  Teaching  of  Scripture, — ^To  be^  with,  we 
may  safety  say,  in  seneral,  that  there  is  no  g^und 
for  assertmg  that  the  Bible  admits  the  possibility 
of  conscious  and  voluntary  communion  with  spirits. 
This  is  an  essential  element  of  popular  demonology 
in  fJl  ages,  but  it  is  absent  from  Scripture.  Even 
in  the  passages  mentioned  above  which  refer  to 
necromancers  and  wizards,  while,  as  we  shall 
see,  the  words  indicate  tnat  such  practitioners 
professed  to  rely  upon  spirits  in  their  divinations, 
the  Scriptures  carefully  refrain  from  sanctioning 
these  claims,  and  a  number  of  features  in  the  vari- 
ous passages  serve  to  indicate  that  the  true  scrip- 
tural view  is  (^uite  the  opposite.  As  this  is  not  a 
prevalent  opimon,  we  should  do  well  to  examine 
the  passages  with  some  little  care. 

'  (1)  We  may  first  deal  with  the  NT.  In  the 
Gospels  the  demoniacs  are  consistently  looked 
upon  and  treated  as  unconscious  and 
1.  The  New  helpless  victims  (see  Demon,  Db- 
Testament  monolooy).  The  frequent  use  of  this 
term  "demonized"  (daimonizdmenoi) 
together  with  all  that  is  told  us  of  the  methods  of 
treating  these  cases  adopted  by  Our  Lord  and  His 
apostles  (see  Exobcism)  indicates  the  belief  of  the 
NT  writers  that  the  control  of  demons  over  men 
is  obtained  outside  of  or  below  the  region  of  con- 
scious volition  and  that  the  condition  of  the  suffer- 
ers is  pathological. 

(2)  The  same  must  be  said  of  the  Lydian  maiden 
whose  cure  by  Paul  is  recorded  in  Acts  16  16. 
This  is  the  one  instance  in  the  NT  where  divination 
is  connected  with  spirits.  The  account  emphasizes 
the  excitable  neurosis  of  the  patient:  and  the  be- 
lief on  the  part  of  the  apostles  and  ot  tiie' writer  of 
Acts  that  tne  gdrl  was  not  the  conscious  accomplice 
of  her  masters,  out  their  unfortunate  victim  through 
her  mysterious  malady,  is  clear.  She  was  treated, 
as  the  other  cases  recorded  in  the  NT,  not  as  a 
conscious  wrongdoer,  but  aa  a  sick  person  to  be 
healed. 

(1)  Turning  now  to  the  OT,  the  instance  which 
requires  the  most  careful  treatment,  because  it  holds 
the  key  to  all  the  rest,  is  the  narrative  of  Saul's 
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visit  to  the  Witch  of  Endor  in  1  S  88  3-25.  The 
Heb  word  'd&^  which  is  usually  ti^  "one  who  has  a 

familiar  spirit"  (see  list  of  passages  at 
2.  The  Old  beginning  of  art.)  occurs  in  this  nar- 
Testament    rative  four  times  (vs  3,  7  twice,  8). 

According  to  the  ordinary  interpreta- 
tion it  is  used  in  three  different  senses,  two  of  which 
occur  here.  These  three  senses  are  (a)  a  person 
who  controls  a  spirit,  (&)  the  spirit  controlled,  (c) 
the  power  to  control  such  a  spurit.  This  meaning 
appears  to  be  altogether  too  broad.  Omitting  to 
translate  the  word  we  have:  (ver  3)  "Saul  had  put 
away  'dbhothy  and  yidh^dnim" ;  (ver  7),  a  woman,  a 
mistress  of  an  'Sbh;  (ver  8)  "Divine  unto  me  ...  . 
by  the  *dbh"  It  is  extremely  unlikely  that  the  same 
word  should  be  used  in  two  senses  so  far  apart  as 
"person  who  has  a  spirit"  and  the  "spirit  itself"  in 
the  same  context,  in  the  last  passage  mentioned 
(ver  8)  there  is  a  double  indication  that  the  word 
*dbh  cannot  have  either  signification  mentioned. 
Saul  says:  "Divine  unto  me  by  the  *6bh  and  bring 
me  up  whomsoever  I  shall  name  unto  thee."  The 
expression  "divine  by"  clearly  points  to  some  magi- 
cat  object  used  in  divination.  Control  of  a  spirit 
through  some  magical  object  is  familiiur  enough. 
The  rest  of  Saul's  statement  confirms  this  view. 
The  result  of  the  divination  is  the  calling  up  of  a 
spirit.  A  spirit  would  hardly  be  used  to  call  up 
another  spirit.  This  conclusion  is  confirmed  by 
the  etvmology.  The  word  'obh  is  supposed  to 
mean  ''one  who  has  a  familiar  spirit,  from  its 
rootHsignificance  of  hollow  and  its  primary  meaning 
of  wineskin.  According  to  this  derivation  the 
word  is  applied  to  a  necromancer  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  tne  spirit  inhabits  his  bod^  and  speaks 
from  within.  The  transference  to  spirit  is  extremely 
unlikely  and  the  explanation  is  not  consistent  witn 
primitive  ideas  on  spirit  manifestation  (see  BDBj 
an«,  end). 

(2)  We,  therefore,  hold  with  H.  P.  Smith  {JCC, 
"Samuel"  in  loc),  though  partly  on  different 
^unds,  that  the  word  'd&n  has  the  same  meaning 
m  all  the  passages  where  it  occurs,  and  that  it  refers 
to  a  sacred  object  or  fetish  by  which  spiritistic 
divination  was  carried  on. 

The  significance  of  this  conclusion  is  that  the 
misleading  expression  "familiar  spirit"  disappears 
from  the  text,  for  Dr.  Driver's  interpretation  of  the 
companion  word  yWConlm  (see  ICC.  Gomm.  Dt  in 
loc.)  will  scarcely  be  maintained  in  the  face  of  this 
new  meaning  for  *obh.  The  prohibition  contained 
in  the  law  (Lev  20  27)  against  'obhothf  and  those 
using  them,  places  them  m  the  same  catalogue  of 
offence  and  futility  with  idol-worship  in  general. 

(3)  This  opinion  is  confirmed  by  two  separate 
items  of  evidence,  (a)  In  the  Witch  of  Endor 
story  Samuel's  appearance,  according  to  the  idea 
of  the  narrator,  was  due  to  a  miradej  not  to  the 
magic  power  of  the  feeble  and  cheating  old  woman 
to  whom  Saul  had  resorted.  God  speaks  through 
the  apparition  a  stern  message  of  doom.  No  one 
was  more  startled  than  the  woman  herself,  who  for 
once  had  a  real  vision  (ver  12).  She  not  only  gave 
a  loud  cry  of  astonishment  and  alarm  but  she 
described  the  figure  which  she  saw  as  "a  god  coming 
up  out  of  the  earth."  The  story  is  told  with  fidelity 
and  clearly  indicates  the  opinion  that  the  actual 
appearance  of  a  spirit  is  so  violently  exceptional  as 
to  mdicate  the  immediate  power  and  presence  of  God . 

(6)  In  Isa  8  19  the  *dbhdlh  and  yidh^&nlm  are 
spoken  of  as  those  who  "chirp  and  mutter."  These 
terms  refer  to  the  necromancers  themselves  (LXX 
translates  *dbhdlh  by  eggastrdmiUhoi  —  ventnloquista) 
who  practiced  ventriloquism  in  connection  with  their 
magical  rites.  In  Isa  29  4  it  is  said  "Thy  voice  shall 
be  as  an '  d6/i,  out  of  the  ground . "  Here '  56/i  is  usually 
interpreted  as  "ghost,    but  it  is  far  more  probable 


(see  BDB  sub  loc.)  that  it  refers  as  in  8  19  to  the 
ventriloquistic  tricks  of  those  who  utter  their  oracles 
in  voices  intended  to  represent  the  spirits  which  they 
have  evoked.  They  are  stamped  in  these  passages, 
as  in  the  Witch  of  Endor  narrative,  as  deceivers 
practising  a  fraudulent  art.  By  implication  their 
power  to  evoke  spirits  with  whom  they  were  in 
familiar  intercourse  is  denied. 

This  leaves  the  way  clear  for  a  brief  consideration 
of  the  words  of  Paul  in  1  Gor  10  20  in  connection 

with  cognate  passages  in  the  OT. 
8.  The  ^    (1)  He  argues  that  since  idol-worship 

Meaning  is  really  demon-worship,  the  partaking 
of  Idol-  of  heathen  sacrifice  is  a  communion 
Worship  with  demons  and  a  separation  from 
Ghrist.  It  is  usually  taken  for  granted 
that  this  characterization  of  heathen  worship  was 
simply  a  part  of  the  Jewish-Ghristian  polemic  against 
idolatry.  Our  fuller  knowledge  of  the  spiritism 
which  conditions  the  use  of  images  enables  us  to 
reco^ize  the  fact  that  from  the  viewpoint  of  hea- 
thenism itself  Paul's  idea  was.  strictly  correct.  The 
image  is  venerated  because  it  is  supposed  to  repre- 
sent or  contain  an  invisible  being  or  spirit,  not 
necessarily  a  deity  in  the  absolute  sense,  but  a  super- 
human living  being  capable  of  working  good  or  ill 
to  men. 

(2)  In  the  AV  the  term  devils  is  used  in  four 
OT  passages  (Lev  17  7;  Dt  82  17;  2  Gh  11  15; 
Ps  106  37).  In  RV  "devils"  has  disappeared  from 
the  text — ^the  word  he-aoata  appears  in  Lev  17  7 
and  2  Gh  11  15,  while  demons  appears  in  Dt  82 
17  and  Ps  106  37.  The  tr  of  «**irim  as  "he-goats" 
is  literally  correct,  but  conveys  an  erroneous  con- 
ception of  the  meaning.  The  practice  reprobated 
is  the  worship  of  Sat3rr8  (see  Satyr)  or  wood- 
demons  supposed  to  be  like  goats  in  appearance 
and  to  inhabit  lonely  places.  The  same  word  is 
used  in  Isa  18  21;  84  14.  The  word  tr^  "demons" 
in  RV  is  ihedhlmj  a  term  used  only  twice  and  both 
times  in  connection  with  the  rites  and  abominations 
of  heathen  worship.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that 
the  word  ihidu  is  applied  to  the  beings  represented 
by  the  bull-colossi  of  Assyria  (Driver,  Dt  in  loc). 
BDB  holds  that  the  word  ehedhim  is  an  Assyr  loan- 
word, while  Brig^  {ICC,  Ps  106  37)  holds  that 
ehedhim  were  ancient  gods  of  Ganaan.  In  either 
case  the  word  belongs  to  heathenism  and  is  used  in 
Scripture  to  describe  heathen  worship  in  its  own 
terminology.  The  interpretation  of  these  beings 
as  evil  is  characteristic  ot  Bib.  demonism  in  general 
(see  Demon,  etc).  The  worship  of  idols  was  the 
worship  of  personal  beinm  more  than  man  and  less 
than  God,  according  to  Jewish  and  Ghristian  ideas 
(see  Driver  op.  cit.,  363).  LXX  translates  both  the 
above  words  oy  daimdnia. 

The  term  "communion  with  demons"  does  not 
imply  any  power  on  the  part  of  men  to  enter  into 
voluntary  relationship  with  bein^  of 
4.  Conclu-    another   world,    but  that,    by   sinful 
sion  compliance  in  wrongdoing,  such  as  idol- 

worship  and  magical  rites,  men  may 
enter  into  a  moral  identification  with  evil  powers 
against  which  it  is  their  duty  to  fight. 

Literature.— The  Dictionaries  and  Commentaries 
dealing  with  the  passages  quoted  above  contain  discus- 
sions of  the  various  aspects  of  the  subject.  Jewish 
superstitions  are  ably  treated  by  Edersneim,  LTJM 
(8th  ed),  II,  771,  773.  

Louis  Matthews  Sweet 
COMMUNITY,  k6-ma'ni-ti,  OF  GOODS  (Airav- 
ra  Kovvd  ctxov,  hdpanta  koind  eichon,  lit.  "They  had 
all  things  [in]  common") :  In  Acts  2  44,  it  is  said 
that,  in  the  infant  church  at  Jerus,  ''all  that  believed 
were  together,  and  had  all  things  common,"  and 
(4  34  f)  "as  many  as  were  possessors  of  lands  or 
houses  sold  them,  and  brouzht  the  prices  of  the 
things  that  were  sold,  and  laid  them  at  the  apostles' 
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feet,"  The  inference  from  this,  that  there  was  an 
absolute  disposal  of  all  the  property  of  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  churchi  and  that  itd  proceeds  were  con- 
tributed to  a  common  fund,  has  been  disputed  upon 
the  sround  that  the  example  of  Barnabas  in  selling 
'^a  neld"  for  this  purpose  (4  37)  would  not  have 
been  mentioned,  if  this  had  been  the  universal  rule. 
The  thought  conveyed  is  that  all  believers  in  that 
church  held  their  property  as  a  trust  from  the  Lord, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  entire  brotherhood,  and,  as 
there  was  need,  did  as  Barnabas. 

No  commandment,  of  which  record  has  been 
preserved,  prescribed  any  such  course.  It  came 
from  the  spontaneous  impulse  of  the  sense  of 
brotherhood  in  Christ,  when  the  band  of  disciples 
was  still  small,  making  them  in  a  sense  one  fainily, 
and  imder  the  external  constraint  of  extreme  want 
and  persecution.  So  much  there  was,  that  they 
realized,  under  such  conditions  they  had  in  com- 
mon, that  they  were  ready  to  extend  this  to  all 
things.  It  was,  in  a  sense,  a  continuance  of  the 
practice  of  a  common  purse  in  the  band  of  inmie- 
diate  followers  of  Our  Lord  during  his  ministry. 
The  penalty  inflicted  on  Ananias  and  Sapphira 
was  not  for  any  failure  to  comply  fully  with  this 
custom,  but  because  this  freedom  which  they 
possessed  (Acts  5  4)  they  falsely  professed  to 
have  renounced,  thus  receiving  in  the  estimation 
of  their  brethren  a  credit  that  was  not  their  due. 
This  custom  did  not  last  long.  It  was  possible 
only  within  a  limited  circle,  and  under  very  peculiar 
circumstances.  The  NT  recognizes  the  right  of 
individual  property  and  makes  no  effort  to  remove 
the  differences  that  exist  among  believers  them- 
selves. The  community  of  goods  which  it  renders 
possible  is  spiritual  (1  Cor  8  21  f),  and  not  one  of 
visible  and  external  things.  With  respect  to  the 
latter,  it  enjoins  upon  the  Christian,  as  a  steward 
of  God,  the  possession  and  administration  of  prop- 
erty for  the  progress  of  the  kingdom  of  God,  and 
the  highest  mterests  of  men.  The  spirit  of  Acts 
4  34  is  always  to  pervade  the  association  of  be- 
lievers as  a  true  Christian  community.  ^  Meyer, 
on  the  above  passage,  has  suggested  that  it  is  not 
unlikely  that  the  well-known  poverty  of  the  church 
at  Jerus,  and  its  long  dependence  upon  the  alms  of 
other  churches,  may  be  connected  with  this  early 
communistic  practice,  which,  however  justifiable 
and  commendable  at  the  time,  bore  its  inevitable 
fruits  in  a  subsequent  season  of  great  scarcity  and 
lack  of  emplo3rment.  H.  £.  Jacobs 

COMPACT,  kom-pakt',  COMPACTED,  kom- 
pakt'ed  ("QH,  habhary  ''to  be  joined";  wy^^^m, 
8uihbibdz5f  "to  raise  up  together"):  "Compact" 
appears  as  tr  of  ft(S6Aar  in  Ps  122  3,  "Jerus  .... 
a  city  that  is  compact  together"  (well  built,  its 
breaches  restored,  walls  complete,  and  separate 
from  all  around  it);  and  "compacted"  {sumbibazo) 
occurs  in  AV  Eph  4  16,  "fitly  joined  together  and 
compacted,"  Rv  "fitly  framed  and  knit  together." 
In  RV  "compacted"  is  also  the  tr  of  avylarrffu^ 
stmistemif  "to  set  together"  (2  Pet  3  6),  "an  earth 
compacted  out  of  water  and  amidst  [m,  through] 
water,"  which  suggests  the  idea  of  water  as  the  pri- 
mary material  (cfGen  12).         W.  L.  Walker 

COMPANY,  kum'parni:  The  fertility  of  the  orig- 
inal languages  in  synonyms  and  varied  shades  of 
meaning  is  seen  by  the  fact  that  20  Heb  and  12  Gr 
words  are  represented  by  this  single  term.  An 
analysis  of  these  words  shows  that  "company"  is 
both  an  indefinite  and  limitless  term,  signifying  few 
or  many,  and  all  kinds  of  assemblages  of  people,  e.e. : 

(1)  Caravan,  (a)  migratory  (Isa  21  13  Av); 
(6)  commercial  (Gen  87  25  AV);  Job  6  19,  "The 
companies  of  Sheba  waited  [in  vain]  for  them." 


(2)  Military,  (Tdkiidh,  "troop,"  hdman,  2  Ch 
20  12;  Td'8hy  "head,"  "detachment";  Jgs  7  16.20: 
"three  companies";  9  34.37.43:  "four  companies." 

(3)  Band  (hebher)  or  "gang,"  as  rendered  by 
Keil  and  Delitzsch;  a  gang  of  murderous  priests 
(Hos  6  9). 

(4)  Camp  or  encampment  (Gen  32  8.21;  60  9). 

(5)  Religious  body,  "company  of  prophets" 
(1  S  19  20). 

(6)  Assembly,  conjugation,  "company  of  na- 
tions" (Gen  86  11;   Ezk  38  4.7.13.15). 

(7)  A  tumultuous  crowd  (2  K  9  17). 

(8)  Associate,  companion,  often  with  reference 
to  moral  affinity  (Job  84  8;  Prov  29  3;  AcU 
10  28),  koU&omaij  "to  glue  or  cement  together," 
indicative  of  the  bmding  power  of  moral  affimty  (RV 
"to  join  himself");  as  a  verb,  to  "company  with" 
or  "keep  company"  (Acts  1  21;  1  Cor  6  9.11; 
2  Thess  8  14).  In  Apoc  in  the  sense  of  "to  co- 
habit" (Sus  1  64.67.68). 

(9)  A  host.  "Great  was  the  company,"  etc  (Ps 
68  11  RV  "The  women  ....  are  a  great  host"). 
In  the  East  it  is  the  women  who  celebrate  victories 
with  song  and  dance  (see  1  S  18  6.7). 

(10)  A  chorus,  dance  {m*hLoWi),  "The  company 
of  two  armies"  (Cant  6  13  AV;  RV  "the  dance  of 
Mahanaim"). 

(11)  Meal  party,  icXi<r£a,  klitia^  "a  reclining  com- 
pany at  meals."  "Make  them  sit  down  [Gr  "recline' '] 
m  companies"  (Lk  9  14).  Cf  ^'companion,"  from 
Lat  corny  *' together,"  and  panisy  ''bread." 

(12)  A«  myriad,  a  ten-thousand,  an  indefinite 
number  (muricu;  He  12  22  [RV  "hosts"]). 

(13)  Companions  on  a  journey,  sunodiay  "a 
journeying  together"  (Lk  2  44). 

(14)  Siflmif3ring  kinship  of  spirit,  idios,  "one's 
own."  "They  came  to  their  own  company"  (Acts 
4  23). 

(15)  A  mob  (Acts  17  5  [RV  "a  crowd"]). 

DwiGHT  M.  Pratt 

COMPARATIVB,  kom-par'a-tiv,  RELIGION: 

I.    Thb  Subjkct  in  General 

1.  Universality  of  Religion 

2.  Theories  of  Its  Origin 

3.  Evolution 

II.     Relation  ofChsistianitt  to  Ethnic  Faiths  and 
'  Thhir  Tenets 

1.  Karma 

2.  God 

3.  The  Summnm  Bonum 

4.  Self-Revelation  of  God 

5.  Incarnation 

6.  Salvation 

7.  Faith 

8.  Approach  to  God 

III.    Gbnebal  Characteristics  or  Ethnic  Faiths 
1.  Tenets  Common  to  All  Religions 


2.  Tendency  to  Degradation 

3.  Mythology  and  ReUgic 

4.  Religion  and  Morality 


IV.    Supposed  Resemblances  to  Revealed  Reugion 

1.  Rites 

2.  Dogmas 

3.  Asserted  Parallels  to  Gospel  History 

4.  Virgin  Birth 

5.  Heathen  Aspirations 

6.  liessons  Taught  by  Comparative  Religion 
Literature 

/.  Thm  Subject  in  Cmnerai, — ^The  science  of  com- 
parative religion  is  perhaps  the  latest  bom  of  all 
sciences.  Largely  in  consequence  of  this  fact,  our 
knowledge  of  what  it  really  proves  is  still  far  from 
definite,  and  men  draw  most  contradictory  conclu- 
sions on  this  point.  As  in  the  case  of  all  new  sciences 
in  the  past,  not  a  few  people  have  endeavored  under 
its  shelter  to  attack  Christianity  and  all  revealed 
religion.  These  assaults  already  give  signs  of  failure 
— as  in  similar  cases  previously — and  a  new  evidence 
of  Christianity  is  emerging  from  the  conflict.  It  is 
only  "a  little  learning'" that  is  proverbially  danger- 
ous. The  subject  with  which  the  science  of  com- 
parative reli^on  deals  is  religion  in  general  and  all 
the  facts  which  can  be  learnt  about  all  religions, 
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ancient  and  modern,  whether  professed  by  savages 
or  prevalent  among  highly  civilized  commmiities, 
whether  to  be  studied  in  sacred  books  or  learnt 
orally  from  the  people. 

In  this  way  we  learn  first  of  all  that  reli^on  is  a 

tmiversal  phenomenon,  found  among  all  nations, 

in  all  conditions,  though  differing  im- 

1.  Univer-  mensely  in  its  teachings,  ceremonies 
saUty  of  and  effects  in  different  places.  It  is  per- 
Religion        haps  the  most  powerful  for  good  or  evil 

of  all  the  instincts  (for  it  is  an  instinct) 

which  influence  mankind. 
To  account  for  the  origin  and  growth  of  relimon 

various  theories  have  been  propounded:   (1)  "Hu- 
manism," which  is  the  revival  of  the 

2.  Theories  ancient  view  of  EuhSmeros  (cir  400  EC) 
of  Origin  that  all  religion  arose  from  fear  of  ghosts, 
and  Growth  and  all  the  gods  were  but  men  who 
of  Religion    had  died;  (2)  "Animism,"  which  traces 

religion  to  early  man's  fancy  that  every 
object  in  Nature  had  a  i)ersonality  like  his  own; 
(3)  the  Astral  Theory .  which  supposes  that  reli^on 
originated  from  worsnip  of  the  heavenly  bodies. 
It  is  clear  that  there  are  facts  to  support  each  of 
these  hypotheses,  yet  no  one  of  them  satisfies  all 
the  conditions  or  the  case.    To  (1)  it  has  been  re- 

§lied  that  most  tribes  from  the  earliest  times  clearly 
istinguished  between  those  deities  who  had  been 
men,  and  the  gods  proper,  who  had  never  been  men 
and  had  never  died.  Regarding  (2),  it  should  be 
observed  that  it  admits  that  man's  consciousness 
of  his  own  personalitv  and  his  fancy  thai  it  exists 
in  other  creatures  also  does  not  account  for  his 
worshipping  them,  unless  we  ^ant  the  existence  of 
the  sensus  numinis  •wiihm  him:  if  so,  then  this 
explains,  justifies,  and  necessitates  religion.  (3) 
The  Astral  Theory  is  in  direct  opposition  to  Eu- 
hSmerism  or  Humanism.  It  ascribes  personality  to 
the  heavenly  bodies  in  man's  early  fancy;  but  it, 
too,  has  to  presuppose  the  sensus  numinis,  without 
which  religion  would  be  impossible,  as  would  be  the 
science  of  optics  if  man  had  not  the  sense  of  sight. 

It  is  often  held  that  religion  is  due  to  evolution. 
If  so,  then  its  evolution,  resulting  ex  hypothesi  in 
Christianity  as  its  acme,  mujst  be  the 
8.  Evolution  worldng  out  of  a  Divine  "Et^tmal 
Purpose"  {prdthesis  tdn  aidndriy  Eph  3 
11),  just  as  has  been  the  evolution  of  an  amoeba 
into  a  man  on  the  Evolutionary  Theory.  This  would 
be  an  additional  proof  of  the  truth  of  Christianity. 
But.  though  doubtless  there  has  been  evolution-^r 
gradual  progress  under  Divine  guidance — ^in  religion, 
the  fact  of  Christ  is  sufficient  to  show  that  there  is 
a  Divine  self-revelation  too.  Hence  the  claim  of 
Christianity  to  be  the  absolute  religion.  'The  pre- 
Christian  religions  were  the  age-long  prayer,  the  In- 
carnation was  the  answer"  (Illingworth).  Chris- 
tianity as  revealed  in  Christ  adds  what  none  of  the 
ethnic  faiths  could  prove  their  claim  to — authority, 
holiness,  revelation. 

//.  Relation  of  ChriMtianUy  to  Ethnic  FcdthM 
and  Their  Tenete. — It  is  very  remarkable  that 
Christianity — though  clearly  not  a  philosophy  but 
a  rehgion  that  has  arisen  under  historical  circum- 
stances which  preclude  the  possibility  of  supposing 
it  the  product  of  Eclecticism — ^yet  sums  up  in  itself 
tdl  that  is  good  in  all  religions  and  philosophies, 
without  the  bad,  the  fearful  perversions  ana  cor- 
ruptions of  the  moral  sense,  too  often  found  in 
them.  The  more  the  study  of  comparative  religion 
is  carried  on  the  more  plainly  evident  does  this  be- 
come. It  also  supplements  in  a  wonderful  way  the 
half-truths  concealed  rather  than  revealed  in  other 
systems,  whether  religious  or  philosophical.  We 
subjoin  a  few  instances  of  this. 

Karma  is  strongly  insisted  on  in  Hinduism  and 
Buddhism.    These  teach  that  every  deed,  good  or 


bad,  must  have  its  result,  that  "its  fruit  must  be 
eaten"  here  or  hereafter.    So  does  Christianity  guite 

as  forcibly  (Gal  6  7.8).  But  neither 
1*  Karma     Indian  faith  explains  how  sin  can  be 

forgiven,  evil  be  overruled  for  good, 
nor  how,  by  trampling  under  foot  their  vices,  men 
may  rise  mgher  (Aug.,  Sermo  iii,  De  Ascensione). 
They  recognize,  in  some  sense,  the  existence  of 
evil,  and  fllogically  teach  that  rites  and  certain 
ascetic  practices  help  to  overcome  it.  They  know 
of  no  Atonement^  though  modem  Hindtiism  en- 
deavors to  propitiate  the  deities  by  sacrifices,  as 
indeed  was  done  in  Vedic  times.  Conscience  they 
cannot  explain.^  Christianity,  while  showing  the 
heinousness  of  sin  as  no  other  system  does,  and  so 
supplementing  the  others,  supplements  them  still 
furmer  by  the  Atonement,  snowine  that  God  is 
just,  and  teaching  how  His  very  ri^teousness  can 
be  brought  to  ''justify"  the  sinner  (Rom  3  26). 

Mahfiyfina  Buddhism  proclaims  an  immanent 
but  not  transcendent  being  {Dharmark&ya)^  who 

is  ''the  ultimate  reality  that  underlies 

2.  God  all  particular  phenomena"   (Suzuki), 

who  wills  and  reflects,  though  not  fully 
personal.  He  is  not  the  Oeator  of  the  world  but  a 
kind  of  Animus  mundi.  He  is  the  sum  total  of  all 
sentient  beings,  and  they  have  no  individual  exist- 
ence, no  "c^o-fioul."  The  world  of  matter  has  no 
real  existence  but  is  his  self-manifestation.  Chris- 
tianity supplements  and  corrects  this  by  teaching 
the  transcendence  as  well  as  the  immanence  (Acts 
17  28)  of  the  Creator,  who  is  iit  least  personal,  if  not 
something  higher,  who  is  the  Source  of  reality 
though  not  Himself  the  sde  reality,  and  of  our 
personality  and  Ufe,  and  "who  only  hath  immor- 
tality" (1  Tim  6  16).  ♦ 

Vedantism  and  ^uflism  proclaim  that  ultimate 
absorption  in  the  impersonal  "It"  is  the  summum 

honumyBJid  the  Chdndogya  Upanishad 

3.  The  says,  'There  is  just  one  thing,  without 
"Summum  a  second"  (Book  VI,  2  1,  2).  Of  this 
Bonum"        one  thing  everything  is,  so  to  speak,  a 

part:  there  being  no  ultimate  differ- 
ence between  the  human  and  the  Divine.  Thus  sin 
is  denied  and  unreality  proclaimed  {MdyS,  illusion). 
The  yearning  for  union  with  God  underl3ring  all 
this  is  satided  in  Christianitv,  which  provides 
reconciliation  with  God  and  shows  how  oy  new 
spiritual  birth  men  may  become  children  of  God 
(Jn  1  12.13)  and  "partakers  of  the  divine  nature" 
(2  Pet  1 4),  without  being  swallowed  up  therein  like 
a  raindrop  in  the  ocean:  the  union  being  spiritual 
and  not  material. 

Orthodox    (Sunnt)    Muslim    theology    declares 
God  to  be  separated  from  man  bv  an  impassable  > 

^If   and   hence   to   be   unknowable. 

4.  Self-  Fhilosophically  this  leads  to  Agnos- 
Revelation  ticism,  though  opposed  to  Pol3rtheism. 
of  God  Among  the  Jews  the  philosophy  of 

Maimonides  ends  in  the  same  failure 
to  attain  to  a  knowledge  of  the  Divine  or  to  describe 
God  except  by  negations  {Sepher  Ha^madd&^f  111). 
The  Bible,  on  the  other  hand,  while  speaking  of 
Him  as  invisible,  and  unknowable  throu^  merelv 
human  effort  (Job  11  7.8;  Jn  1  18),  yet  reveals 
Him  in  Christ,  who  is  God  and  man.  Jewish  mysti- 
cism endeavored  to  solve  the  problem  of  creation  by 
the  invention  of  the  'Adhdm  fpadhmdn  (archetypal 
man),  and  earlier  by  Philo's  Logos  doctrine  and  the 
Memrd*  of  the  Targums.  But  these  abstractions  have 
neither  reality  nor  personality.  The  Christian  Logos 
doctrine  presents  no  theoretical  but  the  actual  his- 
torical, eternal  Christ  (cf  Jn  1  1-3; 

5.  Incar-       He  1  2). 

nation  Heathenism  seeks  to  give  some  idea  of 

the  Invisible  by  means  of  idols;  Vaish- 

navism  has  its  doctrine  of  avataras;   Bablism  and 
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Bahalism  their  dogma  of  '^manifestations''  (mazhar) 
in  human  beings;  the  *AZln/d^t8  are  so  called  because 
they  regard  All  as  God.  Instead  of  these  unworthy 
theories  and  deifications,  Christianitv  supplies  the 
holy,  sinless,  perfect  Incarnation  in  Christ. 

HindCiism  offers  mukti  {moksha),   "deliverance" 

from  a  miserable  existence;    Christianity  in  Christ 

offers  pardon,  deliverance  from  sin,  and 

6.  Salvation  reconoliation  with  God. 

Krishnaism  teaches  unreasoning  "de- 
votion" (bhakti)  of  "mind,  body,  property"  to  certain 
supposed  incarnations  of  Krishna  (Vishi;iu),  ouite 
regfurdless  of  their  immoral  conauct; 

7.  Faith        Christianity  inculcates  a  manly,  reason- 

able "faith"  in  Christ,  but  only  after 
"proving  all  things." 

Pilgrimages  in  Islfim  and  HindQism  indicate  but 
do  not  satisfy  a  need  for  approach  to  God ;  Christianity 

teaches  a  g^wth  in  grace  and  in  like- 

8.  Approach  ness  to  Christ,  and  so  a  spiritual  draw- 
to  God  ing  near  to  God. 

///.  Cmnertd  CfunvcteriMticM  of  Eth  - 

flic  FaiihM, — In  all  reli^ons  we  find,  though  in 

many  various  forms,  certain  common  beliefs,  such  as: 

(1)   the   existence   of   some   spiritual 

1.  Tenets  power  or  powers,  good  or  bad,  superior 
Common  to  man  and  able  to  affect  his  present 
to  All  and  future  life;  (2)  that  there  is  a 
Religions      difference  between  right  and  wrong, 

even  though  not  clearly  defined; 
(3)  that  there  is  an  after-life  of  some  sort,  with 
happiness  or  misery  often  regarded  as  in  some 
measure  dependent  upon  conduct  or  upon  the  ob- 
servance of  certain  rites  here.  In  the  main  the 
fact  of  the  all  but  universal  agreement  of  religions 
upon  these  points  proves  that  they  are  true  in 
substance.  Even  such  an  agnostic  philosophy  as 
original  Buddhism  was,  has  been  constrained  by 
human  need  to  evolve  from  itself  or  admit  from 
without  deistic  or  theistic  elements,  and  thus 
Buddha  himself  has  been  deified  by  the  Mahay&na 
School.  Yet  no  ethnic  faith  satisies  the  "human 
soul  naturally  Christian,"  as  TertuUian  calls  it 
(Liber  Apoloaeiicus,  cap.  17),  for  none  of  them 
reveals  One  Uod,  personal,  holy,  loving,  just,  mer- 
ciful, omniscient  and  omnipotent.  Even  Isl&m 
fails  here.  Ethnic  religions  are  either  (1)  poly- 
theistic, worshipping  many  gods,  all  imperfect  and 
some  evil,  or  (2)  mystical,  evaporating  away,  as 
it  were,  God's  Personality,  thus  rendermg  Him  a 
mental  abstraction,  as  in  the  HindQ  philosophical 
systems  and  in  Mah&y&na  Buddhism.  Christianity 
as  revealed  in  Christ  does  just  what  all  other  faiths 
fail  to  do,  reconciling  these  two  tendencies  and  cor- 
recting both. 

As  a  general  rule,  the  nearer  to  their  source  we 
can  trace  religions,  the  purer  we  find  them.    In 

most  cases  a  tendency  to  degradation 

2.  Ten-  and  not  to  progressive  improvement 
dency  to  manifests  itself  as  time  goes  on,  and 
Degrada-  this  is  sometimes  carried  to  such  an 
tion,  not  to  extent  that,  as  Lucretius  found  in 
Progress,  in  Rome  and  Greece,  reh^on  becomes  a 
Ethnic  curse  and  not  a  blessing.  Thus,  for 
Faiths  example,    regarding    ancient    Egypt, 

Professor  Renoiif  says:  "The  sub- 
limer  portions  of  the  Enrp  reUgion  are  not  the  com- 
paratively late  result  of  a  process  of  development. 
Tlie  subumer  portions  are  demonstrably  ancient, 
and  ^e  last  stage  of  the  Egyp  religion  was  by  far 
the  grossest  and  most  corrupt"  (fftbbert  LectureSf 
91).  Modem  HindOism,  again,  is  incomparably 
lower  in  its  religious  conceptions  than  the  religion 
of  liie  Vedas.  In  Polynesia  the  same  rule  holds 
spod,  as  is  evident  from  the  myths  about  Tangaroa. 
In  Samoa  he  was  said  to  be  the  son  of  two  lyings, 
the    "Cloudless    Heaven"    and    the    "Outspread 


Heaven."'  He  originally  existed  in  open  space. 
He  made  the  sky  to  dwell  in.  He  then  made  the 
earth.  Somewhat  later  he  was  supposed  to  be 
visible  in  the  moon!  But  a  lower  depth  was 
reached.  In  Hawaii,  Tangaroa  has  sunk  to  an 
evil  being,  the  leader  of  a  rebeUion  against  another 
god,  Tane,  and  is  now  condemned  to  abide  in  the 
lowest  depths  of  darkness  and  be  the  god  of  death. 
In  South  Africa,  Australia  and  elsewhere,  traditions 
still  linger  of  a  Creator  of  all  things,  but  his  worship 
has  been  entirely  laid  aside  in  favor  of  lower  and 
more  evil  deities. 

Almost  everywhere  mytholo^  has  arisen  and 
perverted  religion  into  something  very  different 
from  what  it  once  was.    The  same 
8.  Mytholo- tendency  has  more  than  once  mani- 
gy  and  fested  itself  in  the  Christian  church, 

Religion  thus  rendering  a  return  to  Christ's 
teachings  necessary.  As  an  instance^ 
compare  the  modem  popular  religion  of  Italy  witn 
that  of  the  NT.  It  is  remarkable  that  no  relif^on 
but  the  Christian,  however,  has  shown  its  capability 
of  reform. 

For  the  most  part,  in  ethnic  reli|^ons,  there  is  no 
recognized  connection  between  religion  and  moral- 
ity. The  wide  extension  of  phallic 
4.  Religion  rites  and  the  existence  of  hierddoulai 
and  Moral-  and  hierddotdoi  in  many  lands  show 
ityin  that   religion   has   often   consecrated 

Ethnic  gross  immorality.    Mythology  aids  in 

Faiths  this  degradation.    Hence  Seneca,  after 

mentioning  many  evil  myths  related 
of  Jupiter,  etc.,  says:  "By  which  notmng  else  was 
effected  but  the  removal  from  men  of  their  shame 
at  sinning,  if  they  deemed  such  beings  gods" 
(L.  A.  Senecai  De  beata  vita  cap.  26).  With  the 
possibly  doubtful  exception  of  the  religion  of  cer- 
tain savage  tribes,  in  no  reli^on  is  the  holiness  of 
God  taught  except  in  Christianity  and  its  initial 
stage,  Judaism.  Ethnic  deities  are  mostly  born 
of  heaven  and  earth,  if  not  identified  with  them  in 
part,  and  are  rarely  regarded  as  creating  them.  It 
was  otherwise,  however,  with  Ahura  Mazda  in 
Zoroastrianism,  and  with  certain  Sumerian  deities, 
and  there  are  other  exceptions,  too.  The  "reUgions 
of  Nature"  have  generally  produced  gross  immor- 
ality, encouraged  and  even  insisted  upon  as  a  part 
of  their  ritual;  cf  Mylitta-worship  in  Babylon  and 
that  of  the  **M(Uer  de&m,*'  Venus,  Anfthita,  etc. 

iV.  SappoMed  ReBembianeeM  to  RevetJed  i?«« 

Ugion, — Much  attention  has  been  called  to  real  or 

supposed    community    of    rites    and 

1.  Rites        "myths,"  esp.  when  any  ethnic  faith 

is  compared  with  Christianity.  Sac- 
rifice, for  instance,  is  an  essential  part  of  every 
religion.  In  Christianity  none  are  now  offered, 
excejit  the  "living  sacrifice"  of  the  believer,  though 
that  of  Christ  offered  once  for  all  is  held  to  be  the 
substance  foreshadowed  by  Jewish  sacrifices.  Purifi- 
catory bathings  are  foimd  almost  everywhere,  and 
that  very  naturally,  because  of  the  universality  of 
conscience  and  of  some  sense  of  sin. 

Belief  in  the  fiery  end  of  the  world  existed  amonjg 
the  Stoics,  and  is  found  in  the  Eddas  of  Scandi- 
navia   and    the    PunStuu    of    India. 

2.  Dogmas   Traditions  of  an  age  before  sin  and 

death  came  upon  mankind  occur  in 
many  different  lands.  Many  of  these  traditions 
may  easily  be  accounted  for.  But  in  some  cases 
the  supposed  resemblance  to  revealed  religion  does 
not  exist,  or  is  vastly  exaggerated.  Tne  Y5|sa 
philosophy  in  India  is  popularly  supposed  to  aim 
at  union  with  God,  as  does  Christianity;  but  (so 
understood)  the  Y5ga  system,  as  has  already  been 
said,  implies  loss  of  personality  and  absorption 
into  the  impersonal,  unconscious  "It"  {Tai),  The 
doctrine  of  a  Trinity  is  nowhere  found,  only  Triads 
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of  separate  deities.  Belief  in  a  resurrection  is  found 
in  only  very  late  parts  of  the  Pers  (Zoroastrian) 
scriptures,  composed  after  cents,  of  communication 
with  Jews  and  Christians.  In  the  earlier  Avesta 
only  a  "restoration"  of  the  world  is  mentioned  (cf 
Acts  8  21).  Original  (/fl7uz2/ana)  Buddhism  teaches 
"immortality"  {amata),  but  b^  this  is  meant  Nir- 
vdxia  ("extinction").  Mithraism  has  been  said  to 
teach  the  "resurrection  of  the  body,"  but,  according 
to  Eubfllus  and  Porphyry,  it  taught  rather  the 
transmigration  of  the  soul. 

The  assertion  is  often  made  that  many  of  the 

leading  gospel  incidents  in  the  life  of  Our  Lord  are 

paralleled   in   other   religions.      It   is 

3.  Asserted  said,  for  instance,  that  the  resiurec- 
Parallels  to  tion  of  Adonis.  Osiris  and  Mithra 
Gospel  was  believed  in  by  their  followers.  It 
History         is  true  that,  in  some  places,  Adonis 

was  said  to  nave  come  to  life  the  day 
after  he  had  met  his  death  by  the  tusk  of  a  boar 
(the  cold  of  winter) ;  but  everywhere  it  was  recog- 
nized that  he  was  not  a  man  who  had  been  killed, 
but  the  representative  of  the  produce  of  the  soil, 
slain  or  dying  down  in  the  cold  weather  and  grow- 
ing again  in  spring.  As  to  Osiris,  his  tomb  was 
shown  in  more  than  one  place  in  Egypt,  and  his  body 
was  never  supposed  to  have  come  to  life  i^ain, 
though  his  spirit  was  alive  and  was  ruler  of  the 
underworld.  Mithra  was  admitted  to  be  the  genius 
of  the  sun.  He  was  said  to  have  spnmg  from  a 
rock  (in  old  Pers  and  Sanskrit  the  same  word  means 
"sky,"  "cloud"  and  "rock"),  but  not  to  have  been 
incarnated,  nor  to  have  died,  much  less  to  have 
risen  from  the  dead.  The  modern  erroneous  fancy 
that  Mithraists  believed  in  his  resurrection  rests 
solely  on  one  or  at  most  two  passages  in  Christian 
writers,  which  really  refer  to  the  burial  of  Osiris 
and  the  removal  of  his  body  from  the  tomb  by  his 
hostile  brother  Tjrphon  (Set).  The  high  morality 
attributed  to  Mithraism  and  even  to  the  worship 
of  Isis  rests  on  no  better  foundation  than  the  wrong 
rendering  of  a  few  passages  and  the  deliberate 
ignoring  of  many  which  contradict  the  theory. 

Virgin  birth,  we  have  been  told,  is  a  doctrine  of 
many  religions.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  found  in 

hardly  one  ethnic  faith.     Nothing  of 

4.  '^^gin       the    kind     was     believed     regarding 
Birth  Osiris,  Adonis,  Horus,  Mithra,  Krish- 
na, Zoroaster.    Of  Buddha  it  is  denied 

entirely  in  all  the  books  of  the  Southern  Canon 
(Pd/i),  and  is  found  expressed  only  vaguely  in  one 
or  two  late  uncanonical  works  of  the  Northern 
(Sanskrit)  School.  It  was  doubtless  borrowed  from 
Christianity.  Supernatural  birth  of  quite  a  dif- 
ferent (and  very  repulsive)  kind  is  foimd  in  many 
mythologies,  but  that  is  quite  another  thing. 

Heathenism  contains  some  vague  aspirations 
and  unconscious  prophecies,  the  best  example  of 
which  is  to  be  found  in  Vergil's  Fourth 
6.  Heathen  Eclogue,  if  that  be  not  rather  due  to 
Aspirations  Jewish  influence.  Any  such  foregleams 
and  Un-  of  the  coming  light  as  are  real  and  not 
conscious  merely  imaginary,  such,  for  instance, 
Ptophedes  as  the  Indian  doctrine  of  the  avatdras 
or  "descents"  of  Vishnu,  are  to  be 
accounted  for  as  part  of  the  Divine  education  of 
the  human  race.  The  "false  dawn,"  so  well  known 
in  the  East,  is  not  a  proof  that  the  sun  is  not  about 
to  rise,  nor  can  its  existence  justify  anyone  in  shut- 
ting his  eyes  to  and  rejecting  the  day- 
6.  Lessons  light  when  it  comes.  It  is  but  a 
Taught  by  harbinger  of  the  real  dawn. 
Compara-  Comparative  religion  teaches  us  that 
tive  religion  is  essential  to  and  distinctive 

Religion        of  humanity.     The  failures  of  the  eth- 
nic faiths  no  less  than  their  aspirations 
show  how  great  is  man's  need  of  Christ,  and  how 


utterly  unable  imagination  has  ever  proved  itself  to 
be  even  to  conceive  of  such  an  ideal  character  as 
He  revealed  to  us  in  the  full  light  of  history  and 
in  the  wonder-working  effects  of  His  character  upon 
the  lives  and  hearts  of  those  who  then  and  in  all 
ages  since  have  in  Him  received  life  and  light. 

LiTEBATUBB. — TylOF,  A tUhropologv :  JordBSl,  Compara- 
tive Religion,  Its  Oenesit  and  Oroioth;  FaLke,  Zum  Kampfe 
der  drei  Welireliffionen;  Gould.  Origin  and  Development  of 
Religiout  Belief;  JevODS,  Introduction  to  the  Hittory  of 
Religion;  Reville,  Prolegomena  to  the  History  of  Religions; 
Max  MttUer,  Introduction  to  the  Science  of  Religion;  Uand- 
wick.  Christ  and  Other  Masters;  Kellogg,  The  Light  of  Asia 
and  the  Light  of  the  World;  Farrar,  The  Witness  of  History 
to  Christ;  A.  Lang,  Magic  and  Religion;  The  Making  of 
Religion;  Johnson,'  Oriental  Religions  and  Their  Relation 
to  Universal  Religion;  FarneU,  The  Evolution  of  Religion; 
Howltt,  The  Native  Tribes  of  3.E.  Australia;  Smith.  Reli- 

B'on  of  the  Semites;  Relnach,  CuUes,  mythes  et  religions; 
ilger,  Brldsehen  des  Menschen  nach  Hinduismus  und 
Christentum;  Rhys  Davids,  Origin  and  Growth  of  Religion; 
Kuenen,  National  Religions  and  Universal  Religion  (Hib- 
bert  Lectures,  1882) ;  Dttlllnger,  The  Gentile  and  the  Jew 
in  the  Courts  of  the  Temple  of  Christ  (1862);  Dodson. 
Evolution  and  Its  Bearing  on  Religion;  MacCmloch,  Com- 
parative  Theology;  Baumann,    Cber  Religionen  und  Reli- 

Sion;  Walta,  Anthropologic  der  NaturvOlker;  Hastings, 
Encyclopaedia  of  Religion  and  Ethics;  Frazer,  Adonis, 
Attis,  Osiris;  Dufourcq,  Hist,  eomparie  des  rel.  palennes  et 
de  la  religion  juive;  Oesterley,  Evolution  of  Religious  Ideas; 
Martlndale,  Bearing  of  Comp,  Study  of  Religions  on  Claims 
of  Christianity;  W.  St.  Clair  TisdalL  Comparative  Religion. 

W.  St.  Claib  Tisdall 
COMPARE,  kom-par'  (niQl ,  ddmdh,  bpp ,  mO- 
ahal,  ^n^ ,  ^drakh;  iiupa9dXX«,  parabdlldf  oifyKpLim, 
sugkrino):  "Compare"  is  the  tr  of  HtS^,  ddmdh, 
"to  be  Uke"  (Cant  19);  of  b«1J,  indshal,  "to 
Uken,"  "compare"  (Isa  46  5);  of  T^ ,  'drakh,  "to 
set  in  array/'  "compare"  (Ps  89  6;  Isa  40  18);  of 
T\ytp,  shdwdh,  "to  be  equal"  (Prov  3  15;  8  11). 

hi  the  NT  sughrinOf  "to  judge"  or  "sift  together," 
is  tr^  "comparing/'  "comparing  spiritual  things  with 
spiritual"  (1  Cor  2  13  ERV),  ARV  "combining" 
("adapting  the  discourse  to  the  subject,"  Thayer). 
RVm  ."interpreting  spiritual  things  to  spiritual 
[men]."  W.  L.  Walker 

COMPASS,  kum'pas;  COBfPASSES,  kum'pas- 
iz:  "Compass."  noun,  is  the  tr  of  yni,  iiugh,  "a 
circle/'  "vault  or  "arch"  ("when  he  set  a  compass 
upon  the  face  of  the  depth"  Prov  8  27  AV,  RV, 
ARV  "circle";  cf  Job. 26  10;  and  see  Circle; 
Vault  OP  Earth)  ;  of  131$,  karkdbh,  "a  margin," 
"border"  (Ex  27  6,  "the  compass  of  the  altar," 
RV  "the  ledge  round,"  so  38  4);  the  phrase  "to 
fetch  a  compass"  is  the  tr  of  1^9'  sdhhabhf  "to 
turn  about,"  "go  round  about"  (Nu  84  5;  Josh  16 
3,  RV  "turn  about,"  2  S  6  23;  2  K  3  9.  RV 
"make  a  circuit");  of  peH^rchomai.  "to  go  aoout" 
(Acts  28  13,  RV  "made  a  circuit";  m  "Some 
ancient  authorities  read  cast  loose^';  see  Circuit). 

"Compasses"  is  RV  for  "compass,"  HJ'inTp, 
m'fnighdhj  an  instrument  for  describing  a  circle: 
"He  marketh  it  out  with  the  compasses"  (Isa  44  13) 
in  making  an  idol. 

The  vb.  "to  compass"  occurs  frequently  in  the 
senses  of  "to  surround"  and  "to  go  round  about," 
e.g.  Gen  2  11,  "which  compassetn  the  whole  land 
of  Havilah,"  Dt  2  1,  "We  compassed  [went  around] 
mount  Seir  many  days";  in  Jer  31  22  we  have 
"A  new  thing  on  the  earth:  a  woman  shall  compass 
a  man,"  RV  "encompass";  possibly  as  a  smtor; 
but  more  probably  as  a  protector.  In  those  happy 
days,  the  protection  of  women  (under  God,  ver  28) 
will  be  sufficient,  while  the  men  are  at  their  work; 
"to  encompass"  C*The  cords  of  death  compassed 
me,"  Ps  18  4;  "the  waves  of  death,"  2  S  22  6). 
"To  gird"  (Isa  60  11  RV);  "to  lie  around,"  "to 
be  laid  around"  (He  6  2,  "compassed  with  infirm- 
ity" [clothed  with  it]j  12  1,  "compassed  about  with 
so  great  a  cloud  of  witnesses"). 
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In  Apoc  we  have  "compas^d  about  with  yawning 
darkness''  (Wisd  19  17);  ''compassed- the  circuit  oi 
heaven"  (Ecclus  24  5);  ''compassed  with  pome- 
granates of  gold"  (46  9);  "The  rainbow  compasseth 
the  heaven'  (£k!clu8  43  12);  the  course  of  the  sun 
(1  Esd  4  34).  W.  L.  Walker 

COMPASSION,  kom-pash'un:  Compassion  is  the 
tr  of  Dnn,  rdham,  "to  love,"  "pity,"  'Hbe  merciful" 
(Dt  18  17;  80  3);  of  rah^mlm,  "mercies"  (1  K  8 
50);  of  b^n,  fiamal,  "to  pity,"  "spare"  (Ex  2  6; 
1  S  23  21);  D^ni,  roAwm  (Ps  78  38;  86  15;  111 
4;  112  4;  146  8).  is  rendered  by  ARV  "merciful." 
We  have  ^nrXaYx^fr^A^S  splagchnizomaif  "to  have  the 
bowels  yearning,"  in  Mt  9  36;  14  14,  etc;  sumpaiMo 
(He  10  34),  "to  suffer  with  [another]";  sumpoMa 
(1  Pet  3  8,  RV  "compassionate,"  m  "Gr  sympa- 
thetic"); metriovath^  (He  6  2,  RV  "who  can  bear 
gently  with") ;  cie^5,  "to  show  mildness,"  "kindness" 
(Mt  18  33;  Mk  6  19:  Jude  ver  22,  RV  "mercy"); 
oikteird,  "to  have  pity"  or  "mercy"  (Rom  9  15  bis). 

Both  rdham  and  splagchnizomai  are  examples  of 
the  physical  origin  of  spiritual  terms,  the  Dowels 
being  regarded  as  the  seat  of  the  warm,  tender 
emotions  or  feelings.  But,  while  rGham  applied 
to  the  lower  viscera  as  well  as  the  higher,  spldgch' 
rum  denoted  chiefly  the  higher  viscera,  the  heart, 
lungs,  liver. 

RV  gives  ^'compassian^*  for  "mercy"  (Isa  9  17; 
14  1:  27  11;  49  13;  Jer  13  14;  30  18;  Dnl  1  9 
AV  ''tender  love  with" ;  for  "bowels  of  compassion," 
IJn  3  17):  for  "mercy"  (He  10  28)  |  "full  of 
compassion  for  "merciful"  (ARV  "merciful"  in  all 
cases)  (Ex  34  6;  Neh  9  17;  Ps  103  8;  Joel  2  13; 
Jon  4  2) ;  "compassions"  for  "mercies"  (Isa  63  15; 
Phil  2  1),  for  "repentings"  (Hos  11  8). 

Compassion,  lit.  a  feeling  with  and  for  others, 
18  a  fundamental  and  distinctive  quality  of  the  Bib. 
conception  of  God,  and  to  its  prominence  the  world 
owes  more  than  words  can  express.  (1)  It  lay  at 
the  foundation  of  Israel's  faith  in  Jeh.  For  it  was 
out  of  His  compassion  that  He,  by  a  marvelous  act 
of  power,  delivered  them  from  Egyp  bondage  and 
called  them  to  be  His  own  people.  Nothing,  there- 
fore, is  more  prominent  in  the  OT  than  the  ascrip- 
tion of  compassion,  pity,  mercy,  etc,  to  God;  the 
people  may  be  said  to  have  gloried  in  it.  It  is 
summed  up  in  such  sayings  as  that  of  the  great 
declaration  in  Ex  34  6:  "Jehovah— a  God  fiill  of 
compassion  [ARV  merciful]  and  gracious"  (cf  Ps  78 
38:  86  15;  111  4;  112  4;  146  8;  Lam  3  22, 
"liis  compassions  fail  not").  And,  because  this 
was  the  character  of  their  God,  the  prophets  de- 
clared that  compassion  was  an  essential  require- 
ment on  the  part  of  members  of  the  commimity 
(Hos  6  6;  Mic  6  8;  cf  Prov  19  17).  (2)  In  Jesus 
Christ,  in  whom  God  was  "manifest  in  the  flesh," 
compassion  was  an  outstanding  feature  (Mt  9  36; 
14  14,  etc)  and  He  taught  that  it  ought  to  be  ex- 
tended, not  to  friends  and  neighbors  omy,  but  to  all 
without  exception,  even  to  enemies  (Mt  6  43-48; 
Lk  10  30-37). 

The  God  of  the  NT,  the  Father  of  men,  is  most 
clearly  revealed  as  "a  God  fuU  of  compassion." 
It  extends  to  the  whole  human  race,  for  which  He 
effected  not  merely  a  temporal^ut  a  spiritual  and 
eternal,  deliverance,  giving  up  His  own  Son  to  the 
death  of  the  cross  in  order  to  save  us  from  the  worst 
bondage  o(  sin,  with  its  consequences;  seeking 
thereby  to  gain  a  new,  wider  people  for  Himself, 
still  more  devoted,  more  filled  with  and  expressive 
of  His  own  Spirit.  Therefore  all  who  know  the 
God  and  Father  of  Christ,  and  who  call  themselves 
His  children,  must  necessarily  cultivate  compas- 
sion and  show  mercy,  "even  as  he  is  merciful." 
Hence  the  many  apostolic  injunctions  to  that  effect 


fiEph  4  32;  Col  3  12;  Jas  1  27;  1  Jn  3  17.  etc). 
Christianity  may  be  said  to  be  distinctively  the 
religion  of  Compassion.  W.  L.  Walkeb 

COMPEL,  kom-pel':  Our  Eng.  word  always  has 

in  it  now  the  flavor  of  force,  not  alwajrs,  however, 

physical.    It  may  be  strong  moral  urgency,  though 

constrain"  better  expresses  this. 

There  are  several  words  indicative  of  such  strons 

pressure:   (1)  OJSt,  'dna^,  "to  press":   "none  could 

compel"  to  drink  (Est  1  8);  (2)  nij, 

1.  In  the  nddhah,  "to  drive,"  "force":  "com- 
OT  peUed  Judah  thereto"  (AV,  RVm) ;  'led 

Judah  astray"  RV  (2  Ch  21  11).  The 
same  word  rendered  "force,"  as  the  adulteress  by 
flattering  words  her  victim  (Prov  7  21);  (3)  n3<, 
^dbhadhf  "to  serve" :  not  to  compel  him  to  serve  as 
a  bond  servant  (Lev  25  39  AV,  RV  "make  him 
serve");  (4)  fl^*  V^o-Q*  *'to  break  forth  upon," 
"urge":  "his  servants  compelled  him"  (1  S  28  23 
AV,  RV  "constrained"). 

In  the  NT  two  words  are  found:   (1)  irrtapeOta, 

aggarefid:  The  word  is  of  Pers  origin  and  means 

to  employ  a  courier.      The  Aggaroi 

2.  In  the  were  pubuc  couriers  stationed  by  ap- 
NT  pointment  of  the  kings  of  Persia,  at 

nxed  localities,  with  horses  ready  for 
use,  to  transmit  speedily  from  one  to  another  the 
royal  messages.  These  couriers  had  authority  to 
press  into  their  service,  in  case  of  need,  horses, 
vessels^  and  even  men,  tney  might  meet  (Jos.  Ant, 
XIIL  li,  3):  "compel  thee  to  go  a  mile"  (Mt  6 
41  AV;  RVm  "impress");  "compelled  Simon  to 
bear  his  cross"  (Mt  27  32;  Mk  16  21  AV;  RVm 
"impressed").  (2)  dpayKd^,  anagkdzd,  "to  con- 
strain," whether  by  force,  threats,  entreaties,  per- 
suasion, etc:  "compel  them  to  come  in"  (Lk  14  23 
AV;  RV  "constrain").  This  has  been  a  favorite 
text  of  religious  persecutors.  As  Robertson  says 
in  his  history  of  Charles  V,  "As  they  could  not  per- 
suade, they  tried  to  compel  men  to  believe."  But 
it  simplv  means  that  utmost  zeal  and  moral  urgency 
should  be  used  by  Christians  to  induce  sinners  to 
enter  the  Kingdom  of  God.    Cf  Acts  26  11. 

George  Henry  Trever 
COMPLAINING,    kom-plan'ing    (nn^S,   ^toOr 

hah,  "cry,"  "outcry,"  n*ip,  «f«^  "meditation," 
"complaint"):  f^u^fl^oA is  tr<*  "complaining"  (Ps  144 
14,  RV  "outcry."  "no  c.  [outcry]  in  our  streets,"  i.e. 
"open  places"  where  the  people  commonly  assembled 
near  the  gate  of  the  city  (cf^2  Ch  32  6;  Neh  8  1); 
a  picture  of  peace  in  the  citv  (cf  Isa  24  11;  Jer  14 
2);  some  render  "battlecry'*^;  si^'h  (RV  Prov  23  29, 
AV  "babbUng"),  of  the  drunkard. 

COMPLETE,  kom-plet':  In  AV  for  irXiyp6«, 
plerdo,  the  vb.  ordinarily  used  for  the  coming  to 
pass  of  what  had  been  predicted.  AV  translates 
this  "complete"  in  Col  2  10;  4  12  to  express  the 
final  and  entire  attainment  of  what  is  treated, 
leaving  nothing  beyond  to  be  desired  or  hoped  for; 
otherwise  rendered  in  RV  ("made  full").  In  RV. 
c.  appears  once  for  Gr  drtioSf  from  drd^  "to  join,'' 
in  2  Tim  8  17,  in  sense  of  "accurately  fitted  for," 
where  AV  has  "perfect." 

COMPOSITION,  kom-pft-zish'un  (HJ^n? ,  mathr 
koneth,  "measure");  COMPOUND,  kom'pound 
(subst.)  (Hpl,  rfi^,  "to  make  perfume,"  njjh, 
rolfah,  "perfume"):  Used  of  the  sacred  anointing 
oil  (Ex  80  25.32.33)  and  of  the  holy  perfume  (vs 
37.38),  which  were  not  to  be  used  for  any  profane 
purpose. 

COMPREHEND,  kom-pr^hend':  Used  in  a 
twofold  sense   in   both  the  OT  and   NT.    Thia 
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double  meaning  appears  in  two  Heb  and  two  Gr 
words  which  signify  in  turn  (1)  mental  or  spiritual 
perception,  (2)  capacity  to  hold  or  contain,  as  in  a 
measure  or  in  an  all-inclusive  principle,  e.g. : 

(1)  37TJ,  ycuiha\  "to  see  with  the  eyes  or  the 
mind "  hence  "know,"  "understand."  Job  was 
urged  by  Elihu  to  accept  as  inscrutable  the  ways  of 
God,  inasmuch  as  His  operations  in  the  physical 
world  are  so  mighty  and  mysterious  that  "we 
cannot  comprehend"  them  (Job  87  5).  Modem 
science,  in  unveiling  the  secrets  of  Nature,  is  open- 
ing the  way  for  a  better  understanding  of  Cod's 
creative  purpose  and  plan. 

KaToKaLfipdyw,  katalambdnd.  "to  lay  hold  of,"  hence 
mentally  to  appre/i«n(i;  usea  of  the  spiritual  capaci- 
ty of  the  Christian  "to  comprehend  [RV  "appre- 
hend"] with  all  saints"  (Eph  3  18)  the  measureless 
love  of  God;  and  of  the  inability  of  the  unrenewed 
heart  to  know  or  perceive  the  revelation  of  God 
made  in  Christ:  the  darkness  comprehended  it 
not"  (Jn  1 6  RV  "apprehended";  RVm  "overcame"; 
cf  12  35). 

(2)  b'lS,  fcwZ,  "to  measure"  or  "contain,"  as 
grain  in  a  bushel.  So  God's  immeasurable  great- 
ness is  seen  in  His  being  able  to  hold  oceans  in  the 
hollow  of  His  hand  and  "comprehend  the  dust  of 
the  earth  in  a  measure"  (Isa  40  12). 

dvaK€4>a\ai6u>,  anakephalaido,  "to  sum  up  under 
one  head,"  e.g.  love  includes  every  other  moral 
principle  and  process.  The  entire  law  on  its 
man  ward  side,  says  Paul,  "is  comprehended  [RV 
"summed  up"]  in  this  saying,  namely.  Thou  shalt 
love  thy  neighbor  as  thyself"  (Rom  13  9). 

DwiGHT  M.  Pratt 

CONANIAH,  kon-a-ni'a  (^n;p3h3,  konanyahU, 
"Jah  has  founded  or  sustained";  AV  Cononiah): 

(1)  A  Levite,  appointed  with  his  brother  Shimei 
by  Hezekiah,  the  king,  and  Azariah,  the  ruler  of  the 
house  of  God,  to  be  overseer  of  the  oblations  and 
tithes  and  the  dedicated  things  (2  Ch  31  12.13). 

(2)  One  of  the  chiefs  of  the  Levites  mentioned  in 
connection  with  the  passover  celebration  in  Joeiah's 
reign  (2  Ch  85  9). 

CONCEAL,  kon-sSr  (irapaKoXihrTv,  parakaliiptd) : 
Found  but  once  in  the  NT  (Lk  9  45).  The  primary 
meaning  is  to  cover  by  hanging  something  m  front 
of  the  oDJect  hidden.  The  purpose  of  the  one  con- 
ceaUng  is  made  prominent.  There  is,  therefore,  a 
reserve  and  studied  progress  in  regard  to  the  state- 
ment of  facts,  that  is  not  always  a  suppression  of 
truth  (Prov  12  16.23).  God  withholds  more  than 
He  reveals  (Prov  25  2;  cf  Ps  97  2;   1  Tim  6  16). 

CONCEIT,  kon-sSt':  An  idiomatic  rendering  of 
a  phrase,  0p6i'(/AO(  iy  iavroTs,  phrdnimoi  en  heaiUols,  in 
Rom  11  25 J  12  16;  meaning  lit.  "wise  with  one's 
self,"  i.e.  "m  one's  own  opinion,"  or,  as  in  ||  OT 
passages  (Prov  26  6.12  RVm),  "in  his  own  eyes" 
(Heb  ayin). 

CONCEPTION,  kon-sep'shun,  CONCEIVE,  kon- 
sev'  (nnn,  hSrdh,  and  derivatives;  <rvXXa|iPdv«*, 
sullarnbdno) :  Phjrsically,  the  beginning  of  a  new  life 
in  the  womb  of  a  mother,  "to  catch  on,"  used  thus 
some  fort^  times,  as  in  Gen  3  16;  4  1;  Ps  61  5. 
Metaphoncally,  applied  to  the  start  and  growth 
within  the  heart,  of  thought,  purpose,  desire,  e.g. 
"c.  mischief"  (Job  16  35;  Ps  7  14),  "c.  chaflf^'  (Isa 
83  11).  This  figure  is  carried  out  in  details  in  Jas 
1  15:    "Lust,  when  it  hath  conceived,  beareth  sin." 

CONCEPTION,  IMBdACULATE.  See  Immac- 
ulate Conception. 

CONCERNING,  kon-s(irn'ing: 

RV  nu^es  frequent  changes,  such  as  "for,"  "as 


for,"  "from,"  "about."  for  "concerning";  "concern- 
ing" instead  of  "for,''  "of,"  "over,"  "in, '^"against," 
etc.    Some  of  the  other  changes  are,  "unto  that 


the  Lord"  (Acts  18  25),  "concerning  Jesus"   (dif- 


erent  text),  "by  way  of  disparagement"  (2  Cor  11 
21),  instead  of  "concerning  reproach";  "Why  askest 
thou  me  concerning  that  which  is  good?"  (Mt  19 
17)  instead  of  "Why  callest  thou  me  good?"  (dif- 
ferent text;  see  RVm).  W.  L.  Walker 

CONCISION,  kon-flizh'un  (Kararoii^,  katalonU, 
"mutilation,"  "cutting"):  A  term  by  which  St. 
Paul  contemptuously  designates  the  merely  fleshly 
circumcision  upon  which  the  Judaizers  insisted  as 
being  necessaiy  for  gentile  converts  (Phil  3  2),  as 
distinguished  from  peritomt,  the  true  circumcision 
(ver  3).  a  Gal  6  12  and  Dt  28  1,  and  see  Cir- 
cumcision. 

CONCLUDE,  kon-klood'  (<rv|iPiPdt«,  sumbibdzo) : 
Used  only  in  Acts  16  10,  where  AV  has  "assuredly 
gathering  "  i.e.  "inferring."  Where  AV  has  "con- 
clude," RV  more  accurately  renders  "reckon"  (Rom 
3  28);  "giving  judgment"  (Acts  21  25);  "shut  up" 
(Rom  11  32;  Gal  3  22). 

CONCLUSION,  kon-kloo'zhun  (Ote,  9Qph):  In 
Eccl  12  13  AV,  where  RV  has  "the  end,''^  viz.  a 
summary  of  the  entire  argument  of  the  book. 

CONCORDANCE,  kon-k6f'dans: 

1.  Nature  of  Work 

2.  Classes  of  Concordances 

3.  Their  Indispensableness 

4.  Concordances  to  Latin  Vulgate 

5.  Concordances  to  the  Heb  OT 

6.  Concordances  to  the  LXX 

7.  Concordances  to  the  Greek  NT 

8.  Concordances  to  the  English  Bible 

LiTEBATUBB 

The  object  of  a  concordance  of  Scripture  is  to 

guide  the  reader  to  any  passage  he  is  in  search  of 

by  means  of  an  alphabetical  arrange- 

1.  Nature  ment  of  the  words  found  in  Scripture, 
of  Work        and  the  bringing  together  under  each 

word  of  all  the  passages  in  which  that 
word  occurs.  Thus,  in  the  ver:  "Cast  thy  burden 
upon  Jeh''  (Ps  65  22),  the  reader  will  look  in  the 
concordance  under  the  words  "cast"  or  "burden," 
and  there  will  find  a  reference  to  the  text.  The 
merit  of  a  concordance  is  obviously  exhaustiveness 
and  clearness  of  arrangement.  There  are  abridg^ 
concordances  of  the  Biole  which  ^ve  only  the  most 
important  words  and  passages.  These  are  seldom 
satisfactory,  and  a  fuller  work  has  in  the  end  fre- 
quently to  be  resorted  to. 

The  ordinary  reader  is  naturally  most  familiar 
with  concordances  of  the  Eng.  Bible,  but  it  will 

be  seen  that,  for  scholarly  purposes, 

2.  Classes  concordances  are  just  as  necessary 
of  Con-  for  the  Scriptures  in  their  original 
cordances     tongues,    and    for    versions    of    the 

Scriptures  other  than  Eng.  There 
are  required  concordances  of  the  OT  in  Heb,  of  the 
NT  in  Gr,  of  the  LXX  version  (Gr)  of  the  OT,  of 
the  Vulg  version  (Lat)  of  the  NT,  as  well  as  of  the 
tr*  of  the  Scriptures  into  German,  French  and 
other  living  languages.  There  are  now,  further, 
required  concordances  of  the  RW  of  the  English 
OT  and  NT,  as  well  as  of  the  AV.  There  are 
needed,  besides,  good  concordances  to  the  Apoc, 
aUke  in  its  AV  and  RV  forms.  Textual  criticism 
leads  to  modifications  of  the  earlier  concordances 
of  the  Heb  and  Gr  texts.  It  is  customary  in  con- 
cordances of  the  Eng.  version  to  facilitate  reference 
by  giving  not  only  single  words,  but  also  phrases 
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under  which  several  passages  are  grouped,  and  to 
make  the  work  more  useful  by  furnishing  lists  of 
Scripture  proper  names,  with  their  meanings,  and, 
in  tne  larger  works,  references  to  the  Heb  or  Gr 
words  for  which  the  Eng.  words  stand. 

The  indispensableness   of  a  good    concordance 

for  the  proper  study  of  the  Bible  is  so  apparent 

that  it  is  not  surprising  that,  since 

3.  Their  the  idea  was  first  conceived,  much 
Indispensa-  labor  has  been  expended  on  the  prep- 
bleness         aration  of  such  works.    The  wonder 

rather  is  that  the  idea  did  not  occur 
earlier  than  it  did.  No  single  scholar  could  ever 
hope  to  produce  a  perfect  work  of  the  kind  by  his 
own  efforts.  Modern  concordances  are  based  upon 
the  labors  of  previous  generations. 

The   oldest    concordances   date  from  the  13th 
cent.,  and  are  based,  as  was  then  natural,  upon  the 

Latin  Vulgate.     A  Concordantiae  Mo^ 

4.  Concord-  rales  is  attributed  to  Antony  of  Padua 
ances  to  (d.  1231).  The  first  concordance  of 
Latin  which  we  have  actual  knowledge  is 
Vulgate         that  of  Hugo  of  St.  Caro,  Dominican 

monk  and  cardinal  (d.  1263).  It  was 
called  Concordantiae  S.  Jacobi  from  the  monastery 
in  which  it  was  compiled.  500  monks  are  said  1^ 
have  been  engaged  upon  its  preparation.  Hugo's 
Concordance  became  the  basis  of  others  into  which 
successive  improvements  were  introduced.  The 
words  of  passages,  at  first  wanting,  were  inserted; 
indeclinable  particles  were  added:  alphabetic 
arrangement  was  employed.  Verse  divisions  were 
unknown  till  the  time  of  Robert  Stephens  (1555). 
See  Bible. 

The   earliest   Heb   concordance  seems  to  have 
been  that  of  Rabbi  Mordecai  ben  Nathan  (1438- 

48).  It  went  through  several  eoitions 
6.  Concord-  and  was  tr<>  into  Lat  by  Reuchlin 
ances  to  the  (1556).  Both  original  and  tr  con- 
Hebrew  OT  tained  many  errors.    It  was  improved 

by  Calasio,  a  Franciscan  friar  (l^^l), 
and  more  thoroughly  bv  John  Buxtorf,  whose 
Concordance  was  published  by  his  son  (1632). 
This  latter  formed  the  basis  of  Dr.  Julius  Fiirst's 
Libr,  Sacrorum  Vet.  Test.  Concordantive  Heb  atque 
Chald;  1840  (Eng.  tr,  Hebrew  and  Chaldean  Con- 
cordance), A  later  Heb  Concordance  in  Germany  is 
that  of  Solomon  Mandelkern  (1896).  In  England, 
in  1754,  appeared  the  vsduable  Heb  Concordance^ 
Adapted  to  the  Eng.  Bible,  by  Dr.  Taylor,  of  Nor- 
wich. With  it  may  be  classed  The  Englishman's 
Hd)  and  Chald  Concordance  (1843;  rev.  ed,  1876). 

Though  earlier  attempts  are  heard  of,  the  first 

printed  concordance  of   the  LXX   (the  Gr  OT) 

was  that  of  Trommius,  published  in 

6.  Concord-  Amsterdam  in  1718,  in  the  author's 
ances  to  84th  year.  This  important  work 
the  L£C        remained  the  standard  till  quite  lately. 

It  is  verv  complete,  giving  references 
not  only  to  the  LXX,  but  to  other  VSS  (Aquila, 
Symmachus,  Theodotion)  in  which  the  wordis  occur, 
and  showing  by  an  index  at  the  end  the  Heb  or 
Chald  wor£  to  which  the  Gr  words  correspond. 
In  1887  Bagster  published  A  Handy  Concordance 
of  the  Sept.  Earher  works  are  superseded  by  the 
recent  publication  (1892,  1897,  1900)  of  Hatch  and 
Redpath's  scholarly  Concordance  to  the  Sept,  and 
Other  Gr  VSS  of  the  OT. 

Concordances  of  the  Gr  NT  began  with  that  of 
X3r8tus  Betulius  (his  real  name  was  Birck)  in  1554. 

The  Concordance  (Tameion)  of  Era»- 

7.  Concord-  mus  Schmid    (1638)   has  often   been 
ances  to  the  reprinted    and    re^dited.    On    it    is 
Greek  NT     based   the  useful   abridged   Concord- 
ance published  by   Bagster.     Recent 

works  are  Bruder's  (1842;  4th  ed,  1888;  based  on 
Schmid,  with  many  improvements);    in  America, 


Hudson's  Critical  Gr  and  Eng.  Concordance^  re- 
vised by  Ezra  Abbot  (1870);  in  England,  Moulton 
and  Geden's  Concordance  to  the  Gr  Test,  according 
to  the  Texts  of  Westcott  and  Hort,  Tischendorf,  and 
the  Eng.  Revisers  (1897). 

The  list  of  concordances  to  the  Eng.  Bible  is  a 
long  one;  it  is  necessary  here  to  particularize  only 

a  few  of  the  chief.  The  oldest  is  a 
8.  Concord-  Concordance  of  the  NT,  brought  out 
ances  to  the  before  1540  by  one  Thomas  Gybson, 
English  though,  as  appears  from  the  Fteface, 
Bible  it  was  principally  the  work  of  the 

printer  John  Day  (the  producer  of 
Foxe's  Book  of  Martyrs).  The  first  Concordance 
to  the  whole  Bible  was  that  of  John  Marbeck 
(1550).  In  the  same  year  was  published  a  tr  by 
Walter  I^ne  of  the  Index  Librorum  of  Bullinger, 
Conrad  Pelican  and  others,  under  the  title  of  A 
Briefe  and  a  Compendious  Table,  in  maner  of  a 
Concordance,  openving  the  ways  to  the  prindvaH 
Histories  of  the  whole  Bible,  etc.  Alex.  Cruaen, 
whose  own  Concordance,  the  most  adequate  of  all, 
was  published  in  1737,  enumerates  most  of  his 
predecessors  in  the  intervening  period.  Cruden's 
personal  history  is  a  pathetic  one.  A  recurring 
mental  malady  overshadowed  his  career;  but  his 
indomitable  perseverance  and  fixity  of  purpose, 
joined  with  a  clear  idea  of  what  he  wished  to  accom- 
plish, enabled  him  to  overcome  all  obstacles,  and 
produce  a  book  for  which  the  Christian  world  is 
grateful.  The  work  is  entitled  A  Complete  Con- 
cordance to  the  Holy  Scriptvres  of  the  Ola  and  New 
Testaments,  etc;  to  which  is  added,  a  Concordance  to 
the  Books  called  Apocrypha.  Mr.  Spurgeon  said 
regarding  it,  ''Be  sure  you  buy  a  genuine  unabridged 
Cniden,  and  none  of  the  modern  substitutes,  good 

as  they  may  be  at  the  price You  need  only 

one;  have  none  but  the  b€«t.''  Many  editions  of 
this  valuable  book  have  been  published.  It  no 
longer  remains,  however,  the  only  authority,  nor 
even  the  most  complete  and  serviceable,  though 
perhaps  still  the  most  convenient,  for  the  purpose 
of  the  student.  In  1873  was  published  the  AnaljM- 
cal  Concordance  to  the  Bible  by  Robert  Young,  LL.D., 
to  which  an  appendix  has  since  been  added. 
This  bulkv  work  contains  "every  word  in  alphar 
betical  order,  arranged  under  its  Heb  or  Gr  original; 
with  the  literal  meaning  of  each  and  its  pronun- 
ciation.'' It  marks  30,000  various  readings,  and 
gives  geographical  and  antiouarian  notes.  Yet 
more  comprehensive  is  The  Exhaustive  Concord- 
ance of  the  Bible  by  James  Strong,  LL.D.  This 
includes  the  new  feature  of  a  comparative  concord- 
ance of  the  Authorized  and  Revised  (English) 
VSS.  It  embraces  also  condensed  Dictionaries  of 
the  Heb  and  Gr  words,  to  which  references  are 
made  from  the  Eng.  words  by  figures.  It  thus 
differs  in  plan  from  Young's,  which  gives  the  Heb 
and  Gr  words  in  the  body  of  the  concordance  at 
the  head  of  the  passages  coming  under  them. 
Lastly  must  be  noticed  the  very  valuable  work 
published  in  the  same  year  (1894)  in  America  by 
J.  B.  R.  Walker,  Comprehensive  Concordance,  with 
an  Introduction  by  Marshall  Curtiss  Hazard.  It  is 
stated  to  give  50,000  more  passages  than  Cruden. 

LiTBRATURs. — Seo  ftfts.  on  **CoDCordance"  In  the 
various  Diets  and  Encys;  arts,  by  Dr.  Beard  in  Kitto't 
Ene  (Vol  I);  and  by  Dr.  C.  R.  Gregory  In  the  New 
Sck-Her*  Bnc  (Vol  III);  Pref'to  Cruden's  complete 
Concordance,  and  Introduction  by  Hazard  to  Walker's 
Compreh.  Concordance. 

James  Orr 
CONCOURSE,  konTcSrs  (npn,  hdmOh,  "to 
hum^"  "to  make  a  noise'';  <nMrTpo+^,  sustropht,  "a 
turmng"  or  "twistir^  together"):  Hdmdh,  usually 
tr**  by  some  word  signifying  "sound"  is  rendered 
"concourse"  in  Pi-ov  1  21  (perhaps  from  the  noise 
made  by  people  thronging  and  talking  together; 
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cf  1  K  1  41,  "uproar"),  "She  rwiadom]  crieth  in 
the  chief  place  of  concourse,"  RVm  "Heb  at  the 
head  of  the  noisy  Istreela]";  »u»trophe  ia  tH  "con- 
course" (Acts  19  40),  a  riotous  crowd.  Cf  Jth  10 
18. 

COHCDBINAGE,  ko^-kQ'bi-nftj.    See  Fauilt. 

COHCDPISCEHCE,  kon-kO'pi-aena  ((wi»v|aa, 
epithvmia):  Not  used  in  RV,  but  in  AV,  Rom 
T  8;  Col  8  5;  1  TheBs  4  5.  The  Gr  noun,  Uke 
the  vb.  from  which  it  comes,  meaning  "to  yearn," 
"to  king,"  "to  have  the  heart  set  upon  a  thing,"  is 
determined  in  its  moral  (quality  by  the  aource 
whence  it  epringa  or  the  object  toward  which  it  is 
directed.  Thus  Our  Lord  uses  it  to  express  the 
intensest  desire  of  His  soul  (Lk  32  15).  As  a  rule, 
when  the  object  is  not  expr^sed,  it  refers  to  lonong 
for  that  which  God  has  forbidden,  viz.  lust.  It  is 
not  limited  to  sexual  desire,  but  includes  all  going 
forth  of  heart  and  will  toward  what  God  would  not 
have  us  to  have  or  be,  as  its  use  in  the  LXX  of  the 
Ten  Commandments  clearly  shows,  for  "Thou  shalt 
not  covet"  {Ex  20  17).  H.  E.  Jacobs 

CONDBHK,     kon-dem',     CONDBUNATION, 

kon-<lem-nft'shun; 

(1)  The  causative  stem  of  Jw^,  rOtha',  "to  de- 
clare [or  make]  wrong,"  "to  condemn,"  whether  in 

civil,  ethical  or  religious  relations. 
1.  In  the  Taken  in  this  sense  the  word  needs  no 
OT  comment  (Ex  32  9;  Dt  2S  1;  Job  40 

8);  "Who  then  can  condemn?"  (Job  34 
29,  AV  "make  trouble"). 

(2)  tij?,  'Snath,  "to  fine."  "Condemned  the 
land"  (2  Ch  M  3  AV;  AVm  "mulcted";  RV 
"amerced";  ARV  "fined");  "wine  of  the  con- 
demned" (Am  3  8;   RV  "fined"  [unjufltly]). 

(3)  The  active  part,  of  B?^  ,  shaphaf,  "to  judge." 
"From  those  that  condemn  his  soul"  (Ps  100  31 
AV;  RV  "that  judge  his  eoul"). 

The  NT  usage  is  much  more  complicat«d,  both 

becauseof  the  greater  number  of  Gr  words  rendered 

"condemn"  and  "condemnation,"  and 

3.  In  the        because  AVtr'thesamewordinseveral 

NT  different  ways,  apparently  with  no  rule 

(1)  The  most  important  word  ia  uplra,  krind, 
"to  judge."  From  it  are  a  number  of  derivative 
vbs.  and  nouns.  RV  has  rigidly  excluded  the 
harsh  words  "damn"  and  "damnation,"  substi- 
tuting "judge "  "condemn,"  "judgment,"  "con- 
demnation." Tlus  is  proper,  since  tne  word  damn 
(Lat  damnare,  "to  infiict  loss"  upon  a  person,  "to 
condemn"),  and  its  derivatives  has,  in  process  of 
time,  suffered  degradation,  bo  that  in  modern  Eng. 
it  usually  refers  to  eternal  punishment.  This 
special  application  of  the  word  tor  some  cents,  ran 
ade  by  aide  with  the  original  meaning,  but  even  as 
late  as  WvchfTc's  verdon  the  wc»rd  "dajnn"  is  usually 
employed  in  the  sense  of  condemn,  as  in  Job  9  20, 
"My  mouth  shall  dampne  me."  It  is  even  applied 
to  the  condemnation  of  Jesus  by  the  chief  priests 
and  Bcribcs  (Mk  10  33).  This  degeneration  of 
the  word  is  perhaps  due,  aa  Bishop  Sanderson  says, 
"not  so  much  to  good  acts  as  to  bad  manners." 
KrinO  is  rendered  uniformly  "judge"  by  RV,  even 
where  the  context  compete  tne  thought  of  con- 
demnation (Jn  3  17.18;  13  47;  Acts  7  7;  "might 
be  damned,"  2  Theas  2  12  AV;  Rom  14  22;  Jas 
8  9). 

(2)  The  more  specific  sense  of  condemn,  however, 
is  found  in  laru/iliw,  kalakHno,  "to  judge  one 
down"  (Mt  12  41.42;  Mk  14  64):  "is  damned  if 
he  eat"  (Rom  U  23;  1  Cor  11  32  AV;  RV 
"condemned").     See  also  Mk  IS  16;   2  Pet  3  6. 


(3)  For  "condemnation"  there  ia  the  noun  irpl^, 
krima,  or  «pi>o,  kHma  (for  accent  see  Tha^w's 
Lertcon),  in  a  forensic  sense,  "the  sentence  of  the 
judge"  (Lk  2S  40;  Mt  3S  14,  omitted  in  RV;  "con- 
demnation of  the  devil"  1  Tim  3  6;  8  12;  Jude 
ver4). 

(4)  Much  stronger  is  Karitpiiia,  koldkrima,  "con- 
demnation" (Rom  B  16,18;  B  1)  with  refM«nce  to 
the  Divine  judgment  against  sin. 

(5)  tplfit,  krixis,  "the  proceaa  of  judgment," 
"tribunal"  (Jn  3  19;  8  24),  with  reference  to  "the 
judgment  brought  by  men  upon  themselves  because 
of  their  rejection  of  Christ." 

(6)  A  stronger  word  ia  the  adj.  ofirwoTdipiToi, 
aulokaldkriloa,  "self-condemned"  (lit  S  11;  cf  1  Jn 
3  20.21).  G.  H.  Tbeveh 


CONDUCT,  kon'dukt.    See  Erraca. 

COHDDTT,  kon'dit.    See  Cistern. 

CONEY,  kO'ni  (l^:^ ,  ahapkSn  [Lev  11  5;  Dt 
14  7;  Ps  104  18;  Prov  SO  2fl|):  The  word  "coney" 
(formerly  pronounced  cooney)  means  "rabbit" 
(from  Lat  CMiiculus).  ShOvhOn  is  rendered  in  all 
four  passages  in  the  LXX  x<"lx^P^^^^',  t^wiro- 
grOUioa,  or  "hedge-hog,"  but  is  now  universally 
considered  to  refer  to  the  Syrian  hyrax,  Procavia  (or 
Hyrax)  Syriaca,  which  in  southern  Pal  and  Sinai 
is  called  in  Arab,  toahar,  in  northern  Pal  and  Syria 
(obiSn,  and  in  southern  Arabia  thufun,  which  is 
etymologically  closely  akin  to  sAdphdn.  The  word 
"hyrax"    (tpai,  Aiinw)   itself    means    "mouse"   or 

"qhrpw-mniiiv"    it^f   1  jft    Mnrfr'l     an   tVint.   it    bcvttiib  In 


"shrew-n 


(cf  Lat  aorer),  so  that  it  s 


Group  ot  Conlee. 

have  been  hard  to  find  a  name  peculiar  to  this  am- 
mo!. In  Lev  11  5  RVm,  we  find  "rock  badger," 
which  is  a  tr  of  klip  da»,  the  rather  inappropriate 
name  given  by  the  Boers  to  the  Cape  hyrax.  The 
Syrian  hyrax  lives  in  Syria,  Pal  and  Art,bia.  A 
number  of  other  species,  including  several  that  aie 
arboreal,  live  in  Africa.  They  are  not  found  in 
other  parts  of  the  world.  In  size,  teeth  and  habits 
the  Syrian  hyrax  somewhat  resembles  the  rabbit, 
thouBh  it  is  different  in  color,  being  reddish  brown, 
and  Tacks  the  long  hind  legs  of  tne  rabbit.  The 
similarity  in  dentition  is  coined  to  the  large  ^ze 
of  the  front  teeth  and  the  presence  of  a  lai^^e  space 
between  them  and  the  bock  teeth.  But  whereas 
hares  have  a  pair  of  front  teeth  on  each  jaw,  the 
hyrax  has  one  pair  above  and  two  below,    Tbeae 
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teeth  differ  also  in  structure  from  those  of  the  hare 

and  rabbit,  not  having  the  persistent  pulp  which 

enables  the  rabbit's  front  teeth  to  grow  continually 

as  they  are  worn  away.    They  do  not  hide  among 

herbage  like  hares,  nor  burrow  like  rabbits,  but 

live  in  holes  or  clefts  of  the  rock,  frequently  in  the 

faces  of  steep  cliffs.     Neither  the  hyrax  nor  the  hare 

is  a  ruminant,  as  seems  to  be  implied  in  Lev  11  5 

and  Dt  14  7,  but  their  manner  of  chewing  their 

food  may  readily  have  led  them  to  be  thought  to 

chew  the  cud.    The  hyrax  has  four  toes  in  front 

and  three  behind  (the  same  niunber  as  in  the  tapir 

and  in  some  fossil  members  of  the  horse  family), 

all  furnished  with  nails  that  are  almost  like  hoofs, 

except  the  inner  hind  toes,  which  have  claws.    The 

hyraxes  constitute  a  family  of  ungulates  and,  in 

spite  of  their  small  size,  have  points  of  resemblance 

to  elephants  or  rhinoceroses,  but  are  not  closely 

allied  to  these  or  to  any  other  known  animals. 

The  camel,  the  coney  and  the  hare  are  in  the  list 

of  unclean  animals  because  they  '^chew  the  cud  but 

divide  not  the  hoof,''  but  all  three  of  these  are  eaten 

by  the  Arabs. 

The  Dlustration  is  from  a  photograph  of  a  group  of 
conies  hi  the  Syrian  Protestant  Oollege  at  Beirut,  prepared 
by  Mr.  Douglas  Camithers,  who  collected  these  specimens 
in  a  cUff  in  the  neighborhood  of  Tyre.  Specimens  from 
the  Dead  Sea  are  redder  than  those  from  Syria. 

Alfred  Elt  Day 
CONFECTION,  kon-fek'shun,    CONFECTION- 
ARY, kon-fek'shun-drri  (HJJl,  rdiahf  "perfume," 
"spice,"  nn^T ,  ral^l^dhdhf  fem.  "perfumer") : 

(1)  "Confection"  is  found  in  AV  only,  and  but 
once  "a  c.  after  the  art  of  the  apothecary"  (Ex  30 
35;  RV  "perfume");  but  the  RV  renders  1  Ch 
9  30.  "the  c.  [AV  "ointment"]  of  the  spices."  It 
stanos  for  something  "made  up,"  a  mixture  of 
perfumes  or  medicines,  but  never  sweetmeats,  as  c. 
means  with  us. 

(2)  Likewise  a  "confectionar3r"  is  a  perfumer. 
This  word,  too,  is  found  but  once  (1  S  8  13), 
"He  will  take  your  daughters  to  be  perfumers  [AV 
"confectionaries"],  and  to  be  cooled,  and  to  be 
bakers."    See  Pebfumes,  q^    3    ^ager 

CONFEDERATE,  kon-fed'6r-ftt,  CONFEDER- 
ACY, kon-fed'gr-a-si:  "Confederate"  as  an  adj. 
in  the  sense  of  unUed  or  leagued  is  twice  the  tr  of 
r''T5>  b^riihf  "covenant,"  in  several  instances  tr<* 
"league"  (Gen  14  13,  ba'al  6t«A,  "lord  or  master 
of  a  covenant,"  "an  ally,"  "these  were  c.  with 
Abram";  cf  Ps  83  5;  once  of  n^3,  nl^«/^  '*to 
rest,"  "Syria  is  c.  with  Ephraim"  (Isa  7  2,  RVm 
'Vesteth  on  Ephraim";  also  1  Mace  10  47). 

As  a  noun  "confederate"  occurs  in  1  Mace  10  16, 
9timmacho8,  "confederates"  (1  Mace  8  20.24.31;  14 
40;  16  17). 

Confederacy,  as  a  'league,"  occurs  as  the  tr  of 
IfrUh,  "the  men  of  thy  c/'  (Ob  ver  7);  as  a  con- 
spiracy it  occurs  in  Isa  8  12  &i«,  as  tr  of  l^her  from 
k&ahcar,  "to  bind" :  "Say  ye  not,  a  c."  Cf  2  S  16  12 ; 
2  K  12  20,  etc.  W.  L.  Walkeb 

CONFER,  kon-fib*',  CONFERENCE,  kon'fer- 
ens:  The  equivalent  of  three  Gr  words  of  different 
shades  of  meaning.  In  Gal  1  16,  irpwravaTieiffUf 
proaanaiilhSmif  hadbeen  used  in  classical  writers  for 
resorting  to  oracles  (Lightfoot  on  Gal  2  6;  Ellicott 
on  Gal  1  16);  hence,  "to  take  counsel  with,"  "to 
consult."  In  Acts  4  15,  av/xfidWca^  eumbdUOf  "to 
compare  views,"  "discuss";  and  in  Acts  26  12,  <rvX- 
XaX^,  stdlaUOf  "to  talk  together."  Cf  the  single 
passage  in  the  OT  (1  K  1  7). 

CONFESSION,  kon-fesh'un  (HT",  yOdhah; 
^fAoXo^^,  homolagid,  and  their  derivatives):  The 
radical  meaning  is  "acknowledgment,"  "avowal," 


with  the  implication  of  a  change  of  conviction  or  of 
course  of  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  subject.  In 
Eng.  "profession"  (AV  1  Tim  6  12;  He  8  1;  4 
14),  besides  absence  of  the  thought  just  suggested, 
emphasizes  the  publicity  of  the  act.  C,  like  its  Gr 
equivalent,  connotes,  as  its  etymology  shows  (Lat 
coUf  Gr  hornoii),  that  the  act  places  one  in  harmony 
with  others.  It  is  the  uniting  in  a  statement  that 
has  previously  been  nuide  by  someone  eJse.  Of  the 
two  Gr  words  from  the  same  root  in  the  NT,  the 
compound  with  the  Gr  preposition  ek  found,  among 
other  places,  in  Mt  8  6;  Acts  19  18;  Rom  14  11; 
Phil  2  11,  implies  that  it  has  come  from  an  inner 
impulse,  i.e.  it  is  the  expression  of  a  conviction  of 
the  heart.  It  is  referred  anthropopathically  to  God 
in  Job  40  14,  where  Jeh  says  to  the  patriarch  sar- 
castically:  "Then  will  I  also  confess  01  [unto]  thee" ; 
and  in  Kev  8  5,  where  it  means  "to  recognize"  or 
"acknowledge." 

When  man  is  said  to  confess  or  make  confession, 
the  contents  of  the  confession  are  variously  dis- 
tinguished. All,  however,  may  be  grouped  under 
two  heads,  confession  of  faith  and  confession  of  sin. 
(Ik)nfession8  of  faith  are  public  acknowledgments  of 
fidelity  to  God.  and  to  the  truth  through  which 
God  is  revealea,  as  1  K  8  33.  They  are  declara- 
tions  of  unqualified  confidence  in  Christ,  and  of 
surrender  to  His  service;  Mt  10  32:  "Every  one 
....  who  shall  confess  me  before  men."  In  Phil 
2  11,  however,  c.  includes,  alongside  of  willing,  also 
unwilling,  acknowledgment  of  the  sovereignty  of 
Jesus.  The  word  c.  stands  also  for  everything  con- 
tained in  the  Christian  religion — "the  faith"  used 
in  the  objective  and  widest  sense,  in  He  8  1 :  4  14. 
In  both  these  passages,  the  allusion  is  to  tne  NT. 
The  "High  PrStof  our  c."  (He  8  1)  is  the  Hi^h 
Priest,  of  whom  we  learn  and  with  whom  we  deal  in 
that  new  revelation,  which  in  that  epistle  is  con- 
trasted with  the  old. 

Confessions  of  sins  are  also  of  various  classes: 
(1)  To  God  alone.  Wherever  there  is  true  repent- 
ance for  sin,  the  penitent  freely  confesses  his  guilt 
to  Him,  against  whom  he  has  sinned.  This  is 
described  in  Ps  82  3-6;  cf  1  Jn  1  9;  Prov  28 
13.  Such  c.  may  be  made  either  silently,  or,  as  in 
Dnl  9  19,  orally;  it  may  be  general,  as  in  Ps  61, 
or  particular,  as  when  some  special  sin  is  recog- 
nized; it  may  even  extend  to  what  has  not  b^n 
discovered^  but  which  is  believed  to  exist  because 
of  recogmzed  inner  depravity  (Ps  19  12),  and 
thus  include  the  state  as  well  as  the  acts  of  sin 
(Rom  7  18).  (2)  To  one's  neiehbor,  when  he  has 
been  wronged  (Lk  17  4) :  "If  he  sin  against  thee 
seven  times  in  the  day,  and  seven  times  turn  again 
to  thee,  sa3nng,  I  repent;  thou  shalt  forgive  him." 
It  is  to  tma  form  of  c.  that  James  refers  (6  16): 
"CJonfess  ....  your  sins  one  to  another";  cf  Mt  6 
23  f.  (3)  To  a  spiritual  adviser  or  minister  of  the 
word,  such  as  the  c.  of  David  to  Nathan  (2  S  12 
13),  of  the  multitudes  to  John  in  the  wilderness  (Mt 
8  6),  of  the  Ephesians  to  Paul  (Acts  19  18).  This 
c.  is  a  general  acknowledgment  of  sinfulness,  and 
enters  into  an  enumeration  of  details  only  when 
the  consci^ence  is  particularly  burdened.  (4)  To  the 
entire  church,  where  some  crime  has  created  public 
scandal.  As  "secret  sins  are  to  be  rebuked  secretly, 
and  public  sins  pubhcly,"  in  the  apostolic  age,  where 
there  was  genuine  penitence  for  a  notorious  offence, 
the  acknowledgment  wajs  as  public  as  the  deed  itself. 
An  illustration  of  this  is  found  in  the  well-known 
case  at  Corinth  (cf  1  Cor  6  3  ff  with  2  Cor  2  6  f). 

For  auricular  c.  in  the  sense  of  the  mediaeval 
and  Rom  church,  there  is  no  authority  in  Holy 
Scripture.  It  is  traceable  to  the  practice  of  exam- 
ining those  who  were  about  to  make  a  public  c.  of 
some  notorious  offence,  and  of  giving  advice  con- 
cerning how  far  the  circumstances  of  the  sin  were 
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to  be  announced;  an  expedient  that  was  found  ad- 
viBable^  since  as  much  injury  could  be  wrought  by 
injudicious  publishing  of  details  in  the  c.  as  by  the 
sin  itself.  The  practice  once  introduced  for  par- 
ticular cases  was  in  time  extended  to  all  cases:  and 
the  private  c.  of  sin  was  demanded  by  the  cnurch 
as  a  condition  of  the  absolution,  and  made  an 
element  of  penitence,  which  was  analyzed  into 
contrition,  confession  and  satisfaction.  See  the 
Examen  Concilii  TriderUini  (1st  ed,  1565)  of  Dr. 
Martin  Chenmitz,  superintendent  of  Brunswick, 
for  a  thorougir  exegetical  and  historical  discussion 
of  this  entire  subject.  On  the  historical  side,  see 
also  Henry  Charles  Lea,  History  of  Auricvlar  Con- 
fession  and  IndidQences  in  the  Latin  Church  (3  vols, 
Philadelphia,  1896).  H.  E.  Jacobs 

C0N7IDENCE,  kon'fi-dens  (PV^,  bOtah,  and 
forms,  ^9?»  ke§el;  iro^^o-Ca,  parrhesiaf  mtdm,  pel- 
thdy  irfiro(6T|o-i«,  pepoithesiSj  virdo^rcuris,  huvdsUms) : 
The  chief  Heb  word  tr**  "confidence"  {baton,  and  its 
forms)  means,  perhaps,  radically,  "to  be  open," 
showing  thus  what  originated  the  idea  of  "confi- 
dence"; where  there  was  nothing  hidden  a  person 
felt  safe;  it  is  very  frequently  rendered  "trust."  In 
Ps  118  8.9  we  have  "It  is  better  to  take  refuge  in 
Jeh  than  to  put  confidence  in  princes,"  and  in  66  5, 
"O  God  of  our  salvation,  thou  that  art  the  confidence 
[mibhidh]  of  all  the  ends  of  the  earth."  Mxoh^dh  is 
tr*  "confidence"  in  Job  18  14;  31  24;  Prov  21  22, 
etc. 

Ke^d  ('^firmness,"  "stoutness")  is  rendered  "con- 
fidence" in  Prov  3  26,  and  ki^lah  in  Job  4  6;  peUho 
("to  persuade")  is  tr**  "confidence"  in  2  Cor  2  3; 
Gal  5  10,  etc;  pepoUhSsis,  in  2  Cor  1  15;  8  22.  etc; 
hupostaeis  ("what  stands  under"))  in  2  Cor  11  17: 
He  3  14;  2  Cor  9  4;  varrhesia  ("out-spokenness, 
"boldness")  is  invariably  tr<*  in  RV  "boldness"  (Acts 
28  31;  He  3  6;  4  16;  10  35;  1  Jn  2  28;  3  21; 
6  14) ;  tharaed  or  tharrfUo  ("to  have  good  courage") 
is  so  tr^  in  RV,  "being  therefore  sJways  of  good 
courage"  (2  Cor  6  6) ;  "I  am  of  good  courage  con- 
cerning you"  (2  Cor  7  16),  AV  "confident"  and 
"confidence." 

RV  has  "confidence"  for  'Tiope"  (Job  8  14);  for 
"assurance"  (Isa  32  17);  for  "trust"  (2  Cor  3  4); 
for  "same  confident  boasting"  (2  Cor  9  4);  "is  con- 
fident" for  "trusted"  (Job  40  23);  "to  have  con- 
fidence" for  "thinketh  that  he  hath  whereof  he  might 
trust"  (Phil  3  4);  "confidently"  for  "constantly" 
(Acte  12  15);  "confidently  affirm"  for  "affirm" 
(1  Tim  1  7);  conversely,  we  have  for  *Tiis  confi- 
dence" (Job  18  14),  "wherein  he  trusteth,"  for  "with 
confidence"  (Ezk  28  26)  "securely  therein." 

The  Bible  teaches  the  value  of  confidence  (Isa 
80  15;  He  10  35).  but  neither  in  "gold"  (Job  31 
24),  nor  in  man,  nowever  great  (Ps  118  8.9;  Jer 
17  5),  nor  in  self  (Prov  14  16;  Phil  3  3),  but  in 
God  (Ps  86  5;  Prov  3  26;  14  26),  as  revealed  in 
Christ  (Eph  3  12;   1  Jn  6  13.14). 

W.  L.  Walker 

CONFIRM,  kon-f{lrm,  CONFIRMATION,  kon- 
fer-ma'shim:  In  the  OT  represented  by  several 
Heb  words,  gener^dly  with  reference  to  an  increase 
of  external  strength,  as  "c.  the  feeble  knees"  (Isa 
36  3);  "c.  the  kingdom"  (2  K  16  19);  "c.  in- 
heritance" (Ps  68  9).  In  the  NT,  this  external, 
objective  sense  is  expressed  by  /3€/3a*^,  bebaidOy  as 
in  Mk  16  20;  Rom  16  8.  The  strengthening  of 
mind,  purpose,  conviction,  i.e.  the  inner  or  subjec- 
tive sense  (Acts  14  22;  16  32.41)  corresponds  to 
ivurTrfpHaj  episterizo.  Used  also  of  ratifying  or 
making  valid  (m/pdut,  kurdo)  a  covenant  (Gal  8  15). 
The  noun  is  used  in  the  second  sense  (He  6  16; 
Phil  1  7).  Confirmation,  the  rite,  in  some  denom- 
inations, of  admission  to  the  full  communion  of  the 
church,  which  the  Rom  church  has  elevated  to  the 


place  of  a  sacrament,  has  only  ecclesiastical,  but  no 
Scriptural,  authority.  It  is  grounded,  however,  in 
the  scriptural  precedent  of  the  laying  on  of  hands 
after  baptism.    See  Hands,  Imposition  of. 

H.  E.  Jacobs 

CONFISCATION,  kon-fi».ka'shun.  See  Pun- 
ishments. 

CONFLICT,  kon'flikt  {iiy&v,  ag&n,  "contest," 
"fight"):  In  Phil  1  30,  "having  the  same  c.  which 
ye  saw  in  me."  and  Col  2  1  AV;  1  Thess  2  2  (AV 
^'contention");  AdXtjais,  dthlSais  flit,  "combat  in 
the  public  games"),  in  He  10  32  (AV  "fight").  See 
also  Agony. 

CONFORM,  kon-f6rm',  CONFORMABLE,  kon- 
fArm'a-b'l  (<rv|i|M>p^^,  eummorphdo,  "to  become 
or  be  like,"  or  "of  the  same  form"):  Indicating  an 
inner  change  of  nature,  working  into  the  outward 
Ufe  (Rom  8  29;  Phil  8  10.21);  while  <^wrx17A*aW^u, 
eiiediematizdj  "fashioned  according  to"  (Rom  12 
21  RV,  AV  "conformed"),  refers  to  that  which  is 
external. 

CONFOUND,  kon-found':  The  physical  ori^n 
of  spiritual  terms  is  well  illustrated  by  the  pnn- 
cipal  Heb  words  for  "confounded"  (rendered  also 

•  ■ 

"ashamed,"  etc);  tD^iSl,  bosh,  is  "to  become  pale" 
(2  K  19  26;  Job  6  20;  Ps  88  17;  129  5  AV: 
Isa  19  9,  etc);  "^Bn,  hdpher,  "to  become  red" 
(Ps  86  4;  Isa  1  29;  24  23;  "the  moon  shall  be 
confounded,"  Mic  8  7);  W^"],  ydbhash,  "to  be 
dried  up"  (Jer  46  24  AV;  48  1  20  AV;  60  2  AV; 
Zee  10  6);  D^^,  kdlam,  "to  blush"  (Ps  69  6AV; 
Isa  41  11,  etc).  In  Gen  11  7.9,  of  the  confusion 
of  tongues,  the  word  is  bb^,  bdMy  "to  mix," 
"mingle."  In  Jer  1  17  AV  it  is  npn,  Ij^athalh, 
"to  bring  or  put  down." 

In  NT,  kataischitnd.  "to  put  to  shame"  (1  Cor  1 
27  AV;  1  Pet  2  6  AV);  and  augch-dno,  "to  pour 
together,"  "bewilder"  (Acta  2  6;  9  22).  RV^fre- 
(luently  gives  "ashamed"  and  "put  to  shame" 
instead  of  "confounded."  W.  L.  Walker 

CONFUSION,  kon-fu'zhun  (n^3,  bosheth, 
"shame,  paleness,"  HTjbS,  MimmOh,  "blushing," 
^nin ,  tdhii;  dKaTcurTao*(a,  akataataeia,  r^YKy^^^f  *^ 
chusis):  In  the  OT  bosheth  (1  S  20  30;  Ps  109  29 
AV)  and  Iclimmdh  (Ps  44  15;  Isa  80  3)  are  the  words 
most  frequently  tr**  "confusion";  tohHf  "wastiness," 
"emptiness"  is  so  tr<i  (Isa  24  10;  84  11;  41  29), 
also  i^dn,  'lightness,"  "contempt"  (Job  10  15  = 
ignominy,  ARV)  and  tebhel,  "profanation"  (Lev  18 
23;  20  12);  ra'ash,  "shaking,"  "trembUng,"  rendered 
"confused"  in  Isa  9  5  AV;  cf  RV.  Gr  akatasiasia. 
"instability"  is  tr<»  "confusion"  (1  Cor  14  33:  Jas  3 
16);  sugchusiSf  "a  pouring  out  together"  (Acts  19 
29).  In  Wisd  14  26,  "changing  of  kind"  (AV^  is 
rendered  "confusion  of  sex."         W.  L.  Walker 

CONFUSION  OF  TONGUES.  See  Babel, 
TowEB  of;  Tongues,  Confusion  of. 

CONGREGATION,  koi^-gr^g&'shun  i^^p^^  hor 
half  n*!?,  ^edhdh):  These  two  words  rendered  by 
"congregation"  or  "assembly"  are  used 
1.  Terms  apparently  without  any  difference  of 
Employed  sense.  They  appear  to  include  an  as- 
sembly of  the  whole  people  or  any 
section  that  might  be  present  on  a  given  occasion. 
Indeed,  sometimes  the  idea  appears  to  correspond 
closely  to  that  conveyed  by  "horde,"  or  even  by 
"crowd."  ^Sdhdh  is  once  used  of  bees  (Jgs  14  8). 
It  has  been  sought  to  distinguish  the  two  words  by 
means  of  Lev  4  13,  "if  the  whole  ^edhah  of  Israel 
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err,  and  the  thing  be  hid  from  the  eyes  of  the  fiOhdl." 
The  kahdl  would  then  be  the  smaller  body  repre- 
senting the  whole  ^edhGh,  but  the  general  usage  is 
not  favorable  to  this  view  (compare  e.g.  Ex  12  19, 
"cutting  off  from  the  ^edhdh  of  Israel/'  with  Nu 
19  20,  ''cutting  off  from  the  tohol").  The  idea 
denoted  by  these  words  is  said  by  Wellhausen  to 
be  '^foreign  to  Heb  antiquity,"  though  it  "runs 
through  the  PC  from  beginning  to  end"  (Pro- 
legomena. 78).  Yet  it  is  Dt  that  presents  us  with 
laws  excluding  certain  classes  from  the  l^dhalf  and 
the  word  is  also  found  in  Gen  49  6;  Nu  22  4 
(RV  "multitude");  Dt  5  22;  9  10;  81  30:  Josh 
8  35;  1  S  17  47;  1  K  8  14;  Mic  2  5,  and  other 
early  passages,  while  ^Sdhah  occurs  in  1  K  12  20 
(see  further,  Eerdmans,  Das  Buck  Exodus f  80  f). 
On  the  other  hand  taste  and  euphony  appear  to  be 
responsible  for  the  choice  of  one  or  other  of  the 
words  in  manv  cases.  Thus  the  Chronicler  uses 
iahdl  frequently,  but  'idhOh  only  once  (2  Ch  6  6» 
1  K  8  6). 

Moses  provided  for  the  summoning  of  the  con- 
gregation by  trumpets  (Nu  10  2-8).    For  the  sin 

offering  to  be  brought  if  the  whole 
2.  Legal  congregation  erred,  see  Lev  4  13-21. 
Provimons     Dt  28  1-8    (in    Heb    2-9)    excludes 

bastards,  Anmionites  and  Moabites 
from  the  assembly,  even  to  the  tenth  p;eneration, 
while  Edomites  ana  Egyptians  were  admitted  in  the 
third.  Those  who  suffer  from  certain  physical 
defects  are  also  excluded. 

One  other  word  must  be  noted,  n^'YQ,  md'^idh. 
It  occius  often  in  the  phrase  'ohel  mo^edh  ("tent 

of  meeting";  see  Tabernacle).  But 
8.  Other  in  Nu  16  2  we  find  it  used  of  certain 
Tenns  princes  who  were   "men  of  renown 

called  to  the  assemblv." 
For  1^3??*  ^dgerethj  rendered  by  RV  "solemn 
assembly,"  see   Feasts.    On   K*7pV}  mi}pr&\  see 
Convocation.  Harold  M.  Wiener 

CONGREGATION,  MOUNT  OF  (nynTa^nn, 
har-mo^edhj  Isa  14  13):  The  prophet  has  depicted 
the  excitement  caused  in  Sheol  D3r  the  descent  of  the 
once  mighty  kin^  of  Babylon  into  the  world  of 
shades,  and  now  himself  points  the  contrast  between 
the  monarch's  former  haughty  boastings  and  his 
present  weak  and  hopeless  condition:  "Thou  saidst 
m  thy  heart,  I  will  ascend  into  heaven,  I  will 
exalt  my  throne  above  the  stars  of  God;  and  I  will 
sit  upon  the  moimt  of  congregation,  in  the  utter- 
most parts  of  the  north."  Instead  he  is  brought 
down  "to  the  uttermost  parts  of  the  pit"  (ver  15). 
By  the  "mount  of  congregation"  (meeting  or  as- 
sembly) is  evidently  meant  the  fancied  Olympus  of 
the  gods  on  some  lofty  northern  height.  The 
king  vaunted  that  he  would  make  his  abode  with 
the  gods  in  heaven;  now  he  is  cast  down  to  the 
depths  of  Sheol.  Jambs  Orr 

CONIAH,  k6-nra  (^H^jp,  hmyiihil,  "Jah  is 
creating") :  A  form  of  the  name  Jehoiachin,  found 
in  Jer  22  24.28;  87  1.    See  Jehoiachin. 

CONONIAH,  kon-^-ni'a.    See  Ck)NANiAH. 

CONQUEROR,  konlcSr-er:  Known  only  in  the 
compoimd  vb.  (^pviKA|Mv,  hupemUOmenf  Rom  8 
37):  A  usual  meaning  of  the  preposition  in  com- 
position is  "above  all  measure";  hence  "more  than 
conquerors,"  RV,  AV.  The  comparison  is  to  the 
completeness  of  the  victory.  Others  may  place 
their  enemies  in  subjection;  those  here  mentioned 
master  not  orAy  their  foes,  but  themselves.  Others 
destroy  their  foes  and  their  resources;  while  those 
who  are  "more  than  conquerors"  convert  foes  into 


means  of  still  farther  promoting  the  interests  for 
which  they  struggle  (Rom  8  3--5).  Nor  is  the 
victory  external  and  transient,  but  internal  and 
permanent.  H.  E.  Jacobs 

CONSCIENCE,  kon'shens  (^  (rwtC8t|cr%«,  h^  sur 
neidesis): 

I.    Sbqubnt  Conscikncb 
1.  Judicial 
.  2.  Punitive 

3.  Predictive 

4.  Social 

II.  Antbcedbnt  Consciencb  ^ 

III.  Intuitional  and  Associational  Thbobzbb 

IV.  Thb  Education  op  Conscibncb 
y.  History  and  Litbbature 

1.  Earlier  Views 

2.  Reforxnation  and  After 

/.  Sequent  Conscience, — ^The  aspect  of  conscience 
earliest  noticed  in  ht.  and  most  frequently  referred 

to  at  all  times  is  what  is  called  the 
L  Judicial    Sequent  Conscience — that  is  to  say, 

it  follows  action. 
This  is  (1)  judicial.  No  sooner  is  a  decision 
formed  than  there  ensues  a  judgment  favorable  or 
adverse,  a  sentence  of  guilty  or  not  guilty.  Con- 
science has  often  been  compared  to  a  court  of  law, 
in  wbdch  there  are  culprit,  judge,  witnesses  and  jury: 
but  these  are  all  in  the  subject's  own  breast,  and 
are  in  fact  himself. 

It   is    (2)    TpunUive.    In   the   individual's   own 
breast  are  not  only  the  figures  of  justice  already 

mentioned,  but  the  executioner  as 
2.  Punitive  well:  for,  on  the  back  of  a  sentence  of 

condemnation  or  acquittal,  there  im- 
mediately follows  the  pain  of  a  wounded  or  the 
satisfaction  of  an  approving  conscience;  and  of  all 
human  miseries  or  blisses  this  is  the  most  poignant. 
Esp.  has  the  remorse  of  an  evil  conscience  impressed 
the  human  imagination^  in  such  instances  as  Cain 
and  Judas,  Saul  and  Herod :  and  the  poets,  those 
knowers  of  human  nature,  nave  found  their  most 
moving  themes  in  the  delineation  of  this  aspect  of 
human  experience.  The  ancient  poets  represented 
the  terrors  of  conscience  under  the  guise  of  the 
^inves  or  Furies,  who,  with  swift,  silent,  unswerv- 
ing footstep,  tracked  the  criminal  and  pulled  him 
down,  while  Shakespeare,  in  such  dramas  as  Macbeth 
and  Richard  the  Thirds  has  burned  the  sanie  lessons 
into  ^e  imagination  of  all  readers  of  his  works. 
The  satisfaction  of  a  good  conscience  may  stamp 
itself  on  the  habitual  serenity  of  one  f aoe^  and  the 
accusations  of  an  evil  conscience  may  impart  a 
hunted  and  sinister  expression  to  another  (cf  Wisd 
17  11). 

It  is  (3)  predictive.    There  is  no  instinct  in  the 
soul  of  man  more  august  than  the  anticipation  of 

something  after  death — of  a  tribunal 
8.  Predict-  at  which  the  whole  of  life  will  be  re- 
ive vised  and  retribution  awarded  with 

perfect  justice  according  to  the  deeds 
done  in  the  body.  It  is  this  which  imparts  to 
death  its  solemnity;  we  instinctively  know  that  we 
are  going  to  our  account.  And  such  great  natural 
instincts  cannot  be  false. 

It  is  (4)  social.    Not  onty  does  a  man's  own  con- 
science pass  sentence  on  his  conduct,  but  the  con- 
sciences of  others  pass  sentence  on  it 
4.  Social       too;  and  to  this  may  be  due  a  great 

intensification  of  the  consequent  sen- 
sations. Thus,  a  crime  may  lie  hidden  in  the 
memory,  and  the  p^n  of  its  guilt  may  be  assuaged 
by  the  action  of  time,  when  suddenly  and  unex- 
pectedly it  is  found  out  and  exposed  to  the  knowl- 
edge of  all;  and,  only  when  the  force  of  the  public 
conscience  breaks  forth  on  the  culprit,  driving  him 
from  society,  does  he  feel  his  guilt  in  all  its  niag- 
nitude.  The  ''Dapr  of  Judgment"  (q.v.),  as  it  is 
represented  in  Scnpture,  is  an  application  of  this 
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principle  on  a  vast  scale;  for  there  the  character 
and  conduct  of  everyone  will  be  submitted  to  the 
conscience  of  all.  On  the  other  hand,  a  friend  may 
be  to  a  man  a  second  conscience,  by  which  his  own 
conscience  is  kept  alive  and  alert;  and  this  approval 
from  without  may,  in  some  cases,  be,  even  more 
than  the  judgment  within,  an  encouragement  to 
eversrthing  that  is  good  or  a  protection  against 
temptation. 

//.  Antecedent  Conscience. — ^From  the  Sequent 
is  distinguished  the  Antecedent  Conscience,  which 
desi^ates  a  function  of  this  faculty  preceding  moral 
decision  or  action.  When  the  will  stands  at  the 
parting  of  the  ways,  seeing  clearly  before  it  the 
right  course  and  the  wrone,  conscience  commands 
to  strike  into  the  one  and  forbids  to  choose  the 
Other.  This  is  its  imperative;  and — ^to  employ 
the  language  of  Kant — ^it  is  a  categorical  impera- 
tive. What  conscience  commands  may  be  ap- 
parently against  our  interests^  and  it  may  be  com- 
pletely contrary  to  our  inchnations;  it  ma^  be 
opposed  to  the  advice  of  friends  or  to  the  solicita- 
tions of  companions;  it  may  contradict  the  decrees 
of  principalities  and  powers  or  the  voices  of  the  mul- 
titude; yet  conscience  in  no  way  withdraws  or 
modifies  its  claim.  We  may  fail  to  obey,  giving 
way  to  passion  or  being  overborne  by  the  allure- 
ments of  temptation;  but  we  know  that  we  ought 
to  obey;  it  is  our  duty;  and  this  is  a  sublime  and 
sacred  word.  The  great  crises  of  life  arise  when 
conscience  is  issuing  one  command  and  self-inter- 
est or  passion  or  authoritv  another,  and  the  ques- 
tion has  to  be  decided  which  of  the  two  is  to  be 
obeyed.  The  interpreters  of  human  life  have 
known  how  to  make  use  of  such  moments,  and 
many  of  the  most  memorable  scenes  in  literature 
are  of  this  nature;  but  the  actual  history  of  man- 
kind has  also  been  dignified  with  numerous  in- 
stances in  which  confessors  and  martyrs,  standing 
on  the  same  ground,  have  faced  death  rather  than 
contravene  the  dictates  of  the  authoritv  within; 
and  there  never  passes  an  hour  in  which  the  eye 
of  the  All-seeing  aoes  not  behold  someone  on  earth 
putting  aside  the  bribes  of  self-interest  or  the 
menaces  of  authority  and  pa3ring  tribute  to  con- 
science by  doing  the  right  and  taking  the  conse- 
quences. 

///.  intmiional  and  AseociationcJ  TTkeones. — Up 
to  this  point  there  is  little  difiiculty  or  difference 
of  opinion;  but  now  we  come  to  a  point  at  which 
very  differing  views  emerge.  It  was  remarked 
above,  that  when  anyone  stands  at  the  parting  of 
the  ways,  seeing  clearly  the  right  course  and  the 
wrong,  conscience  imperatively  ^  commands  him 
which  to  choose  and  which  to  avoid;  but  how  does 
anyone  know  which  of  the  two  alternatives  is  the 
right  and  which  the  wrong?  Does  conscience  still 
suffice  here,  or  is  he  dependent  on  another  faculty? 
Here  the  Intuitional  and  the  Associational,  or — 
speaking  broadly — the  Scotch  and  the  Englisn,  the 
German  and  the  French  schools  of  ethics  diverge, 
those  on  the  one  side  holding  that  conscience  has 
still  essential  guidance  to  give,  while  those  on  the 
other  maintain  that  the  guiaance  must  now  be 
undertaken  by  other  faculties.  The  Sensational 
or  Experimental  school  holds  that  we  are  dependent 
on  the  authority  of  society  or  on  our  own  estimate 
of  the  consequences  of  actions,  while  the  opposite 
school  teaches  that  in  the  conscience  there  is  a 
clear  revelation  of  certain  moral  laws,  approving 
certain  principles  of  action  and  disapproving  others. 
The  strong  point  of  the  former  view  is  the  diver- 
sity which  nas  existed  among  human  beings  in 
different  ages  and  in  different  latitudes  as  to  what 
is  right  and  what  is  wrong.  What  was  virtuous  in 
Athens  might  be  sinful  in  Jerus;  what  is  admired 
as  herdsm  in   Japan  may   be  despised  as  fool- 


hardiness  in  Britain.  To  this  it  may  be  replied, 
first,  that  the  diversity  has  been  greatly  exaggerat- 
ed; the  unanimity  of  the  human  conscience  under 
all  skies  being  greater  than  is  allowed  by  philoso- 
phers of  this  school.  ''Let  any  plain,  honest  man,'' 
says  Butler,  "before  he  engages  in  any  course  of 
action,  ask  himself.  Is  this  1  am  gping  about  right, 
or  is  it  wrong?  Is  it  good,  or  is  it  evil?  and  I  do 
not  in  the  least  doubt  but  tnat  this  question  will  be 
answered  agreeably  to  truth  and  virtue  by  almost 
any  fair  man  in  almost  any  circumstances.'^  Then, 
there  are  many  moral  judgments  supposed  to  be 
immediate  verdicts  of  conscience  which  are  really 
logical  inferences  from  the  utterances  of  this  faculty 
and  are  liable  to  all  the  fallacies  by  which  reason- 
ing in  any  department  of  human  affairs  is  beset. 
It  is  only  for  the  major  premise,  not  for  the  conclu- 
sion, that  conscience  is  responsible.  The  strong 
point  of  the  Intuitional  school,  on  the  other  hand, 
IS  the  power  and  ri^ht  of  the  individual  to  break 
awav  from  the  habits  of  society,  and,  in  defiance 
of  the  commands  of  authority  or  the  voices  of  the 
multitude,  to  follow  a  course  of  his  own.  When  he 
does  so,  is  it  a  loeical  conclusion  as  to  the  conse- 
(^uences  of  action  he  is  obeying,  or  a  higher  intui- 
tion? ^  When,  for  example,  Christianity^  announced 
the  sinfulness  of  fornication  in  opposition  to  the 
laxity  of  Greece  and  Rome,  was  it  an  argument 
about  consequences  with  which  she  operated  suc- 
ceasfullv,  or  an  instinct  of  purity  which  she  divined 
at  the  Sack  of  the  actions  and  opinions  of  heathen- 
dom? The  lettering  of  the  moral  law  may  have  to 
be  picked  out  and  cleansed  from  the  accumulations 
of  time,  but  the  inscription  is  there  all  the  same. 

iV»  The  Education  of  Conecience, — It  may  be, 
however,  that  a  more  exact  analysis  of  the  ante- 
cedent conscience  is  reauisite.  Between  the  cate- 
gorical imperative,  whicn  commands  to  choose  the 
rieht  path  and  avoid  the  wrong,  and  the  indicative, 
which  declares  that  this  is  the  right  way  and  that 
the  wrong,  there  ought  perhaps  to  be  assumed  a 
certainty  that  one  of  the  alternative  ways  is  right 
and  must  be  pursued  at  all  hazards,  while  the  other 
is  wrong  and  must  be  abandoned  at  whatever  cost. 
This  perception,  that  moral  distinctions  exist,  sepa- 
rate from  each  other  as  heaven  and  hell,  is  the  pecul- 
iarity of  conscience;  but  it  does  not  excluoe  the 
necessity  for  taking  time  to  ascertain,  in  every 
instance,  which  of  the  alternatives  haa  the  one 
character  and  which  the  other,  or  for  employing  a 
great  variety  of  knowledge  to  make  this  sure.  Those 
who  would  limit  conscience  to  the  faculty  which 
utters  the  major  premises  of  moral  reasoning  are 
wont  to  hold  that  it  can  never  err  and  does  not 
admit  of  being  educated;  but  such  a  use  of  the  term 
is  too  remote  from  common  usage,  and  there  must 
be  room  left  for  the  conscience  to  enlighten  itself 
by  making  acquaintance  with  such  objective  stand- 
ards as  the  character  of  God,  the  example  of  Christ, 
and  the  teaching  of  Scripture,  as  well  as  with  the 
maxims  of  the  wise  and  tne  experience  of  the  good. 

Another  question  of  great  interest  about  the  con- 
science isj  whether  it  involves  an  intuition  of  God. 
When  it  is  suffering  the  pain  of  remorse,  who  is  it 
that  inflicts  the  jpunishment?  Is  it  only  the  con- 
science itself?  Or  is  man,  in  such  experiences, 
aware  of  the  existence  of  a  Being  outside  of  ana 
above  himself?  When  the  will  is  about  to  act,  it 
receives  the  command  to  choose  the  right  and  refuse 
the  wrong;  but  who  issues  this  command?  Is  it 
only  itself,  or  does  the  imperative  come  with  a 
sanction  and  solemnity  betokening  a  higher  origin? 
Conscience  is  an  intmtion  of  moral  law — the  read- 
ing, so  to  speak,  of  a  luminous  writing,  which  hangs 
out  therCj  on  the  bosom  of  Nature — ^but  who  penned 
that  writing  ?  It  used  to  be  thought  that  the  word 
Conscience  implied,  in  its  very  structure,  a  reference 
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to  God,  meaning  lit.  ''knowledge  along  with  an- 
other, "the  other  being  God.  Though  this  derivation 
be  uncertain,  many  think  that  it  exactly  expresses 
the  truth.  There  are  few  people  with  an  ethical 
experience  of  any  depth  who  have  not  sometimes 
been  overwhelmingly  conscious  of  the  approval  or 
disapproval  of  an  unseen  Being;  and,  if  there  be  any 
trustworthy  argument  for  the  existence  of  a  Deity, 
prior  to  supernatural  revelation,  this  is  where  it  is 
to  be  found. 

V.  HtMtory  and  LUerahtrm, — Only  a  few  indica- 
tions of  history  can  be  given  here.    The  conscience, 
at  least  the  sequent  conscience,  was 

1.  Earlier  identified  in  the  ancient  world,  and  the 
Views  rise  of  a  doctrine  on  the  subject  belongs 

to  the  period  when  the  human  mind, 
being  shut  out  from  public  activity  through  political 
changes,  was  thrown  back  upon  itself  and  began  to 
watch  closely  its  own  symptoms.  The  word  has  a 
specially  prominent  place  in  the  philosophical  writ- 
ings of  Cicero.  Strange  to  say,  it  does  not  occur  in 
the  OT;  but.  though  not  the  name,  the  thing  ap- 
pears there  frequently  enough.  On  the  very  firat 
page  of  revelation,  the  voice  of  God  is  heard  calling 
among  the  trees  of  the  garden  (Gen  3  8);  and,  in 
the  very  next  incident,  the  blood  of  Abel  cries  out 
to  heaven  from  the  ground  (Gen  4  10).  In  the  NT 
the  word  occurs  with  tolerable  frequency,  esp.  in 
the  speeches  (Acts  24  16,  etc)  and  writings  of  St. 
Paul  (Rom  2  15;  9  1;  18  6;  1  Cor  6  7-12,  etc); 
and  this  might  have  been  expected  to  secure  for  it 
a  prominent  place  in  the  doctrine  of  the  church. 
But  this  did  not  immediately  take  effect,  although 
Chrysostom  already  speaks  of  Conscience  and 
Nature  as  two  books  in  which  the  human  mind  can 
read  of  God,  previous  to  supernatural  revelation. 
In  the  Middle  Ages  the  conscience  received  from 
two  sources  so  much  stimulation  that  both  thing 
and  name  were  certain  to  come  into  greater  promi- 
nence in  the  speculations  of  the  schools.  The  one 
of  these  influences  was  the  rise  of  Monasticism, 
which,  driving  human  beings  into  solitude,  niade 
the  movements  of  their  own  minds  the  objects 
of  everlasting  study  to  themselves;  and  the  other 
was  the  practice  of  auricular  confession,  which 
became,  especially  to  many  of  the  inmates  of  the 
houses  of  religion,  the  most  interesting  business  of 
life;  because,  in  order  to  meet  the  confessor,  they 
scanned  every  thought  and  weighed  every  scruple, 
becoming  acfepts  at  introspection  and  self-disci- 
pline. Thus  it  came  to  pass  that  ethics  took  the 
form  of  Cases  of  Conscience,  the  priest  having  to 
train  himself,  or  to  be  trained  by  professors  and 
through  books,  to  be  able  to  answer  every  (^uery 
submitted  to  him  in  the  confessional.  The  ripest 
fruit  of  this  method  appears  in  the  Summa  of 
Aquinas,  who  discusses  elaborately  the  doctrine  of 
conscience,  dividing  it  into  two  parts — synderesis 
(from  ffvrrijpiiins,  simt^esis)  and  canscierUia — the  one 
of  which  supplies  the  major  premises  and  cannot 
err,  while  the  other  draws  the  inferences  there- 
from and  is  liable  to  make  mistakes.  The  M3r8tics 
identified  the  synderesis  as  the  point  in  the  spirit 
of  man  at  which  it  can  be  brought  into  contact  and 
connection  with  the  Spirit  of  God. 

At  the  Reformation  the  conscience  was  much  in 
the  mouths  of  men,  both  because  the  terrors  of 

conscience  formed  a  preparation  for 

2.  The  comprehending  justification  by  faith 
Reformat  and  because,  in  appearing  before 
tion  and  principalities  and  powers  in  vindica- 
After  tion  of  their   action,    the   Reformers 

took  their  stand  on  conscience,  as 
Luther  did  so  memorably  at  the  Diet  of  Worms; 
and  the  assertion  of  the  rights  of  conscience  has 
ever  since  been  a  conspicuous  testimony  of  Prot- 
estantism;   whereas  Romanists,  especially  as  rep- 


resented by  the  Jesuits,  have  treated  the  conscience 
as  a  feeble  and  ignorant  thing,  requiring  to  be  led 
by  authority — ^that  is,  by  themselves.  The  forms 
of  mediaevalism  long  clung  even  to  Protestant  lit. 
on  this  subject.  It  may  not  be  surprising  to  find 
a  High  Churchman  like  Jeremy  Taylor,  in  his 
Ductor  DubitanHumf  discussing  ethics  as  a  system 
of  cases  of  conscience,  but  it  is  curious  to  find  a 
Puritan  like  Baxter  (in  his  Christian  Directory)  j  and 
a  Scottish  Presbyterian  like  David  Dickson  (in  his 
Therapeutica  ScuTa)  doing  the  same.  Deism  in 
England  and  the  Enlightenment  in  Germany  mag- 
nified the  conscience,  to  which  they  ascribed  such 
a  power  of  revealing  God  as  made  any  further 
revelation  unnecessary;  but  the  practical  effect 
was  a  secularization  and  vulgarization  of  the  general 
mind;  and  it  was  against  these  rather  than  the 
system  which  had  produced  them  that  Butler  in 
England  and  Kant  in  Germany  had  to  raise  the 
standard  of  a  spiritual  view  of  life.  The  former 
said  of  the  conscience  that,  if  it  had  power  as  it 
had  right,  ijb  would  absolutely  govern  the  world; 
and  Kant's  sublime  saying  is  well  known,  at  the 
close  of  his  great  work  on  Ethics:  ''Two  tnings  fill 
the  soul  with  ever  new  and  growing  wonder  and 
reverence,  the  oftener  and  the  longer  reflection 
continues  to  occupy  itself  with  them — ^the  starry 
heavens  above  and  the  moral  law  within/'  The 
rise  of  an  Associational  and  Developmental  Phi- 
losophy in  England^  represented  by  such  powerful 
thinkers  as  the  Mills,  father  and  son,  Professor 
Bain  and  Herbert  Spencer,  tended  to  dissipate  the 
halo  surrounding  the  conscience,  by  representing 
it  as  merely  an  emotional  equivalent  for  the  author- 
ity of  law  and  the  claims  of  custom,  so  stamped  on 
the  mind  by  the  experience  of  generations  that,  its 
earthly  source  forgotten,  it  came  to  be  attributed 
to  supernatural  powers.  But  this  school  was  an- 
tagomzed  with  success  by  such  thinkers  as  Mar- 
tineau  and  T.  H.  Green.  R.  Rothe  regarded 
conscience  as  a  term  too  popular  and  of  too  vari- 
able signification  to  be  of  much  use  in  philosophical 
speculation;  but  most  of  the  great  succession*  of 
writers  on  Christian  ethics  who  followed  him  have 
treated  it  seriously;  Dorner  esp.  recognizing  its 
importance,  and  Newman  Sm3rth  bestowins  on  it 
a  thoroughly  modern  treatment.  Among  German 
works  on  the  subject  that  of  Gass,  which  contains  an 
appendix  on  the  history  of  the  term  synderesis,  is 
deserving  of  special  attention;  that  by  Kslhler 
is  unfinished,  as  is  also  the  work  in  En{^.  by  Robert- 
son; The  Christian  Conscience  by  Davison  is  slight 
and  popular.  Weighty  discussions  will  be  found  in 
two  books  on  Moral  Philosophy — the  Handbook  of 
Calderwood,  and  the  Ethics  of  Mezes.  But  there 
is  abundance  of  room  for  a  great  monograph  on 
the  subject^  which  would  treat  conscience  in  a 
comprehensive  manner  as  the  subjective  standard 
of  conduct,  formed  by  progressive  familiarity  with 
the  objective  standards  as  well  as  by  practice  in 
accordance  with  its  own  authority  ana  with  the 
will  of  God.  James  Stalker 

CONSECRATE,  kon's«-kr&t,  CONSECRATION, 

kon-s^krS.'shun:  In  the  OT  for  several  Heb  words 
of  different  meanings: 

(1)  Onn,  haram:  "I  will  consecrate  [RV  "de- 
vote"] their  gain  unto  the  Lord,''  i.e.  the  spoil  of 
the  nations  shall  be  dedicated  to  the 
1.  In  the       service  of  Jeh  (Mic  4  13).    See  Ban; 

OT  ClTRSB 

(2)  St;  ,  nSzar,  ntj. ,  nezer  (Nu  6  7. 
9.12;  RV  "separate").    See  Nazirite. 

(3)  tD"|J5,  l^adhesh:  "to  be  set  apart,"  or  "to  be 
holy":  of  Aaron  and  his  sons  (Ex  28  3;  80  30;  RV 
"sanctify").  The  silver  and  gold  and  brass  and 
iron  of  the  banned  city  of  Jericho  are  "consecrated" 
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things  (RV  "holy")  unto  the  Lord  (Josh  6  19);  of 
the  priests  (2  Ch  26  18);  of  sacrifices  (2  Ch  29  33; 
81  6;  Ezr  3  5).    See  Holiness. 

(4)  T  Vt^V ,  milW  yadh,  lit.  "to fill  the  hand";  and 
subst.  pi.  D^^^^,  miUu'lm,  a  peculiar  idiom  used 
frequently  and  generally  for  the  installation  of  a 
priest  into  his  omce;  and  subst.  for  the  installation 
offerings  which  were  probably  put  into  the  priest's 
hands  to  symbolize  his  admission  into  office;  hence 
the  phrase,  "and  thou  shalt  consecrate  Aaron  and 
his  sons"  (Ex  29  9;  so  28  41;  29  29.33.35;  82  29; 
Lev  8  33;  16  32;  21  10;  Nu  8  3;  J^s  17  6.12; 
2  Ch  29  31);  of  Jeroboam's  non-Levitical  priest- 
hood (1  K  18  33;  2  Ch  18  9)j  of  the  altar  (Ezk 
48  26)  and  of  those  who  contnbuted  to  build  the 
temple  (1  Ch  29  5).  Subst.  of  an  act  of  installa- 
tion (Lev  7  37;  8  33),  and  of  installation  offerings 
(Ex  29  22.26.27.31:  Lev  8  22.28.29.31). 
2.  In  the  In  the  NT  reXetiw,  teleidOf  "to  make 

NT  perfect"'  (He  7  28;  RV  "perfected"): 

fyxatW^w    egkainizo,   "to  make   new 
(He  10  20;  RV  "dedicated").  T.  Rebs 

CONSENT,  kon-sent':  The  vb.  implies  com- 
pliance with  the  guidance  and  direction  of  another, 
and,  therefore,  a  secondary  and  subordinate  rela- 
tion of  approval,  sympathy  and  concurrence  on 
the  part  of  the  one  who  consents.  He  does  not 
take  the  initiative,  but  yields  to  what  the  principal 
proposes.  The  phrase  ix  a^vfi4>6vov^  ek  sumphdnoUf 
"by  consent,"  means  "by  mutual  agreement  (1  Cor 
7  5),  both  parties  concerned  beine  placed  on  an 
equality.  'With  one  consent"  (Zeph  8  9,  Heb 
"with  one  shoulder";  Lk  14  18)  suggests,  although 
it  does  not  necessarily  imply,  the  result  of  delibera- 
tion and  consultation;  it  may  have  no  other  force 
than  that  of  unanimity.  H.  E.  Jacobs 

CONSIDER,  kon-sid'6r:  In  the  NT  the  force 
of  the  word  is  brought  out  most  vividly  in  Mt  6  26 
(KaTa|iav6dvo>,  katamarUhdnd),  where  it  means  to 
"ejjamine  closely,"  as  though  the  observer  had  to 
bend  down  for  this  purpose,  and  in  Lk  12  27;  He 
10  24  (kalanoio,  to  "observe  well"),  while  in  He  18 
7  the  anatheorio,  "look  up  toward"  or  "look  again 
at"  is  consistent  with  the  reverential  regard  com- 
mended in  the  context.  Used  in  the  OT  for  a  variety 
of  Heb  terms,  signifying  inspecting  (Prov  81  16), 
examining  (Lev  18  13),  giving  serious  thoughts  to 
(Ps  77  5;  Isa  1  3),  it  often  means  little  more  than 
"see"  or  ^'behold"  (Ps  8  3;  9  13). 

H.  E.  Jacobs 

CONSIST,  konnnst'  (crvvCoTT^jii,  sunisiemi):  To 
stand  together,  exist,  subsist  (Col  1  17,  "in  him  all 
things  consist,  i.e.  the  continuance  of  the  universe 
is  dependent  upon  His  support  and  administration). 
In  Lk  12  15,  It  tr-  the  vb.  elfd,  eimi,  "to  be,"  to 
express  the  thought  that  wealth  is  only  an  accident, 
not  an  essential  to  the  highest  ideal  of  life. 

CONSOLATION,  kon-sMa'shun  (irapdicXvio-is, 
pardfdesis) :  "Consolation  of  Israel"  (Lk  2  25), 
refers  to  the  fulfilment  of  the  promises  in  Isa  40  1  ff . 
See  Comfort.  "Son  of  consolation"  (Acts  4  36 
AV  and  ARVm);  see  Barnabas. 

CONSORT,  kon-s6rt'(irpo<rKXtip6«,  prosklerdd,  "to 
allot,"  Acts  17  4).  The  vb.  may  be  either  in  the 
middle  or  passive  voice.  RV,  AV,  and  Luther's 
German  tr  regard  it  as  middle,  and  render  it:  "cast 
their  lots  with,"  "associated,"  "united  with."  In  ad- 
vocacy of  the  passive,  see  Alford's  Greek  Testamenty 
Croposing:  "were  added,"  as  if  by  lot.  the  allotment 
ping  determined  by  God  who  gave  tnem  the  Holy 
Spirit  directing  their  choice.  The  Eng.  has  the  I^t 
for  'lot"  as  its  base. 


CO NSPIRACY,  kon-spir'a-si .   See  Confedera ct. 

CONSTANT,  kon'stant,  CONSTANTLY,  kon'- 
stant-li:  In  1  Ch  28  (h&salp)  meaning  "firm," 
"strong."  In  Prov  21  28  the  advb.  ("constantly") 
of  AV  is  replaced  in  ARV  by  "shall  speak  so  as  to 
endure,"  ERV  "unchallenged."  RV  gives  "con- 
fidently" for  AV  "constantly"  in  Acts  12  15;  Tit 

8  8. 

CONSTELLATIONS,  kon-ste-lft'shuns  (D"'b'^Q3, 
hfiUm,  Ut.  "Orions").    See  Astronomy,  II,  11. 

CONSTRAIN,  kon-strSn':  Generally  in  the 
sense  of  pressing  urgently  (2  K  4  8;  Lk  24  29; 
Acts  16  15),  to  impel  or  carry  away  (2  Cor  6  14); 
sometimes  to  be  compelled  of  necessity  (Job  82  18; 
Acts  28  19;   cf  Gal  6  12).    See  Compel. 

CONSULT,  kon-sult'  (b^lp,  shd'al,  ?lb"a ,  malakh, 
T^  t  y^^^f  ^?1  [Aram.]  y*^<4;  <rv|*pov\€i»o|iat,  sum- 
bouleiiomai) : 

(1)  "To  ask."  "inquire,"  "seek  advice."  Ezekiel 
speaks  of  the  king  of  Bab  consulting  the  teraphim 
(Ezk  21  21).  and  the  Israelites  were  admonished 
to  have  notning  to  do  with  "a  consulter  with  a 
familiar  spirit"  (Dt  18  11).  See  Astrolggt;  Com- 
munion WITH  Demons;  Divination. 

(2)  "To  take  counsel,"  "devise,"  "plan."  The 
various  officials  of  Babylon  "consulted  together  to 
establish  a  royal  statute^'  (Dnl  6  7;  cf  Mt  26  4). 

(3)  "To  deliberate  with  one's  self,"  "make  up 
one's  mind."  Nehemiah  consulted  with  himseu 
as  to  what  might  be  done  for  Jerus  (Neh  6  7). 
Jesus  spoke  of  a  king  "consulting"  (AV)  whether 
he  be  able  to  wage  a  war  (Lk  14  31;  RV  "take 
counsel").  A.  W.  Fortune 

CONSUME,  kon-sQm'  (b^fijt ,  'dkhd,  T\)^ ,  kaWi, 
D9r\,  tdmam;  &vaX(o-K«»,  analiskd):  In  OT  *&khal 
("to  eat,"  "devour")  occurs  very  frequently,  and  is 
trd  "consumed"  (Gen  81  40;  Ex  16  7;  Ps  78  63, 
etc);  kalah  ("to  finish")  is  also  frequently  tr**  "con- 
sume," "consumed"  (Gen  41  30:  Ex  82  10;  Ps  69 
13,  etc);  tdmam,  "to  be  perfect,'^  "finished"  (Nu  17 
13;  Dt  2  15;  Ps  78  19,  etc).  There  are  many 
other  words  tr<*  "consume"  and  "consumed,"  e.g. 
^uph,  "to  end"  (Jer  8  13;  Dnl  2  44;  Zeph  1  2.3); 
bdlah,  "to  fade  "  "wear  away"  (Job  18  28;  Ps  49 
14);  gdzal,  implying  violence  (Job  24  19);  §dphdh, 
"to  end"  (Gen  19  15.17;  Isa  7  20,  etc);  'daheah, 
"to  be  old'^  (Ps  6  7;  81  9.10  AV);  mdiuh,  "to  be- 
come completed"  (Ezk  4  17;  Zee  14  12  bis);  ^dadh 
kdldh  is  rendered  "utterly  consume"  (Neh  9  31); 
analiskOf  "to  use  up,"  occurs  in  Lk  9  54;  Gal  6  15; 
2  Thess  2  8  (AV);  dapando,  "to  spend,"  is  tr**  "con- 
sume" in  Jas  4  3  (RV  "spend");  katanalUko,  "to 
consume  utterly,"  occurs  only  in  He  12  29;  "for 
our  God  is  a  consuming  fire." 

In  RV  "devour,"  "devoured"  are  several  times 
substituted  for  "consume,"  "consumed,"  e.g.  Job 
20  26;  Jer  49  27;  Nu  16  35;  "boil  weU"  (Ezk 
24  10);  for  "be  consumed  with  dying"  (Nu  17  13), 
"perish  all  of  us":  "consume"  is  substituted  for 
"corrupt"  in  Mt  6  19;  "my  spirit  is  consumed," 
for  "my  breath  is  corrupt"  (Job  17  1);  instead  of 
"the  fiame  consumeth  the  chaff"  (Isa  6  24)  we 
have  "as  the  dry  grass  sinketh  down  in  the  flame"; 
and  for  "whom  the  Lord  shall  consume"  (2  Thess 
2  8),  RV  reads  (after  a  different  text)  "whom  the 
Lord  Jesus  shall  slay,"  "consume"  in  ARVm. 

W.  L.  Walker 

CONSUMMATION,  kon-su-ma'shun  Ori? ,  kil- 
Idyan,  fr  TO^ ,  kdldh) :  The  word,  meaning  destruc- 
tion, completion,  or  failing  (Isa  10  23;  28  22;  Dnl 

9  27)  is  tr**  interchangeably  in  the  AV  for  another 
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Heb  word  referring  to  a  physical  disease,  and  best 
ti**  "consumption'^  cf  Lev  26  16;  Dt  28  22.  Not 
used  in  RV.  The  Heb  variously  but  more  accu- 
rately tr^  "fuU  end";  cf  Dnl  9  27;  Isa  10  23;  and 
''destruction";  cf  Isa  10  22;  28  22.  There  seems 
therefore  to  be  an  inconsistency  on  the  part  of  both 
the  Authorised  and  Revised  tr*. 

Walter  G.  Cupfinger 

CONSUMPTION,  konnsump'shun  (Pipn©,  shor 
hepheth,  ''wasting  away"):  One  of  the  punishments 
which  was  to  foUow  neglect  or  breach  of  the  law. 
It  may  mean  pulmonary  consumption,  which  occurs 
frequently  in  Pal;  but  from  itis  association  with 
fever  in  the  texts,  Lev  26  16;  Dt  28  22,  it  is  more 
likely  to  be  the  much  more  common  condition  of 
wasting  and  emaciation  from  prolonged  or  often 
recurring  attacks  of  malarial  fever. 

CONTAIN,  kon-tan'.    See  Continenct. 

CONTEND,  kon-tend',  CONTENTION,  kon- 
ten'diun:  The  meeting  of  effort  b^  effort,  striving 
ajQunst  opposition;  sometimes  physically,  as  in  battle 
(Dt  2  9),  or  with  horses  (Jer  12  5),  sometimes  orally 
(Neh  13  11),  sometimes  spiritually  (Isa  67  16).  In 
the  NT  diaKplwetw,  diakrineiny  for  the  hostile  separa- 
tion of  one  from  another,  dispute  (Jude  ver  9),  or 
hraytavl^fjMi,  epogihiizomai  (Jude  ver  3),  descriptive 
of  the  strain  to  which  a  contestant  is  put.  The 
noun  is  almost  universally  used  with  an  unfavorable 
meaning,  and  as  worthy  of  condenmation,  for  an 
altercation  arising  from  a  quarrelsome  disposition. 
"By  pride  cometh  only  contention"  (Prov  13  10). 
The  contentions  at  Cormth  (1  Cor  1  11)  called  forth 
the  rebukes  of  Paul.  Where  used  in  AV  in  a  good 
sense  (1  Thess  2  2)  RV  has  "conflict."  In  Acts 
15  39,  the  noun  has  a  peculiar  force,  where  EV 
translates  paroxusmds  (whence  Eng.  "paroxysm") 
by  "sharp  contention."  The  Gr  word  refers  rather 
to  the  inner  excitement  and  irritation  than  to  its 
outward  expression.  H.  E.  Jacobs 

CONTENT,  kon-tent',  CONTENTMENT,  kon- 
tent'ment  (^71,  ya^al;  dpx^,  arhM):  To  be  free 
from  care  because  of  satisfaction  with  what  is  al- 
ready one's  own.  The  Heb  means  simply  "to  be 
pleased."  The  Gr  brings  out  the  full  force  of  the 
word  in  1  Tim  6  8;  He  13  5.  Contentment 
(1  Tim  6  6)  is  more  inward  than  sati^action;  the 
former  is  a  habit  or  permanent  state  of  mind,  the 
latter  has  to  do  with  some  particular  occurrence  or 
object. 

CONTINENCT,  kon'ti-nen-si  (fyKpardfoiuti,  eg- 
kraleiiomai,  "to  have  self-control"  or  "continency" 
RV,  "to  contain"  AV) :  Paul,  although  he  would  that 
all  men  were  like  himself  unmarried,  yet  advises  that 
they  should  marrv  if  they  cannot  control  their  sexual 
passions,  and  hold  them  in  complete  subjection  to 
Christian  motives  (1  Cor  7  9).  The  same  Gr  vb. 
is  used  in  1  Cor  9  25,  and  tr**  "is  temperate"  (AV 
and  ERV)  of  the  athlete  who  during  the  period  of 
training  abstains  from  all  indulgence  in  food,  drink, 
and  sexual  passion.  For  the  general  principle  as 
expressed  in  subst.  egkrdteia  (Acts  24  25;  Gal  6  23; 
2  Pet  1  6)  and  adj.  egkrath  (Tit  1  8)  see  Temper- 
ance, Temperate.  T.  Rees 

CONTINUAL,  kon-tin'A-al,  CONTINUALLY, 
kon-tin'<l-a-li:  Without  cessation,  although  there 
may  be  intervals  between  its  presence;  that  which 
FM^larly  recurs  throughout  a  period,  as  Lk  24  53: 
"[They]  were  continually  in  the  temple";  "lest 
.  .  .  .  by  her  continual  coming"  (Lk  18  5).  InOT 
for  Heb  iadhlr,  "pursue,"  as  one  drop  of  rain  foUows 
another  in  swift  succession,  but  more  frequently 
by  tam%dk  for  offerings  repeated  at  intervals,  as 


Ex  29  42:  occasionally  the  Heb  has  the  phrase  lit. 
meaning  'all  the  day"  {hoi  ha-yom),  as  Gen  6  5.  In 
the  NT  most  frequently  for  did  pantdSf  "through 
all"  ("always"  Mt  18  10;  He  13  15),  "sometimes," 
adialeiptds,  "incessantly"  (Rom  9  2  AV)  and  diene- 
kia,  "continuously"  (He  7  3).         H.  E.  Jacobs 

CONTINUANCE,  kon-tin'ft-ans:  Not  in  RV;  in 
Ps  139  16  AV,  as  an  interpretation  of  Heb  ySmfm, 
"days,"  treating  of  God's  prevision,  where  RV  has: 
"They  were  all  written,  even  the  days  that  were  or- 
dained for  me,"  i.e.  all  my  days  were  in  view,  before 
one  of  them  actually  existed.  In  Isa  64  5  AV,  for 
*oiam, "of  long  time,"  RV;  in  Rom  2  7,  for  hupo- 
monty  "patience,"  RV,  or  still  better,  "stedfastness," 
RVm. 

CONTRADICTION,  kon-tra-dik'shun:  AV  for 
&vriXo7Ca,  antilogia  (He  7  7;  12  3).  In  the  former 
passiCge,  RV  has  "without  any  dispute,"  i.e.  what 
has  been  said  requires  no  argument;  in  the  latter 
"gainsaying,"  which  is  scarcely  an  improvement,  the 
reference  being  to  the  oral  attacks  upon  the  words 
and  character  of  Jesus. 

CONTRARY,  kon'tra-ri  (^njj,  Jjm;  ivavrCos, 
enantios):  In  the  OT  it  has  the  sense  of  antago- 
nistic, as  one  person  opposed  or  hostile  to  the  other, 
esp.  in  Lev  26  21.23.24.27.28.40.41,  where  Jeh 
declares  His  attitude  toward  the  people  in  such 
phrases  as:  "If  ye  will  not  for  all  this  hearken  imto 
me,  but  walk  c.  unto  me;  then  I  will  walk  c.  unto 
you  in  wrath." 

In  the  NT  it  has  a  more  varied  significance  and 
is  applied  to  both  material  and  human  relations 
as  simply  opposite,  set  over  against  an  object  or 
thing.  Used  of  the  wind  as  in  Mt  14  24;  Mk  6 
48;  Acts  27  4,  where  it  is  spoken  of  as  c.  Refers 
alsK)  to  conflicting  doctrines,  customs  or  beliefs,  as 
1  Tim  1  10,  "and  if  there  be  any  other  thing  c.  to 
the  sound  doctrine."  Several  other  Gr  words  are 
tr^  with  almost  an  identical  meaning.  Occasionally 
a  prefix  gives  a  slightly  different  shade  of  meaning. 
Walter  G.  Clipfinger 

CONTRIBUTION,  kon-tri-bQ'shun  (KOiw»vCa, 
koinoniaf  "communion"  or  "fellowship,"  Rom  16 
26;  2  Cor  9  13):  The  meaning  "contribution" 
is  drawn  from  the  context,  rather  than  from  the 
Gr  word.  The  phrase  in  the  passage  cited,  lit. 
rendered,  would  be  "to  exereise"  or  "put  fellowship 
into  activity."  The  koinonia  subsisting  among 
believers  because  of  their  inner  communion  with 
(^hrist  places  them  and  their  gifts  and  posses- 
sions at  the  service  of  one  another  (see  Com- 
munion). They  are  enjoined  not  to  forget  to  com- 
municate (He  13  16).  To  be  "communicative" 
(kainonikol)  is  to  be  a  habit  of  their  lives,  the 
Christian  principle  being  that  of  the  holding  of  sdl 
property  as  a  trust,  to  be  distributed  as  there  is 
need  (Acts  2  44f;  2  Cor  8  14  f).  The  first  occa- 
sion for  calling  this  fellowship  into  activity,  by  way 
of  "contributions."  was  witlun  the  church  at  Jems 
and  for  its  needy  members  (see  CoMBfUNrrr  of 
GrooDs).  The  second  occasion  was  repeatedly  from 
the  infant  gentile  churches  for  the  poor  within 
the  same  church  (Acts  11  29;  Rom  16  26;  2  Cor 
8  1-4;  9  2);  the  fellowship  thus  widening  from 
intra-congre^tional  to  general  chureh  benevolence. 
These  contributions  were  gathered  weekly  (1  Cor 
16  2f),  were  proportioned  to  the  means  of  the 
givers  (Acts  li  29;  1  Cor  16  2),  were  not  ex- 
acted or  prescribed,  in  a  legalistic  manner,  but  were 
called  forth  as  the  free-will  offerings  of  grateful 
hearts  (2  Cor  8  7),  springing  from  the  community 
spirit,  and  were  sent  to  their  destination  by  ac- 
credited representatives  of  the  congregations  (1  Cor 
16  3;  Acts  11  30).  H.  E.  Jacobs 
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CONTRITE,  kon'trft,  CONTRITION,  kon- 
triah'un  (i^^'H,  dakkd',  "bruise"):  Only  in  OT 
(Ps  34  18;  Pa  61  17;  Isa  67  16);  n?J,  nOkheh, 
"smitten''  (Isa  66  2).  Contrite,  "crushed/'  is 
only  the  superlative  of  "broken";  "a  contrite 
heart"  is  "a  heart  broken  to  pieces."  In  Holy 
Scripturei  the  heart  is  the  seat  of  all  feeling,  whether 
joy  or  sorrow.  A  contrite  heart  is  one  in  which 
the  natural  pride  and  self-sufficiency  have  been 
completelv  humbled  by  the  consciousness  of  guilt. 
Tlie  theological  term  "contrition"  designates  more 
thim  is  found  in  these  passages.  It  refers  to  the 
gprief  expNerienced  as  a  consequence  of  the  revela- 
tion of  sin  made  by  the  preaching  of  the  law  (Jer 
28  29).  The  Augsburg  Confession  (Art.  XII) 
analyses  repentance  into  two  parts:  "Contrition 
and  faithi"  the  one  the  fruit  of  the  preaching  of  the 
law,  the  other  of  the  gojspel.  While  c.  has  its  de- 
grees, and  is  not  equal  in  all  persons,  the  prqmise 
of  forgiveness  is  not  dependent  upon  the  degree  of 
contrition,  but  solely  upon  the  ment  of  Christ.  It  is 
not  simpler  a  precondition  of  faith,  but,  as  hatred  of 
sin,  combined  with  the  purpose,  by  Uod's  aid,  to 
overcome  it,  grows  with  taith.         fi.  E.  Jacobs 

CONTROVERSY,  kon'tro-v&vsi  p'^T,  ribh, 
"strife,"  "contention";  6^\oyov^Avtnf  homologaum^ 
nos,  "confessedly,"  "without  controversy"):  Used 
frequently  of  disputes  among  men  (as  Dt  17  8) 
and  then  transferred  to  the  justice  of  God  as 
directed  against  the  sins  of  men.  Thus  we  read 
«of  Jeh's  controversy  with  the  nations  (Jer  26  31); 
witii  the  inhabitants  of  the  land  (Hos  4  1);  with 
His  people  (Mic  6  2).  "Without  controversy" 
(1  Tim  8  16),  a  positive  rather  than  a  negative 
expression,  "by  common  consent,"  or  better,  "as 
unanimously  confessed,"  introducing  a  quotation 
from  a  hymn  or  rhythmical  confession  of  the  early 
church.  H.  E.  Jacobs 

CONVENIENT,  kon-vBn'yent:  In  RV  limited 
to  tr  of  jcai/)^,  kairdSf  "suitable  time,"  "season," 
and  its  compounds:  "that  which  is  seasonable"  or 
"opportune'^  (Mk  6  21:  Acts  24  25).  AV  is  re- 
placed, in  Prov  80  8  RV.  by  "needful"  (Heb  AW, 
"feed  me  with  the  food  that  is  needful  for  me";  Jer 
40  4,  by  "right";  Eph  6  4,  by  "beBtting";  in  Rom 
1  28,  by  "fitting,"  and  in  1  Cor  16  12,  by  "op- 
portunity." 

CONVENT,  kon-vent':  Found  in  the  AVm  of 
Jer  49  19:  "Who  will  convent  me  in  judgment?" 
and  in  Jer  60  44:  "Who  will  convent  me  to 
plead?"  The  Heb  term  which  is  rendered  convent 
IS  yd'^adhf  and  it  means  to  summon  to  a  court,  to 
call  on  to  plead.  Convent  is  obsolete,  but  it  was 
formerly  used,  and  meant  to  summon,  or  to  cfJl 
before  a  judge.  Shakespeare  used  it  several  times. 
In  King  Henry  VIII,  Act  V,  he  said,  "The  lords  of 
the  council  hath  commanded  that  the  archbishop 
be  convented  to  the  council  board." 

CONVERSANT,  kon-v<ir'sant  (^^H,  halakh, 
"to  go  on,"  "to  walk"):  This  word  is  tr**  "conver- 
sant^ in  Josh  8  35  AV  (m  "walked"),  and  1  S  26 
15  A V  meaning  "going  along  with  them;"  ARV 
"went." 

CONVERSATION,  kon-vgr-s&'shun  (Avoo^po^^, 
ancuUropMf  ^H.iX(a,  fumilia) :  This  word  is  another 
illustration  of  the  changes  which  time  makes  in  a 
living  language.  The  modern  sense  of  the  term 
is  mutual  tidk,  colloquy,  but  in  AV  it  never  means 
that,  but  always  behavior,  conduct.  This  broader 
meaning,  at  a  time  not  much  later  than  the  date  of 
AV,  b^an  to  yield  to  the  special,  limited  one  of 


today,  perhaps,  as  has  been  suggested,  because 
speech  forms  so  large  a  part  otoonduct.  The 
NT  words  for  "converse"  in  the  modem  sense  are 
homiUd  (Lk  24  14.15;  Acts  20  11)  and  aunomO^ 
(Acts  10  27). 

(1)  In  the  OT  the  word  used  to  indicate  conduct 
is  If'J^ ,  derekh,  "way,"  the  course  one  travels  (AV 
Ps  87  14;  m  60  23).  It  is  the  common  Heb  idea 
of  conduct,  possibly  due,  as  Hatch  thinks,  to  the 
fact  that  in  Syria  intercourse  between  village  and 
village  was  so  much  on  foot,  with  difficulty  on 
stony  tracks  over  the  hills,  and  this  is  reflected  in 
the  metaphor. 

(2)  In  the  NT  the  idea  of  deportment  is  once 
rendered  by  trdpoa.  "Let  your  c.  be  without  covet- 
ousness"  (He  18  5  AV;  RV  "be  ye  free  from  the 
love  of  money";  RVm  "let  your  turn  of  mind  be 
free").  But  the  usual  Gr  word  is  anaatrophi,  "a 
turning  up  and  down  "  possibly  due  to  the  fact,  as 
Hatch  again  avers,  that  life  in  the  bustling  streets 
of  Athens  and  Rome  gave  rise  to  the  conception  of 
life  as  quick  motion  to  and  fro.  "Ye  have  heard  of 
my  c."  (Gal  1  13  AV;  RV  "manner  of  life").  So 
also  Eph  4  22;  1  Tim  4  12;  He  18  7;  "Let  him 
show  out  of  a  good  c."  (Jas  8  13  AV;  RV  "by  his 
good  life");  "vexed  with  the  filthy  c."  (2  Pet  2  7 
AV;  RV  "lascivious  life");  "holy  c."  (2  Pet  8 
11  AV:  RV  "holy  Uving");  "Ourc.  is  in  heaven" 
(Phil  8  20  AV;  RV  "citizenship"  [q.v.]).  See  also 
in  the  Apoc  (Tob  4  14;  2  Mace  6  8). 

The  tr*  in  the  Revisions  put  a  wholesome  em- 
phasis upon  conduct,  and  ehminate  the  danger  of 
much  misunderstanding.  See  further  Hatch,  Essay  $ 
in  Biblical  Greek,  G.  H.  Tkbveb 

CONVERSION,  kon-v(lr'shun: 
/.  Thm  Words  "Convmrsion, "  "Convert, "  in  Btb- 
Ucal  Usage. — ^The  noun   "conversion"    (^rto-r/w^ij, 
epistroiM)  occurs  in  only  one  passage 

1.  In  the  in  the  Bible, '  ^They  passed  through  both 
English  Phoenicia  and  Samaria,  declanng  the 
Bible  conversion  of  the  Gentiles"  (Acts  16 

3).  Derived  forms  of  the  vb.  "con- 
vert" are  used  in  the  RV  in  Jas  6  19,  "convert," 
"converteth"  (6  20).  "converted"  (Ps  61  13,  m 
"return"),  "converts'*  (Isa  1  27.  m  "they  that  re- 
turn"), in  other  instances  where  the  AV  uses 
forms  of  the  vb.  "convert"  the  RV  employs  "turn 
again"  (Isa  6  10;  Lk  22  32;  Acts  8  19),  or  "turn" 
(&a  60  5;  Mt  18  15;  18  3:  Mk  4  12;  Jn  12  40; 
Acts  28  27).  In  Ps  10  7  the  reading;  of  the  AV, 
"The  law  of  the  Lord  is  perfect,  convertmg  the  soul," 
has  been  changed  by  the  revisers  into  "restoring  the 
soul."  The  words  commonly  used  in  the  Eng.  Bible 
as  equivalent  with  the  Heb  and  Gr  terms  are  "tiun," 
"return,"  "turn  back,"  "turn  again"  (cf  Dt  4  30; 
Isa  66  7;  Jer  8  12fP;  26  5;  86  15;  Ezk  18  21- 
23;  88  11:  Mai  8  7).  Thus  "convert"  is  synon- 
vinous  with  "turn,"  and  "conversion"  with  "tum- 
mK."  . 

The  principal  Heb  word  is  ^W,  skObh;  other 
words  are  n}9»  P^ndh,  !(9n,  hdphakh,  ^9»  9^ 

hhahhf  in  Hiphil.    They  are  used  (1)  in 

2.  In  the  the  lit.  sense,  for  instance.  Gen  14  7; 
OT  Dt  17  16;     Ps  66  9;    Isa  88  8.     (2) 

In  the  later  prophetical  writings  the 
vb.  shmbh  refers,  both  in  the  ^al  and  Hiphil  forms, 
to  the  return  from  the  captivity  (Isa  1  27;  Jer 
29  14;  80  3;  Ezk  16  53;  Zeph  2  7).  (3)  In  the 
fig.,  ethical  or  religious  sense  (a)  from  God  (Nu  14 
43;  1  S  16  11;  1  K  9  6);  (6)  more  frequently  to 
turn  back  to  God  (1  S  7  3;  1  K  8  33;  Isa  10  22; 
Joel  2  12;  Am  4  Off;  Hos  6  11;  7  10). 

The  words  used  in  the  LXX  and  NT  are  orp^ 
^ciy,  strSpfieiny  and  its  compounds,  dro,  apostr., 
dva,  anastr.,  iratfa,  epanastr.f  (nro^  huposlr.,  and  esp. 
hrurrpi<ft€i.v^  epistriphein.    The  latter  word  occurs 
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39  times  in  the  NT.  It  is  used  (1)  in  the  lit. 
sense  in  Mt  9  22;  10  13;  24  18;  Acts  9  40;  16 
36.  etc;  (2)  in  the  fig.  sense,  in  tran- 
8.  In  the  sitive  form  (Lk  1  16  f ;  Jas  6  19  f). 
irr  In    Gal  4  9   and   2  Pet  2  21   it   de- 

notes to  turn  from  the  right  way  to 
the  wrong.  The  opposite  meaning,  to  turn  from 
the  wrong  way  to  the  right,  we  find  in  Lk  22  32; 
Acts  9  35;  11  21;  14  15;  15  19;  26  18;  2  Cor 
3  16;  1  Thess  1  9;  1  Pet  2  25.  In  connection 
with  metanoeiTij  ''repent,"  it  is  used  in  Acts  3  19; 
26  20.  The  root  word  atrephein  is  used  in  the  fig. 
sense  in  Mt  18  3;  Jn  12  40.  LXX  and  TR  have 
here  epislrephein, 

IL  Thm  Docirinm. — ^While  the  words  "conversion" 
and  "convert"  do  not  occur  frequently  in  our  Eng. 
Bible  the  teaching  contained  therein  is  fundamental 
in  Christian  doctrine.  From  the  words  themselves 
it  is  not  possible  to  derive  a  clearly  defined  doctrine 
of  conversion;  the  materials  for  the  construction 
of  the  doctrine  must  be  gathered  from  the  tenor  of 
Bib.  teaching. 

There  is  a  good  deal  of  vagueness  in  the  modem 
use  of  the  temi.  By  some  writers  it  is  used  in  "a 
vei-y  general  way  to  stand  for  the  whole 
L  Vague  series  of  manifestations  just  preced- 
Use  of  the  ingi  accompanying,  and  immediately 
Word  following  the  apparent  sudden  changes 

of  character  involved''  (E.  D.  Star- 
buck,  The  Psychology  of  Bdiaion,  21).  "*To  be 
converted,'  'to  be  regenerated,  'to  receive  grace,' 
'to  expenence  religion,'  'to  gain  an  assurance,' 
are  so  many  phraj»es  which  denote  the  process, 
gradual  or  sudden,  by  which  a  self,  hitherto  di- 
vided and  consciously  wrong,  inferior  and  unhappy, 
becomes  unified  and  consciously  risht,  superior  ana 
happy  in  consequence  of  its  nold  upon  religious 
reidities.  This  at  least  is  what  conversion  si^ifies 
in  general  terms"  (William  James,  The  Varietiee  of 
Rdigioue  Experience^  189).  In  this  general,  vague 
way  the  term  is  used  not  only  by  psychologists,  but 
also  by  theological  writers  and  in  conmion  religious 
parlance.  A  converted  man  is  a  Christian,  a  believer, 
a  man  who  has  religion,  who  has  experienced  re- 
g^eration. 

In  its  more  restricted  meaning  the  word  denotes 
the  action  of  man  in  the  initial  process  of  salvation 
as  distinguished  from  the  action  of 
2.  Specific  God.  Justification  and  regeneration 
Meaning  are  purely  Divine  acts,  repentance, 
faitlL  conversion  are  human  acts 
althou^  imder  tne  influence  and  by  the  power  of 
the  Divine  agency.  Thus  conversion  denotes  the 
human  volition  and  act  by  which  man  in  obedience 
to  the  Divine  summons  determines  to  change  the 
course  of  his  life  and  turns  to  God.  Arrested  by 
God's  call  man  stops  to  think,  turns  about  and 
heads  the  opposite  way.  This  presupposes  that 
the  previous  course  was  not  directed  toward  God 
but  away  from  Him.  The  instances  of  conversion 
related  in  liie  Bible  show  that  the  objective  point 
toward  which  man's  life  was  directed  may  be  either 
the  service  of  idols  (1  Thess  1  9)  or  a  life  of  reli- 
gious indifference,  a  self-centered  life  where  material 
things  engross  the  attention  and  deaden  the  sense 
of  things  spiritual  (rich  young  ruler,  Lk  18  22), 
or  a  life  of  sensuality,  of  open  sin  and  shame  (prodi- 
gal son,  Lk  15  13)  oreven  a  mistaken  way  of  serving 
God  (Saul,  Acts  26  9).  Accordingly  in  conversion 
either  the  religious  or  the  ethical  element  may  pre- 
dominate. The  moral  man  who  turns  from  self 
to  God  or,  as  Saul  did,  from  an  erroneous  notion 
concerning  God's  will  to  a  clear  conception  of  his 
relation  to  God  is  more  conscious  of  the  reli^ous 
factor.  Conversion  brings  him  into  vital,  conscious 
feUowship  with  (jod  through  Jesus  Christ.  The 
immoral  man  who  is  awakened  to  a  realization  of 


the  holiness  of  God,  of  the  demands  of  His  law,  and 
of  his  own  sin  and  ^It  is  more  conscious  of  the  out- 
ward change  in  his  manner  of  life.  The  ethical 
change  is  the  more  outstanding  fact  in  his  exi)eri- 
ence,  although  it  can  never  be  separated  from  the 
rehjDOUs  experience  of  the  changed  relation  to  God. 
The  mode  of  conversion  varies  greatly  according 
to  the  former  course  of  life.  It  may  be  a  sudden 
crisis   in  the   moral   and   intellectual 

3.  Mode       life.    This  is  very  frequently  the  case 

in  the  experience  of  heathen  who  turn 
from  the  worship  of  idols  to  faith  in  Jesus  Christ. 
A  sudden  crisis  is  frequently  witnessed  in  the  case 
of  persons  who,  having  lived  a  life  of  flagrant  sin, 
renounce  their  former  life.  Conversion  to  them 
means  a  complete  revolution  in  their  thoughts, 
feelings  and  outward  manner  of  life.  In  other 
instances  conversion  appears  to  be  the  climax  of  a 
prolonged  conflict  for  supremacy  of  divergent  mo- 
tives; and,  again,  it  may  be  the  goal  of  a  n*adual 
^owth«  the  consummation  of  a  process  of  aiscem- 
mg  ever  more  clearly  and  yielding  ever  more  defi- 
nitely and  thus  experiencme  ever  more  vitally 
truths  which  have  been  implanted  and  nurtured 
by  Christian  training.  This  process  results  in  the 
conscious  acceptance  of  Jesus  Christ  as  the  personal 
Saviour  and  in  the  consecration  of  life  to  His  service. 

Thus  conversion  may  be  an  instantaneous  act,  or  a 
process  which  is  more  or  less  prolonged.  The  latter 
IS  more  frequentlv  seen  in  the  case  of  children  and 
voun^s  people  who  have  grown  up  in  Christian 
families  and  have  received  the  benc^t  of  Christian 
training.  No  conversions  of  this  kind  are  recorded 
in  the  NT.  This  may  be  explained  by  the  fact 
that  most  of  our  NT  writings  are  addressed  to  the 
first  generation  of  Christians,  to  men  and  women 
who  were  raised  in  Jewish  legalism  or  heathen 
idolatry,  and  who  turned  to  Christ  after  they  had 
passed  the* age  of  adolescence.  The  religious  life 
of  their  children  as  distinguished  in  its  mode  and 
manifestations  from  that  of  the  adults  does  not  ap- 
pear to  have  been  a  matter  of  discussion  or  a  source 
of  perplexity  so  as  to  call  forth  specific  instruction. 

Conversion  comprises  the  characteristics  both  of 
repentance  and  of  faith.  Repentance  is  conversion 
viewed  from  its  starting-point,  the  turning  from  the 
former  life;  faith  indicates  the  objective  point  of 
conversion,  the  turning  to  God. 

Of  late  the  psychoTosy  of  conversion  has  been 
carefuUy  studied  and  c^borately  treated  by  psy- 
chologists.   Much   valuable   material 

4.  Conver-  has  been  gathered.  It  is  shown  that 
sion  and  certain  periods  of  adolescent  life  are 
Psychology  particularly    susceptible    to    religious 

influences  (cf  G.  Stanley  Hall,  Ado- 
lescence, II,  ch  xiv;  E.  D.  Starbuck,  Psychology  of 
ReUgiony  etc).  Yet  conversion  cannot  be  explamed 
as  a  natural  process,  conditioned  by  physiological 
changes  in  the  adolescent,  esp.  by  approaching 
pubertv.  The  laws  of  psychology  are  certainly 
God's  laws  as  much  as  all  other  laws  of  Nature,  and 
His  Spirit  works  in  harmony  with  His  own  laws. 
But  in  genuine  conversion  there  is  always  at  work 
in  a  direct  and  immediate  manner  the  Spirit  of  God 
to  which  man,  be  he  adolescent  or  adult,  consciously 
responds.  Any  attempt  to  explain  conversion  by 
eliminating  the  direct  working  of  the  Divine  Spirit 
falls  short  of  the  mark.    See  Regeneration;  Ka* 

PENTANCB. 

LiTBBATVBB. SOO  RbQBKBBATION. 

T  T  ^Ittiptaen 
CONVICT,  kon-vikt',  CONVICTION,  kon-vik'- 
shun  (Mfjtn,  eUgchdy  and  compounds,  ''to  prove 
guilty") :  Usual  tr  of  EV,  where  AY  has  "convince,** 
as  in  Jn  8  46;  Tit  1  9;  Jas  2  9;  once  also  replacing 
AV  "reprove"  (Jn  16  8),  while  RV  changes  AV 
"convince"   into   "reprove"   in  1  Cor  14  24.     It 
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always  implies  the  presentation  of  evidence.  It  is 
a  decision  presumed  to  be  based  upon  a  careful 
and  discriminating  consideration  of  all  the  proofs 
offered,  and  has  a  legal  character,  the  verdict  being 
rendered  either  in  God's  judgment  (Rom  8  19), 
or  before  men  (Jn  8  46)  by  an  appeal  to  their 
consciences  in  which  God's  law  is  wntten  (Rom  2 
15).  Since  such  conviction  is  addressed  to  the 
heart  of  the  guilty,  as  well  as  concerning  him  exter- 
nally, the  word  "reprove"  is  sometimes  substituted. 
To  "convict  ....  m  respect  of  righteousness,  and  of 
judgment"  (Jn  16  8),  refers  to  the  conviction  of  the 
inadequacy  and  perversity  of  the  ordinary,  natural 
standards  of  righteousness  and  judgment,  and  the 
approval  of  those  found  in  Christ,  by  the  agency  of 
the  Holy  Spirit,  as  the  great  inteipreter  and  applier 
of  the  work  of  Christ.  H.  E.  Jagobs 

CONVINCE,  kon-vins'  (IXf/x»i  eUgchd):  An- 
other form  et^rmologically  of  "convict,  means  to 
bring  to  a  decision  concerning  the  truth  or  the  false- 
hood of  a  proposition  (Job  82  12).  As  usually 
applied  to  what  is  of  a  more  individual  and  private 
character,  and  having  reference  to  what  is  either 
^ood  or  bad,  or  what  is  m  itself  without  moral  quality. 
It  has  given  way  in  RV  to  either  "convict,"  "reprove 
or  "confute."    See  Convict. 

CONVOCATION,  kon-v6-ka'shun:  A  rendering 
for  fc^^JJXJ,  mifprd\  chiefly  in  the  frequent  "Holy 
Convocation";  but  the  word  is  sometimes  used 
alone,  e.^.  Nu  10  2;  Isa  1  13;  4  5.  On  a  holy 
convocation  no  work  could  be  done.  The  phrase 
differs  from  "solemn  assembly,"  which  in  the  Pent 
is  only  applied  to  the  concluding  festivals  at  the 
end  of  Passover  and  Tabernacles,  while  "Holy  Con- 
vocation" is  used  of  the  Sabbath  and  all  the  great 
holy  days  of  the  Mosaic  legislation. 

CONVULSING,  kon-vuls'ing  (Mk  1  26  m  [AV 
torn]).    See  Unclean  Spibtt. 

COOKING,  kd6k'ing.    See  Food. 

COOL,  kool  (rnn ,  ril<'h,  "wind" ;  Kara+^w,  ka- 
tapsiicho,  "to  cool  down"):  "Cool  of  the  day" 
(Gen  8  8,  m  "wind"),  when  the  evening  breeze 
has  tempered  the  heat  of  the  day,  enabling  Orientals 
to  walk  abroad.  "Cool  my  tongue"  (Lk  16  24), 
a  phrase  reflecting  the  Jewish  notion  that  Abraham 
had  power  to  rescue  his  descendants  from  the  fires 
of  Hades. 

COOS,  ko'os.    See  Cos. 

COPING,  kd'ping.    See  House. 

COPPER,  kop'gr  (m^n}  ,  n'hdaheth) :  The  word 
is  tr**  "copper"  in  only  one  passage  (Ezr  8  27  AV). 
In  the  ARV  of  this  passage,  "brass"  has  been  sub- 
stituted. Neither  describes  the  actual  alloy  accord- 
ing to  present  definitions  so  well  as  the  word 
"bronze.  Copper  was  one  of  the  earhest  metals  to 
be  known  and  utilized  in  alloy,  but  copper,  as  a  single 
metal,  was  probably  little  used.  The  remains  of 
spears,  balances,  arms,  vases,  mirrors,  statues, 
cooking  utensils,  implements  of  aU  kinds,  etc,  from 
Bible  times  are  principally  of  an  alloy  of  copper 
hardened  with  tin  known  today  as  bronze  (see 
Brass).  In  such  passages  as  Dt  8  9,  where  refer- 
ence is  made  to  the  native  metal  or  ores,  "copper" 
should  be  substituted  for  "brass"  as  in  the  ARV 
(cf  Job  40  18).  This  is  true  also  of  coins  as 
xaXic6t,  chaUcdSf  in  Mt  10  9. 

Our  modern  Eng.  word  "copper"  is  derived  from 
an  old  name  pertaining  to  the  island  of  Cyprus. 
Copper  was  known  to  the  ancients  as  Cyprian  brass, 


probably  because  that  island  was  one  of  the  chief 
sources  for  this  metal.  The  Sinai  peninsula  and  the 
mountains  of  northern  Syria  also  contributed  to  the 
ancient  world's  supply  (see  Am  Tab).  No  evidences 
of  copper  ore  in  any  quantity  are  foimd  in  Pal  proper. 
See  Metal;  Mine.  James  A.  Patch 

COPPERSMITH^  kop'er-smith  (x<^Kf^>  chal- 
keiis):  The  word  is  found  in  NT  once  only,  in 
2  Tim  4  14:  "Alexander  the  coppersmith  did  [m 
"showed"]  me  much  evil."  As  the  Bible  word 
rendered  "copper"  (see  Ezr  8  27  AV)  is  tr**  "brass" 
by  RV,  so  the  word  here  rendered  "c."  should  be 
rendered  "brazier,"  or  "worker  in  brass."  See 
Copper. 

COPTIC  VERSIONS,  kop'tik  vOr'shuna: 

I.    Lanouaob  and  Alphabet 

1.  Alphabet 

2.  Dialects 
IT.   Vbrbions 

III.    Chibf  Editions 
Literature 

/.  Languagm  and  Alphabet. — The  Coptic  alphar 

bet  consists  of  the  Gr  uncial  letters,  plus  seven 

chaiucters  taken  from  the  Egyp  de- 

1.  Alphabet  motic  to  express  sounds  not  represented 

in  the  Gr.  It  can  be  traced  back  to  the 
4th  cent.,  as  the  oldest  Coptic  MSS  belong  to  the 
end  of  the  4th  or  beginning  of  the  5th  cent.  The 
language  still  prevailed  in  E^ypt  in  the  9th  cent., 
but  was  no  longer  understood  m  Middle  Egypt  in  the 
12th.    Its  last  speaker  died  in  1633. 

^  There  were  at  least  five  written  dialects  and  sub- 
dialects  of  Coptic.    Of  these  the  most  important 

from   a  literary   point  of   view  was 

2.  Dialects  the  (1)  BiJjMiric,  the  dialect  of  Lower 

^Syp^y  often  called  Coptic  par  ex- 
cellence, and  also  (wrongly)  Memphitic.  It  is  used 
as  the  ecclesiastical  language  in  the  services  of  the 
Coptic  church.  The  other  foiu*  dialects  are  some- 
what more  closely  allied  to  one  another  than  to 
Buhairic,  which  shows  greater  traces  of  Gr  influence. 
These  dialects  are,  (2)  the  Sahidic  (§a^ldi,  or  dia- 
lect of  upper  Egypt),  also  called  Thebaic;  (3)  the 
Bashmtlnc — or  rather  Bushmuric — (for  which 
Fayyumic  has  been  suggested);  (4)  the  Middle 
Egyp  proper  (known  from  MSS  found  in  the  mon- 
astery of  Jeremias  near  the  Theban  Serapeum), 
differing  but  little  from  (3) ;  and  (5)  the  Akhmlmic 
(Akhmim^ the  ancient  Chemmis).  Akhmlmic  is 
more  primitive  and  more  closely  related  to  ancient 
Egyp  than  any  other.  Only  a  few  fragments  in  it 
(of  Ex,  Ecclus.  2  Mace,  the  Minor  Prophets,  and 
Catholic  epp.)  nave  yet  been  found.  The  last  three 
dialects  are  often  classed  together  as  "Middle  Egyp'' 
and  (4)  is  then  called  "Lower  Sahidic." 

//.  Vmrwiona, — In  aU  5  dialects  more  or  less  com- 
plete versions  of  the  Bible  once  existed.  They 
were  the  earliest  made  after  the  early  Syr.  At 
latest  they  began  in  the  3d  cent.,  though  some 
(e.g.  Hyvemat)  say  as  early  as  the  2d.  It  is 
thought  that  the  Sahidic  version  was  the  earliest, 
then  the  Middle  Egyp,  and  finally  the  Buhairic. 
The  latter  represents  an  early  and  comparatively 
pure  Gr  text,  free  from  what  are  generally  termed 
western  additions,  while  the  Sahidic,  on  the  other 
hand,  contains  most  of  the  peculiar  western  read- 
ings. It  sometimes  supports  codex  K,  sometimes 
codex  B,  sometimes  both,  but  generally  it  closely 
agrees  with  codex  D  (Bezae),  esp.  in  the  Acts. 
A  Coptic  (Sahidic)  MS,  written  considerably  before 
350  AD,  and  publishea  by  the  British  Museum  in 
April,  1912,  contains  Dt,  Jon,  and  Acts,  and  is 
older  than  any  other  Bib.  MS  (except  a  lew  frag- 
ments) yet  known  to  exist.  It  proves  that  this  Sa- 
hidic version  was  made  about  200  AD.  It  in  general 
supports  the  "Western"  text  of  cod  Bezae  (D). 
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Much  of  the  NT  esp.  still  exists  in  Sahidic,  though 
not  Rev.  In  Bi^ahic  we  have  the  Pent,  Job,  Pss, 
Prov,  Isa,  Jer,  Ezk,  Dnl,  the  12  Minor  Prophets, 
and  fragments  of  the  hi£rtorical  books  of  the  OT, 
besides  the  whole  NT,  though  the  Book  of  Rev  is 
later  than  the  rest.  In  the  other  dialects  much 
less  had  been  preserved,  as  far  as  is  known.  In 
Bushmtlric  we  have  fragments  of  Isa>  Lam,  Ep.  Jer, 
and  a  good  many  fragments  of  the  NT.  In  more 
than  one  dialect  we  have  apoc  gospels  (see  Texts 
and  Studies,  IV,  no.  2,  1896)  and  Gnostic  papyri, 
etc.  The  OT  was  tr*»  from  the  LXX.  The  Pss 
seem  to  have  been  tr^  about  303  AD. 

///.  Chimf  EtBHont.— The  Bul:iairic  Pss  were  first 
published  in  1659.  Wilkins  published  the  Buhairic 
NT  at  London  in  1716,  and  the  Pent  in  1731; 
Schwartze  the  Gospels  in  1846-47;  de  Lagarde  the 
Acts  and  Epp.  in  1852.  He  also  edited  the  Pss  (trans- 
literated) in  1875, 151  in  number,  of  which  the  last 
celebrat^  David's  victory  over  Goliath.  He  added 
fragments  of  the  Sahidic  Psalter  and  of  the  Buhairic 
Prov.  Tattam  published  the  MinorProphets  in  1836 
and  the  Major  in  1852,  an  ed  of  the  Gospels  in 
London  in  1847,  and  of  the  rest  of  the  NT  in  1852 
(SPCK)f  with  a  literal  Arab,  version.  Homer's  ed 
of  the  Buhairic  NT  (4  vols.  1898,  etc,  Clarendon 
Press)  and  of  Sahidic  Gospels  (1910,  3  vols)  is  the 
standard  ed.  Ford  published  part  of  the  Sahidic 
NT  in  1799.  Various  edd  of  parts  of  OT  and  NT 
have  since  appeared:  e.g.  Ciasca  published  frag- 
ments of  the  Sahidic  OT  {jSacrorum  bibliorum  Frag- 
menta  CoptoSahidica  Musei  Borgiani)  at  Rome, 
1885-89. 

LiTBBATVBB. — Realeneyclopadie  fUr  prol,  TfteoZ.  und 
Kircke,  III;  Hyvemat,  J&<ud« 8ttr  lea  vertiont  coptet;  Revue 
bihlique,  1896, 18Q7;  ZeUeekriftfUr  agypt.  Sprache;  Journal 
of  Theol.  Studies,  I.  3;  Nestle,  Text.  Crii  of  Qr  NT; 
Forbes  Robinson,  Texte  and  Studiea,  IV;  Oesterley  in 
Murray's  New  Bible  Diet. 

W.  St.  Clair  Tisdall 
COR,  kdr  (^ ,  kor) :  A  liquid  and  dry  measure, 
same  as  the  homer,  of  about  90  gals,  capacity 
(£zk  46  14).    See  Homer;   Weights  and  Meas- 
ures. 

CORAL,  kor'al  (nittSn,  ra'mdth,  D'^r??, 
p^lnlm) :  The  red  coral  or  precious  coral,  CoraUium 
rubrum,  is  confined  to  the  Mediterranean  and  Adri- 
atic seas.  It  is  the  calcareous  axis  of  a  branching 
colony  of  polyps.  It  does  not  form  reefs,  but  occurs 
in  small  masses  from  40  to  100  fathoms  below  the 
surface.  It  differs  totally  in  structure  from  the 
white  corals  which  form  coral  reefs,  belonging  to 
the  order  of  Octactinia  or  Eight-rayed  Polyps,  while 
the  reef-building  corals  belong  to  the  Hexactinia 
or  Six-rayed  Polyps. 

Rd^mdth,  apparently  from  r.  rd^am.  "to  be  high'' 
(cf  rum,  "to  De  high")*  occurs  in  three  passages. 
In  Prov  24  7,  EVVhave  "too  high":  **yfiadom  is 
too  high  for  a  fool."  In  Job  28  12-19,  where  various 
precious  things  are  compared  with  wisdom.  EV 
has  "coral"  (AVm  "Ramoth").  It  is  mentioned 
here  sdong  with  ^ghar,  "gold"  (RVm  "treasure"); 
keihem,  "gold  of  Ophir";  shoham,  "onyx"  (RVm 
"beryr);  ^appir,  "sapphire";  zdhdbh,  "gold"; 
fkkakhVh,  "crystal"  (RV  "glass");  pa«,  "gold": 
gdbhUh,  "pearls"  (RV"crystar);  p*mnfm,  "rubies'^ 
(RVm  "red  coral"  or  "pearls");  jni'dhohy  "topaz." 
While  the  real  meaning  of  some  of  these  terms  is 
doubtful  (see  Stones,  Precious),  they  all,  includ- 
ing rd'mdth,  appear  to  be  precious  stones  or  metals. 
In  Ezk  27  16,  rd^moth  occurs  with  ndphekhf  "emer- 
alds" (RVm  "carbuncles"):  *argdmdny  "purple"; 
ri^mdh,  "broidered  work";  hug,  "fine  linen"; 
faKiWb5dA,  "agate"  (AVm  "chrysoprase,"  RV  "ru- 
bies"). Here  the  context  does  not  require  a  pre- 
cious stone  or  metal,  and  Vulg  has  sericum,  i.e. 
"Chinese  material"  or  "silk."    Notwithstanding, 


therefore,  the  traditional  rendering,  "coral,"  the  real 
meaning  of  rd^moth  must  be  admitted  to  be  doubtful. 
P'ntnlm  (from  r.  pdnaUf  "to  divide  up,"  "to 
separate";  cf  Arab,  janan,  "a  branch  of  a  tree") 
occurs  in  Job  28  18;  Prov  8  15;  8  11;  20  15; 
31  10;  Lam  4  7.  In  all  these  passages  EV  has 
"rubies"  (Job  28  18,  RVm  "red  coral"  or  "pearls"; 
Lam  4  7,  RVm  "corals").  Everywhere  a  precious 
substance  is  indicated,  but  nowhere  does  the  con- 
text give  any  light  as  to  the  nature  of  the  sub- 
stance, except  in  Lam  4  7,  where  we  have  the  state- 
ment that  the  nobles  of  Jerus  "were  more  ruddy  in 
body"  than  p*nfnim.  This  and  the  etymology  favor 
a  branching  red  substance  such  as  precious  coral. 
The  occurrence  of  p'nlnim  and  rd*mdth  together  in 
Job  28  18  is,  if  we  give  the  precedence  to  p'nlnlm,  a 
further  argument  against  rd^mdth  meaning  "coral. 

At  iTRTTi  T' T  Y  Da V 

COR-ASHAN,    k6r-ash'an,    kfi-ra'shan    (ERV, 

AV  Chor-ashan;  "p^iT  113,  k&r  'dshdn,  1  S  30  30): 

The    original    reading    was    probably    Bor-ashan, 
"well  of  Ashan."    See  Ashan. 

CORBAN,  k6r'ban  f)  J^p} ,  iorbdn;  8»pov,  ddron; 
ti-*  "a  gift,"  "a  sacrificial  offering,"  Ut.  "that  which 
is  broiight  near,"  viz.  to  the  altar) :  An  expression 
frequently  used  in  the  original  text  of  the  OT;  in 
the  Eng.  Bible  it  occurs  in  Mk  7  11;  cf  ^so  Mt 
16  5.  It  is  the  most  general  term  for  a  sacrifice 
of  anv  kind.  In  the  course  of  time  it  became  asso- 
ciated with  an  objectionable  practice.  Anything 
dedicated  to  the  temple  by  pronouncing  the  votive 
word  "C."  forthwith  belonged  to  the  temple,  but 
only  ideally;  actuallv  it  might  remain  in  the  posses- 
sion of  him  who  maae  the  vow.  So  a  son  nu^t  be 
justified  in  not  supporting  his  old  parents  sunply 
because  he  designated  his  propertv  or  a  part  of  it 
as  a  gift  to  the  temple,  that  is,  as  "C."  There  was 
no  necessity  of  fulfilling  his  vow,  yet  he  was  actually 
prohibited  from  ever  using  his  property  for  the 
support  of  his  parents.  This  shows  clearly  why 
Christ  singled  out  this  queer  regulation  in  order  to 
demonstrate  the  sophistry  of  tradition  and  to  bring 
out  the  fact  of  its  possible  and  actual  hostility  to 
the  Scripture  and  its  spirit.  Wiluam  Baur 

CORBE,  kdr'be.    See  Choree. 

CORD,  k6rd  (b^n,  hebhel,  nnj,  yether,  "^tT^, 
melhdr,  til  J ,  ^dbhoih;  o^oivCov,  schoinion) : 

(1)  The  Arab,  hab^l  corresponds  to  the  Heb 
hehfud  and  is  still  the  common  name  for  cord  or  rope 
throughout  the  East.  Such  ropes  or  cords  are 
made  of  goat's  or  camel's  hair,  first  spun  into 
threads  and  then  twisted  or  plaited  into  the  larger 
and  stronger  form.  Hebhel  is  tr^  rather  inconsistently 
in  RV  by  "cord"  (Josh  2  15;  Job  36  8,  etc);  by 
"Une"  (2  S  8  2;  Mic  2  6;  Ps  16  6:  78  55;  Am 
7  17;  Zee  2  1);  by  "ropes"  (1  K  20  31),  and  by 
"tacklings"  (Isa  33  23). 

(2)  Yether  corr^ponds  to  the  Arab,  vyittat,  which 
means  catgut.  With  a  kindred  inconsistency  it  is  tr^ 
RV  bv  "withes"  (Jgs  16  7  RVm  "bowstring");  by 
"cord  (Job  30  11),  where  some  think  it  may  mean 
"bowstring,"  or  possibly  "rein"  of  a  bridle,  and  by 
"bowstring"  (Ps  11  2),  doubtless  the  true  meaning. 

(3)  Methdr  is  considered  the  equivalent  of  Arab. 
al^ndhy  which  means  tent  ropes,  being  constantly  so 
used  by  the  Bedouin.  Thejr  make  the  thing  so 
called  of  goat's  or  camel's  hair.  It  is  used  of  the 
"cords"  ofthe  tabernacle  (Jer  10  20),  of  the  "cords" 
of  the  "han^in^"  and  "pillars"  of  the  courts  of  the 
tabernacle  in  Ex  and  Nu,  and  fig.  by  Isa  (64  2), 
"Lengthen  thy  cords,"  etc. 

(4)  ^Ahhoth  is  thought  to  have  its  equivalent  in 
the  Arab.  rUhiUs,  which  means  a  band,  or  fastening. 


SmBand.  Itiatr^by  "cordfl"  inPs  118  27;  129  4; 
by  "banda"  in  Eik  S  25;  Job  80  10;  Hoa  11  4; 
by  "ropes"  in  Jsa  16  13.14,  and  by  "cart  rope"  in 
lea  S  18.  Sec  Cart.  See  also  Nu  IS  38  and  Auu- 
LBT.  It  seems  to  have  the  meaning  of  something 
twisted  oi'  interlaced. 

(5)  In  the  NT  "cord"  iB  found  in  Jn  3  15,  trans- 
lating gchoinion,  but  in  Acts  37  32  the  same  Gr 
word  is  rendered  "ropea." 

Figurative:  (1)  of  afSiction  (Job  3S  8);  (2)  of 
God's  laws  (Pb  3  3);  (3)  of  the  artiHces  of  the 
wicked  (Ps  139  4;  140  5);  (4)  of  sinful  habits 
(Prov  6  22)-  (S)  of  true  friendship  or  compan- 
ionship (Eccl  4  12);  (6)  possibly  of  the  spinal  cord 
(EccI  12  6) ;  (7)  of  falsehood  (Isa  0  18);  (8)  of  the 

Siuit  of  enterprise  and  devotion  (Isa  H  2);   (9)  of 
od's  gentleness.  Geo.  B.  Eager 

CORDS,  IcArdz,  SUALL  (vx"^"'"*,  Khmnian,  the 
diminutive  of  gdtoinos,  "a  rush,"  hence  "a  rope 
of  rushes"):  Tr^  "small  cords"  (Jn  3  15  AV;  RV 
"cords").  The  same  word  is  tr^  "ropes"  in  Acta  37 
32.     See  also  Job  41  2  m. 


CORIANDBR,  kor-i-an'der  (13,  oadk;  K«pu>v, 
fcfSrum):  The  fnnt  of  the  CortaTidrumiSaiiiTim  (N.O. 
i/ntMi^eroc),  a  plant  indigenous  around  the  Medi- 
terranean and  extensively  cultivated.  The  fruits 
are  aromatic  and  stomatic-carminative.  They  are 
of  a  grayish-yellow  color,  ribbed,  ovate-globular  and 
in  size  about  twice  that  of  a  hemp-«eed.  "The 
manna  was  like  coriander  seed"  (Nu  11  7;  see  also 
En  18  31). 

CORINTH,  kor'inth  (K«piv«»t,  Kdrinthos,  "or- 
nament") :  A  celebrated  city  of  the  Peloponnesus, 
capital  of  Corinthia,  whioh  lay  N.  of  Argolis,  and 
nith  the  isthmus  joined  the  peninsula  to  the  main- 
land. Corinth  had  three  good  harbors  (Lechaeum, 
on  the  Corinthian,  and  Cenchreae  and  Schoentis 
on  the  Saronic  Gulf),  and  thus  commanded  the 
traffic  of  both  the  eastern  and  the  western  seas. 
The  larger  ships  could  not  be  hauled  across  the 
isthmus  (Acts  37  6.37):  Bmaller  vessels  were 
taken  over  by  means  of  a  ship  tramway  with  wooden 
roils.  The  Phoenicians,  who  settled  here  very 
early,'  left  many  traces  of  their  civilization  in  the 
industrial  arts,  such  as  dyeing  and  weaving,  as  well 
as  in  their  religion  and  mythology.  The  Corin- 
thian cult  of  Aphrodite,  of  Melikertes  (Melkart) 
and  of  Athene  Phocnike  are  of  Phoen  origin, 
Poseidon,  too,  and  other  sea  deities  were  held  in 
high  esteem  in  the  commercial  city.  Various  arts 
were  cultivated  and  the  Corinthians,  even  in  the 
earliest  times,  were  famous  for  theu'  cleverness, 
inventiveness  and  artistic  sense,  and  they  prided 
themselves  on  surpassing  the  other  Greeks  m  the 
embellishment  of  their  city  and  in  the  adornment 
of  their  temples.    There  were   many  celebrated 

faintera  in  Corinth,  and  the  city  became  famous 
)r  the  Corinthian  order  of  architecture:  an  order, 
which,  by  the  way,  though  held  in  high  esteem  by 
the  Romans,  was  very  little  usedby  the  Grtcks  them- 
selves. It  was  here,  too,  that  the  dithyramb  (hymn 
to  Dionysus)  was  first  arranaed  artistically  to  be 
Hung  by  a  chorus;  and  the  Isthmian  games,  held 
every  two  years,  were  celebrated  just  outside  the 
city  on  the  isthmus  near  the  Saronic  Gulf.  But  the 
commercial  and  materialistic  spirit  prevailed  later. 
Not  a  single  Corinthian  distinguished  himself  in  lit. 
Statesmen,  however,  there  were  in  abundance;  Peri- 
nnder,  Phidon,  Timoleon. 

Harbors  are  few  on  the  Corinthian  Gulf.  Hence 
no  ot^er  city  could  wrest  the  commerce  of  these 


great  material  prosperity  she  would  not  risk  all  as 
Athens  did,  and  win  eternal  supremacy  over  men: 
she  had  too  much  to  lose  to  jeopardize  her  material 
interests  for  principle,  and  she  soon  sank  into  the 
second  class.  But  when  Athens,  Thebes,  Sparta 
and  Argos  fell  away,  Corinth  came  to  the  front 
again  as  the  wealthiest  and  most  important  city 
in  Greece;  and  when  it  was  destroyed  by  Mum- 
mius  in  146  BC,  the  treasures  of  art  carried  to  Rome 
were  as  great  as  those  of  Athens.  Delos  became 
the  commercial  center  for  a  time;  but  when  Julius 


Ship-Canal  >t  Corinth. 

Caesar  restored  Corinth  a  cent.  later  (46  BC),  it 
grew  BO  rapidly  that  the  Rom  colony  soon  became 
again  one  of  the  most  prominent  centers  in  Greece. 
When  Paul  visited  Corinth,  he  found  it  the  me- 
tropolis of  the  Peloponnesus.  Jews  flocked  t«  this 
center  of  trade  (Acts  18  1-18;  Rom  18  21ff:  I  Cor 
9  20),  the  natural  siU;  for  a  great  mart,  and  flourish- 
ing under  the  lavish  hand  ol  the  Caesars;  and  this 
is  one  reason  why  Paul  remained  there  so  long 
(Acts  18  II)  instead  of  sojourning  in  the  old  scats 
of  aristocracy,  such  as  Argos,  Sparta  and  Athens. 
He  found  a  strong  Jewish  nucleus  to  be^n  with; 
and  it  was  in  direct  communication  with^phesus. 
But  earthquake,  malaria,  and  the  harsh  Turkish 
rule  finally  swept  everything  away  except  seven 
columns  of  one  old  Doric  temple,  the  only  object 
above  ground  left  today  to  mark  the  site  of  the 
ancient  city  of  wealth  and  luxury  and  immorality 
—the  city  of  vice  par  enxUcnce  in  the  Rom  world. 
Near  the  temple  have  been  excavated  the  ruins  of  the 
famous  fount  of  Peirene,  so  celebrated  in  Gr  litera- 
ture. Directly  S.  of  the  city  is  the  high  rock  (over 
1,800  ft.)  Acrocorinthus,  which  formed  an  impreg- 
nable fortress.  Traces  of  the  old  ship-canal  across 
the  isthmus  (attempted  by  Nero  in  6&-67  AD)  were 
to  be  seen  before  excavations  were  begun  for  the 
present  canal.     At  this  time  the  city  was  thoroughly 


Ram.  Hence  the  many  L&t  names  in  the  NT; 
Lucius,  Tertius,  Gaiiu,  Erastua,  Quartua  (Rom  16 
21-23),  Criapus,  Titus  Justus  (Acta  18  7.8),  For- 
tunatua,  AcWcua  (1  Cor  16  17).  According  to 
the  testimony  of  Dio  Chryaoetomus,  Corinth  had 
become  in  the  2d  cent,  of  our  era  the  rieheat  city  in 
Greece.  Ita  monumenta  and  pubUc  buildings  and 
art  treasurefl  are  described  in  detail  by  Pauaanias. 

The  church  in  Corinth  consisted  principally  of 
non-JewB    (1  Cor  IS  2).     Paul   had  ■   ■ 


fheaaalonica  (1  Thesa  3  17.18).     His  pk  _ 
changed    by    a    revelation    (Acta  18  9.10).    The 
Lord  conmianded  him  to  speak  boldly,  and  he  did 

so,  remaining  in  the  ciLy  eighteen  months.     Find- 


meroua  (Acta  18  3);  but  no  Corinthians  were  bap- 
tised by  Paul  himself  except  Criapua,  Gaius  and 
some  of  the  household  of  Stephanas  (1  Cor  t  14.16) 
"the  GiBtfruita  of  Achaia"  (1  Cor  16  16).  One 
of  these,  Gaius,  was  Paul's  hoet  the  next  time  he 
visited  the  city  (Rom  16  23).  Silas  and  Timothy, 
who  had  been  left  at  Beroea,  came  on  to  Corinth 
about  45  days  after  Paul's  arrival.  It  was  at  thia 
time  that  Paul  wrote  his  first  Epistle  to  the  Thessa- 
loniana  (S  6).  During  Gallio'a  administration  the 
Jews  accused  Paul,  but  the  proconsul  refused  to 
allow  the  case  to  be  brought  to  trial.  This  decision 
must  have  been  looked  upon  with  favor  by  a  large 
majority  of  the  Coriathians,  who  had  a  great  dislike 
fortheJews(AcU  18  17).  Paul  became  acquainted 
also  with  Priscilla  and  Aquila  (18  18.26;  Rom  16 
3;  3  Tim  4  19),  and  later  they  accompanied  him 
to  EphesUB.  Within  a  few  years  after  Paul's  first 
visit  to  Corinth  the  Christians  had  increased  so 
rapidly  that  they  made  quite  a  large  congrcsation, 
but  it  was  composed  mainly  of  the  lower  classes: 
they  were  neither  'learned,  influential,  nor  of  noble 
birth'  (1  Cor  1  2«). 

Paul  probably  left  Corinth  to  attend  the  cele- 
bration of  the  least  at  Jems  (Acts  18  21).  Little 
is  known  of  the  histoiy  of  the  church  in  Corinth 
after  his  departure.  Apollos  came  from  Ephesus 
with  a  letter  of  recommendation  to  the  brethren 
in  Achaia  (Acts  18  27;  2  Cor  3  1);  and  he  exer- 
cised a  powerful  influence  (Acts  18  27.28;  1  Cor 
1  12);  and  Paul  came  down  later  from  Macedonia. 


His  first  letter  to  the  Corinthians  was  written  from 
Ephesus.  Both  Titus  and  Timothy  were  sent  to 
Corinth  from  Ephesus  (2  Cor  7  13.15;  1  Cor  4  17), 
and  Timothy  returned  by  land,  meeting  Paul  in 
Macedonia  (2  Cor  1  1),  who  visited  Greece  again  in 
66-57  or  67-68. 

Lite RATC an. —Leake.  TravtlM  in  (A(  Morta.  HI,  23»- 
304:  Piloponntiiaca.  302  ff;  Curlluii.  Feloponnuoi,  II. 
A14ff:  Clark,  Felopannetvi,  42--61:  Conybeareuid  How- 
son,  rA(  Lili  and  Spi'llti  0/  SI.  Paul,  ch  xU:  Rknuay. 
'-Corinth"  (in  HDB);  Holm,  HiUnrv  0/  Qrttct.  I.  28eff: 
II.  142,  and  306-lB:  111.  31-44.  and  283;  IV,  231,211, 
»47aiid4'"  '■> 


J.  E.  HarrT 

COHIHTHlANS,kO-rin'thi-anii,  FIRST  EPISTLB 

TO  THE: 

I. 

ADTSBNTieiTt  or  THI  Two  EriBTLM 

1.  Kilwnal  E-ridence 

2,  imernkl  Evidence 

3.  Consent  ol  Crltldun 

4.  UlU-arKadlcal  Attack  (Dutch  School) 

IL 

T.iiorli»D2Co» 

Integrity  at  I  Cor 

Paul's  Paivioira  Bilations  witb  Corircb 

1.  Corinth  In  H6  AD 

IV. 

DATIorTHnEpiBTLE 

OCCAMOM  or  TBI  EpIBTLB 

1.  A  PrevlouB  Letter 

2.  Letter  trom  Corinth 

VI. 

COKTENTB 

1.  Qeneral  Character 

2.  Order  and  Divl«lon 

3.  OutUne 

(1)  Cha  1-6 

SSSK!. 

VII 

D,ali«avi-Bi>ia  Featueu 

1.  Party  Spirit 

2.  OhrtBtian  Connciance 

3.  Pow«  of  the  CroBB 

Paul's  third  missionary  journey.  They  are  the 
moat  remarkable  of  his  writings,  and  are  usually 
distinguished  as  the  four  great  or  jirincipal  epp.; 
a  distmction  which  not  only  is  a  tribut«  to  their 
high  originality  and  intrinsic  worth,  but  also  indi- 
cates the  extremely  favorable  opinion  which  critics 
of  almost  all  schools  have  held  regarding  their 
authenticity.  Throughout  the  cenU.  the  tradition 
has  remained  practically  unbroken,  that  they  con- 
tain the  very  pect-ua  Paulinum,  the  mind  and  heart 
of  the  great  apostle  of  the  Gentiles,  and  pieaeTve  to 
the  church  an  impregnable  defence  01  historical 
Christianity.  What  has  to  be  said  of  their  genuine- 
ness applies  almost  equally  to  both. 

The  two  epp .  have  a  conspicuous  place  in  the  most 
ancient  lists  of  Pauline  writings.  In  the  Mura- 
torian  Fragment  (cir  170)  thev  stand 
1.  External  at  the  head  of  the  nine  epp.  addressed 
Evidence  to  churches,  and  are  declared  to  have 
been  written  to  forbid  heretical  schism 
(pnniwn  omnium  CoriiUhiia  scAwma  haeresia  in- 
iredicem);  and  in  Marcion's  AposlMieon  (cir  140) 
they  stand  second  to  Gal.  They  are  also  clearly 
attested  in  the  most  important  writings  of  the  sub- 
apostoHc  age,  e.g.  by  Clement  of  Rome  (cir  95), 
generally  regarded  as  the  friend  of  the  apostle  men- 
tioned in  Phil  4  3;  Ignatius  (Ad  Ephee.,  ch  xviii, 
second  decade  of  2d  cent.);  Polycarp  (chsii.  vi,  xi, 
first  half  of  2d  cent.),  a  disciple  of  John;  ana  Justin 
Martyr  (b.  at  close  of  Ist  cent.);  while  the  gnostic 
Ophites  (2d  cent.)  were  clearly  famihar  with  both 
epp.  (cf  Westcott,  Canon,  Txusim,  and  Index  II;  also 
Charteris,  CanonicUy,  222-24,  where  most  of  the 
original  passages  are  brought  together) .  The  witness 
of  Clement  is  of  the  highest  importance.  Ere  the 
close  of  the  Ist  cent,  he  himself  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
Corinthians,  in  which  (ch  xlvii,  Lightfoot's  ed,  144) 
he  made  a  direct  appeal  to  the  authority  of  1  Cor: 
"Take  up  the  letter  of  Paul  the  blessed  apostle;  what 
did  he  write  to  you  first  in  the  beginning  of  the  gospel? 
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Verily  he  gave  you  spiritual  direction  regarding  him- 
self^ Cephas,  and  Apollos,  for  even  then  you  were 
dividing  yourselves  into  parties."  It  would  be  im- 
possible to  desire  more  explicit  external  testimony. 

Within   themselves  both  epp.  are  replete  with 
marks  of  genuineness.    They  are  palpitating  human 
documents,  with  the  ring  of  reality 
2.  Intemal   from  first  to  last.     They  admirably 
Evidence      harmonize  with  the  independent  nar- 
rative of  Acts ;  in  the  words  of  Schleier- 
macher   (EinUg.,  148),  "The   whole  fits  together 
and  completes  itself  perfectly,  and  yet  each  of  the 
documents  follows  its  own  course,  and  the  data 
contained  in  the  one  cannot  be  borrowed  from  those 
of  the  other."    Complex  and  difficult  as  the  sub- 
jects and  circumstances  sometimes  are,  and  var3ring 
as  the  moods  of  the  writer  are  in  dealing  with  them, 
there  is  a  naturalness  that  compels  assent  to  his 
good   faith.    The   very   difficulty   created   for   a 
modem  reader  by  the  incomplete  and  allusive 
character  of  some  of  the  references  is  itself  a  mark 
of  genuineness  rather  than  the  opposite;  just  what 
would  most  likely  be  the  case  in  a  free  ana  intimate 
correspondence  between  those  who  understood  one 
another  in  the  presence  of  immediate  facts  which 
needed   no   careful   particularization;     but   what 
would  almost  as  certainly  have  been  avoided  in 
a  fictitious  composition.    Indeed   a   modicum   of 
literary  sense  suffices  to  forbid  classification  among 
the  pseudepi^apha.    To  take  but  a  few  instances 
from  many,  it  is  impossible  to  read  such  passages 
as  those  conve3dng  the  remonstrance  in  1  Cor  9, 
the  alternations  of  anxiety  and  relief  in  connection 
with  the  meeting  of  Titus  in  2  Cor  2  and  7,  or 
the  ever-memorable  passage  which  b^ins  at  11  24 
of  the  same  ep. :  ''Of  the  Jews  five  times  received 
I,"  etc,  without  feeling  that  the  hypothesis  of  fiction 
becomes  an  absurdity.    No  man  ever  wrote  out 
of  the  heart  if  this  writer  did  not.    The  truth  is 
that  the  theory  of  pseudonymity  leaves  far  more 
difficulties  behind  it  than  any  it  is  supposed  to  solve. 
The  unknown  and  unnamable  literary  prodigy  of 
the  2d  cent. 2  who  in  the  most  daring  and  artistic 
manner  gloned  in  the  fanciful  creation  of  those 
minute  and  life-like  details  which  have  imprinted 
themselves  indelibly  on  the  memory  and  imagina- 
tion of  mankind,  cannot  be  regarded  as  other  than 
a  chimera.    No  one  knows  where  or  when  he  lived, 
or  in  what  shape  or  form.    But  if  the  writings  are 
the  undoubted  rescripts  of  fact,  to  whose  life  and 
personalitv  do  they  fit  themselves  more  exquisitely 
than  to  those  of  the  man  whose  name  stands  at 
their  head,  and  whose  compositions  they  claim  to 
be?    They  suit  beyond  compare  the  apostle  of  the 
missionary  joumeys,  the  tender,  eager,  indomitable 
"prisoner  of  the  Lord,"  and  no  other.     No  other 
that  has  even  been  suggested  is  more  than  the  mere 
shadow  of  a  name,  and  no  two  writers  have  as  yet 
seriously  agreed  even  as  to  the  shadow.   The  perti- 
nent series  of  questions  with  which  Godet  (Intro  to 
NT;  Studies  on  the  Epp.,  305)  concludes  his  remarks 
on  the  genuineness  may  well  be  repeated:   "What 
use  was  it  to  explain  at  length  in  the  2d  cent,  a 
change  in  a  plan  of  the  journey,  which,  supposing 
it  waa  real,  had  interest  only  for  those  whom  the 
promised  visit  of  the  apostle  personally  concerned? 
When  the  author  speaks  of  five  hundred  persona 
who  had  seen  the  risen  Christ,  of  whom  the  most 
part  were  still  ahve  at  the  time  when  he  was  writing. 
IS  he  telling  his  readers  a  mere  story  that  would 
resemble  a  oad  joke?    What  was  the  use  of  dis- 
cussmg  at  length  and  giving  detailed  rules  on  the 
exercise  of  the  glossolafia  at  a  time  when  that  gift 
no  longer  existed,  so  to  say,  in  the  church?    Why 
make  the  apostle  say:  'We  who  shall  be  alive  [at 
the  moment  of  the  Parousia]'  at  a  time  when  every- 
one knew  that  he  was  long  dead?    In  fine,  what 


church  would  have  received  without  opposition  into 
its  archives,  as  an  ep.  of  the  apostle,  half  a  cent, 
after  his  death,  a  letter  imknown  till  then,  and  filled 
with  reproaches  most  severe  and  humiliating  to  it?" 
One  is  not  surprised,  therefore,  that  even  the 
radical  criticism  of  the  19th  cent,  cordially  accepted 
the  Corinthian  epp.  and  their  com- 

3.  Consent  panions  in  the  great  group.  The  men 
of  Criticism  who  founded  that  criticism  were  under 

no  conceivable  constraint  in  such  a 
conclusion,  save  the  constraint  of  obvious  and 
incontrovertible  fact.  The  Tubingen  school,  which 
doubted  or  denied  the  authenticity  of  all  the  rest 
of  the  epp^fraukly  acknowledged  the  genuineness 
of  these.  This  also  became  the  general  verdict  of 
the  "critical"  school  which  followed  that  of  Tubin- 
gen,  and  which,  in  many  branches,  has  included 
the  names  of  the  leading  German  scholars  to  this 
day.  F.  C.  Baur*s  language  [Paul,  I,  246)  was: 
"There  has  never  been  the  shghtest  suspicion  of 
unauthenticity  cast  on  these  four  epp.,  and  they  bear 
so  incontestably  the  character  of  Pauline  originality, 
that  there  is  no  conceivable  groimd  for  the  assertion 
of  critical  doubts  in  their  case."  Renan  {St.  Paul, 
Intro,  V)  was  equally  emphatic:  "They  are  incon- 
testable, and  uncontested. 

Reference,  however,  must  be  made  to  the  ultrsr 
radical  attack  which  nas  gathered  some  adherents, 

especially    among     Dutch     scholars, 

4.  Ultra-  during  the  last  25  years.  As  early 
Radical  as  1792  Evanson,  a  retired  Eng. 
Attack  clergyman,    rejected     Rom    on    the 

ground  that,  according  to  Acts,  no 
church  existed  in  Rome  in  Paul's  day.  Bruno 
Bauer  (185(K-51-52)  made  a  more  sweeping  attack, 
relegating  the  whole  of  the  four  principal  epp.  to 
the  close  of  the  2d  cent.  His  views  receivea  little 
attention,  until,  in  1886  onward,  they  were  taken 
up  and  extended  by  a  series  of  writers  in  Holland, 
Pierson  and  Naber.  and  Loman,  followed  rapidly 
by  Steck  of  Bern,  Vdlter  of  Amsterdam^  and  above 
all  by  Van  Manen  of  Leyden.  ^  According  to  these 
writers,  with  slight  modifications  of  view  among 
themselves,  it  is  very  doubtful  if  Paul  or  Christ 
ever  really  existed;  if  they  did,  legend  has  long 
since  made  itself  inaster  of  their  personalities,  and 
in  every  case  what  borders  on  the  supernatural  is 
to  be  taken  as  the  criterion  of  the  legendary.  The 
epp.  were  written  in  the  1st  quarter  of  the  2d  cent., 
and  as  Paul,  so  far  as  he  was  known,  was  believed 
to  be  a  reformer  of  anti-Juduc  sjrmpathies,  he  was 
chosen  as  the  patron  of  the  movement,  and  the 
writings  were  published  in  his  name.  The  aim 
of  the  whole  series  was  to  further  the  interests  of 
a  supposed  circle  of  clever  and  elevated  men,  who, 
partly  imbued  with  Heb  ideals,  and  partly  with 
the  speculations  of  Gr  and  Alexandrian  philosophy, 
desired  the  spread  of  a  universalistic  Christianity 
and  true  Gnosis.  For  this  end  they  perceived  it 
necessary  that  Jewish  legalism  should  be  neutral- 
ized, and  that  the  narrow  national  element  should 
be  expelled  from  the  Messianic  idea.  Hence  the 
epp.  The  principles  on  which  the  main  conten- 
tions of  the  critics  are  based  may  be  reduced  to 
two:  (1)  that  there  are  relations  in  the  epp.  so  diffi- 
cult to  understand  that,  since  we  cannot  properly 
understand  them,  the  epp.  are  not  trustworthy;  and 
(2)  that  the  reUgious  and  ecclesiastical  develop- 
ment is  so.great  that  not  merely  20  or  30  years,  but 
70  or  80  more,  are  required,  if  we  are  to  be  able 
rationally  to  conceive  it:  to  accept  the  situation 
at  an  earlier  date  is  simply  to  accept  what  cannot 
possibly  have  been.  It  is  manifest  that  on  such 
principles  it  is  possible  to  establish  what  one  will, 
and  tnat  any  historical  lit.  might  be  proved  un- 
trustworthy, and  reshaped  according  to  the  sub- 
jective idiosyncrasies  of   the   critic.    The  under- 
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lying  theory  of  intellectual  development  is  too  rigid, 
and  is  quite  oblivious  of  the  shocks  it  receives  from 
actual  lactSi  bv  the  advent  in  history  from  time  to 
time  of  powerful,  compelling;,  and  creative  person- 
alities, who  rather  mould  theur  age  than  are  moulded 
by  it.  None  have  poured  greater  ridicule  on  this 
^^paeudo-KrUik"  than  the  representatives  of  the 
advanced  school  in  Germany  whom  it  rather  ex- 
pected to  carry  with  it,  and  against  whom  it  com- 
plains bitterly  that  they  do  not  take  it  seriously. 
On  the  whole  the  vagaries  of  the  Dutch  school  have 
rather  confirmed  than  shaken  belief  in  these  epp.; 
and  one  may  freely  accept  Ramsay's  view  {HDBy 
I,  484)  as  expressmg  the  modem  mind  regarding 
them,  namely,  that  they  are  ^'the  imimpeached  and 
unassailable  nucleus  of  admitted  Pauline  writings.'' 
(Reference  to  the  following  will  give  a  sufficiently 
adequate  idea  of  the  Dutch  criticism  and  the  replies 
that  have  bc^n  made  to  it:  Van  Manen,  EB^  art. 
"Paul,"  and  Exwa  T,  IX,  206,  257,  314;  Knowling, 
Witness  of  the  Epp.;  Clemen,  EinheUlichkeit  der  p. 
B.;  Sanday  and  Headlam,  Romans,  ICC;  Godet. 
Jtilicher  and  Zahn,  in  their  Introductions;  Schmiedel 
and  Lipsius  in  the  Hand-Commentar.) 

11.  Text  of  1  and  2  Cor.  —The  text  of  both  epp. 
comes  to  us  in  the  most  ancient  VSS,  the  Syr 

(Pesfaito),  the  Old  Lat,  and  the  Egyp, 
Integrity  all  of  which  were  in  very  early  use, 
of  1  Cor        imdoubtedly  by  the  3d  cent.    It  is 

complete  in  the  great  Gr  uncials: 
Sin.  («*  and  i<«  4th  cent.),  Vat.  (B,  4th  cent.), 
Alex.  (A,  5th  cent.,  minus  two  vs,  2  Cor  4  13^ 
12  7),  and  very  nearly  complete  in  Ephraemi 
(C,  5th  cent.),  and  in  the  Gr-Lat  Claromontanus 
(D,  6th  cent.);  as  well  as  in  numerous  cursives. 
In  both  cases  the  original  has  been  well  preserved, 
and  no  exegetical  diffioulties  of  high  importance 
are  presented.  (Reference  should  be  made  to  the 
Intro  in  Sanday  and  Headlam's  Romans,  /CC  [1896], 
where  §7  gives  valuable  information  concerning  the 
text,  not  only  of  Rom,  but  of  the  Pauline  epp. 
generally;  also  to  the  recent  ed  [Oxford,  1910],  NT 
Uraecae,  hj  Souter,  where  the  various  readings  of  the 
text  used  m  RV  [1881]  are  conveniently  exhibited.) 
On  the  whole  the  text  of  1  Cor  flows  on  consistently, 
only  at  times,  in  a  characteristic  fashion,  winding 
back  upon  itself,  and  few  serious  criticisms  are  made 
on  its  unity,  although  the  case  is  different  in  this 
respect  with  its  companion  ep.  Some  writers,  on 
insufficient  grounds,  believe  that  1  Cor  contains 
relics  of  a  previous  ep.  (cf  6  9),  e.g.  in  7  17-24;  9 
1—10  22;  16  1-55. 

///.  Faxd's  Premoam  RmlaHons  with  Corinth. — 
When,  in  the  course  of  his  2d  missionary  journey. 

Paul  left  Athens  (Acts  18  1),  he  sailed 
1.  Corinth  westward  to  Cenchreae,  and  entered 
in  56  AD       Corinth   ''in  weakness,   and  in  fear, 

and  in  much  trembling"  (1  Cor  2  8). 
He  was  doubtless  alone,  although  Silas  and  Timothy 
afterward  joined  him  (Acts  18  6;  2  Cor  1  19). 
The  ancient  city  of  Corinth  had  been  utterly  laid 
in  ruins  when  Rome  subjugated  Greece  in  the 
middle  of  the  2d  cent.  BC.  But  in  the  year  46  BC 
Caesar  had  caused  it  to  be  rebuilt  and  colonized 
in  the  Rom  manner,  and  during  the  cent,  that  had 
elapsed  it  had  prospered  and  grown  enormously. 
Its  population  at  this  time  has  been  estimated  at 
between  600,000  and  700,000,  by  far  the  larger 
portion  of  whom  were  slaves.  Its  magnificent 
narbors,  Cenchreae  and  Lechaeum,  opening  to  the 
commerce  of  East  and  West,  were  crowded  with 
ships,  and  its  streets  with  travelers  and  merchants 
from  almost  every  country  under  heaven.  Even 
in  that  old  paean  world  the  reputation  of  the  city 
was  bad;  it  has  been  compared  (Baring-Gould, 
Study  of  St.  Paul,  241)  to  an  amalgam  of  New- 
market, Chicago  and  Paris,  and  probably  it  con- 


tained the  worst  features  of  each.  At  night  it  was 
made  hideous  by  the  brawls  and  lewd  songs  of 
drunken  revelry.  In  the  daytime  its  markets  and 
squares  swarmed  with  Jewish  peddlers,  foreign 
traders,  sailors,  soldiers,  athletes  in  training,  boxers, 
wrestlers,  charioteers,  racins-men,  betting-men, 
courtesans,  slaves,  idlers  and  parasites  of  every 
description.  The  corrupting  worship  of  Aphrodite, 
with  its  hordes  of  hierddouloi,  was  dominant,  and  iJl 
over  the  Gr-Rom  world,  "to  behave  as  a  Corinthian" 
was  a  proverbial  synonym  for  leading  a  low.  shame- 
less and  inmioral  life.  Very  naturally  sucn  a  pol- 
luted and  idolatrous  environment  accoimts  for  much 
that  has  to  be  recorded  of  the  semi-pagan  and  im- 
perfect life  of  many  of  the  early  converts. 

Paul  was  himself  the  founder  of  the  church  in 
Corinth  (1  Cor  3  6.10).    Entering  the  city  with 

anxiety,  and  yet  with  almost  audar 
2.  Founding  cious  hopefulness,  he  determined  to 
of  the  know  nothing  among  its  people  save 

Church  Jesus  Christ  and  Him  crucified  (2  2). 

Undoubtedly  he  was  conscious  that 
the  mission  of  the  Cross  here  approached  its  crisis. 
If  it  could  abide  here,  it  could  abide  anywhere. 
At  first  he  confined  himself  to  working;  qmetly  at 
his  trade,  and  cultivating  the  friendship  of  Aquila 
and  Priscilla  (Acts  18  2f);  then  he  opened  his 
campaign  in  the  synagogue  where  he  persuaded 
both  Jews  and  Greeks,  and  ultimately,  wnen  oppo- 
sition became  violent,  carried  it  on  in  the  house  of 
Titus  Justus,  a  proselyte.  He  made  deep  impres- 
sions, and  gradually  gathered  round  him  a  number 
who  were  received  mto  the  faith  (Acts  18  7.8; 
1  Cor  1  14-16).  The  converts  were  drawn  largely 
but  not  entirely  from  the  lower  or  servile  classes 
(1  26;  7  21);  they  included  Crispus  and  Sosthenes, 
rulers  of  the  synagogue.  Gains,  and  Stephanas  with 
his  household,  ''the  firstfruits  of  Achaia''  (16  15). 
He  regarded  himself  J03rfully  as  the  father  of  this 
community  (414.15),  every  member  of  which  seemed 
to  him  like  his  own  child. 

IV.  Datm  of  thm  Epittlm. — After  a  sojourn  of 
eighteen  months  (Acts  18  11)  in  this  fruitful  field. 
Paul  departed,  most  probably  in  the  year  52  (ct 
Turner,  art.  "Chron.  NT,"  HDB,  I,  422  ff).  and, 
having  visited  Jems  and  returned  to  Asia  Kfinor 
(third  journey),  established  himself  for  a  period  of 
between  two  and  three  years  (trietia,  Acts  20  31) 
in  Ephesus  (Acts  18  18  onwajnd).  It  was  dining 
his  stay  there  that  his  ep.  was  written,  either  in  the 
spring  (pre-Pentecost,  1  Cor  16  8)  of  the  year  in 
which  he  left,  55;  or,  if  that  does  not  give  sufficient 
interval  for  a  visit  and  a  letter  to  Corinth,  which 
there  is  considerable  ground  for  believing  inter- 
vened between  1  Cor  and  the  departure  from 
Ephesus^  then  in  the  spring  of  the  preceding  year. 
54.  This  would  give  ample  time  for  the  conjecturea 
events,  and  there  is  no  insuperable  reason  against 
it.  Pauline  chronology  is  a  subject  by  itself,  but 
the  suggested  dates  for  the  departure  from  Ephesus, 
and  for  the  writing  of  1  Con  really  fluctuate  between 
the  years  53  and  57.  Hamack  (Gesch.  der  cUt- 
chrisL  lAtt.,  II;  Die  Ckron.,  I)  and  McGiifert  (Apos 
Age)  adopt  the  earlier  date;  Ramsay  (St,  Paul  the 
Traveller),  56:  lightfoot  (Bib.  Essays)  and  Zahn 
(Einl.),  57;  Turner  (ut  supra),  55.  Many  regard  57 
as  too  late,  but  Robertson  (HDB,  I,  485-86)  still 
adheres  to  it. 

V.  Occasion  of  thm  Epittlm.—Mter  Paul's  de- 
parture from  Corinth,  events  moved  rapidly,  and 

far  from  satisfactorily.  He  was  quite 
1.  A  Pre-  cognizant  of  them.  The  distance 
yious  Letter  from  Ephesus  was  not  great — about 

eight  days'  journey  by  sea — and  in 
the  constant  coming  and  going  between  the  cities 
news  of  what  was  transpiring  must  frequently  have 
come  to  his  ears.    Members  of  the  household  of 
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Chloe  are  distinctly  mentioned  (1  11)  as  having 
brought  tidings  of  the  contentions  that  prevailed, 
and  there  were  no  doubt  other  informants.  Paul 
was  so  concerned  by  what  he  heard  that  he  sent 
Timothy  on  a  conciliatory  mission  with  many 
commendations  (4  17;  16  10  f),  although  the 
present  ep.  probably  reached  Corinth  first.  He 
nad  also  felt  impelled,  in  a  letter  (5  9)  which  is  now 
lost,  to  send  earnest  warning  against  compan3ring 
with  the  inmioral.  Moreover,  ApoUos.  after 
excellent  work  in  Corinth,  had  come  to  Ephesus, 
and  was  received  as  a  brother  by  the  apostle 
(3  5.6;  16  12).  Equally  welcome  was  a  deputa- 
tion consisting  of  Stephanas,  Fortimatus  and 
Achaicus  (16  17)^  from  whom  the  fullest  informal 
tion  coidd  be  gamed,  and  who  were  the  probable 
bearers  of  a  letter  from  the  chiu*ch  of  Corinth  itself 

(7  1),  appealing  for  advice  and  direc- 
2.  Letter  tion  on  a  number  of  points.  This 
from  letter  has  not  been  preserved,  but  it 

Corinth         was  evidently  the  immediate  occasion 

of  oiu*  ep.,  and  its  tenor  is  clearly  indi- 
cated by  the  nature  of  the  apostle's  reply.  (The 
letter,  professing  to  be  this  letter  to  Paul,  and  its 
companion,  professing  to  be  Paul's  own  lost  letter 
just  referred  to,  which  deal  with  gnostic  heresies, 
and  were  for  long  accepted  by  the  Syrian  and  Ar- 
menian churches,  are  manifestly  apocryphal.  fCf 
Stanley's  Corinthians,  Appendix:  Hamack's  Ge8(Ji, 
der  aUchrist.  LiU,,  I,  37--39,  and  II,  506-8;  Zahn, 
Einl,,  1, 183-249;  Sanday.  EB,  I,  906-7.J  If  there 
be  any  relic  in  existence  of  Paul's  previous  letter,  it 
is  possibly  to  be  found  in  the  passage  2  Cor  6  14 — 
7  1  ^  at  all  events  that  passage  mav  be  regarded  as 
remmisoent  of  its  style  and  messaee.)  So  that  1  Cor 
is  no  bow  drawn  at  a  venture.  It  treats  of  a  fully 
understood,  and,  on  the  whole,  of  a  most  unhappy 
situation.  Tlie  church  had  broken  into  factions, 
and  was  distracted  by  party  cries.  Some  of  its 
members  were  living  openly  inmioral  lives,  and  dis- 
cipline was  practically  in  abeyance.  Others  had 
Quarrels  over  which  they  dragged  one  another  into 
tne  heathen  courts.  Great  differences  of  opinion 
had  also  arisen  with  regard  to  marriage  and  the 
social  relations  generally;  with  regard  to  banquets 
and  the  eating  of  food  offered  to  idols;  with  regard 
to  the  behavior  of  women  in  the  assemblies,  to  the 
Lord's  Supper  and  the  love-feasts,  to  the  use  and 
value  of  spiritual  gifts,  and  with  regard  to  the  hope 
of  the  resurrection.  The  apostle  was  filled  with 
grief  and  indi^iation,  which  the  too  complacent  tone 
of  the  CorintUans  only  intensified.  They  discussed 
questions  in  a  lofty,  intellectual  way,  without  seem- 
ing to  perceive  their  real  drift,  or  the  life  and  spirit 
which  lay  imperiled  at  their  heart.  Resisting  the 
impulse  to  visit  them  ''with  a  rod"  (4  21),  the 
apostle  wrote  the  present  ep.,  and  dispatched  it,  if 
not  by  the  hands  of  Stephanas  and  his  comrades, 
most  probably  by  the  hands  of  Titus. 

VL  Conimnia  of  thm  EpUile, — In  its  general  char- 
acter the  ep.  is  a  strenuous  writing,  masterly  in  its 

restraint  in  dealing  with  opposition, 
1.  General  firm  in  its  grasp  of  ethical  ana  spiritual 
Character     principles,  and  wise  and  faithful  in 

their  application.  It  is  calm,  full 
of  reasoning,  clear  ana  balanced  in  judgment;  very 
varied  in  its  lights  and  shadows,  in  its  kindness,  its 
gravity,  its  irony.  It  moves  with  firm  tread  among 
the  commonest  themes,  but  also  rises  easily  into 
the  loftiest  spheres  of  thought  and  vision,  breaking 
again  and  again  into  passages  of  glowing  and 
rhythmical  eloquence.  It  rebukes  error,  exposes 
and  condemns  sin,  solves  doubts,  upholds  and 
encourages  faith,  and  all  in  a  spirit  of  the  utmost 
tenderness  and  love,  full  of  grace  and  truth.  It  is 
broad  in  its  outlook,  penetrating  in  its  insight, 
unending  in  its  interest  and  application. 


It  is  also  very  orderly  in  its  arrangement,  so  that 

it  is  not  difficult  to  follow  the  writer  as  he  advances 

from     point     to     point.    Weizs&cker 

2.  Order  (Apos  Age^  I,  324-25)  suggestively 
and  distin^ishes  the  matter  into  (1)  sub- 
Division        jects  mtroduoed  by  the  letter  from 

Corinth,  and  (2)  those  on  which  Paul 
had  obtained  information  otherwise.  He  includes 
three  main  topics  in  the  first  class:  marriage,  meat 
offered  to  idols  and  spiritual  gifts  (there  is  a  fourth 
— ^the  logia  or  collection,  16  1)}  six  in  the  second 
class :  the  factions^  the  case  of  incest,  the  lawsuits, 
the  free  customs  of  the  women,  the  abuse  connected 
with  the  Supper  and  the  denial  of  the  resurrection. 
It  is  useful,  however,  t^  adhere  to  the  sequence  of 
the  ep.  In  broadlv  outlining  the  subject-matter  we 
may  make  a  threefold  division:  (1)  ens  1-6;  (2)  chs 
7-10;  and  (3)  chs  11-end. 

(1)  Chs  1-6:  After  salutation,  in  which  he  asso- 
ciat€»  Sosthenes  with  himself,   and  thanksgiving 

for  the  grace  adven  to  the  Corinthians 

3.  Outline     (1  1-9),     Paul     immediately    begins 

(1  10-13)  to  refer  to  the  internal 
divisions  among  them,  and  to  the  unworthv  and 
misguided  party  cries  that  had  arisen.  (Mamr 
theories  have  been  formed  as  to  the  exact  signifi- 
cance of  the  so-called  "Christus-party,"  a  party 
whose  danger  becomes  more  obvious  in  2  Cor. 
Cf  Meyer-Heinrici,  Comm.y  8th  ed;  Godet,  Iniro^ 
250  ff;  Stanley,  Car,  29-30;  Farrar,  SL  Paul, 
ch  xxxi;  Pfleiderer,  Paidinism,  II,  28-31;  Weiss, 
Intro,  I,  259-65;  Weizsacker,  Avoa  Age,  I,  325- 
33,  and  354  ff .  Weizsacker  nolos  that  the  name 
indicates  exclusive  relation  to  an  authority,  while 
Baur  and  Pfleiderer  argue  that  it  was  a  party  watch- 
word [virtually  Petrine]  taken  to  brmg  out  the 
apostolic  inferiority  of  Paul.  On  the  other  hand 
a  few  scholars  mamtain  that  the  name  does  not, 
strictly  speaking,  indicate  a  party  at  all  but  rather 
designates  those  who  were  disgusted  at  the  display 
of  all  party  spirit,  and  with  whom  Paul  was  in 
hearty  sympathy.  See  McGiffert,  Apoa  Age, 
295-97.)  After  denouncing  this  petty  partisan- 
ship^ Paul  offers  an  elaborate  defence  of  his  own 
ministry,  declaring  the  power  and  wisdom  of  God 
in  the  gospel  of  the  Cross  (1  14—2  16),  returning  in 
ch  3  to  the  spirit  of  faction,  showing  its  absurdity 
and  narrowness  in  face  of  the  fulness  of  the  Chris- 
tian heritage  in  ''all  things"  that  belong  to  them 
as  belonging  to  Chrbt;  and  once  more  defending 
his  ministry. in  ch  4,  soaking  a  touching  appeal  to 
his  readers  as  his  ''beloved  children,"  whom  he  had 
begotten  through  the  gospel.  In  ch  6  he  deals 
with  the  case  of  a  notonous  offender,  c^ty  of 
incest,  whom  they  unworthily  harbor  in  their  midst, 
and  in  the  name  of  Christ  demands  that  they  should 
expel  him  from  the  church,  pointing  out  at  the 
same  time  that  it  is  against  the  countenancing  of 
immorality  within  the  church  membership  that  he 
specially  warns,  and  had  previously  warned  in 
his  former  ep.  Ch  6  deals  with  the  shamefulness 
of  Christian  brethren  haling  one  another  to  the 
heathen  courts,  and  not  rather  seeking  the  settle- 
ment of  their  differences  within  themselves;  revert- 
ing once  more  in  the  closine  vs  to  the  subject  of 
imchastity,  which  irrepressibly  haimts  him  as  he 
thinks  of  them. 

(2)  Chs  7-10:  In  ch  7  he  begins  to  reply  to  two 
of  the  matters  on  which  the  church  had  expressly 
consulted  him  in  its  ep.,  and  which  he  usually  in- 
duces by  the  phrase  peri  de,  "now  concerning." 
The  first  of  these  bears  (ch  7)  upon  celibacy  and 
marriage,  including  the  case  of  "mixed"  marriage. 
These  questions  he  treats  quite  frankly,  yet  with 
delicacy  and  circumspection,  always  careful  to  dis- 
tinguish between  what  he  has  received  as  the  direct 
word  of  the  Lord,  and  what  he  only  deUvers  as  his 
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own  opinion,  the  utterance  of  his  own  sanctified 
common-sense^  yet  to  which  the  good  spirit  within 
him  gives  weight.  The  second  matter  on  which 
advice  was  solicited,  questions  regarding  eiddld- 
thtUa,  meats  offered  to  idols,  he  discusses  in  ch  8, 
recurring  to  it  a^ain  in  ch  10  to  end.  The  scruples 
and  casuistries  mvolved  he  handles  with  excellent 
wisdom,  and  lays  down  a  rule  for  the  Christian 
conscience  of  a  far-reaching  kind,  happily  expressed: 
''AU  things  are  lawful;  but  not  all  things  are  ex- 
pedient. AU  things  are  lawful;  but  not  all  things 
edify.  Let  no  man  seek  his  own,  but  each  his  neigh- 
bor's good"  (10  23.24).  By  lifting  their  differences 
into  the  purer  atmosphere  of  love  and  duty,  he 
causes  them  to  dissolve  away.  Ch  9  contains  another 
notable  defence  of  his  apostleship,  in  which  he 
asserts  the  principle  that  the  Christian  ministry  has 
a  claim  for  its  support  on  those  to  whom  it 
ministers,  although  in  his  own  case  he  deliberately 
waived  nis  right,  that  no  challenge  on  such  a 
matter  should  be  possible  among  them.  The  earlier 
portion  of  ch  10  contains  a  reference  to  Jewish 
idolatry  and  sacramental  abuse,  in  order  that  the 
evils  that  resulted  might  point  a  moral,  and  act 
as  a  solemn  warning  to  Christians  in  relation  to 
their  own  rites. 

(3)  Chs  11-16:  The  third  section  deals  with 
certain  errors  and  defects  that  had  crept  into  the 
inner  life  and  observances  of  the  church,  also  with 
further  matters  on  which  the  Corinthians  sou^t 
guidance,  namely,  spiritual  gifts  and  the  collection 
for  the  saints.  Oh  11  1-16  has  regard  to  the  de- 
portment of  women  and  their  veiling  in  church,  a 
matter  which  seems  to  have  occasioned  some  diffi- 
cidty,  and  which  Paul  deals  with  in  a  manner  quite 
his  own;  passing  thereafter  to  treat  of  graver  and 
more  disoraerly  affairs,  gross  abuses  in  the  form  of 
gluttony  and  drunkenness  at  the  Lord's  Supper, 
which  leads  him,  after  severe  censure,  to  make  his 
classic  reference  to  that  sacred  ordinance  (vs  20 
to  end).  Ch  12  sets  forth  the  diversity,  yet  true 
unity,  of  spiritual  gifts,  and  the  confusion  and 
jealousy  to  which  a  lalse  conception  of  them  inevi- 
tably leads,  obscuring  that  ^'most  excellent  way,'' 
the  love  which  transcends  them  all,  which  never 
faileth,  the  greatest  of  the  Christian  graces,  whose 
praise  he  chants  in  language  of  surpassing  beauty 
(ch  13).  He  strives  also,  in  the  following  chapter, 
to  correct  the  disorder  arising  from  the  abuse  ot 
the  gift  of  tongues,  many  desinng  to  speak  at  once, 
and  many  speaking  only  a  vain  babble  which  no 
one  coulcl  imderstand,  thinking  themselves  thereby 
highly  gifted.  It  is  not  edifymg:  **l  had  rather, ' 
he  declaras,  "speak  five  words  with  my  imderstand- 
ing,  that  I  might  instruct  others  also,  than  ten 
thousand  words  in  a  tongue"  (14  19).  Thereafter 
follows  the  immortal  chapter  on  the  resurrection, 
which  he  had  learned  that  some  denied  (15  12). 
He  anchors  the  faith  to  the  resurrection  of  Christ 
as  historic  fact,  abundantly  attested  (vs  3-8), 
shows  how  all-essential  it  is  to  the  Christian  hope 
(vs  13-19),  and  then  proceeds  by  reasoning  and 
analogy  to  brush  aside  certain  naturalistic  objec- 
tions to  the  great  doctrine,  "then  they  that  are 
Christ's,  at  his  coming"  (ver  23),  when  this  mortal 
ahail  have  put  on  immortality,  and  death  be  swal- 
lowed up  in  victory  (ver  54).  The  closins  chapter 
(pves  directions  as  to  the  collection  for  tne  samts 
m  Jems,  on  which  his  heart  was  deeply  set,  and  in 
which  he  hoped  the  Corinthians  would  bear  a 
worthy  share.  He  promises  to  visit  them,  and 
even  to  tarry  the  winter  with  them.  He  then 
makes  a  series  of  tender  personal  references,  and 
80  brings  the  great  ep.  to  a  close. 

VIL  DiaHngutMhing  Fmaturea. — ^It  will  be  seen 
that  there  are  passages  in  the  ep.  of  great  doctrinal 
and  historical  importance,  esp.  with  reference  to 


the  Person  of  Christ,  the  Holy  Spirit,  the  Euchar- 
ist and  the  Resurrection;  also  many  that  illuminate 
the  nature  of  the  religious  meetings  and  services 
of  the  early  church  (cf  particularly  on  these,  Weiz- 
s&cker,  Apos  Age,  II,  246  ff).  A  lurid  light  is  cast 
on  many  of  the  errors  and  evils  that  not  unnaturally 
still  clung  to  those  who  were  just  emerging  from 
paganism,  and  much  allowance  has  to  be  made  for 
the  Corinthian  environment.  The  thoroughness 
with  which  the  apostle  pursues  the  difficulties 
raised  into  their  relations  and  details,  and  the  wide 
scope  of  matters  which  he  subjects  to  Christian 
scrutiny  and  criterion,  are  also  significant.  Mani- 
festly he  regarded  the  gospel  as  come  to  fill,  not  a 
part,  but  the  whole,  of  life;  to  supply  principles 
that  follow  the  believers  to  their  homes,  to  the  most 
secluded  sanctum  there,  out  again  to  the  world, 
to  the  market-place^  the  place  of  amusement|  of 
temptation,  of  service,  ot  trial,  of  worship  and 
prayer;  and  all  in  harmony  with  knowingnothing 
"save  Jesus  Christ,  and  him  crucified."  For  Paul 
reg^uxls  that  not  as  a  restriction,  but  as  a  large  and 
expansive  principle.  He  sets  the  cross  on  an  emi- 
nence so  nigh  that  its  shadow  covers  the  whole 
activities  of  human  life. 

Three  broad  outstanding  features  of  a  practical 

kind  may  be  recognized.    The  first  is  the  earnest 

warning  it  conveys  against  a  factious 

1.  The  9R^^  ^  inimical  to  the  Christian  life. 
Party  The  Corinthians  were  imbued  with 
Spirit            the  party  spirit  of  Or  democracy,  and 

were  infected  also  by  the  sporting 
spirit  of  the  great  games  that  entered  so  lar^ly 
into  their  existence.  They  transferred  these  things 
to  the  church.  They  listened  to  their  teachers  with 
itching  ears,  not  as  men  who  wished  to  leam,  but 
as  partisans  who  sought  occasion  either  to  applaud 
or  to  condemn.  Paul  recognizes  that,  thougn  they 
are  not  dividing  on  deep  things  of  the  faith,  they 
are  giving  way  to  "schisms"  of  a  pettier  and  per- 
haps even  more  perilous  kind,  that  appeal  to  the 
lowest  elements  in  human  nature,  that  cause 
scandal  in  the  eyes  of  men  and  iimict  ^evous 
wounds  on  the  Body  of  Christ.  In  combating  this 
spirit  he  takes  occasion  to  go  below  the  surface, 
and  to  reveal  the  foundations  of  true  Christian 
unity.  That  must  simply  be  "in  Christ."  And 
this  is  true  even  if  the  divergence  should  be  on 
higher  and  graver  things.  Any  unity  in  such  a 
case^  still  possible  to  cherish,  must  be  a  unity  in 
Chnst.  None  can  be  unchurched  who  build  on 
Him;  none  severed  from  the  true  and  catholic 
faith,  who  confess  with  their  lips  and  testify  with 
their  lives  that  He  is  Lord. 

The  ep.  also  renders  a  high  ethical  service  in  the 

rules  it  lays  down  for  the  guidance  of  the  Christian 

conscience.     In    matters    where    the 

2.  The  issue  is  clearly  one  of  the  great  im- 
Christian  peratives,  the  conflict  need  never  be 
Conscience   protracted.    An  earnest  man  will  see 

his  way.  But  beyond  these,  or  not 
easily  reducible  to  them,  there  are  many  matters 
that  cause  perplexity  and  doubt.  Questions  arise 
regarding  things  that  do  not  seem  to  be  wrong  in 
themselves,  yet  whose  abuse  or  the  offence  they 
give  to  others,  may  well  cause  debate.  Meat 
offered  to  idols,  and  then  brou^t  to  table,  was  a 
stumbling-block  to  many  Connthian  Chnstians. 
They  said:  "If  we  eat,  it  is  consenting  to  idolatry; 
we  dare  not  partake.'  But  there  were  some  who 
rose  to  a  higher  level.  They  perceived  that  this 
was  a  groundless  scruple,  for  an  idol  is  nothing  at 
all,  and  the  meat  is  not  affected  by  the  supersti- 
tion. Accordingly  their  higher  and  more  rational 
view  gave  them  Uberty  and  left  their  conscience 
free.  But  was  this  really  all  that  they  had  to  con- 
sider?   Some  say:     "Certainly";    and   Paul   ao- 
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knowledges  that  this  is  undoubtedly  the  law  of 
individual  freedom.  But  it  is  not  the  final  answer. 
There  has  not  entered  into  it  a  consideration  of  the 
mind  of  Christ.  Christian  liberty  must  be  willing 
to  subject  itself  to  the  law  of  love.  Granted  that  a 
neighbor  is  often  short-sighted  and  over-scrupulous, 
and  that  it  would  be  good  neither  for  him  nor  for 
others  to  suffer  him  to  become  a  moral  dictator; 
yet  we  are  not  quite  relieved.  The  brother  may  be 
weak,  but  the  very  claim  of  his  weakness  may  be 
strong.  We  may  not  ride  over  his  scruples  rough- 
shod. To  do  so  would  be  to  put  ourselves  wrong 
even  more  seriously.  And  if  the  matter  is  one  that 
is  manifestly  fraught  with  peril  to  him,  conscience 
may  be  roused  to  say,  as  the  apostle  says:  ^'Where- 
fore, if  meat  maketh  my  brother  to  stumble,  I  will 
eat  no  flesh  for  evermore." 

A  third  notable  feature  of  the  ep.  is  its  exalta- 
tion of  the  cross  of  Christ  as  the  pK)wer  and  wisdom 
of  God  imto  salvation.    It  was  the 
3.  The  force  that  began  to  move  and  unsettle, 

Power  of  to  lift  and  change  from  its  base,  the 
the  Cross  life  of  that  old  heathen  world.  It  was 
neither  Paul,  nor  Apollos,  nor  Cephas 
who  accomplished  that  colossal  task,  but  the  preach- 
ing of  the  crucified  Christ.  The  Christianity  of 
Corinth  and  of  Europe  began  with  the  gospel  of 
Calvary  and  the  open  toinb.  It  can  never  with 
impunity  draw  away  from  these  central  facts.  The 
river  broadens  and  deepens  as  it  flows,  but  it  is 
never  possible  for  it  to  sever  itself  from  the  living 
foimtam  from  which  it  springs. 

LiTSBATURE. — The  following  writers  wiU  be  found  moflt 
Important  and  helpful: 

1.  On  mattera  of  introduction  (both  epp.):  Holtzmann. 
Weias,  Hausrath,  Hamack,  Pfleiderer,  Godet.  Weizslidcer, 
JtUicher.  Zahn,  Salmon,  Knowling,  MeOiflTert,  J.  H. 
Kennedy,  Ramsay.  Sabatier.  Farrar.  Dobschtttz,  Robert- 
son {HDB),  Sanday  {EB),  Plummer  (Z>B),  Ropes  {Enc 
Bra,  11th  ed). 

2.  Comm€ntarie»  and  lecture*  (onl  Cor  or  both):  Meyer- 
Heinrid.  Godet,  T.  C.  Edwards.  Hodge,  Beet,  Ellicott, 
Schmledel  iHand-Comm.) ,  Evans  {Speakera'  Comm.) ,  Farrar 
(Pulpit  Comm.).  Llffhtfoot  (chs  i-vii  in  Bib.  Eaa.),  Lias 

SCambr.  Or  Teat.),  McFadyen,  F.  W.  Robertson.  Findlay 
Bxpoa.  Or  Teat.)\  and  on  2  Cor  alone:  Klttpper,  Waite 
Speaker  a'  Comm.) .  Denney  (B«po«.  Bible) ,  Bernard  (Expoa. 
Or  Teat.). 

3.  For  ancient  toritera  and  apeeial  articlea,  the  list  at 
dose  of  Plummer' s  art.  in  2>B  should  be  consulted. 

CORINTHIANS,  SECOND  EPISTLE  TO  THE: 


I. 


II. 
III. 


rv. 

V. 


VI. 


VII. 


Tbxt.  Authbnticitt  and  Datb 

1.  Internal  Evidence 

2.  External  Evidence 

3.  Date 

Rtfsuifd  OF  Events 
Thb  New  Situation 

1.  The  Offender 

2.  The  False  Teachers 

3.  The  Painful  Visit 

4.  The  Severe  Letter 
Historical  Rbconbtructiom 
Inteobitt  of  the  Epistlb 

1.  Che  14—7  1 

2.  Ch  10  1—18  10 
Contents  of  the  Epistlb 

1.  Chs  1-7 

2.  Chs  8-9 

3.  Chs  10-18 
Valub  of  thb  Epistlb 


Litbbatubb 

/.  Tmxtt  Authenticity  and  Daim. — Cf  what  has 
ah'eady  been  said  in  the  preceding  art.  In  the  two 
important  5th-oent.  uncials,  A  (Alex.) 
1.  Internal  and  C  (Ephraemi),  portions  of  the 
Evidence  text  are  lacking.  As  to  the  genuine- 
ness internal  evidence  very  vividly 
attests  it.  The  distinctive  elements  of  Pauline 
theology  and  eschatology,  expressed  in  famiUar 
Pauline  terms,  are  manifest  throughout.  Yet  the 
ep.  is  not  doctrinal  or  didactic,  but  an  intensely 
personal  document.  Its  absorbing  interest  is  in 
events  which  were  profoundly  agitating  Paul  and 
the  Corinthians  at  the  time,  straining  their  rela- 


tions to  the  point  of  rupture,  and  denuuiding  strong 
action  on  Paul's  part.  Our  imperfect  knowledge 
of  the  circumstances  necessarily  hinders  a  complete 
comprehension,  but  the  references  to  these  events 
and  to  others  in  the  personal  history  of  the  apostle 
are  so  natural,  and  so  manifestly  made  in  good 
faith,  that  no  doubt  rises  in  the  reader's  mind  but 
that  he  is  in  the  sphere  of  reality,  and  that  the  voice 
he  hears  is  the  voice  of  the  man  whose  heart  and 
nerves  were  being  torn  by  the  exi>eriences  through 
which  he  was  passing.  However  scholars  may 
differ  as  to  the  continuity  and  integrity  of  the  text, 
there  is  no  serious  divergence  among  them  in  the 
opinion  that  all  parts  of  the  ep.  are  genuine  writings 
of  the  apostle. 

Externally,  the  testimony  of  the  sub-apostolic 
age,  though  not  so  frequent  or  precise  as  in  the 

case  of  1  Cor,  is  still  sufficiently  clear 
2.  External  to  establish  the  existence  and  use  of 
Evidence       the  ep.  in  the  2d  cent.    Clement  of 

Rome  is  silent  when  he  naght  rather 
have  been  expected  to  use  the  ep.  (cf  Kennedy. 
Second  and  Third  Cor,  142  flf);  but  it  is  quoted 
by  Polycarp  (ild  Phil.,  ii.4  and  vi.l),  and  in  the 
Epistle  to  Diognetus  6  12,  while  it  is  amply  at- 
tested to  by  Irenaeus,  Athenagoras,  Theophilus, 
Tertullian  and  Clement  of  Alexandria.     It  was 

written  from  Macedonia  (probably 
8.  Date         from  Philippi)  either  in  the  autunm 

of  the  same  year  as  that  in  which 
1  Cor  was  written,  54  or  55  AD,  or  in  the  autumn 
of  the  succeeding  year. 

//.  R4aum4  of  Event; — Great   difficulty  exists 
as  to  the  circumstances  in  which  the  ep.  was  written, 
and  as  to  the  whole  situation  between  1  and  2  Cor. 
In  1  Cor  Paul  had  intimated  his  intention  of  visiting 
the  Corinthians  and  wintering  with  them,  coming 
to  them  through  Macedonia  (16  5-7;  cf  also  Acts 
19  21).    In  2  Cor  1  15.16  he  refers  to  a  somewhat 
different  plan,  Corinth-Macedonia-Corinth-Judaea; 
and  describes  this  return  from  Macedonia  to  Cor- 
inth as  a  second  or  double  benefit.    But  if  this  plan, 
on  which  he  and  his  friends  had  counted,  haa  not 
been  entirely  carried  out,  it  had  been  for  good 
reason  (1  17),  and  not  due  to  mere  fickleness  or 
light-hearted  change  to  suit  his  own  convenience. 
It  was  because  he  would  ''spare''  them  (1  23),  and 
not  come  to  them  ''again  with  sorrow"  (2  1).   That 
is,  he  had  been  with  them,  but  there  had  been  such 
a  profound  disturbance  in  their  relations  that  he 
dared  not  risk  a  return  meantime;  instead,  he  had 
written  a  letter  to  probe  and  test  them,  "out  of 
much  affliction  and  anguish  of  heart ....  with  many 
tears"  (2  4).    Thank  God,  this  severe  letter  had 
accomplished  its  mission.    It  had  produced  sorrow 
among  them  (2  2;  7  8.9),  but  it  had  brought  their 
hearts  back  to  him  with  the  old  allegiance,  with 
great  clearing  of  themselves,  and  fear  and  longins 
and  zeal  (7  11).    There  was  a  period,  however,  of 
waiting  for  knowledge  of  this  issue,  which  was  to 
him  a  period  of  intense  anxietv;  he  had  even  ner- 
vously re^tted  that  he  hacf  written  as  he  did 
(7  5-S).    Titus,  who  had  gone  as  his  representative 
to  Corinth,  was  to  return  with  a  report  of  how  this 
severe  letter  had  been  received,  and  when  Titus 
failed  to  meet  him  at  Troas  (2  13),  he  had  "no 
relief  for  his  spirit,"  but  pushed  on  eagerly  to  Mace- 
donia to  encounter  him  the  sooner.    Then  came  the 
answer,  and  the  lifting  of  the  intolerable  burden 
from  his  mind.     "He  that  comforteth  the  lowly, 
even  God,  comforted"  him  (7  6).    The  Corinthians 
had  been  swayed  by  a  godly  sorrow  and  repentance 
(7  8),  and  the  sky  had  cleared  again  with  almost  un- 
hoped-for brightness.    One  who  had  offended  (2  5 
and  7  12) — but  whose  offence  is  not  distinctly  speci- 
fied— ^had  been  disciplined  by  the  church;   mae^d, 
in  the  revulsion  of  feeling  against  him,  and  in  sym- 
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eathy  for  the  apostle,  he  had  been  punished  so 
eavily  that  there  was  a  danger  of  passing  to  an 
extreme,  and  plunging  him  into  despair  (2  7). 
Paul  accordingly  pleads  for  leniency  and  forgive- 
ness, lest  further  resentment  should  lead  only  to  a 
further  and  sadder  wrong  (2  6-11).  But  in  addi- 
tion to  this  offender  there  were  others,  probably 
following  in  his  train,  who  had  carried  on  a  relent- 
less attack  against  the  apostle  both  in  his  person 
and  in  his  doctrine.  He  earnestly  defends  himself 
against  their  contemptuous  charges  of  fleshliness 
and  cowardice  (ch  10),  and  cralty  venality  (12 
16.17).  Another  Jesus  is  preached,  a  different 
spirit,  a  different  gospel  (11  4).  They  ''commend 
themselves"  (10  12),  out  are  false  apostles,  deceit- 
ful workers,  ministers  of  Satan,  fashioning  them- 
selves into  ministers  of  Christ  (11  13.14).  Their 
attacks  are  vehementlv  repelled  in  an  eloquent 
apologia  (chs  11  and  12;,  and  he  declares  that  when 
he  comes  the  third  time  they  will  not  be  spared 
(13  2).  Titus,  accompanied  oy  other  weU-known 
brethren,  is  again  to  be  the  representative  of  the 
apostle  (8  6.17  ff).  At  no  ^eat  interval  Paul 
himself  followed,  thus  making  his  third  visit  (12  14; 
13  1),  and  so  far  fulfilled  his  original  purpose  that 
he  spent  the  winter  peacefully  in  Connth  (cf  Acts 
20  2.3;  Rom  15  25-27  and  16  23). 

///.  Thm  Nmw  SUuation, — It  is  manifest  that  we 
are  in  the  presence  of  a  new  and  unexpected  situ- 
ation, whose  development  is  not  clearly  defined, 
and  concerning  which  we  have  elsewhere  no  source 
of  information.  To  elucidate  it,  the  chief  points 
requiring  attention  are:  (1)  The  references  to  the 
offender  in  chs  2  and  7,  and  to  the  false  teachers, 
particularlv  in  the  later  chapters  of  the  ep.;  (2) 
the  painful  visit  implicitly  referred  to  in  2  1;  and 
(3)  the  letter  described  as  written  in  tears  and  for 
a  time  r^^tted  (2  4;  7  8). 

The  offender  in  1  Cor  6  1-5  had  been  guilty  of 
incest,  and  Paul  was  ^eved  that  the  church  of 
Corinth  did  not  regard  with  horror 
1.  The  a  crime  which  even  the  pagan  world 

Offender  would  not  have  tolerated.  His  judg- 
ment on  the  case  was  imcompromising 
and  the  severest  possible — that,  in  solenm  assembly, 
in  the  name  and  with  the  power  of  the  Lord  Jesus, 
the  church  should  deliver  such  a  one  to  Satan 
for  the  destruction  of  the  flesh.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  offender  in  2  Cor  2  5  ff  is  one  who  ob- 
viously has  transgressed  less  heinously,  and  in  a 
way  more  personal  to  the  apostle.  The  church, 
roused  by  tne  apostle  to  show  whether  they  indeed 
cared  for  him  and  stood  by  him  (2  9:  13  7),  had, 
by  a  majority,  brought  censure  to  bear  on  this 
man,  and  Paul  now  urged  that  matters  should  go 
no  farther,  lest  an  excess  of  discipline  should  reaUy 
end  in  a  triumph  of  Satan.  It  is  not  possible  to 
r^ard  such  references  as  applying  to  the  crime 
dealt  with  in  1  Cor.  Purposely  veiled  as  the  state- 
ments are,  it  would  vet  appear  that  a  personal 
attack  had  been  made  on  the  apostle:  and  the 
"many"  in  Corinth  ^2  6),  having  at  length  es- 
poused his  cause,  Pam  then  deals  with  the  matter 
m  the  generous  spirit  he  might  have  been  expected 
to  diBplay.  Even  if  the  offender  were  the  same 
person,  which  is  most  improbable,  for  he  can  scarce- 
ly have  been  retained  in  the  membership,  the  lan- 
guage is  not  language  that  could  have  been  applied 
to  the  earlier  case.  There  has  been  a  new  offence 
in  new  circumstances.  The  apostle  had  been 
grievously  wronged  in  the  presence  of  the  church, 
and  the  Corinthians  had  not  spontaneouslv  re- 
sented the  wronff.  That  is  what  wounded  the 
apostle  most  deeply,  and  it  is  to  secure  their  change 
in  this  respect  that  is  his  gravest  concern. 

Esp.  in  tha  later  chs  of  2  Cor  there  are,  as  we 
have  seen,  descriptions  of  an  opposition  by  false 


teachers  that  is  far  beyond  anything  met  with 
in  1  Cor.    There  indeed  we  have  a  spirit  of  fac- 
tion, associated  with  unworthy  par- 

2.  The  tiality  toward  individual  preachers, 
False  but  nothing  to  lead  us  to  suspect  the 
Teachers      presence  of  deep  and  radical  differences 

undermining  the  gospel.  The  general 
consensus  of  opinion  is  that  this  opposition  was 
of  a  Judaizing  type,  organized  ana  fostered  by 
implacable  anti-Paulme  emissaries  from  Pal,  who 
now  followed  the  track  of  the  apostle  in  Achaia  as 
they  did  in  Galatia.  As  th&y  arrogated  to  them- 
selves a  peculiar  relation  to  Christ  Himself  ('^Christ's 
men"  and  "ministers  of  Christ,"  10  7;  11  13),  it 
is  possible  that  the  Christus-party  of  1  Cor  (and 
possibly  the  Cephas-party)  may  have  persisted 
and  formed  the  nucleus  round  which  these  new- 
comers built  up  their  formidable  opposition.  One 
man  seems  to  have  been  conspicuous  as  their  ring- 
leader (10  7.11),  and  to  have  made  himself  specially 
obnoxious  to  the  apostle.  In  all  probability  we 
may  take  it  that  he  was  the  offender  of  chs  2  and  7. 
Under  his  influence  the  opposition  audaciously 
endeavored  to  destroy  the  gospel  of  grace  by  per- 
sonal attacks  upon  its  most  distinguisned  exponent. 
Paul  was  denoimced  as  an  upstart  and  self-seeker, 
destitute  of  any  apostolic  authority,  and  derided 
for  the  contemptible  appearance  he  made  in  person, 
in  contrast  with  the  swelling;  words  and  presump- 
tuous claims  of  his  epp.  It  is  clear^  therefore,  that 
a  profound  religious  crisis  had  arisen  among  the 
Corinthians,  and  that  there  was  a  danger  of  their 
attachment  to  Paul  and  his  doctrine  being  destroyed. 
2  Cor  12  14  and  13  1.2  speak  of  a  third  visit 
in  immediate  prospect,  and  the  latter  passage  also 

refers  to  a  second  visit  that  had  been 

3.  The  ahready  accomplished;  while  2  1  dis- 
Painful  tinctly  implies  that  a  visit  had  taken 
Visit              place  of  a  character  so  painful  that 

the  apostle  would  never  venture  to 
endure  a  similar  one.  As  this  cannot  possibly  refer 
to  the  first  visit  when  the  church  was  founded,  and 
cannot  easily  be  regarded  as  indicating  anything 
previous  to  1  Cor  which  never  alludes  to  such  an 
experience,*  we  must  conclude  that  the  reference 
points  to  the  interval  between  1  and  2  Cor.  It 
was  then  beyond  doubt  that  the  visit  "with  sorrow," 
which  humbled  him  (12  21)  and  left  such  deep 
wounds,  had  actually  taken  place.  "Any  exegesis, 
says  Weizsacker  justly,  "that  would  avoid  the  con- 
clusion that  Paul  had  already  been  twice  in  Corinth 
is  capricious  and  artificial"  {Apostolic  Aoe,  I,  343). 
Sabatier  ( Apostle  Paul,  172  n.)  records  his  revised 
opinion:  "The  reference  here  (2  1)  is  to  a  second 
and  quite  recent  visit,  of  which  he  retained  a  very 
sorrowful  recollection,  including  it  among  the  most 
bitter  trials  of  his  apostolical  career." 

Paul  not  only  speaks  of  a  visit  which  had  ended 
grievously,  but  also  of  a  letter  which  he  had  written 

to  deal  with  the  painful  circumstances, 

4.  The  and  as  a  kind  of  ultimatum  to  bring  the 
Severe  whole  matter  to  an  issue  (2  4;  7  8). 
Letter           This  letter  was  written  because  he 

could  not  trust  himself  meantime  to 
another  visit.  He  was  so  distressed  and  a^tated 
that  he  wrote  it  "with  many  tears";  after  it  was 
written  he  repented  of  it;  and  until  he  knew  its 
effect  he  endured  torture  so  keen  that  he  hastened 
to  Macedonia  to  meet  his  messenger,  Titus,  half- 
way. It  is  impossible  by  any  stretch  of  interpre- 
tation to  refer  this  language  to  1  Cor,  which  on  the 
whole  is  dominated  by  a  spirit  of  didactic  calm, 
and  by  a  consciousness  of  friendly  rapport  with  its 
recipients.  Even  though  there  be  in  it  occasional 
indications  of  strong  feeling,  there  is  certainly 
nothing  that  we  can  conceive  the  apostle  might 
have  wished  to  recall.    The  alternative  has  gen- 


Cor,  Sd  Ep.  to      THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


718 


erally  been  to  regard  this  as  another  c^se  of  a  lost 
e|>.  Just  as  the  writer  of  Acts  appears  to  have  been 
willing  that  the  deplorable  visit  itself  should  drop 
into  oblivion,  so  doubtless  neither  Paul  nor  the 
Corinthians  woidd  be  very  anxious  to  preserve  an 
ep.  which  echoed  with  the  gusts  and  storms  of  such 
a  visit.  On  the  other  hand  a  strong  tendency  has 
set  in  to  regard  this  intermediate  ep.  as  at  least 
in  part  preserved  in  2  Cor  10-13,  whose  tone,  it 
is  universally  admitted,  differs  from  that  of  the 
preceding  chapters  in  a  remarkable  way,  not  easily 
account^  for.  The  majority  of  recent  writers  seem 
inclined  to  favor  this  view,  which  will  naturally  fall 
to  be  considered  under  the  head  of  ''Integrity. 

IV,  Historical  Rmeonatraetion. — In  view  of  such 
an  interpretation,  we  may  with  considerable  proba- 
bility trace  the  course  of  events  in  the  interval 
between  1  and  2  Cor  as  follows:  After  the  dis- 
patch of  1  Cor,  news  reached  the  apostle  of  a 
disquieting  character;  probably  both  Titus  and 
Timothy,  on  returning  from  Corinth,  reported  the 
growing  menace  of  the  opposition  fostered  by  the 
Judaizing  party.  Paul  felt  impelled  to  pay  an 
inmiediate  visit,  and  found  only  too  sadly  that 
matters  had  not  been  overstated.  The  opposition 
was  strong  and  full  of  effrontery,  and  the  whole 
trend  of  things  was  against  him.  In  face  of  the 
congregation  he  was  baffled  and  flouted.  He 
return^  to  Ephesus,  and  poured  out  his  indigna- 
tion in  ft  severe  ep^which  ne  sent  on  by  the  hands 
of  Titus.  Before  Titus  could  return,  events  took 
a  disastrous  form  in  Ephesus,  and  Paul  was  forced 
to  leave  that  city  in  peril  of  his  life.  He  went  to 
Troas,  but,  unable  to  wait  patiently  there  for 
tidings  of  the  issue  in  Corinth,  ne  crossed  to  Mace- 
donia, and  met  Titus,  possibly  in  Philii)pi.  The 
report  was  happily  reassuring;  the  majority  of  the 
congregation  returned  to  then:  old  attachment,  and 
theheavy  cloud  of  doubt  and  anxiety  was  dispelled 
from  the  apostle's  mind.  He  then  wrote  again — 
the  present  ep. — ^and  forwarded  it  by  Titus  and 
other  brethren,  he  himself  following  a  little  later, 
and  finally  wintering  in  Corinth  as  he  had  originally 
planned.  If  it  be  felt  that  the  interval  between 
spring  and  autumn  of  the  same  year  is  too  brief  for 
tnese  events,  the  two  epp.  must  be  separated  by 
a  period  of  nearly  18  months,  1  Cor  being  referred 
to  the  spring  of  54  or  55,  and  2  Cor  to  the  autumn 
of  55  or  56  AD.  (Reference  on  the  reconstruction 
should  esp.  be  made  to  Weizs&cker's  Apostolic  Age, 
Eng.  tr,  I ;  to  Sabatier's  Note  to  the  Eng.  ed  [1893] 
of  nis  ApoaUe  Paid;  and  to  Robertson's  art.  in 
HDB.) 

V.  Intmgrity  ofthm  EpiMtU. — Although  the  genu- 
ineness of  the  various  parts  of  the  ep.  is  scarcely 
disputed,  the  homogeneity  is  much  debated.  Sem- 
ler  and  some  later  writers,  including  Clemen 
(EinheiUichkeit),  have  thought  that  ch  9  should 
be  eliminated  as  logically  inconsistent  with  ch  8, 
and  as  evidently  forming  part  of  a  letter  to  the  con- 
verts of  Achaia.  But  the  connection  with  ch  8  is 
too  close  to  permit  of  severance,  and  the  logical 
objection,  founded  on  the  phraseology  of  9  1,  is 
generally  regarded  as  h3rpercritical.  There  are 
two  sections,  however,  wnose  right  to  remain 
integral  parts  of  2  Cor  has  been  more  forcibly 
challenged. 

The  passage  6  14  to  7  1  deals  with  the  incon- 
sistency and  peril  of  intimate  relations  with  the 
heathen,  and  is  felt  to  be  incongruous 
1.  Ch  6:14  with  the  context.     No  doubt  it  comes 
— ^7:1  strangely  after  an  appeal  to  the  Cor- 

inthians to  show  the  apostle  the  same 
frankness  and  kindness  that  he  is  showing  them; 
whereas  7  2  follows  naturally  and  links  itself  closely 
to  such  an  appeal.  When  we  remember  that  the 
particular  theme  of  the  lost  letter  referred  to  in 


1  Cor  5  9  was  the  relation  of  the  converts  to  the 
immoral,  it  is  by  no  means  unlikely  that  we  have 
here  preserved  a  stray  fragment  of  that  ep. 

It  is  universally  acknowledged  that  there  is  a 
remarkable  change  in  the  tone  of  the  section  10  1 — 
13  10,  as  compared  with  that  of  the 
2.  Ch  10:  previous  chs.  In  the  earlier  chs  there 
1 — 13:10  IS  relief  at  the  change  which  Titus  has 
reported  as  having  t^en  place  in 
Corinth,  and  tne  spirit  is  one  of  gladness  and  con- 
tent; but  from  ch  10  onward  the  hostility  to  the 
apostle  is  unexpectedly  represented  as  still  raging, 
and  as  demanoing  the  most  strenuous  treatment. 
The  opening  phrase,  "Now  I  Paul"  (10  1),  is  re- 
garded as  indicating  a  distinctive  break  from  the 
previous  section  witn  which  Timothy  is  associated 
(11),  while  the  concluding  vs,  13  11  to  end,  seem 
fittingly  to  close  that  section,  but  to  be  abruptly 
out  of  harmony  with  the  polemic  that  ends  at 
13  10.  Accordingly  it  is  suggested  that  18  11 
should  immediately  follow  9  15,  and  that  10  1 — 
13  10  be  regarded  as  a  lengthy  insertion  from  some 
other  ep.  Those  who,  while  acknowledging  the 
change  of  tone,  yet  maintain  the  integrity  of  the 
CD.,  do  so  on  the  ground  that  the  apostle  was  a  man 
of  many  moods,  and  that  it  is  characteristic  of  him 
to  make  imexpected  and  even  violent  transitions; 
that  new  reports  of  a  merely  scotched  antagonism 
may  come  in  to  rufSe  and  (usturb  his  comparative 
contentment^  and  that  in  anv  case  he  might  well 
deem  it  advisable  finallv  to  deliver  his  whole  soul 
on  a  matter  over  which  he  had  brooded  and  suffered 
deeply,  so  that  there  might  be  no  mistake  about 
the  ground  being  cleared  when  he  arrived  in  person. 
The  question  is  still  a  subject  of  keen  discussion, 
and  is  not  one  on  which  it  is  easy  to  pronounce 
dogmatically.  On  the  whole,  however,  it  must  be 
acknowledged  that  the  preponderance  of  recent 
opinion  is  m  favor  of  the  theory  of  interpolation. 
Hausrath  (Der  Vier-Capilel' Brief  dea  Patdii8  an 
die  Korintherf  1870)  gave  an  immense  impetus  to 
the  view  that  this  later  section  really  represents 
the  painful  letter  referred  to  in  chs  2  and  7.  As 
that  earlier  letter,  however,  must  have  contained 
references  to  the  personal  offender,  the  present 
section,  which  omits  all  such  references,  can  be 
regarded  as  at  most  only  a  part  of  it.  This  theory 
is  ably  and  minutely  expoimded  by  Schmiedel 
(HandrKommentar) ;  and  Pfleiderer,  lipsius,  Clemen, 
Krenkel,  von  Soden,  McGiffert,  Cone,  Plummer, 
Rendall,  Moffatt,  Adeney,  Peake,  and  Massie  are 
prominent  among  its  adherents.  J.  H.  Kennedy 
(Second  and  Third  Cor)  presents  perhaps  the  ablest 
and  fullest  argument  for  it  that  has  yet  appeared 
in  English.  On  the  other  hand  Sanday  (EB) 
declares  against  it,  and  Robertson  (HDB)  regards 
it  as  decidedlv  not  proven;  while  critics  of  such 
weight  as  Holtzmann,  Beyschlag,  Klopper,  Weiz- 
sacker,  Sabatier,  Godet,  Bernard,  Denney,  Weiss, 
and  Zahn  are  all  to  be  reckoned  as  advocates  of 
the  integrity  of  the  ep. 

V7.  Contmnta  of  thm  EpiMtU, — ^The  order  of  matter 
in  the  ep.  is  quite  clearly  defined.  There  are  three 
main  divisions:  (1)  chs  1-7;  (2)  chs  8-9;  and  (3) 
chs  10-18. 

The  first  seven  chapters  as  a  whole  are  taken  up 
with  a  retrospect  of  tne  events  that  have  recently 
transpired,  joyful  references  to  the 
1.  Chs  1-7  fact  that  the  clouds  of  grief  in  connec- 
tion with  them  have  been  dispelled, 
and  that  the  evangelical  ministry  as  a  Divine  trust 
and  power  is  clearly  manifested.  After  a  cordial 
salutation,  in  which  Timothy  is  associated,  Paul 
starts  at  once  to  express  his  profound  gratitude  to 
God  for  the  great  comfort  that  had  come  to  him 
by  the  good  news  from  Corinth,  rejoicing  in  it  as  a 
spiritual  enrichment  that  will  maJce  hS  ministry 
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still  more  fruitful  to  the  church  (1  3-11).  He 
profeeses  his  sincerity  in  all  his  relations  with  the 
Corinthians,  and  particularly  vindicates  it  in  con- 
nection with  a  change  in  the  plan  which  had  origi- 
nally promised  a  return  ("a  second  benefit'')  to 
Cormtn;  his  sole  reason  for  refraining,  and  for 
writing  a  painful  letter  instead,  being  his  desire  to 
roare  them  and  to  prove  them  (1  12;  2  4.9). 
Far  from  harboring  any  resentment  against  the 
man  who  had  caused  so  much  trouble,  he  sincerely 
pleads  that  his  punishment  by  the  majority  should 
go  no  farther,  but  that  forgiveness  should  now  reign, 
lest  the  Adversary  should  gain  an  advantage  over 
them  (2  5-11).  It  was  indeed  an  agonizing  experi- 
ence until  the  moment  he  met  Titus,  but  the  relief 
was  all  the  sweeter  and  more  triumphant  when 
God  at  length  gave  it,  as  he  might  have  been  sure 
He  would  gve  it  to  a  faithful  and  soul-winnins 
servant  of  Christ  (2  12-17).  He  does  not  indeed 
wish  to  enter  upon  any  further  apologies  or  self- 
commendation.  Some  believe  greatly  in  letters 
of  conmiendation,  but  his  Uving  testimonial  is  in 
his  converts.  This  he  has,  not  of  himself,  but 
entirely  through  God,  who  alone  has  made  him  an 
efficient  minister  of  the  new  and  abiding  covenant 
of  the  Spirit,  whose  glory  naturally  excels  that  of 
the  old  dispensation  which  fadeth  because  it  really 
cannot  bring  life.  Hoarding  this  glorious  ministry 
he  must  be  lK>ld  and  n-ank.  It  needs  no  veil  as  if 
to  conceal  its  evanescence.  Christ  presents  it 
unveiled  to  all  who  turn  to  Him,  and  they  them- 
selves, reflecting  His  glory,  are  spiritually  trans- 
formed (3  1-18).  As  for  those  who  by  God's 
mercy  have  received  such  a  gospel  ministry^  it  is 
impossible  for  them  to  be  faint-hearted  m  its 
exercise,  although  the  eyes  of  some  may  be  blinded 
to  it,  because  the  god  of  this  world  enslaves  them 
(4  4).  It  is  indeed  wonderful  that  ministers  of 
this  grace  should  be  creatures  so  frail^  so  subject 
to  pressure  and  affliction,  but  it  is  not  mexplicable. 
So  much  the  more  obvious  is  it  that  all  the  power 
and  glory  of  salvation  are  from  God  alone  (4  7.15). 
Yea,  even  if  one  be  called  to  die  in  this  ministry, 
that  is  but  another  light  and  momentary  affliction. 
It  is  but  passing  from  a  frail  earthly  tent  to  abide 
forever  in  a  heavenly  home  (6  1).  Who  would 
not  long  for  it,  that  this  mortal  may  be  swallowed 
up  in  immortality?  Courage,  therefore,  is  ours  to 
the  end,  for  that  end  only  means  the  cessation  of 
our  separation  from  Chnst,  whom  it  is  a  joy  to 
serve  absent  or  present.  And  present  we  shall  all 
ultimately  be  before  Him  on  the  judgment  throne 
(6  10).  That  itself  unspeakably  deepens  the 
earnestness  with  which  preachers  of  the  gospel  seek 
to  persuade  men.  It  is  the  love  of  Christ  constrain- 
ing them  (6  14)  in  the  ministry  of  reconciliation, 
that  they  should  entreat  men  as  ambassadors  on 
Christ's  behalf  (6  20).  So  sacred  and  responsible 
a  trust  has  subdued  the  apostle's  own  life,  and  is 
indeed  the  key  to  its  manifold  endurance,  and  to 
the  earnestness  with  which  he  has  striven  to  culti- 
vate every  grace,  and  to  submit  himself  to  every 
discipline  (0  1-10).  Would  God  the  Corinthians 
might  open  their  hearts  to  him  as  he  does  to  them  I 
(Let  them  have  no  fellowship  with  iniquity,  but 
perfect  holiness  in  the  fear  of  God  [6  14 — ^7  1].) 
He  has  never  wronged  them;  they  are  enshrined 
in  his  heart,  Uving  or  dying:  he  glories  in  them,  and 
is  filled  with  conoiort  in  all  his  affliction  (6  11-13; 
7  2-4).  For  what  blessed  comfort  that  was  that 
Htus  brought  him  in  Macedonia  to  dispel  his 
fears,  and  to  show  that  the  things  he  rem-etted  and 
grieved  to  have  written  had  done  no  narm  after 
all,  but  had  rather  wrought  in  them  the  joyful 
change  for  which  he  long^!  Now  both  they  and 
he  knew  how  dear  he  was  to  them.  Titus,  too,  was 
overjoyed  by  the  magnanimity  of  their  reception 


of  him.    The  apostle's  cup  is  full,  and  "in  every- 
thing he  is  of  good  courage  concerning  them"  (7  16). 
In  the  second  section,  chs  &-9,  the  apostle,  now 
abundantly  confident  of  their  good-will,  exhorts  the 

Corinthians  on  the  subject  of  the  col- 
2.  Chs  &-9    lection  for  the  poor  saints  at  Jerus. 

He  tells  them  of  the  extraordinary 
liberality  of  the  Macedonian  churches,  and  invites 
them  to  emulate  it,  and  by  the  display  of  this  addi- 
tional grace  to  make  full  proof  of  their  love  (8  1-8). 
Nay,  they  have  a  higher  incentive  than  the  liber- 
ality of  Macedonia,  even  the  self-sacrifice  of  Christ 
Himself  (8  9).  Wherefore  let  them  go  on  with  the 
good  work  they  were  so  ready  to  initiate  a  year 
ago,  giving  out  of  a  willing  mind,  as  God  hath 
enabled  them  (8  10-15).  Further  to  encourage 
them  he  sends  on  Titus  and  other  well-known  and 
accredited  brethren,  whose  interest  in  them  is  as 
great  as  his  own,  and  he  is  hopeful  that  by  their  aid 
the  matter  will  be  completed,  and  all  will  rejoice 
when  he  comes,  bringing  with  him  probably  some 
of  those  of  Macedonia,  to  whom  he  has  already  been 
boasting  of  their  zeal  (8  16—9  5).  Above  aU,  let 
them  remember  that  important  issues  are  bound  up 
with  this  grace  of  Christian  liberality.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  reap  bountifully,  if  we  sow  sparingly. 
Grudging  ana  compulsory  benevolence  is  a  contra- 
diction, but  God  loveth  and  rewardeth  a  cheerful 
giver.  This  grace  blesseth  him  that  gives  and  him 
that  takes.  Many  great  ends  are  served  by  it.  The 
wants  of  the  needy  are  supplied,  men's  hearts  are 
drawn  affectionately  to  one  another,  thanksgivings 
abound,  and  God  himself  is  glorified  (9  6-15). 

The  third  section,  chs  10-13,  as  has  been  pointed 
out,  is  a  spirited  and  even  passionate  polemic,  in 

the  course  of  which  the  Judaizing 
8.  Chs  10-  party  in  Corinth  is  vigorously  assailed. 
13  The    enemies    of    the    apostle    have 

charged  him  with  being  very  bold  and 
courageous  when  he  is  absent,  but  numble  enough 
when  he  is  present.  He  hopes  the  Corinthians  will 
not  compel  him  to  show  Ins  courage  (10  2).  It  is 
true,  bemg  human,  he  walks  in  the  flesh,  but  not 
in  the  semsh  ana  cowardly  way  his  opponents 
suggest.  The  weapons  of  his  warfare  are  not  car- 
nal/yet  are  they  mighty  before  God  to  cast  down 
sucn  strongholds  as  theirs,  such  vain  imaginations 
and  disobedience.  Some  boast  of  being  ''Christ's," 
but  that  is  no  monopoly;  he  also  is  Christ's.  They 
think  his  letters  are  mere  ''sound  and  fury,  signify- 
ing nothing":  by  and  by  they  will  discover  their 
mistake.  If  he  should  glory  in  his  authority,  he 
is  justified,  for  CJorinth  was  verily  part  of  his  God- 
appointed  province,  and  he  at  least  did  not  there 
enter  on  other  men's  labors.  But  it  would  be  well 
if  men  who  gloried  confined  themselves  to  glory- 
ing "in  the  Lord."  For  after  all  it  is  His  com- 
mendation alone  that  is  of  any  permanent  value 
(10  3-18).  Will  the  Corinthians  bear  with  him 
in  a  Uttle  of  this  foolish  boasting?  Truly  he  ven- 
tures on  it  out  of  concern  for  them  (11  2).  And  as 
they  are  manifest  adepts  in  toleration,  abounding 
in  patience  toward  those  who  have  come  with  a 
different  gospel,  they  niay  perhaps  extend  some  of 
their  indulgence  to  him,  for  though  he  cannot  lay 
claim  to  a  polished  oratory  comparable  to  that  of 
these  "super-eminent"  apostles,  yet  at  least  he  is 
not  behind  them  in  knowledge  (11  4-6).  Can  it 
be  that  he  really  sinned  in  preaching  the  gospel 
to  them  without  fee  or  reward?  Was  it  a  mark  of 
fleshly  cunning  when  he  resolved  not  to  be  burden- 
some to  them,  while  he  accepted  supplies  from 
Macedonia?  Ah!  it  was  not  because  he  did  not  love 
them,  but  because  he  decided  to  give  no  occasion 
to  those  who  were  too  ready  to  blame  him — ^those 
false  apostles,  who,  like  Satan  himself,  masquer- 
aded as  angels  of  light  and  ministers  of  righteous- 
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Dess    (11  7-15).    Come,    then,    let    him    to   this 

glorying,  this  poor  foll^,  which  they  in  their  super- 
&tive  wwdom  bear  with  eo  gladly  in  the  case  of 
those  insolent  creatures  who  now  bully  and  degrade 
them  (11  1&-2I].  Hebrewsl  Israelites!  So  is 
he.  Minifltere  of  Christ!  There  he  excels  tbem — 
in  labors,  in  perils,  in  persecutions;  in  burdeos, 
anxieties,  sympathies;  in  visions  and  revelations 
of  the  Lord;  in  infirmities  and  weaknesses  that  iiave 
made  more  manifest  in  him  the  strength  of  Christ 
(11  22—12  10).  Certainly  all  this  is  folly,  but 
they  are  most  to  blame  for  it  who,  through  lack  of 
loyalty,  have  forced  him  to  it.  Did  he  injure  them 
by  declining  to  be  burdensome?  la  it  bo  sore  a 
point?  Let  it  be  forgiven?  Yet  when  he  comes 
iwain  he  will  take  no  other  course  (12  11-18). 
They  must  not  imagine  that' in  all  this  he  is  ex- 
cusing himself  to  them.  He  is  sincerely  and 
affectionately  concerning  himself  for  their  emfying. 
He  trembles  lest  when  they  meet  again  they  should 
be  disappointed  in  each  other;  lest  they  should  be 
found  in  unworthy  strife  and  tumults,  and  lest  he 
should  be  humbled  of  God  before  them,  having 
cause  to  mourn  over  some  who  are  hardened  and 
impenitent  in  their  sins  (12  19-21).  For  they  must 
meet  again — be  is  coming  for  the  third  time — and 
this  time  he  will  not  spare.  Let  them  prove  them- 
selves whether  they  be  in  the  faith;  for  surely  they 
must  know  whether  Christ  be  in  them.  He  earnestly 
prays  for  their  goodness  and  honor;  not  to  the  end 
that  no  display  of  his  power  may  be  called  for,  but 
simply  that  he  will  be  glad  to  appear  weak  if  they 
should  appear  strong.  Could  they  but  believe  it, 
their  perfecting  is  the  aim  of  all  his  labors  (13  1-10) . 
And  so,  with  words  of  grace  and  tenderness,  exhorting 
them  to  unity  and  peace,  and  pronouncing  over  them 
the  threefold!  benediction,  he  bids  them  farewell  (13 
11-14). 

VII.  Vahu  of  iht  fipirtl..— The  chief  element 
of  value  in  this  ep,  is  the  revelation  it  gives  of  the 
apostle  himself.  Through  all  its  changing  moods, 
Paul,  in  perfect  abandon,  shows  us  his  very  soul, 
suffering,  rejoicing,  enduring  overcoming.  It  has 
been  truly  said  that  "it  enables  us,  as  it  were,  to 
lay  our  hands  upon  his  breast,  and  feel  the  very 
throbbings  of  his  heart."  (1)  In  relation  to  his 
converts,  it  shows  us  how  sensitive  he  was,  how 
easy  it  was  to  touch  him  on  the  quick,  and  to  wound 
his  feelings.  The  apostle  was  very  human,  and 
nowhere  are  his  kindred  limitations  more  obvious 
than  in  these  present  incidents.  He  would  prob- 
ably be  the  first  to  acquiesce,  if  it  were  said  that 
even  with  him  the  creed  was  greater  than  the  life. 
Id  the  hastily  written  and  nervously  repented 
passages  of  that  severe  ep.;  in  the  restless  wander- 
ing, like  a  perturbed  spirit,  from  Troas  to  Mace- 
donia, to  meet  the  news  and  know  the  issue  of  his 
acts,  we  see  a  man  most  lovable  indeed,  most  hke 
ourselves  when  issues  hang  in  the  balance,  but  a 
man  not  already  periect,  not  yet  risen  to  the  measure 
of  the  stature  or  Christ.  Yet  we  see  also  the  in- 
tensity with  which  Paul  labored  in  his  ministry — 
the  tenacity  with  which  he  held  to  his  mission,  and 
the  invincible  courage  with  which  he  returned  to 
the  fight  for  his  imperiled  church.  He  loved  those 
converts  as  only  a  great  soul  in  Christ  could  love 
them.  His  keenest  sorrow  came  in  the  disaster 
that  threatened  them,  and  he  flew  to  their  defence. 
He  had  not  only  won  them  for  Christ,  be  was  will- 
ing to  die  that  he  might  keep  them  for  Christ. 
(2)  The  ep.  is  charged  with  a  maf^ificent  conscious- 
ness on  the  apostle's  part  of  Us  hi^h  calling  in 
Christ  Jesus.  He  has  been  called  wnth  a  Divine 
calling  to  the  most  glorious  work  in  which  a  man 
can  engage,  to  be  to  this  estranged  earth  an  am- 
bassador of  heaven.  Received  as  Divine,  this  voca- 
tion is  accepted  with  supreme  devotion.    It  has  been 


the  flesh,  its  ouffeting  of  Satan.  Yet  through  it  all 
there  rings  the  note  of  abounding  consolation  in 
Christ  Jesus,  and  never  was  the  "power  of  Christ," 
resting  on  frail  humanity,  more  signally  manifested. 
LiTEHtTUBE. — See  the  raterencee  to  both  epp. ,  and  to 
2  Cor  alone,  under  this  headtna  Id  Uie  preceding  art.  To 
thellBt  there  Blvenabould  be  added  Mdratfafnlrodudian 
to  thi  LUtratur,  tf  thi  NT.  IBII :  valuable  for  Its  critical 
preeentaUoa  of  recent  views,  and  toe  lU  refersncea  to  Che 

R.  DyKBS  Shaw 

CORINTHUS,  kO-rin'thus:  Lat  form  for  Gr 
KAHnlhos  in  the  subscription  to  Rom  (AV).  See 
COBINTH. 

CORMORANT,  kdr'mO-rant  (^[bp,  ahaUUA; 
KaTapdrri]!,  katardldis;  Lat  Cirrvua  twtrinua) : 
A  large  sea-fowl  beloi^ng  to  the  genus  PhalaC' 
rocorax  and  well  described  by  the  Heb  word  used 
to  designate  it^which  means  a  "plunging  bird." 
The  bird  appears  as  large  as  a  goose  when  in  full 
feather,  but  plucked,  the  body  is  much  smaller. 
The  adult  birds  are  glossy  black  with  bronze  tints, 
touched  with  white  on  the  cheeks  and  sides  as  a 
festal  dress  at   mating  season,   and  adorned  with 


Cormorant  (PAaiacracnrai  carba). 
fitumentary  feathers  on  the  head,  and  bright  yellow 


bring  to  their  mast  era  large  quantities  of  good- 
sized  fish:  commonly  so  used  in  China.  The 
Scsh  is  dark,  tough  and  quite  unfit  to  eat  in  tli« 
elders  on  account  of  their  diet  of  fish.  The  nest 
is  built  mostly  of  seaweed.  The  eggs  are  small  for 
the  size  of  the  birds,  having  a  rough,  thick,  but 
rather  soft  shell  of  a  bluish  white  which  soon  be- 
comes Boiled,  as  well  as  the  nest  and  its  immediate 
surroundinKS,  from  the  habits  of  the  birds.  The 
young  are  leathery  black,  then  covered  with  soft 
down  of  brownish  black  above  and  white  beneath 
and  taking  on  the  full  black  of  the  grown  bird  at 
about  three  years.  If  taken  in  the  squab  state 
the  young  are  said  to  be  delicious  food,  resembling 
baked  hare  in  flavor.     The  old  birds  ai  ■•       f 

Dt  1 

CORN,  kflm  (i;'=T,  d&ghan;  o-tro*,  sUos):  A 
word  used  for  cereals  generally  (Gen  27  28,37,  etc, 
AV)  much  as  our  Eng.  word  ''corn."  ARV  almost 
"The 

(3)  filched  (vetches),  (4)  lentils, '(5)  be«is'"'C6)  n,.,- 
let,  (7)  rye— the  wrong  tr  for  vetches,  (8)  pulse— 
for  all  these  see  separate  articles.  Rye  and  oats  are 
not  cultivated  in  Pal.  For  many  references  to  com 
sec  Aoriculturb;  Food.  "A  corn  [tittet,  k6k- 
koa,  RV  "grain"!  of  wheat"  is  mentioned  (Jn  12 
24). 
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CORIVELinS,    kor-nS'li-us    (Kopv^Xios,    Komt- 

Uo8,  "of  a  horn") :  The  story  of  Cornelius  is  given 

in   Acts  10  1 — 11  18.     The   name  is 

1.  His  ^^.  A^f^  belonged  to  distinguished 
Family  and  families  in  the  imperial  city,  such  as 
Station  the  Scipios  and  Sulla.    Thus  he  was 

probably  an  Italian  of  Rom  blood. 
Julian  the  Apostate  reckons  him  as  one  of  the  few 
persons  of  distinction  who  became  a  Christian.  He 
was  evidently  a  man  of  importance  in  Caesarea 
and  well  known^  to  the  Jews  (Acts  10  22).  He 
was  a  centurion  in  the  Italian  cohort.  To  under^ 
stand  this  we  must  note  that  the  Rom  army  was 
divided  into  two  broad  divisions,  the  legions  and 
the  auxiliary  forces.    See  Army,  Roman. 

Legions  were  never  permanently  quartered  in  Pal  until 
the  ^eat  war  which  ended  in  the  destruction  of  Jems, 
70  AD.  From  the  year  6  AD,  when  Pal  was  made  into  a 
province  of  the  second  rank,  until  66  AD,  it  was  gar- 
risoned by  auxiliary  troops  recruited  amongst  the  Samar- 
itans and  Syrian  Greeks.  The  headquarters  were  naturally 
at  Caesarea,  the  residence  of  the  procurator.  But  it 
would  not  have  been  prudent  for  a  garrison  in  Pal  to  be 
composed  wholly  of  troops  locally  recruited.  Therefore 
the  Rom  government  mingled  with  the  garrison  600 
soldiers,  free  Italian  volimteers.  With  this  cohort  Cor- 
nelius was  connected  as  centurion. 

He  is  described  as  devout  and  God-fearing,  i.e. 

at  least,  one  of  those  men  so  numerous  in  that  effete 

age  of  decadent  heathenism  who,  6ia- 

2.  ffis  contented  with  polytheism,  yearned 
Character      for  a  better  faitn,  embraced,  there- 
fore,  the   monotheism  of  the  Jews. 

read  the  Scriptures,  and  practised  more  or  less  or 
the  Jewish  rites.  He  was  well  reported  of  by  the 
Jews,  and  his  religion  showed  itself  in  prayer  at 
the  regular  hours,  and  in  alms  to  the  people  (of 
Israel).  Even  Jewish  bigotnr  was  dumb  in  pres- 
ence of  so  noble  a  man.  Moreover,  he  seems  to 
have  made  his  house  a  sort  of  church,  for  his  kins- 
folk and  friends  were  in  sympathy  with  him,  and 
among  the  soldiers  who  closely  attended  him  were 
some  devout  ones  (Acts  10  1.27). 

The  story  of  his  conversion  and  admission  into 
the  Christian  church  is  told  with  some  minuteness 

in  Acts  10.  Nothing  further  is  known 
8.  ffis  Ad-  of  (Ik)melius,  though  one  tradition  as- 
mission  into  serts  that  he  founded  the  church  in 
the  Chris-  Caesarea,  and  another  legend  that  he 
tian  Church  became  the  bishop  of  Scamandros. 

The  exact  importance  of  the  incident 
depends  upon  the  position  of  Cornelius  before  it  oc- 
curred.   Certainly  he  was  not  a  proselyte  of  the 

sanctuary,  circumcised^  under  the  law, 
4«  Signifi-  a  member  of  the  Jewish  communion. 
cance  of  the  This  is  abundantly  evident  from  Acts 
Incident        10  28.34.45;    11  3.18;  16  7.14.     But 

was  he  not  an  inferior  form  of  proeel^rte, 
later  called ' 'proselytes  of  the  gate' '  ?  This  question 
has  been  much  debated  and  is  still  under  discussion. 
Ramsay  (St.  Paid  the  Traveller,  43)  says  that  the 
expression,  "God-fearing/*  applied  to  him,  is  always 
used  in  Acts  with  reference  to  this  kind  of  prose- 
lytes. Such  were  bound  to  observe  certain  regu- 
lations of  purity,  probably  those,  this  author 
thinks,  mentioned  in  Acts  16  29,  and  which  stand 
in  close  rdation  to  the  principles  laid  down  in 
Lev  17-18  for  the  conduct  of  strangers  dwelling 
among  Israel.  Renan,  on  the  other  nand,  denies 
that  ComeUus  was  a  prosel3rte  at  all,  but  simply  a 
devout  Gentile  who  adopted  some  of  the  Jewish 
ideas  and  religious  customs  which  did  not  involve 
a  special  profession.  The  importance  of  the  whole 
transaction  to  the  development  of  the  church  seems 
to  depend  on  the  circiunstance  that  Cornelius  was 
probably  not  a  proselyte  at  all.  Thus  we  regard 
Cornelius  as  lit.  the  first-fruits  of  the  Gentiles. 
The  step  here  taken  by  Peter  was  therefore  one  of 
tremendous  importance  to  the  whole  development 


of  the  church.  The  significance  of  the  incident 
consists  exactly  in  this,  that  under  Divine  direc- 
tion, the  first  (xentile,  not  at  all  belonging  to  the  old 
theocracy,  becomes  a  Spirit-filled  Christian,  enter- 
ing through  the  front  door  of  the  Christian  church 
without  first  goin^  through  the  narrow  gate  of 
Judabm.  The  incident  settled  forevear  the  great, 
fundamental  question  as  to  the  relations  of  Jew 
and  Gentile  in  the  church.  The  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  the  complete  triumph  of  Peter's  view  of  the 
eauaUty  of  Jews  and  Gentiles  in  the  Kingdom  of 
Cnrist  were  enormous.  It  would  have  been  indeed 
little  short  of  miraculous  if  the  multitude  of  Chris- 
tian Pharisees  had  not  raised  the  question  again 
and  again.  Did  they  not  dog  PauTs  steps  iSter 
the  Council?  Certainly  Ramsay  is  wrong  in  say- 
ing that  the  case  of  Cornelius  was  passed  over  or 
condoned  as  exceptional,  for  it  was  used  as  a  prece- 
dent by  both  Peter  and  James  (Acts  15  7.14). 

As  for  Peter's  subsequent  conduct  at  Antioch, 
no  one  who  knows  Peter  need  be  surprised  at  it. 
The  very  accusation  that  Paul  hurled  at  him  was 
that  for  the  moment  he  was  carried  into  incon- 
sistency with  his  principles  (hupdkrisis) .  Of  course, 
this  incident  of  Comehus  was  only  the  first  step  in 
a  long  development  J  but  the  principle  was  forever 
settled.  The  rest  in  due  time  and  proper  order 
was  sure  to  follow.  By  this  tremendous  innova- 
tion it  was  settled  that  Christianity  was  to  be  freed 
from  the  swaddling  bands  of  Judaism  and  that  the 
Christian  church  was  not  to  be  an  appendix  to  the 
synagogue.  The  noble  character  of  Cornelius  was 
just  fitted  to  abate,  as  far  as  possible,  the  preju- 
dices of  the  Jewish  Christians  against  what  must 
have  seemed  to  them  a  dangerous,  if  not  awful, 
innovation.  G.  H.  Treveb 

CORNER,  k6r'n6r  (JISR'JQ,  wtfoo^*,  H^D,  p^Shy 
np8,  pinndh;  &px4t  arM,  •ywvla,  gonia,  AKpo- 
•yooviatos,  akrogdniaioa);  In  Ex  26  24;  Ezk  41 
22:  46  21.22,  milpgo^\  "angle"  is  tr«*  "corner"; 
pe'dhf  "side,"  "quarter,"  and  pinnah,  "corner," 
"front,"  "chief,"  are  more  frequently  so  tr**,  ejL. 
Ex  26  26:  Lev  19  9;  Jer  9  26;  26  23;  and  Ex 
27  2;  1  K  7  34;  Ps  118  22;  Isa  28  16  ("comer- 
stone");  Jer  61  26.  Other  words  are  kandpk, 
"wing"  (Isa  11  12;  Ezk  7  2);  katheph,  "shoul- 
der" (2  K  11  11  AV  6i8);  pa'am,  "foot"  (Ex  26 
12  AV);  zamyoth,  "comer-stones"  (Ps  144  12; 
Zee  9  15  [tr^  "comers"]). 

For  "comer"  RV  has  "side"  (Ex  86  25),  "cor- 
ner-stone" (Zee  10  4),  also  for  "stay"  (Isa  19  13); 
instead  of  "teacher  removed  into  a  comer"  (Isa  80 
20),  "be  hidden,"  "hide  themselves";  for  "comers" 
we  have  "feet"  (Ex  26  12;  1  K  7  30);  "ribs"  (Ex 
80  4;  87  27):  for  "divide  into  corners"  (Neh  9  22), 
"allot  after  tneir  portions":  for  "into  corners"  (Dt 
82  26).  "afar";  the  words  to  Israel  (Isa  41  9) 
"callea  thee  from  the  chief  men  ['<IfiZm]  thereof" 
are  rendered  by  RV  "called  thee  from  the  comeia 
thereof"  (of  the  earth). 

In  the  NT  we  have  gonia  ("angle,"  "comer"), 
"in  the  corners  of  the  streets"  (Mt  6  5),  "the  head 
of  the  corner"  (21  42),  "the  four  comers  of  the 
earth"  (Rev  7  1;  20  8);  arche  ("a  beginning") 
(Acts  10  11  j  11  5);  "chief  comer  stone"  (Eph  2  20; 
1  Pet  2  6),  IS  a  tr  of  akrogoniaioa  ("at  the  extreme 
angle").  W.  L.  Walker 

CORNER  GATE,  k6r'n6r  g&t.    See  Jerusalem. 

CORNERS  OF  THE  EARTH.  See  Earth, 
Corners  of. 

CORNER-STONE,  k6r'ner  ston  (HSS?,  pinnSh, 
tT^IJ,  zdwtth;  AKpaywviatos,  akrogoniaioa) :  Part  of 
the  public  or  imposing  buildings  to  which  impor- 
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tance  has  been  attached  in  all  ages  and  in  many 
nations,  both  on  account  of  its  actual  service  and 
its  figurative  meaning.  Ordinanly  its  use  in  the 
Bible  is  figurative^  or  symbolical.  No  doubt  the 
original  meaning  was  some  important  stone,  which 
was  laid  at  the  foundation  of  a  building. 

(1)  With  the  Canaanites,  who  preceded  Israel 
in  the  possession  of  Pal,  comer-stone  laying  seems 
to  have  been  a  most  sacred  and  impressive  cere- 
monial. Under  this  important  stone  of  temples,  or 
other  great  structures,  Dodies  of  children  or  older 
persons  would  be  laid,  consecrating  the  building 
Dv  such  human  sacrifice  (see  Fortification,  II, 
1).  This  was  one  of  many  hideous  rites  and  prac- 
tices which  Israel  was  to  extirpate.  It  mav  throw 
Ught  on  the  curse  pronounced  upon  the  rebuilding 
of  Jericho  (Josh  6  26;  see  PEFSy  January,  1904, 
July,  1908).    See  Canaan. 

(2)  07'  references. — ^The  Heb  word  pinndh, 
"comer,"  is  found  or  implied  in  every  occurrence 
of  this  idea.  Derived  from  a  root  signifying  "to 
turn,"  it  means  "turning,"  and  therefore  "«ige" 
or  "corner."  Ordinarily  it  is  used  with  'ebhen, 
"stone"  (Ps  118  22) ;  or  it  may  occur  alone,  having 
acGuired  for  itself  through  frequent  use  the  whole 
tecnnicfd  phrase-idea  (Zee  10  4  AV).  While  all 
the  passages  indicate  the  stone  at  the  comer, 
there  appear  to  be  two  conceptions:  (a)  the  founda- 
tion-stone upon  which  the  structure  rested  (Job 
38  6;  Isa  28  16;  Jer  61  26);  or  (6)  the  topmost 
or  cap-stone,  which  linked  the  last  tier  together 
(Ps  118  22;  Zee  4  7);  in  both  cases  it  is  an  im- 
portant or  key-stone,  and  figurative  of  the  Messiah, 
who  is  "the  First  and  the  Last."    In  Job  88  6  it 

beautifully  expresses  in  figures  the 
Figurative  stability  of  tne  earth,  which  Jeh 
Uses  created.    In  Zee  10  4  the  leader  or 

ruler  in  the  Messianic  age  is  repre- 
sented by  the  comer-stone.  The  ancient  tradition 
of  the  one  missing  stone,  when  the  temple  was  in 
building,  is  reflected  in  or  has  been  sug^sted  by 
Ps  118  22  rMidr  quoted  by  Pusey  underZec  4  7). 
It  is  probable  that  we  should  read  in  Ps  144  12 
not  "corner-stones,"  but  "comer-pillars^"  or  sup- 
ports (cf  Gr  Caryatides)  from  a  different  Ueb  word, 
zdxvUh,  BDB,  s.v. 

(3)  NT  poMagea.—'Pa  118  22  is  quoted  and 
inteipreted  as  fulfilled  in  Jesus  Christ  in  a  number 
of  passages:  Mt  21  42;  Mk  12  10;  Lk  20  17; 
Acts  4  11  and  1  Pet  2  7;  it  is  also  the  evident 
basis  for  Eph  2  20.  Isa  28  16  is  quoted  twice 
in  the  NT:  Rom  9  33,  from  LXX  combined  with 
the  words  of  Isa  8  14,  and  in  1  Pet  2  6,  which  is 
quoted  with  some  variation  from  LXX.  The  OT 
passages  were  understood  by  the  rabbis  to  be 
Messianic,  and  were  properly  so  applied  by  the  NT 
writers.    See  also  House.  Edward  Mack 

CORNETi  k6r'net,  kor'net.    See  Music. 

CORNFLOOR,  k6m'fl6r  (]yi  1'na ,  g&rm  ddgh&n) : 
"Thou  hast  loved  a  reward  upon  every  cornfloor" 
(Hos  9  1  AV,  RV  "hire  upon  every  grainfloor"). 
Israel  had  deserted  Jeh  for  supposed  material  bene- 
fits and  regarded  bounteous  crops  as  the  gift  of  the 
heathen  gods  which  they  worshipped.  Jeh  would 
therefore  cause  the  com  (grain)  and  wine  to  fail 
(ver  2).    See  also  Threshing-Floor. 

CORONATION,  kor-6-na'shun  (irpwroicXMrCa, 
prdtoklisia):  Occurs  in  2  Mace  4  21  (AV,  RV  "en- 
thronement") where  Apollonius  was  sent  into  Egypt 
for  the  coronation  of  Ptolemy  Pldlometor  as  king. 
The  Gr  word  protoklisia  occurs  nowhere  else,  and  its 
meaning  is  uncertain.  The  reading  in  Swete  is  prd- 
toklesia,  and  this  means  "the  first  call." 


CORPSE,  kdrps:  This  word  m  the  AV  is  the  tr 
of  two  Heb  words,  'TJ5 »  P^^»  wid  H^TI} ,  g'wiydh, 
while  nbsp,  n'bhUdh,  and  H^^,  gUphOhf  which 
mean  the  same,  are  tr**  "body,"  with  which  the  Eng. 
word  "corpse"  (Lat  corpus)  was  originally  syno- 
nymical.  Therefore  we  nnd  the  now  apparentlv  un- 
necessary addition  of  the  adj.  "dead  in  2  K  19 
35  and  Isa  87  36.  The  Gr  equivalent  is  ttQim^ 
ptdmaj  lit.  "a  fallen  body,"  "a  ruin"  (from  tIxtw, 
piptd,  "to  fall"),  in  Mk  6  29;  Rev  11  8.9. 

Corpses  were  considered  as  unclean  and  ddilinff 
in  the  OT,  so  that  priests  were  not  to  touch  dead 
bodies  except  those  of  near  kinsfolk  (Lev  21  1-3), 
the  high  pnest  and  a  Nazirite  not  even  such  (Lev 
21  11;  Nu  6  &-8).  Nu  19  presents  to  us  the 
ceremonial  of  purification  from  such  defilement  by 
the  sprinkling  with  the  ashes  of  a  red  heifer,  cedar 
wood,  hyssop  and  scarlet. 

It  was  considered  a  great  calamity  and  disgrace 
to  have  one's  body  left  unburied,  a  "food  unto  all 
birds  of  the  heavens,  and  unto  the  beasts  of  the 
earth"  (Dt  28  26;  2  S  21  10;  Ps  79  2;  Isa  84 
3:  Jer  7  33,  etc).  Thence  is  explained  the  merit 
or  Rizpah  (2  S  21  10),  and  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Jabesh-gilead,  who  protected  or  recovered  and 
buried  the  mutilated  bodies  of  Saul  and  his  sons 
(1  S  81  11-13;  2  S  2  4r-7;  cf  1  Ch  10  11.12). 
See  Burial. 

Even  the  corpses  of  persons  executed  by  hanging 
were  not  to  remain  on  the  tree  "all  night,"  "for  he 
that  is  hanged  is  accursed  of  God;  that  thou  defile 
not  thy  land  which  Jeh  thy  God  ffiveth  thee  for  an 
inheritance"  (Dt  21  23).        H.  L.  E.  Luerinq 

CORRECTION,  ko-rek'shun  ("l^JW,  mO^dr, 
usually  rendered  "instruction,"  is  tr**  "correction" 
in  several  passages):  The  yb.  from  which  the  noim 
is  derivea  signifies  "to  instruct"  or  "chastise." 
The  idea  of  dmstisement  was  very  closely  connected 
in  the  Heb  mind  with  that  of  pedagogy.  See 
Chastisement.  RV  and  ARV  nave  changed 
"correction"  of  AV  to  "instruction"  in  Jer  7  28, 

reversing  the  order  in  the  margins.  XSi^tp ,  shSbhef, 
rendered  "rod"  in  Job  21  9,  is  unnecessarily 
changed  to  "correction"  in  37  13.  In  2  Tim  8 
16,  Srav6p$uait^  epandrthdais,  is  tr**  "correction." 
The  difference  between  correction,  discipline  and 
instruction  was  not  clearly  drawn  in  the  Heb  mind. 

W.  W.  Davibs 
CORRUPTION,  k6-rup'shun:   The  Heb  words 

nnip9,  mishhdth,  nnip9,  maahhath,  T^TltplO, 
mashhlth.  and  their  Gr  equivalents,  ^opd,  phthordf 
and  oici^Oopd,  diaphlhordj  with  numerous  deriva- 
tives and  cognate  vbs.,  iniply  primarily  physical 
degeneration  and  decay  (Job  17  14;    Acts  2  27, 

etc).  The  term  rinV »  shahalhf  which  AV  translates 
with  "corruption"  in  Jon  2  6,  ought  to  be  rendered 
"pit,"  as  in  Ps  80  9;  86  7  et  passim,  while  sha- 
hath  b'H  in  Isa  88  17  means  the  "pit  of  nothing- 
ness," i.e.  of  destruction. 

Figurative:^  At  an  early  time  we  find  the  above- 
siven  words  in  a  non-literal  sense  denoting  moral 
depravity  and  corruption  (Gen  6  11;  Ex  82  7: 
Hos  9  9;  Gal  6  8,  etc),  which  ends  in  utter  moral 
ruin  and  hopelessness,  the  second  death.  The 
auestion  has  oeen  raised  whether  the  meaning  of 
tnese  words  might  be  extended  so  as  to  include  the 
idea  of  final  destruction  and  annihilation  of  the 
spirit.  Upon  careful  examination,  however,  this 
question  must  be  denied  both  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  OT  and  of  the  NT.  Apart  from  other  con- 
siderations we  see  this  from  the  metaphors  used  in 
the  Scriptures  to  illustrate  the  condition  of  "cor- 
ruption," such  as  the  "unquenchable  fire,"  the 
"worm"  which  "dieth  not"  (Mk  9  43.48;   cf  Isa 
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66  24),  and  "sleep"  (Dnl  12  2).  where  a  careful 
distmction  is  made  between  the  olissfiil  state  after 
death  of  the  righteous  and  the  everlasting  disgrace 
of  the  godless.  The  later  Jewish  theology  is  also 
fully  agreed  on  this  point.  The  meaning  of  the 
words  cannot  therefore  extend  beyond  the  idea  of 
utter  moral  degradation  and  depravitv. 

H.   L.   E.   LUERINQ 

CORRUPTION,  MOUNT  OP  (Pi'^nfTSn'nn , 

har  ha-moahhUh;  rh  5po«  ro^  Mo9t>dO,  t6  dros  toU 
Mosodth):  The  hill  on  the  right  hand  of  which 
Solomon  built  high  places  for  Ashtoreth,  Chemosh 
and  Miloom  (2  K  23  13).  The  mountain  re- 
ferred to  is  no  doubt  the  Mount  of  Olives.  The 
hi^  places  would,  therefore,  be  on  the  southern 
height  called  in  later  Christian  writinm  the  "Mount 
of  Offence/'  and  now,  by  the  Arabs.  Bdien  d-Havxi. 
Har  hormashfiUh  is  probably  onl^  a  perversion 
of  har  ha^mishhdhj  "Mount  of  Anointing, '*  a  later 
name  of  the  Mount  of  Olives.  W.  Ewinq 

COS,  kos  (KAt,  Kds,  "summit";  AV  Coos):  An 
island  off  the  coast  of  Caria,  Asia  Minor,  one  of  the 
Sporades,  mountainous  in  the  southern  half,  with 
rid^  extending  to  a  height  of  2.500  ft.;  identified 
with  the  modem  Stanchio.  It  was  famous  in  antiquitv 
for  excellent  wine,  amphorae,  wheat^intments,  silk 
and  other  clothing  {Coae  vestes).  The  capitid  was 
also  called  Cos.  It  possessed  a  famous  hospital 
and  medical  school,  and  was  the  birthplace  of 
Hippocrates  (the  father  of  medicine),  of  Ptolemy 
Philadelphus,  and  of  the  celebrated  painter  Apelles. 
The  large  plane  tree  in  the  center  of  the  town  (over 
2,000  years  old)  is  called  "the  tree  of  Hippocrates'' 
to  this  day.  The  older  capital,  Astvpalaea,  was  in 
the  western  part  of  the  island,  the  later  (since  366 
BC)  in  the  eastern  part.  From  almost  every  point 
can  be  seen  beautiful  landscapes  and  picturesque 
views  of  sea  and  land  and  mountain. 

Cos  was  one  of  the  six  Dorian  colonies.  It  soon 
became  a  flourishing  place  of  commerce  and  in- 
dustry; later,  like  Corinth,  it  was  one  of  the  Jew- 
ish centers  of  the  Aegaean,  as  well  as  one  of  the 
financial  centers  of  the  commercial  world  in  the 
eastern  Mediterranean.  Among  the  benefactors 
of  the  people  of  Cos  was  Heroa  the  Great.  It  is 
mentioned  in  connection  with  Paul's  third  mission- 
ary journey  in  Acts  21  1,  and  in  its  relations  with 
the  Jews  in  1  Mace  16  23;  Ant,  XIV,  vii,  2;  x.  15: 
BJf  I,  xxi,  11.  For  a  list  of  works  on  the  islana 
see  Paton-Hicks,  Inscriptions  of  Cos,  ix. 

J.  E.  Harry 

COSAM,  kd'sam  (KcM-d|fc,  Kdsdm):  An  ancestor 
of  Jesus  in  St.  Luke's  genealogy  in  the  5th  genera- 
tion before  Zerubbabel  (Lk  3  28). 

COSMOGONY,  koz-mog'o-ni.  See  Anthro- 
pology; Creation;  Earth;  Evolution;  World. 

COSMOLOGY,  koz-mol'o-ji.  See  World;  Provi- 
dence. 

COSTLINESS,  kost'li-nes  (ri^&rrfif  timidies, 
''preciousness,"  ''an  abundance  of  costly  things"): 
Found  only  in  Rev  18  19,  ''made  rich  by  reason 
of  her  costliness." 

COTES,  kdts.    See  Sheepcote. 

COTTAGE,  kot'&j.    See  House. 

COTTON,  kof'n  (081? ,  karpa^,  is  the  better  tr, 
as  in  RVm,  where  AV  and  RV  have  "green"  in  Est 
1  6) :  The  Heb  karpa^  is  from  the  Pers  kirpds  and 
the  Sanskrit  karpisa,  "the  cotton  plant."  The 
derived  words  originally  meant  "muslin  or  "calico," 
but  in  classical  times  the  use   of  words  allied  to 


karpa^ — ^in  Gr  and  Lat — ^was  extended  to  include 
linen.  The  probability  is  in  favor  of  "cotton"  in 
Est  1  6.  This  is  the  product  of  Gossypium  her' 
ha/xumy  a  plant  originallv  from  India  but  now 
cultivated  in  many  other  lands. 


» 


COUCH,  kouch  (subst.).    See  Bed. 

Couch  (vb.):  fjn,  rdbhag,  "to  crouch,"  "lurk, 
as  a  beast  in  readiness  to  spring  on  its  prey.  "If 
thou  doest  not  well,  sin  coucheth  at  the  door" 
(Gen  4  7,  AV  "lieth"),  waiting  for  it  to  open. 
Cain  is  warned  to  beware  of  the  first  temptations 
to  evil,  in  his  case  esp.  a  sullen  and  jealous  disposi- 
tion (cf  Dante,  Inferno j  I,  30).  See  Abel;  Cain. 
The  tribe  of  Judah  is  compared  for  its  braverv  to  a 
recumbent  lion  or  lioness  (Uen  49  9;  cfNu  24  9  f); 
and  Issachar  to  "a  strong  ass,  couching  down  be- 
tween the  sheepfolds"  (49  14,  AV  "between  two 
burdens";  cf  Jgs  6  16).  "The  deep  that  coucheth 
beneath"  (Dt  SS  13),  probably  the  springs  of  water, 
or  possibly,  as  Driver  su^ests,  "the  subterranean 
deep,  pictured  as  a  gigantic  monster."    See  Abyss. 

M.  O.  Evans 

COUCHING-PLACE,  kouch'ing-pl5s  (pi* , 
marbeg;  once  in  EV  [Ezk  26  5]):  The  same  Heb 
word,  however,  which  means  simply  "place  of  lying 
down"  of  animals  in  repose,  is  used  also  in  Zeph  2  15 
where  the  tr  is  "a  place  ....  to  lie  down  in." 
The  figure,  a  common  one  in  Scripture  (see  besides, 
Isa  17  2;  27  10),  suggests  desolation. 

COULTER,  kol'tfir.    See  Plow. 

COUNCIL,  koun'sil,  COUNCILLOR,  koun'si- 
iSr  (crv|LPoi^Xiov,  sumboiilion):  An  assembly  of  ad- 
visers (Acts  26  12) ;  a  body  of  those  taking  counsel 
(see  Schiirer's  Jevrish  PeopU  in  the  Time  o/  Christ, 
I  (1),  60).  Distinguished  from  a^vp^Spioy,  sunidrion, 
the  supreme  court  of  the  Jews,  by  being  of  a  less 
formal  character,  i.e.  less  of  an  institution.  For 
"council"  in  the  latter  sense,  its  most  frequent  use, 
see  Sanhedrin.  A  councillor  (Gr  houleutts)  was  a 
member  of  the  Sanhedrin.  Applied  to  Joseph  of 
Arimathea  (Mk  16  43;  Lk  23  50).  In  AV  "coun- 
seUor." 

COUNSEL,  koun'sel,  COUNSELLOR,  koun'se- 
l6r  (o^iJiPovXiov,  sumboulion):  Ordinarily  found  as 
object  of  vb.  "to  take"  or  "to  give,"  eroressing, 
beside  the  idea  of  a  practical  end  to  be  reached,  that 
of  consultation  and  deliberation  among  those  united 
in  a  common  cause  (Mt  12  14*  Mk  3  6).  A 
counsellor  (siimboulos)  is  a  conndential  adviser 
(Rom  11  34);  often  in  the  OT  (Isa  9  6;  Prov 
24  6,  etc).  Confounded  in  AV  with  "councillor" 
(see  above),  the  latter  being  an  official  adviser, 
which  the  former  does  not  necessarily  mean. 

COUNT,  kount  (*1P9,  9^phar,  HJ^,  manOh; 
^^4«i  psephizo):  Used  of  arithmetical  compu- 
tation "to  number"  (Ps  139  18;  Nu  23  10);  also 
for  2'Sy^ ,  kdthabhf  "to  reckon,"  to  indicate  classifi- 
cation amons  or  identification  with,  "c.  for  a 
stranger"  (Job  19  15);  "c.  for  his  enemy"  (Job 
33  10).  In  the  NT  the  arithmetical  computation 
is  less  prominent,  except  in  the  sense  of  "calculate," 
psevhizd,  sumpsephizo,  "to  reckon  with  pebbles," 
each  pebble  representing  a  unit  (Lk  14  28;  Acts 
19  19);  of  moral  estimate,  ^ea^oTnat  and  logizomai 
(Phil  3  7.13).  The  noun,  fr  Heb  kO^aih,  "a  count 
of"  (Ex  12  4),  viz.  in  the  arithmetical  sense. 

H.  E.  Jacobs 
COUNTENANCE,  koun'te-nans: 

(1)  The  noun  (see  also  s.v.  Face)  is  the  tr  of  a 
variety  of  Heb  and  Gr  expressions,  D*^«B,  panlm; 
TpdfftoTov,  prdsdpon,  being  the  most  frequent.    Be 
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sides  these  there  are  found  H^^lp,  mar^ehy  "ap- 
pearance," "shape,'/  "comeliness,"  "visage,"  1^?, 
^ayin,  "the  eye,"  nsr\ ,  Id'aTf  "appearance,"  "figure," 
etc,  and  Aram.  I^T,  zlw.  To  the  Oriental  the  coun- 
tenance mirrors,  even  more  than  to  us,  the  character 
and  feelings  of  the  heart.  The  countenance  (mar* eh) 
is  "fair"  (1  S  17  42;  2  S  14  27;  Dnl  1  15);  in  1  S 
16  12,  lit.  "fair  of  eyes";  "comely"  (Cant  2  14); 
"beautiful"  (to'ar,  1  S  26  3);  "cheerful"  {panim. 
Prov  16  13);  "angry"  (Prov  26  23);  "fierce"  (Dnl 
8  23)-  "troubled"  (Ezk  27  35);  "sad"  (1  S  1  18; 
Neh  2  2.3;  Eccl  7  3).  The  countenance  is  "sharp- 
ened," i.e.  made  keen  (Prov  27  17);  it  "falls,"  i.e. 
looks  despondent,  disappointed  (Gen  4  5.6);  is 
"cast  down"  (Job  29  24):  "changed"  (Job  14 
20;  cf  "altered"  into  dory,  Lk  9  29;  Dnl  6  6.9.10; 
7  28,  Aram.  sdw).  To  settle  one's  countenance 
stedfastly  upon  a  person  (2  K  8  11)  is  s3monymous 
with  staring  or  gazing  at  a  person.  Not  infre- 
quently we  find  compound  expressions  such  as  "light 
of  countenance,"  i.e.  favor  (Job  29  24;  Ps  4  6; 
44  3;  89  15:  90  8);  "health  of  countenance"  (Ps 
42  11:  43  5);  "help  of  countenance"  (Ps  42  5): 
"rebuke  of  countenance"  (Ps  80  16);  "pride  oi 
countenance"  (Heb  *aph,  fit.  "haughty,  "lofty 
nose  "  Ps  10  4). 

(2)  As  vb.  (Heb  *Y7n ,  hiSdhar,  "to  countenance") 
we  find  the  word  in  AV  of  Ex  23  3,  where  the  Re- 
visers translate  "Neither  shalt  thou  favor  [AV 
"countenance")  a  poor  man  in  his  cause."  Here 
the  meaning  seems  to  be  that  no  distinction  of 
persons  shaU  be  made  b^  the  judse.  See  Lev  19 
15,  where,  however,  a  different  word  is  used.  There 
is  therefore  no  need  of  the  emendation  proposed 
by  Knobel  and  accepted  by  Kautzsch,  who  would 

read  b^?,  gOdholy  "great,"  for  b"!"),  vfdhdl,  "and 
the  poor"  of  the  text.    The  LXX  has  ir^nyj ,  phtes, 


"poor  " 
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COUNTER-CHARM,  koun'tSr-charm.  See  Amu- 
let; Charm. 

COUNTERFEIT,  koun'ter-fit  (xCpStiXot,  kibdelos, 
dvarvir^w,  anaiupdo^  6|iOidw,  homoidd) :  "C."  occurs 
as  the  tr  of  kibdeloa,  "mixed  with  dross,"  "not 
genuine"  OVisd  16  9,  "to  make  c.  things,"  RV 
"mouldeth  counterfeits,"  spurious  things,  imita- 
tions"); 2  16  RV  "base  metal"  (cf  LXX  Lev  19  19; 
Dt  22  11,  "mingled  garment,"  and  2  Cor  IS  6.6, 
addkimoSf  "reprobate  [.silver]).  "Counterfeit"  in 
the  older  sense  of  a  representation  occurs  in  Wisd 
14  17  (analupoOf  "to  make  a  likeness"),  "c.  of  his 
visage,"  RV  "imagining  the  likeness  from  afar," 
and  Ecclus  38  27  OiomoioOj  "to  make  like"),  "to  c. 
imagery,"  RV  "to  preserve  likeness  in  his  portrai- 
ture." W.  L.  Walker 

COUNTERVAIL,  koun-tSr-vfil'  (TllflJ,  shdwdh, 
"equalize"):  To  thwart  or  overcome  by  acting 
against  with  equal  force;  thus,  "The  enemy  could 
not  c.  the  king's  damage"  or  loss  (Est  7  4  ARV 
reads  "The  adversary  could  not  have  compensated 
for  the  king's  damage").  "Nothine  doth  c.  [RV 
"can  be  taken  in  exchange  for"]  a  mithful  friend" 
(Ecclus  6  15). 

COUNTRY,  kun'tri  (fl^,  Weg,  "land,"  TTW , 
Bodheh,  "field";  47p6«,  agrda,  "field,"  x^pa,  chd- 
ra,  "region") :  The  foregoing  are  the  principal  words 
rendered  "country"  in  EV,  though  we  find  also 
'ddhdmdh,  "earth*^  (Jon  4  2);  %  "island"  (Jer  47 
4  AV):  g^nidh,  "circuit"  (Ezk  47  8  AV);  hebhd, 
"rope'^(Dt  3  14);  malpdm,  "place"  (Gen  29  26  AV); 
n«p/i«/;i,  "hill"  or  "height"  (Josh  17  11  AV);  g^nosy 
"race"  (Acts  4  36  AV);  7^,  g^,  "earth"  (Mt  9  31 
AV;  Acts  7  3  AV);  irarpfj, po^ris,  "native land"  (Lk 


4  23;  Jn  4  44;  He  11  14);  x€plx<apos,  perichSroSy 
"country  [ARV  "region"]  round  about"  (Mt  U  35; 
Lk  3  3;  4  37;  8  37).  In  He  11  14  ff,  "heaven"  is 
referred  to  as  a  country.  Egypt  and  Assyria  were 
"far  countries"  (Jer  8  19  AV;  Zee  10  9).  The  hill 
country  (cf  the  numerous  Gibeahs  Igibh'^dh,  "a  hill"]) 
was  the  mountainous  region  to  the  N.  or  to  the  S.  of 
Jerus.  The  low  country,  sh'pheldh  (see  Shephblah) , 
consisted  of  the  foothills  to  the  west  of  the  hill 
country.  The  south  country  or  Negeb  (neghebh), 
q.v.,  was  the  dry,  extreme  southern  part  of  Pal,  ap- 
proximately between  Beersheba  and  Kadesh-bamea. 

Alfred  Ely  Day 

COUNTRYMAN,  kun'tri-man  (<rvHwX<Tt|$,  sumr 
phuUtea):  "Of  the  same  tribe"  (1  Thess  2  14); 
also  in  idiomatic  rendering  (y^yosy  ginos)  for  those 
of  one's  own  race  or  kin  {2  Cor  11  26;  Gal  1  14 
AV,  "one's  own  nation"),  a  Mk  6  4;  Rom  9  3; 
and  see  Cousin;  Kinsman,  etc. 

COUPLE,  kup"l: 

(1)  Used  as  a  noun,  indicates  two  objects  of  the 
same  kind  that  are  considered  together.  Thus  we 
read  of  a  couple  of  cakes  (2  S  13  6,  used  loosely), 
and  a  couple  of  asses  (2  S  16  1,  Heb  gemedh). 

(2)  Used  as  a  vb^it  means  to  join  or  fasten  one 
thing  to  another.  This  term  occurs  most  frequently 
in  the  description  of  the  tabernacle  (see  Ex  26  6.9. 1 1 ; 
36  10.13.16).  Couple  is  used  in  1  Pet  8  2  to  de- 
scribe the  joining  of  fear  to  chaste  behavior  (Heb 
hkobfiar), 

COUPLING,  kup'ling:  Is  the  EV  rendering  of 
nn^n^,  mahbereth.  This  Heb  word  means  join- 
ing, or  the  place  ^'here  one  thing  is  joined  to  an- 
other, as  of  the  curWns  of  the  tabernacle  (Ex  26 
4.5),  and  of  the  difflvent  parts  of  the  ephod  (Ex 
28  27;    39  20). 

It  is  also  the  EV  rendering  of  Pl'llSin'a ,  m'hab- 
b'roth,  and  this  refers  mcT^  to  the  thing  that  joins  the 
two  objects,  as  beams  of  wood  (2  Ch  34  11),  or 
hooks  of  iron  (1  Ch  22  3>. 

COURAGE,  kur'&j:  Heb  hOzaii,  "to  show  one- 
self strong"  (Nu  13  20;  2  S*  10  12;  1  Ch  19  13; 
2  Ch  16  8;  Ezr  10  4;  Ps'  27  14;  31  24;  Isa 
41  6);  ru«A,  "spirit,"  "animV  (Josh  2  11  AV); 
*amagy  "to  be  alert"  (physically  and  mentally),  "to 
be  agile,"  "quick,"  "energetic"  (Dt  31  6.7.23:  Josh 

1  6.9.18;  10  25;  1  Ch  22  13;  2S  20);  lehhabhy  "the 
heart,"  and  flg.:  "person,"  "spirit"  (Dnl  11  25); 
Grthdraosy  "cheer"  (Acts  28  15). s  A  virtue  highly 
esteemed  among  all  nations,  one\of  the  four  chief 
"natural"  (cardinal)  virtues  (Wisd  8  7),  while 
cowardice  ranks  as  one  of  the  moJT^&l  sins  (Ecclus 

2  12.13;  Rev  21  8). 


> 


"race  " 


\ 
COURSE,  k5rs  (from  Lat  cursuai  "a  running," 
ftce,"  "voyage,"  "way"):  \ 

(1)  €Mv8f>oiJL4iaj  eulhvdromiOy  "forwfi^d  or  onward 
movement,"  as  of  a  ship:  "We  made  V  straight  c." 
(Acts  16  11;  cf  Acts  21  1);  "We  haol  finished  our 
c."  (RV  "voyage,"  Acts  21  7).  ' 

(2)  A  (prescribed  or  self-appointed))  path,  as  of 
the  sun:  "Swift  is  the  sun  in  his  c."  (l)  Esd  4  34); 
of  the  stars:      "The  stars  in  their  cov 
against   Sisera"   (Jgs  6  20  AV)    (see 
^trology)  •  of  a  river  (or  irrigating  , 
willows  by  tne  watercourses"  (Isa  44  4 
(rpix^y  iricho):  "that  the  word  of  the 
have  free  c."  (RV  "may  run")  (2  Th«  b  3  1). 

(3)  A  career  in  such  a  course  (^p^ai  »«i  dr6nu)s): 
"I  have  finished  my  [RV  "the")  c."  (2  Tim  4  7); 
"as  John  fulfilled  [RV  "was  fulfilling")  1  us  c."  (Acts 
13  25);  "that  I  might  finish  [RV  "may  a  ccomplish"] 
my  c."  (Acts  20  24).  \ 

(4)  A  way  or  manner,  as  of  life:  'vEvery  one 


fought 
tronomy; 
?):  "as 
;    of  a  race 
Lord  may 
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turned  to  his  c."  (Jer  8  6);  "their  c.  is  evil"  (Jer 
28  10):  "walked  according  to  the  c.  [a/c6v,  aidn, 
RVm  *Wl  of  this  world"  (Eph  2  2). 

(5)  Orderly  succession:  "sang  together  by  c." 
(ARV  "sang  one  to  another")  (Ezr  3  11);  "by  c." 
(RV  "in  turn")  (1  Cor  14  27);  the  courses  of  the 
priests  and  Levites  (1  Ch  27  1-15;  1  Ch  28  1; 
2  Ch  6  11;  Lk  1  5.8).    See  Priests  and  Levites. 

(6)  A  row  or  layer,  as  of  masonry:  "All  the 
foundations  of  the  earth  are  out  of  c."  (RV  "are 
moved":  ARV  "are  shaken")  (Ps  82  5). 

(7)  [The tongue]  "setteth onfire  the  c.  [RV "wheel"] 
of  nature"  (Jas  3  6).  The  cycle  of  generation  {t6n 
trochdn  th  gerUseos)  here  means  the  physical  world 
as  constituted  by  the  round  of  origin  and  decay,  and 
typified  by  the  G^hic  Qegendary)  cycle  of  births  and 
deaths  through  which  the  soul  passes  in  metempsy- 
chosis.   See  also  Games. 

William  Arthur  Heidel 
COURSE  OF  PRIESTS  AND  LEVITES.     See 
Priests  and  Levites. 

COURT»  k5rt.    See  House. 

COURT  OP  THE  GENTILES.  See  Temple 
(Herod's). 

COURT  OF  THE  SABBATH.  See  Covered 
Way. 


COURT,  kOrt,  OF  THE  SANCTUARY,  sank'tft- 
a-ri  (TABERNACLE,  TEMPLE):  By  "court" 
C^n,  h&ger)  is  meant  a  clear  space  inclosed  by 
curtains  or  walls,  or  surrounded  by  buildings.  It 
was  always  an  uncovered  inclosure,  but  might  have 
within  its  area  one  or  more  edifices. 

The  first  occurrence  of  the  word  is  in  Ex  27  9, 

where  it  is  commanded  to  "make  the  court  of  the 

tabernacle."     The  dimensions  for  this 

1.  The  follow  in  the  directions  for  the  length 
Tabernacle   of  the  linen  curtains  which  were  to 

inclose  it.  From  these  we  learn  that 
the  perimeter  of  the  court  was  300  cubits,  and  that 
it  consisted  of  two  squares,  e£u;h  75  ft.,  Isdng  E.  and 
W.  of  one  another.  In  the  westerly  square  stood 
the  tabernacle,  while  in  that  to  the  E.  was  the 
altar  of  burnt  offering.  This  was  the  worshipper's 
square,  and  every  Heb  who  passed  through  the 
entrance  gate  had  immediate  access  to  the  altar 
(cf  W.  Robertson  Smith,  note  on  Ex  20  26,  OTJC. 
435).  The  admission  to  this  scene  of  the  national 
solemnities  was  by  the  great  east  gate  described 
in  Ex  27  13-16  (see  East  Gate). 

The  fundamental  conception  out  of  which  grew 
the  resolve  to  build  a  temple  for  the  worship  of  Jeh 

was  that  the  new  structure  was  to  be 

2.  Solo-  an  enlarged  duplicate  in  stone  of  the 
men's  tent  of  meeting  (see  Temple).  The 
Temple         doubling  in  size  of  the  holv  chambers 

was  accompanied  by  a  doubling  of 
the  inclosed  area  upon  which  the  holy  house  was 
to  stand.  Hitherto  a  rectangular  oblong  figure  of 
150  ft.  in  length  and  75  ft.  in  breadth  had  sufficed 
for  the  needs  of  the  people  in  their  worship.  Now 
an  area  of  300  ft.  in  length  and  150  ft.  in  breadth 
was  inclosed  within  heavy  stone  walls,  making,  as 
before,  two  squares,  each  of  150  ft.  luis  was  that 
"court  of  the  priests"  spoken  of  in  2  Ch  4  9, 
known  to  its  builders  as  "the  inner  court"  (1  K  6 
36;  cf  Jer  36  10).  Its  walls  consisted  of  "three 
courses  of  hewn  stone,  and  a  course  of  cedar  beams" 
(1  K  6  36),  into  which  some  read  the  meaning 
of  colonnades.  Its  two  divisions  may  have  been 
marked  by  some  fence.  The  innermost  division, 
accessible  only  to  the  priests,  was  the  site  of  the  new 
temple.  In  the  easterly  division  stood  the  altar 
of  sacrifice;  into  this  the  Heb  laity  had  access  for 
worship  at  the  altar.    Later  incidental  allusions 


imply  the  existence  of  "chambers"  in  the  court, 
and  also  the  accessibility  of  the  laity  (cf  Jer  86  4; 
36  10;  Ezk  8  16). 

In  distinction  from  this  "inner"  court  a  second 

or  "outer"  court  was  built  by  Solomon,  spoken  of 

by  the  Chronicler  as  "the  great  court" 

3.  The  (2  Ch  4  9).    Its  doors  were  overlaid 
Great            with    brass     (bronze).    Wide    differ- 
Coiu*t            ence  of  opinion  obtains  as  to  the  rela- 
tion of  this  outer  court  to  the  inner 

court  just  described,  and  to  the  rest  of  the  Solo- 
monic buildings — particularly  to  "the  great  court" 
of  "the  house  of  the  forest  of  Lebanon"  of  1  K  7 
9.10.  Some  identify  the  two,  others  separate  them. 
Did  tMs  court,  with  its  brass-covered  gates,  ex- 
tend still  farther  to  the  E.  than  the  temple  "inner" 
court,  with,  however,  the  same  breadth  as  the 
latter?  Or  was  it,  as  Keil  thinks,  a  much  larger 
inclosure,  surrounding  the  whole  temple  area,  ex- 
tending perhaps  150  cubits  eastward  in  front  of  the 
priests"court  (cf  Keil,  Bib.  Archaeology ,  1. 171,  ET)  ? 
Vet  more  radical  is  the  view,  adopted  by  many 
modem  authorities,  which  regards  "the  great 
court"  as  a  vast  inclosure  surrounding  the  temple 
and  the  whole  complex  of  buildings  described  in 
1  K  7  1-12  (see  the  plan,  after  Stade,  in  G.  A. 
Smith's  Jeruaalemj  II,  59).  In  the  absence  of  con- 
clusive data  the  question  must  be  left  undetermined. 
In  Ezekiers  plan  of  the  temple  yet  to  be  built, 
the  lines  of  the  temple  courts  as  he  had  known  them 
in  Jerus  are  followed.   'Two  squares 

4.  Ezekiel's  inclosed  in  stone  walling,  each  of  150 
Temple         ft.,  lie  N.  and  S.  of  one  another,  and 

bear  the  distinctive  names,  "the  inner 
court"  and  "the  outer  court"  (Ezk  8  16;  10  5). 

In  the  Herodian  temple  the  old  nomenclature 
gives  place  to  a  new  set  of  terms.  The  extensive 
inclosure  known  later  as  "the  court 
6.  Temple  of  the  Gentiles"  does  not  appear  under 
of  Herod  that  name  in  the  NT  or  in  Jos.  What 
we  have  in  the  tract  Middoth  of  the 
Mishnah  and  in  Jos  is  the  mention  of  two  courts, 
the  "court  of  the  priests"  and  "the  court  of  Israel" 
(Middothf  ii.6;  v.l;  Jos,  BJ,  V,  v,  6).  The  data 
in  regard  to  both  are  difficult  and  confficting.  In 
Middoth  they  appear  as  long  narrow  strips  of  11 
cubits  in  breadth  extending  at  right  angles  to  the 
temple  and  the  altar  across  the  inclosure — the 
"court  of  Israel"  being  railed  off  from  the  "court 
of  the  priests"  on  the  K ;  the  latter  extending  back- 
ward as  far  as  the  altar,  which  has  a  distinct 
measurement.  The  design  was  to  prevent  the  too 
near  approach  of  the  lay  Israelite  to  the  altar.  Jos 
makes  the  11  cubits  of  the  "court  of  Israel"  extend 
round  the  whole  "coiul;  of  the  priests,"  inclusive  of 
altar  and  temple  (see  Temple;  and  cf  G.  A.  Smith, 
Jerusalem,  II,  506-9,  with  the  reconstruction  of 
Waterhouse  in  Sacred  Sites  of  the  Gospels,  111  ff). 
For  the  "women's  court,"  see  Treasury. 

Many  expressions  in  the  Pss  show  how  great  was 
the  attachment  of  the  devout-minded  Heb  in  all 
ages  to  those  courts  of  the  Lord's  house  where  he 
was  accustomed  to  worship  (e.g.  Ps  66  4;  84  2; 
92  13;  96  8;  100  4;  116  19).  The  courts  were 
the  scene  of  many  historical  events  in  the  OT  and 
NT,  and  of  much  of  the  earthly  ministry  of  Jesus. 
There  was  enacted  the  scene  described  in  the  par- 
able of  the  Pharisee  and  Publican  (Lk  18  10-14). 

W.  Shaw  Caldecotf 

COURTS,  JUDICIAL,  i6o-dish'al,Ju-di8h'al:  At 
the   advice   of   Jethro,    Moses   appointed   judges 

(D'^5pTO.«AopV«m,Ex  18).  In  Egypt 
1.  Their  it  appears  that  the  Hebrews  did  not 
Organiza-  have  their  own  judges,  which,  of 
tion  course,  was  a  source  of  many  wrongs. 

Leaving  Egjrpt,  Moses  took  the  judi- 
cial functions  upon  himself,  but  it  was  impossible 
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that  he  should  be  eaual  to  the  task  of  administer- 
ing justice  to  two  and  one-half  million  people ;  hence 
he  proceeded  to  organize  a  system  of  jurisprudence. 
He  appointed  judges  over  tens,  fifties,  hundreds, 
thousands — in  all  78,600  judges.  This  system  was 
adequate  for  the  occasion,  and  these  courts  respec- 
tively corresponded  practically  to  our  Justices  of 
the  reace.  Mayor's  Court,  District  Court,  Circuit 
Court.  Finally,  there  was  a  Supreme  Court  under 
Moses  and  his  successors.  These  courts,  though 
graded,  did  not  afford  an  opportunity  of  appeal. 
The  lower  courts  turned  their  difficult  cases  over 
to  the  next  hi^er.  If  the  case  was  simple,  the 
judge  over  tens  would  take  it,  but  if  the  question 
was  too  intricate  for  him,  he  would  refer  it  to  the 
next  higher  court,  and  so  on  until  it  finally  reached 
Moses.  There  were  certain  kinds  of  questions 
which  the  tens,  fifties,  and  hundreds  would  not  take 
at  all,  and  the  people  understood  it  and  would  bring 
them  to  the  higher  courts  for  original  jurisdiction. 
When  any  court  decided  it,  that  was  the  end  of 
that  case,  for  it  could  not  be  appealed  (Ex  18  25. 
26).  On  taking  possession  in  Pal,  the  judges  were 
to  be  appointed  for  everv  citv  and  vicinity  (Dt  16 
18),  thus  giving  to  all  Israel  a  speedy  and  cheap 
method  of  adjuchcation.  Though  not  so  pre- 
scribed by  the  constitution,  the  judges  at  length 
were  generally  chosen  from  among  the  Levites,  as 
the  learned  class.  The  office  was  elective.  Jos 
states  this  plainly,  and  various  passages  of  the 
Scriptures  express  it  positively  by  inference  (see 
Dt  1  13).  Jephthah's  election  by  vote  of  the 
people  is  clearly  set  forth  (Jgs  11  5-11). 

Among  the  Hebrews,   the  law  was  held  very 

sacred;    for  God  Himself  had  given  it.    Hence 

those  who  administered  the  law  were 

2.  Character  God's  special  representatives,  and 
of  the  their  person  was  held  correspond- 
Judges          ingly    sacred.    These     circumstances 

placed  upon  them  the  duty  of  admin- 
istering justice  without  respect  to  persons  (Dt  1  17; 
16  18).  They  were  to  be  guided  Dy  the  inalienable 
rights  granted  to  every  citizen  by  the  Heb  consti- 
tution: (1)  No  man  was  to  be  deprived  of  life, 
liberty  or  property  without  due  process  of  law 
(Nu  S6  9-34).  (2;  Two  or  three  witnesses  were 
required  to  convict  anyone  of  crime  (Dt  17  6; 
19  2-13).  (3)  Punishment  for  crime  was  not  to  be 
transferred  or  entailed  (Dt  24  16).  (4)  A  man's 
home  was  inviolate  (Dt  24  10.11).  (5)  One  held 
to  bondage  but  having  acquired  liberty  through 
his  own  Sort  should  be  protected  (Dt  23  15.16). 
(6)  One's  homestead  was  inalienable  (Lev  25  23- 
28.34).  (7)  Slavery  could  not  be  made  perpetual 
without  the  person  s  own  consent  (Ex  21  2-6). 

Gradually  a  legal  profession  developed  among  the 
Hebrews,  the  memoers  of  which  were  designated 

aj3  "Lawyers"  or  "Scribes,"  also  known 

3.  Their  as  "Doctors  of  the  Law"  (Lk  2  46). 
Work  Their  business  was  threefold:    (1)  to 

study  and  interpret  the  law;  (2)  to 
instruct  the  Heb  youth  in  the  law;  and  (3)  to  decide 
questions  of  the  law.  The  first  two  they  did  as 
scholars  and  teachers;  the  last  either  as  judges  or 
as  advisers  in  some  court,  as,  for  instance,  the 
Senate  of  Jerus  or  some  inferior  tribunal.  No  code 
can  go  into  such  details  as  to  eliminate  the  neces- 
sity of  subsequent  legislation,  and  this  usually,  to 
a  great  extent,  takes  the  form  of  judicial  decisions 
founded  on  the  code,  rather  than  of  separate  enact- 
ment; and  so  it  was  among  the  Hebrews.  The 
provisions  of  their  code  were  for  the  most  part  quite 
eenersJ,  thus  affording  large  scope  for  casuistic 
interpretation.  Regarding  the  points  not  explicitly 
covered  by  the  written  law,  a  substitute  must  be 
found  either  in  the  form  of  established  custom  or 
in  the  form  of  an  inference  drawn  from  the  statute. 


As  a  result  of  the  industry  with  which  this  hne  of 
legal  development  was  pursued  during  the  cents, 
immediately  preceding  our  era,  Hebrew  law  became 
a  most  complicated  science.  For  the  disputed 
points,  the  judgments  of  the  individual  lawyers 
could  not  be  taken  as  the  standard;  hence  the 
several  disciples  of  the  law  must  frequently  meet 
for  a  discussion,  and  the  opinion  of  the  majority 
then  prevailed.  These  were  the  meetings  of  the 
"Doctors."  Whenever  a  case  arose  concerning 
which  there  had  been  no  clear  legal  decision,  the 
question  was  referred  to  the  nearest  lawyer;  by 
him,  to  the  nearest  company  of  lawyers,  perhaps 
the  Sanhedrin,  and  the  resultant  decision  was 
henceforth  authority. 

Before  the  destruction  of  Jerus  technical  knowl- 
edge of  the  law  was  not  a  condition  of  eligibility 
to  the  office  of  jud^e.  Anyone  who  could  command 
the  confidence  of  his  fellow-citizens  might  be  elected, 
and  many  of  the  rural  courts  undoubtedly  were 
conducted,  as  among  us,  by  men  of  sterling  Quality, 
but  limited  knowledge.  Such  men  would  avail 
themselves  of  the  legal  advice  of  any  "doctor"  who 
might  be  within  reach;  and  in  the  more  dignified 
courts  of  a  large  municipality  it  was  a  standing 
custom  to  have  a  company  of  lawyers  present  to 
discuss  and  decide  any  new  law  points  that  might 
arise.  Of  course,  frequently  these  men  were  them- 
selves elected  to  the  office  of  judge,  so  that  prac- 
tically the  entire  system  of  jurisprudence  was  in 
their  hands. 

Though  Judaea  at  this  time  was  a  subject  com- 
monwealth, yet  the  Sanhedrin,  which  was  the  body 

of  supreme  legislative  and  judicial 
4.  Limita-  authority,  exercised  autonomous  au- 
tions  under  thority  to  such  an  extent  that  it  not 
Roman  only  aidministered  civil  cases  in  accord- 

Rule  ance   with   Jewish    law — ^for    without 

such  a  right  a  Jewish  court  would  be 
impossible — but  it  also  took  part  to  a  great  extent 
in  the  punishment  of  crime.  It  exercised  an-  inde- 
pendent police  power,  hence  could  send  out  its 
own  officers  to  make  arrests  (Mt  26  47;  Mk  14 
43;  Acts  4  3;  6  17.18).  In  cases  that  did  not 
involve  capital  punishment,  its  judgments  were 
final  and  untrammeled  (Acts  4  2-23;  6  21-40). 
Only  in  capital  punishment  cases  must  the  consent 
of  the  procurator  be  secured,  which  is  not  only 
clearly  stated  in  Jn  18  31,  but  is  also  evident  in  the 
entire  course  of  Christ's  trial,  as  reported  by  the 
Synoptic  Gospels.  In  granting  or  withholding  his 
consent  in  such  cases,  the  procurator  could  follow 
his  pleasure  absolutely,  applying  either  the  Jewish 
or  Rom  law,  as  his  ^de.  In  one  class  of  cases  the 
ri^t  to  innict  capital  punishment  even  on  Rom 
citizens  was  granted  the  Sanhedrin,  namely,  when  a 
non-Jewish  person  overstepped  the  bounds  and 
entered  the  interior  holy  place  of  the  temple.  Even 
in  this  case  the  consent  of  the  procurator  must  be 
secured,  but  it  appears  that  the  Rom  rulers  were 
inclined  to  let  the  law  take  its  course  against  such 
wanton  outrage  of  the  Jews'  feelings.  Criminal 
cases  not  involving  capital  punishment  need  not  be 
referred  to  the  procurator. 

The  city  in  which  the  Sanhedrin  met  was  Jerus. 
To  determine  the  particular  building,  and  the  spot 

on  which  the  building  stood,  is  inter- 
6.  Time  esting  to  the  archaeologist,  not  to  the 
and  Place  student  of  law.  The  local  courts 
of  Sessions   usually    held    their    sessions    on    the 

second  and  fifth  day  (Monday  and 
Thursday)  of  the  week,  but  we  do  not  know  whether 
the  same  custom  was  observed  by  the  Great  San- 
hedrin. On  feast  days  no  court  was  held,  much 
less  on  the  Sabbath.  Since  the  death  penalty  was 
not  to  be  pronounced  until  the  day  after  the  trial, 
such  cases  were  avoided  also  on  the  day  preceding 
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a  Sabbath  or  other  sacred  day.  The  emphasis 
placed  on  this  observance  may  be  seen  from  the 
edicts  issued  by  Augustus,  absolving  the  Jews  from 
the  duty  of  attending  court  on  the  Sabbath.  See 
Doctor;  Lawyer;  Sanhedrin;  Scribe. 

Frank  E.  Hirsch 
COUSIN,  kuz"n  (dvi+i6«,  anepsids):  Only  in 
Col  4  10,  where  Mark  is  said  to  be  "cousin"  (RV) 
to  Barnabas,  and  not  as  in  AV,  "sister's  son/' 
The  renderixigs  "cousin"  of  AV  for  ffvyyetrffs,  sttg* 
gerUsj  in  Lk  1  36.58  were  probably  imderstood  at 
the  time  of  the  tr,  in  the  wider,  and  not  in  the  more 
restricted,  sense  of  the  term,  now  almost  universally 
prevalent.  In  view  of  this  the  renderings  "kins- 
woman," "kinsfolk"  in  RV  are  preferable.  As  a 
title  of  honor  and  dignity,  it  occurs  in  1  Esd  4  42, 
etc.    See  Kinsman. 

COUTHA,  kou'tha,  koo'tha.    See  Cuthah. 

COVENANT,  kuv'e-nant  (IN  THE  OT)  (H'^n? , 

I.    Gbnsral  Meaning 
II.    Among  Men 

1.  Early  Idea 

2.  Principal  Elements 

3.  Different  Varieties 

4.  Phraseology  Used 
III.    Between  God  and  Men 

1.  Essential  Idea 

2.  Oovenants  Recorded  in  the  OT 

3.  Phraseology  Used 

4.  History  of  Covenant  Idea 

LlTEBATUBB 

/.  Generai  Meaning. — ^The  etymological  force  of 
the  Heb  h*rUk  is  not  entirely  certain.  It  is  probable 
that  the  word  is  the  same  as  the  Assyr  hirihij  which 
has  the  common  meaning  ''fetter/'  but  also  means 
^'covenant."  The  significance  of  the  root  from 
which  this  Assyr  word  is  derived  is  uncertain.  It 
is  probable  that  it  is  "to  bind/'  but  that  is  not 
denoitely  established.  The  meaning  of  biritu  as 
covenant  seems  to  come  directly  from  the  root, 
rather  than  as  a  derived  meaning  from  fetter.  ^  If 
this  root  idea  is  to  bind,  the  covenant  is  that  which 
binds  together  the  parties.  This,  at  any  rate,  is 
in  harmony  with  the  general  meaning  of  the  word. 

In  the  OT  the  word  has  an  ordinary  use,  when 
both  parties  are  men,  and  a  distinctly  religious  use, 
between  God  and  men.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  religious  use  has  come  from  the  ordinary, 
in  harmonv  with  the  general  custom  in  such  cases, 
and  not  the  reverse.  There  are  also  two  shades 
of  meaning,  somewhat  distinct,  of  the  Heb  word: 
one  in  which  it  is  properly  a  covenant,  i.e.  a  solemn 
mutual  agreement,  the  other  in  which  it  is  more  a 
command,^  i.e.  instead  of  an  obligation  voluntarily 
assumed,  it  is  an  obligation  impeded  by  a  superior 
upon  an  inferior.  TUs  latter  meaning,  however, 
has  clearly  been  derived  from  the  other.  It  is 
easy  to  see  that  an  agreement,  including  as  the 
contracting  parties  those  of  unequal  position,  might 
readilv  include  those  agreements  which  tended  to 
partake  of  the  nature  of  a  command;  but  the  pro- 
cess could  not  readily  be  reversed. 

//.  Among  Men, — ^We  consider  first  a  covenant 
in  which  both  contracting  parties  are  men.  In 
essence  a  covenant  is  an  agreement. 
1.  Eaxly  but  an  agreement  of  a  solemn  and 
Idea  binding  force.    The  early  Sem  idea 

of  a  covenant  was  doubtless  that  which 
prevailed  among  the  Arabs  (see  esp.  W.  Robertson 
Smith,  Religion  of  the  Semites,  2d  ed,  passim). 
This  was  primarily  blood-brotherhood,  in  which  two 
men  became  brothers  by  drinking  each  other's 
blood.  Ordinarily  this  meant  that  one  was  adopted 
into  the  clan  of  the  other.  Hence  this  act  in- 
volved the  clan  of  one  of  the  contracting  parties, 
and  also  brought  the  other  party  into  relation  with 


the  ^od  of  this  clan,  by  brining  him  into  the  com- 
mumty  life  of  the  clan,  which  included  its  god. 
In  this  earty  idea,  then,  "primarily  the  covenant 
is  not  a  special  engagement  to  this  or  that  particular 
effect,  but  bond  of  troth  and  life-fellowship  to  all 
the  effects  for  which  kinsmen  are  permanently 
bound  together"  (W.  Robertson  Smith,  op.  cit., 
315  f).  In  this  early  ceremonial  the  religious  idea 
was  necessarily  present,  because  the  god  was  kindred 
to  the  clan;  and  the  god  had  a  special  interest  in 
the  covenant,  because  ne  esp.  protects  the  kindred 
blood,  of  which  the  stranger  thus  becomes  a  part. 
This  rdip^ous  side  always  persisted,  although  the 
original  idea  was  much  modified.  In  later  usage 
there  were  various  substitutes  for  the  drinking  of 
each  other's  blood,  viz.  drinking  together  the  sac- 
rificial blood,  sprinkling  it  upon  the  parties,  eating 
together  the  sacrificial  meal,  etc;  but  the  same  idea 
found  expression  in  all,  the  community  of  Uf e  result- 
ing from  the  covenant. 

The  covenant  in  the  OT  shows  considerable 
modification  from  the  early  idea.  Yet  it  will 
doubtless  help  m  understanding  the 
2.  Principal  OT  covenant  to  keep  in  mind  the  early 
Elements  idea  and  form.  Combining  state- 
ments made  in  different  accoimts,  the 
following  seem  to  be  the  principal  elements  in  a 
covenant  between  men.  Some  of  the  details,  it  is 
to  be  noted,  are  not  explicitly  stated  in  reference  to 
these  oovenants,  but  may  be  inferred  from  those 
between  God  and  men.  (1)  A  statement  of  the 
terms  agreed  upon  (Gen  26  29;  81  50.52).  This 
was  a  modification  of  the  earlier  idea,  which  has 
been  noted,  in  which  a  covenant  was  all-inclusive. 
(2)  An  oath  by  each  party  to  observe  the  terms. 
God  being  witness  ot  the  oath  (Gen  26  31;  81 
48-53).  The  oath  was  such  a  characteristic  feature 
that  sometimes  the  term  ''oath"  is  used  as  the 
equivalent  of  covenant  (see  Ezk  17  13).  (3)  A 
curse  invoked  by  each  one  upon  himself  in  case  of 
disregard  of  the  agreement.  In  a  sense  this  ma^ 
be  considered  a  part  of  the  oath,  adding  emphasis 
to  it.  This  curse  is  not  explicitly  stated  in  the  case 
of  human  covenants,  but  may  be  inferred  from 
the  covenant  with  God  (Dt  27  15-26).  (4)  The 
formal  ratification  of  the  covenant  by  some  solemn 
external  act.  The  different  ceremonies  for  this 
purpose,  such  as  have  already  been  mentioned,  are 
to  be  regarded  as  the  later  equivalents  of  the  early 
act  of  orinking  each  other's  blood.  In  the  OT 
accounts  it  is  not  certain  that  such  formal  act  is 
expressly  mentioned  in  relation  to  covenants 
between  men.  It  seems  probable^  however  that 
the  sacrificial  meal  of  Gen  81  54  mcluded  Laban, 
in  which  case  it  was  a  covenant  sacrifice.  In  any 
case,  both  sacrificial  meal  and  sprinkling  of  blood 
upon  the  two  j^arties,  the  altar  representing  Jeh, 
are  mentioned  in  Ex  24  4-8,  with  allusions  else- 
where, in  ratification  of  the  covenant  at  Sinai 
between  Jeh  and  Israel.  In  the  covenant  of  God 
with  Abraham  is  another  ceremony,  quite  certainly 
with  the  same  purpose.  This  is  a  peculiar  observ- 
ance, viz.  the  cuttmg  of  animals  into  two  parts  and 
passing  between  the  severed  portions  (Gen  16  9-18), 
a  custom  also  referred  to  m  Jer  84  18.  Here  it 
is  to  be  noted  that  it  is  a  smoking  furnace  and  a 
flaming  torch,  representing  God,  not  Abraham,  which 
passed  between  the  pieces.  Such  an  act,  it  would 
seem,  should  be  shared  bv  both  parties,  but  in  this 
case  it  is  doubtless  to  Be  explained  d^  the  fact 
that  the  covenant  is  principally  a  promise  by  Jeh. 
He  is  the  one  who  binds  Himself.  Concerning  the 
significance  of  this  act  there  is  difference  of  opinion. 
A  common  view  is  that  it  is  in  effect  a  f onnal  ex- 
pression of  the  curse,  imprecating  upon  oneself 
the  same,  i.e.  cutting  in  pieces,  if  one  breaks  the 
terms  of  the  covenant.    But,  as  W.  R.  Smith  has 
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pointed  out  (op.  cit.,  481),  this  does  not  explain 
the  paafring  between  the  pieces,  which  is  the  char- 
acteristic feature  of  the  ceremony.  It  seems  rather 
to  be  a  symbol  that  the  two  parties  ''were  taken 
within  the  mystical  life  of  the  victim/'  (Cf  the 
interpretation  of  He  9  15-17  in  Covenant  in 
THE  NT.)  It  would  then  be  an  inheritance  from 
the  early  times,  in  which  the  victim  was  regarded 
as  kindred  with  the  tribe,  and  hence  also  an  equiva- 
lent of  the  drinking  of  each  other's  blood. 

The  inmiutability  of  a  covenant  is  everywhere 
assumed,  at  least  theoretically. 

Other  features  beyond  those  mentioned  cannot 
be  considered  as  fundamental.  This  is  the  case 
with  the  setting  up  of  a  stone,  or  raising  a  heap  of 
stones  (Gen  81  45.46).  This  is  doubtless  simply 
.  an  ancient  custom,  which  has  no  direct  connection 
with  the  covenant,  but  comes  from  the  ancient 
Sem  idea  cd  the  sacredness  of  single  stones  or  heaps 
of  stones.  Striking  hands  is  a  general  expression 
of  an  agreement  made  (Ezr  10  19;  £zk  17  18,  etc). 

In  observing  different  varieties  of  agreements 
among  men,  we  note  that  they  mav  be  either  be- 
tween individuals  or  between  larger 
8.  Different  units,  such  as  tribes  and  nations.  In 
Varieties  a  great  majority  of  cases,  however, 
they  are  between  the  larger  units.  ^  In 
some  cases,  also,  when  an  individual  acts  it  is  in  a 
representative  capacity,  as  the  head  of  a  clan,  or 
as  a  king.  When  the  covenant  is  between  tribes 
it  is  thus  a  treaty  or  alliance.  The  following  pas- 
sages have  this  use  of  covenant:  Gen  14  13;  21 
27.32;  26  28;  81  44;  Ex  28  32;  84  12.15;  Dt 
7  2;     Josh  9  6.7.11.15.16;     Jgs  it  2;     1  S  11  1: 

1  K  6  12;  16  19  ||  2  Ch  16  3;  1  K  20  34;  Ps  88 
5;  Isa  88  8;  Ezk  16  61;  17  13-19;  80  5;  Dnl 
11  22;  Am  1  9.  In  other  cases  it  is  between  a 
king  and  his  subjects,  when  it  is  more  a  command  or 
ordinance,  as  2  S  8  12.13.21;  6  3  ||  1  Ch  11  3; 
Jer  84  8-18;  Dnl  9  27.  In  other  cases  it  is  be- 
tween individuals,  or  between  small  groups,  where 
it  is  an  agreement  or  pledge  (2  K  11  4  ||  2  Ch  28 
1;  Job  81  1;  41  4;  Hos  10  4).  Between  David 
and  Jonathan  it  is  more  specifically  an  alliance  of 
friendship  (1  S  18  3;  20  8;  28  18),  as  also  ap- 
parently in  Ps  66  20.  It  means  an  alliance  of 
marriage  in  Mai  2  14,  but  probably  not  in  Prov 

2  17,  where  it  is  better  to  understand  the  meaning 
as  beins  ''her  covenant  with  God." 

In  all  cases  of  covenants  between  men,  except 
Jer  84  10  and  Dnl  9  27,  the  technical  phrase  for 
making  a  covenant  is  kdraih  b*rith, 
4.  Phrase-  in  which  kdraih  meant  originally  ''to 
ology  Used  cut."  Ever^rthing  indicates  that  this 
vb.  is  used  with  r^erence  to  the  formal 
ceremony  of  ratification  above  mentioned,  of  cutting 
animals  m  pieces. 

///.  Bmtwemn  God  and  Men. — ^As  already  noted, 
the  idea  of  covenants  between  God  and  men  doubt- 
less arose  from  the  idea  of  covenants 
1.  Essential  between  men.  Hence  the  general 
Idea  thought  is  similar.    It  cannot  m  this 

case,  however,  be  an  agreement  be- 
tween contracting  parties  who  stand  on  an  eciuality, 
but  God,  the  superior,  always  takes  the  initiative. 
To  some  extent,  nowever,  varying  in  different  cases, 
it  b  regarded  as  a  mutual  agreement;  God  with 
His  conunands  makes  certain  promises,  and  men 
agree  to  keep  the  commands,  or,  at  any  rate,  the 
promises  are  conditioned  on  human  obedience. 
In  general,  the  covenant  of  (jod  with  men  is  a  Divine 
orcunance,  with  signs  and  pledges  on  God*B  part, 
and  with  promises  for  human  obedience  and  penal- 
ties for  disobedience,  which  ordinance^  is^  accepted 
by  men.  la  one  passage  (Ps  26  14),  it  is  used  in 
a  more  general  way  of  an  alliance  of  friendship 
between  God  and  man. 


A  covenant  of  this  general  kind  is  said  in  the  OT 
to  have  been  made  by  God  with  Noah  (Gen  9  9-17 
and  elsewhere).  In  this  the  promise 
2.  Cove-  is  that  there  shall  be  no  more  deluge. 
nantsRe-  A  covenant  is  made  with  Abraham, 
corded  in  the  thought  of  wluch  includes  his 
the  OT  descendants.  In  this  the  promise  of 
God  is  to  multiply  the  descendants  of 
Abraham,  to  give  them  the  land  of  Canaan,  and 
to  make  them  a  blessing  to  the  nations.  Tnis  is 
narrated  in  Gen  16  18;  17  2-21,  etc.  A  covenant 
is  made  with  the  nation  Israel  at  Sinai  (Horeb) 
(Ex  19  5;  24  7.8;  84  10.27.28,  etc),  ratified  by  a 
covenant  sacrifice  and  sprinkling  of  blood  (£x  24 
4-8).  This  constituted  the  nation  the  peculiar 
people  of  God,  and  was  accompanied  by  promises 
tor  obedience  and  penalties  for  disobedience.  This 
covenant  was  renewed  on  the  plains  of  Moab 
(Dt  29  1).  In  these  national  covenants  the  in- 
dividual had  a  place,  but  only  as  a  memb^  of 
the  nation.  The  individual  misnt  forfeit  his  rights 
under  the  covenant,  however,  oy  deliberate  rebel- 
lion against  Jeh,  sinning  "with  a  hieh  hand"  (Nu 
16  30 f),  and  then  he  was  regardeoas  no  longer 
a  member  of  the  nation,  he  was^'cut  off  from  among 
his  people,"  i.e.  put  to  death.  This  is  the  teaching 
of  r,  and  is  also  implied  elsewhere;  in  the  mercy 
of  God,  however,  the  punishment  was  not  always 
inflicted.  A  covenant  with  the  tribe  of  Levi,  by 
which  that  became  the  priestly  tribe,  is  alluded  to 
in  Dt  88  0;  Jer  88  21;  Mai  2  4ff.  The  cove- 
nant with  Phinehas  (Nu  26  12.13)  established  an 
everlasting  priesthood  in  his  line.  The  covenant 
with  Joshua^  and  Israel  (Josh  24)  was  an  agree- 
ment on  their  part  to  serve  Jeh  only.  The  cove- 
nant with  David  (2  S  7  J  1  Ch  17;  see  also  Ps  89 
3.28.34.39:  182  12;  Jer  iS  21)  contained  a  promise 
that  his  descendants  should  have  an  everlasting 
kingdom^  and  should  stand  to  God  in  the  relation 
of  sonship.  The  covenant  with  Jehoiada  and  the 
people  (2  K  11  17  11  2  Ch  28  3)  was  an  agreement 
on  their  part  to  be  the  people  of  Jeh.  The  covenant 
with  Hezekiah  and  the  people  (2  Ch  29  10)  con- 
sisted essentially  of  an  agreement  on  their  part 
to  reform  the  worship:  the  covenant  with  Josiah 
and  the  people  (2  K  28  3),  of  an  agreement  on 
their  part  to  obey  the  Book  of  the  Law.  The 
covenant  with  Ezra  and  the  people  (Ezr  10  3)  was 
an  agreement  on  their  part  to  put  away  foreign 
wives  and  obey  the  law.  The  prophets  also  speak 
of  a  new  covenant,  most  explicitly  in  Jer,  but  with 
references  elsewhere,  which  is  connected  with  the 
Messianic  time  (see  Isa  42  6;  49  8;  66  3;  69  21; 
61  8;  Jer  81  31.33;  82  40;  60  5;  Ezk  16  60.62; 
20  37;  84  25;  87  26;  Hos  2  18). 

Vanous  phrases  are  used  oi  the  making  of  a 
covenant  between  God  and  men.  The  vb.  ordina- 
rily used  of  making  covenants  be- 
8.  Phrase-  tween  men,  kdraih^  is  often  used  here 
ology  Used  as  well.  The  following  vbs.  are  also 
used:  AS^m,  "to  establish''  or  "con- 
firm"; fUUhan,  "to  give'';  aim,  "to  place";  ^towdh, 
"to  command":  ^Sbhar,  "to  pass  over,"  foUowea 
by  6«,  "into";  66'  "to  enter,''^  followed  by  h";  and 
the  phrase  n^d'  o*fiih  ^al  pi,  "to  take  up  a  cove- 
nant upon  the  mouth  of  someone." 

The  history  of  the  covenant  idea  in  Israel,  as 
between  God  and  man,  is  not  altogether  easy  to 
trace.  This  appUes  esp.  to  the  great 
4.  History  covenants  between  God  and  Israel, 
of  Covenant  viz.  the  one  with  Abraham,  and  the 
Idea  one  made  at  Sinai.    The  earliest  ref- 

erences to  this  relation  of  Israel  to  Jeh 
under  the  term  "covenant"  are  in  Hos  6  7;  8  1. 
The  interpretation  of  the  former  passage  is  doubtful 
in  details,  but  the  reference  to  such  a  covenant 
seems  clear.    The  latter  is  considered  by  many  a 
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later  addition,  but  largely  because  of  this  mention 
of  the  covenant.  No  other  references  to  such  a 
covenant  are  made  in  the  prophets  before  Jeremiah. 
Jeremiah  and  Ezekiel  speak  of  it,  and  it  is  implied 
in  Second-Isaiah.  It  is  a  curious  fact,  however, 
that  most  of  the  later  prophets  do  not  use  the  term, 
which  suggests  that  the  omission  in  the  earlier 
prophets  is  not  very  significant  concerning  a  knowl- 
edge of  the  idea  in  early  times. 

In  this  connection  it  should  be  noted  that  there 
is  some  variation  among  the  Hexateuchal  codes  in 
their  treatment  of  the  covenants.  Only  one  point, 
however,  needs  special  mention.  P  gives  no  ex- 
plicit account  of  the  covenant  at  Sinai,  and  puts 
large  emphasis  upon  the  covenant  with  Abraham. 
There  are,  however,  apparent  allusions  to  the  Sina- 
itic  covenant  (Lev  2  13;  24  8;  26  9.15.25.44.45). 
The  facts  indicate,  therefore,  principally  a  differ- 
ence  of  emphasis. 

In  the  h^ht  partly  of  the  facts  already  noted, 
*  however,  it  is  held  by  many  that  the  covenant  idea 
between  God  and  man  is  comparatively  late.  This 
view  is  that  there  were  no  covenants  with  Abraham 
and  at  Sinai,  but  that  in  Israel's  early  conceptions 
of  the  relation  to  Jeh  He  was  their  tribal  God,  b^und 
by  natural  ties,  not  ethical  as  the  covenant  implies, 
lliis  is  a  larger  question  than  at  first  appears. 
Reallv  the  whole  problem  of  the  relation  of  Israel 
to  Jen  throughout  OT  history  is  involved,  in  par- 
ticular the  question  at  what  time  a  comprehensive 
conception  of  the  ethical  character  of  God  was 
developed.  The  subject  will  therefore  naturally 
receive  a  fuller  treatment  in  other  articles.  It  is 
perhaps  sufficient  here  to  express  the  conviction 
that  there  was  a  very  considerable  conception  of 
the  ethical  character  of  Jeh  in  the  early  history  of 
Israel,  and  that  consequently  there  is  no  sufficient 
reason  for  doubting  the  fact  of  the  covenants  with 
Abraham  and  at  Sinai.  The  statement  of  W. 
Robertson  Smith  expresses  the  essence  of  the 
matter  (op.  cit.,  319):  ''That  Jeh's  relation  is  not 
natural  but  ethical  is  the  doctrine  of  the  prophets, 
and  is  emphasized,  in  dependence  on  their  teaching, 
in  the  Book  of  Dt.^  But  the  passages  dted  show 
that  the  idea  has  its  foundation  in  pre-prophetic 
times;  and  indeed  the  prophets,  though  thev  give 
it  fresh  and  powerful  application,  puunlv  do  not 
regard  the  conception  as  an  innovation.''^ 

A  little  further  consideration  should  be  given  to 
the  new  covenant  of  the  prophets.  The  eeneral 
teaching  is  that  the  covenant  was  broken  By  the 
sins  of  the  people  which  led  to  the  exile.  Hence 
during  the  exile  the  people  had  been  cast  off,  the 
covenant  was  no  longer  in  force.  This  is  stated, 
using  other  terminology,  in  Hos  3  3  f^  19;  2  2. 
The  prophets  speak,  however,  in  anticipation,  of 
the  making  of  a  covenant  again  after  the  return 
from  the  exile.  For  the  most  part,  in  the  passages 
alreadv  cited,  this  covenant  is  spoken  of  as  if  it  were 
the  old  one  renewed.  Special  emphasis  is  put, 
however,  upon  its  being  an  everlasting  covenant, 
as  the  old  one  did  not  prove  to  be,  impl3dng  that 
it  will  not  be  broken  as  was  that  one.  Jeremiah's 
teaching,  however,  has  a  little  different  emphasis. 
He  speaks  of  the  old  covenant  as  passed  away 
(81  32).  Accordinglv  he  speaks  of  a  new  cove- 
nant (81  31.33).  This  new  covenant  in  its  pro- 
visions, however,  is  much  Uke  the  old.  But  there 
is  a  new  emphasis  upon  individuality  in  approach 
to  God.  In  the  old  covenant,  as  already  noted, 
it  was  the  nation  as  a  whole  that  entered  into  the 
relation;  here  it  is  the  individual,  and  the  law  is 
to  be  written  upon  the  individual  heart. 

In  the  later  usage  the  specific  covenant  idea  is 
sometimes  less  prominent,  so  that  the  term  is  used 
practically  of  the  religion  as  a  whole;  see  Isa  66  4: 
Ps  108  18. 


LiTEBATUBB.--Valeton.  ZATW,  XII,  XIII  (1892-03): 
CancLUah.  Expoa  7,  1892,  Oct.,  Nov.;  Kraetzschmar.  Die 
BundeavoratMung  im  AT,  Marburg,  1896;  arts.  "Cove" 
nant"  in  HDB  and  EB,      ^  •»  t> 

Georob  Kicker  Berrt 

COVENANT  (IN  THE  NT):  Aiaa^icti,  DiatM- 
ke,  was  the  word  chosen  by  the  LXX  translators 
to  render  the  Heb  h'Tlih.  and  it  appears  thus  nearly 
300  times  in  the  Gr  OT  in  the  sense  of  covenant, 
while  surUhtke  and  entolai  are  each  used  once 
only.  The  choice  of  this  word  seems  to  have  been 
occasioned  by  a  recognition  that  the  covenant  which 
God  makes  with  men  is  not  fully  mutual  as  would 
be  implied  in  suntheke,  the  Gr  word  commonly  used 
for  covenant  (althougn  not  a  NT  word),  while  at  the 
same  time  the  rarity  of  wills  among  the  Jews  made 
the  common  sense  of  diaiheki  relatively  unfamiliar. 
The  Apocryphal  writers  also  frequently  use  the  same 
word  m  the  same  sense  and  no  other. 

In  the  NT  diatheke  is  used  some  thirty  times  in  a 
way  which  makes  it  plain  that  its  tr  must  be  ' 'cove- 
nant." In  Gal  8  15  and  He  9  1&-17  it  is  held 
b3r  many  that  the  sense  of  covenant  must  be  set 
aside  in  favor  of  will  or  testament.  But  in  the 
former  passage  it  can  be  taken  in  the  sense  of  a  dis- 
position of  afiairs  or  arrangement  made  by  God.  a 
conception  in  substantial  harmony  with  its  regular 
NT  use  and  with  the  sense  of  h'rUh.  In  the  passage 
in  He  the  interpretation  is  more  difficult,  but  as  it 
is  acknowledged  on  all  hands  that  the  passage  loses 
all  argumentative  force  if  the  meaning  testament 
is  accepted,  it  seems  best  to  retain  the  meaning 
covenant  if  possible.  To  do  this  it  is  only  necessary 
to  hold  that  the  death  spoken  of  is  the  death  of  the 
animal  sometime^  if  not,  indeed,  commonly  slain 
in  connection  with  the  miaking  or  a  covenant,  and 
that  in  the  mind  of  the  author  this  death  symbolized 
the  death  of  the  contracting  parties  so  far  at  least 
as  to  pledge  them  that  thereafter  in  the  matter  in- 
volved they  would  no  more  change  their  minds  than 
can  the  dead.  If  thi£(  view  is^  ^ken,  this  passage 
falls  in  line  with  the  otherwise  invariable  use  of  the 
word  6{ia//i€A;g  by  Jewish  Hellenists.   See  Testament. 

LiTBBATUBB. — Lic^tfoot,  Comm,  on  Oal;  Ramsay, 
Comm,  on  Oal;  Westcott,  Comm.  on  Hebrewa;  art.  on  He 
9  15-17.  Bapliat  Review  and  Bxpoa.,  July.  1904. 

David  Foster  Estes 
COVENANT,  kuv'e-nant,  kuVS-nant,  ARK  OP 
THE.    See  Ark  of  the  Covenant. 

COVENANT  OP  SALT,  s61t  (nbp  T'^n? ,  b'fUh 
mdah;  &Xas,  AdZos,  classical  Gr  &Xs,  hdU) :  As  salt 
was  regarded  as  a  necessary  ingredient  of  the  daily 
food,^  and  so  of  all  sacrifices  offered  to  Jeh  (Lev  2 
13),  it  became  an  easy  step  to  the  very  close  con- 
nection between  salt  and  covenant-making.  When 
men  ate  together  they  became  friends.  Cf  the 
Arab,  expression,  "There  is  salt  between  us";  "He 
has  eaten  of  my  salt/'  which  means  partaking  of 
hospitality  which  cemented  friendship;  cf  "eat  the 
salt  of  the  palace"  (Ezr  4  14).  Covenants  were 
generally  confirmed  by  sacrificial  meals  and  salt  was 
always  present.  Since,  too,  salt  is  a  preservative, 
it  would  easily  become  symbolic  of  an  enduring  cove- 
nant. So  offerings  to  Jeh  were  to  be  by  a  statute 
for  ever,  "a  covenant  of  salt  for  ever  before  Jeh"  (Nu 
18  19).  David  received  his  kingdom  forever  from 
Jeh  by  a  "covenant  of  salt"  (2  Ch  18  6).  In  the 
light  of  these  concet)tions  the  remark  of  Our  Lord  be- 
comes the  more  significant :  "Have  salt  in  yourselves, 
and  be  at  peace  one  with  another"  (Mk  9  50). 

Edward  Bagbt  Pollard 

COVENANT,  THE  BOOK  OP  THE  (H'^ian  nCC, 

§epher  ha-b^Uh) : 

1.  Historical  Connection 

2.  Analysis 

3.  Critical  Theories 

4.  True,  or  Biblical  Conception 

5.  Nature  of  the  Laws 

LiTBBATUBB 
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The  name  given  in  Ex  24  7  to  a  code  or  collec- 
tion of  laws  found  in  the  preceding  chapters,  20-23, 
as  the  terms  of  the  covenant  made  with  Jeh,  and 
given  for  Israel's  guidance  until  a  more  complete 
legislation  should  be  provided.  In  this  covenant 
between  Jeh  and  Israel,  Moses  served  as  mediator; 
animals  were  sacrificed,  the  blood  thus  shed  being 
also  called  "the  blood  of  the  covenant"  (dam  hor 
b'rlth^  Ex  24  8). 

This  brief  book  of  laws  occupies  a  fitting  and 

clearly  marked  place  in  the  Pentateuchal  collection. 

Examination  of  the  historical  context 

1.  Histori-  shows  that  it  is  put  where  it  belongs 
cal  Con-  and  belongs  where  it  is  put.  A  few 
nection  months  after  the  Exodus  (Ex  19  1) 

Israel  arrived  at  Sinai.  Immediately 
at  the  command  which  Moses  had  received  from 
Jeh  in  the  Mount,  they  prepared  themselves  by  a 
ceremonial  of  sanctification  for  entrance  into  cove- 
nant relation  with  Jeh.  When  the  ^at  day  arrived 
for  making  this  covenant,  Moses  in  the  midst  of 
impressive  natural  phenomena  went  again  to  meet 
Jen  in  the  top  of  the  mountain.  On  his  return 
(Ex  19  25),  the  words  of  the  law,  or  the  terms  of 
the  covenant,  were  declared  to  the  people,  and 
accepted  by  them.  The  first  part  of  these  cove- 
nant-terms, viz.  the  Decalogue  (Ex  20  2-17),  was 
spoken  by  the  Divine  voice,  or  its  declaration  was 
accompanied  by  awe-inspiring  natural  convulsions 
(Ex  20  18).  Therefore  in  response  to  the  pleadings 
of  the  terrified  people  Moses  went  up  again  into 
the  mountain  and  received  from  Jeh  lor  them  the 
rest  of  the  "words"  and  "ordinances"  (24  3);  and 
these  constitute  the  so-called  Book  of  the  Covenant 
(20  22 — ^23).  In  this  direct  and  unequivocal  manner 
the  narrator  connected  the  book  with  the  nation's 
consecration  at  Sinai.  ^  The  prophets  regarded  the 
making  of  the  Sinaitic  covenant  as  the  marriage 
of  Israel  and  Jeh,  and  these  laws  were  the  terms 
mutually  a^p^ed  upon  in  the  marriage  contract. 

While  it  IS  not  possible  to  arrange  the  materials 
of  this  document  into  hard-and-fast  divisions,  the 

following  analvsis  may  be  suggestive 

2.  Analysis  and  serviceable:    (1)  directions  con- 

cerning w^orship,  specifying  prohibi- 
tion of  images  and  the  form  of  altar  lor  animal 
sacrifices  (20  23-26) ;  (2)  ordinances  for  protection 
of  Heb  slaves,  including  betrothal,  for  a  price,  of 
a  daughter  (21  2-11);  (3)  laws  concerning  injuries, 
(a)  to  man  by  man  (vs  12-27),  (6)  to  man  by  beast 
(vs  28-32).  (c)  to  beast  by  man  (vs  33.34),  (d)  to 
beast  by  beast  (vs  35.36):  (4)  concerning  theft 
(22  1-4);  (5)  concerning  damage  to  a  neighbor's 
property,  including  violence  to  his  dau^ter  (vs 
6-17);  (6)  sundry  laws  against  profanmg  Jeh's 
name,  under  which  are  included  proper  worship, 
avoidance  of  oppression  and  dutiful  offering  oi 
first-fruits  (vs  18-31):  (7)  against  various  forms  of 
injustice  and  unbrotnerliness  (23  1-9);  (8)  festal 
occasions,  including  the  Sabbatical  year  and  the 
three  annual  feasts:  unleavened  bread,  first-fruits 
and  ingathering  (vs  10-17);  (9)  warning  against 
certain  wrong  practices  in  their  sacrifices  (vs  18.19) : 
(10)  in  conclusion,  a  promise  of  God's  continual 
presence  with  them  in  tne  person  of  His  Angel,  and 
the  conseouent  triumph  over  enemies  (vs  20-33). 
In  this  legislation  are  found  two  forms  of  laws 
or  deliverances:  (1)  the  ordinances  (mishpGilm)^ 
which  deal  principaJly  with  civil  and  moral  matters, 
are  Uke  coiirt  decisions,  and  are  introduced  by  the 
hypothetical  "if";  (2)  words,  or  commands  (d'hhd- 
rim)  J  which  relate  chiefly  to  religious  duties,  being 
introduced  by  the  imperative  "thou  shalt." 

.  The  critical  analysis  and  dismemberment  of  the  books 
of  Moses,  if  accepted,  renders  the  simple  historical  ex- 
planation of  the  introduction  to  this  body  of  laws  untrue 
and  impossible.  The  four  chapters  are  assigned  to  JE, 
the  Decalogue  to  E.  and  the  Book  of  the  Covenant  to  J 


or  E,  the  repetition  of  the  Decalogue  in  chs  32-34  being 
J's  account.     Ordinarily  the  Book  of  the  Covenant  is 

held  to  be  earlier  than  the  Decalogue,  and 
S  Critical  ^^  indeed  the  oldest  body  of  Heb  le^iation. 
ZC.      *r  However,  it  could  not  have  been  given  at 

ineones        one  time,  nor  in  the  wilderness,  since  the 

laws  are  given  for  those  in  agricultural  life, 
and  seem  to  be  decisions  made  at  various  times  and  finally 
gathered  together.  Fiirthermore,  this  more  primitive 
code  either  contradicts  the  later  legislation  of  D  and  P  or 
reveals  an  entirely  different  point  of  view.  The  chief 
contradictions  or  divergences  are:  nature  and  number 
of  altars,  absence  of  an  official  priestly  class,  and  simpler 
conception  of  the  annual  feasts  as  agricultiu*al  celebra- 
tions. JB  came  into  united  form  in  the  9th  or  8th 
cent.,  but  this  body  of  laws  existed  much  earlier,  em- 
bodying the  ewrliest  l^ral  developments  of  Heb  life  in 
Canaan.  It  is  suggested  by  some,  as  Driver.  LOT, 
although  he  does  not  attempt  the  analysis,  that  this  code 
is  itseu  a  composite  of  various  layers  and  ages.  See 
Criticism  (Gbaf-Wellhausen  Htpothesib). 

But  in  favor  of  the  simpler  interpretation  of  these 
laws  as  the  ethical  obligations  of  the  new  bond 

between  Jeh  and  Israel  some  state- 
4.  True,  ments  deserve  to  be  made.  If  a  solemn 
or  Biblical  league  and  covenant  was  made  at 
Conceptioii   Sinai — and  to  this  all  the  history,  all 

the  prophets  and  the  Psalms  give  tes- 
timony— there  must  have  been  some  statement  of 
the  germinal  and  fundamental  elements  of  the  na- 
tion's moral  relation  to  Jeh.  Such  statement  need 
not  be  final  nor  exhaustive,  but  rather  intended  to 
instruct  and  guide  until  later  and  more  detailed 
directions  might  be  given.  This  is  exactly  the  posi- 
tion and  claim  of  the  Book  of  the  Covenant;  and 
that  this  was  the  thought  of  the  editor  of  the  Pent, 
and  that  this  is  the  first  and  reasonable  impression 
made  by  the  unsuspecting  and  connected  reading 
of  the  record,  can  hardly  oe  questioned  by  candid 
minds.  In  answer  to  the  criticism  that  the  agri- 
cultural flavor  of  the  laws  presupposes  settlement 
in  Canaan — a  criticism  rather  remarkable  for  its 
bland  ignorance — it  may  be  suggested:  (1)  Israel 
had  occupied  in  Egypt  an  agricultural  section,  and 
must  have  been  able  either  to  form  or  to  receive  a 
bodv  of  laws  dealing  with  agricultiu'al  pursuits. 
(2)  They  were  on  the  march  toward  a  land  m  which 
they  should  have  permanent  settlement  in  agri- 
cultural life;  and  not  the  presence  of  allusions  to 
such  life,  but  rather  their  absence,  should  cause 
surprise.  (3)  However,  references  to  settled  farm 
life  are  not  so  obtrusively  frequent  as  those  seeking 
signs  would  have  us  think.  References  to  the  ani- 
mal life  of  the  flock  and  herd  of  a  shepherd  people, 
such  as  the  Israelites  were  at  Sinai,  are  far  more 
frequent  (21  28.33.35;  22  1.10;  28  4,  etc).  The 
laws  are  quite  generic  in  form  and  conception,  en- 
forcing such  duties  as  would  devolve  upon  both 
temporary  nomad  and  prospective  tillers  of  the  soil. 
R.  B.  Taylor  therefore  (art.  m  one- vol  HDB)  accepts 
this  code  as  originating  in  the  desert  wanderings. 

In  answer  to  the  view,  best  presented  by  Well- 
hausen  in  ProUg,  and  W.  R.  Smith  in  OTJCy  that 
this  code  is  in  conflict  with  later  legislation,  it  may 
be  said  that  the  Book  of  the  Covenant,  as  an  ethical 
and  civil  summary,  is  in  its  proper  place  in  the 
narrative  of  the  sojourn  at  Sinai,  and  does  not  pre- 
clude the  expectancy  of  more  elaborate  organiza- 
tion of  both  ceremonial  and  civil  order.  But  the 
whole  question  relates  more  properly  to  discussion 
of  the  mter  legislation  or  of  the  particular  topics  in 
dispute  (q.v.).  For  a  thorough  treatment  of  them 
consult  W.  H.  Green,  Heb  Feasts, 

In  the  Book  of  the  Covenant  the  moral  elements 
strongly  emphasized  are:  simplicity,  directness  and 

spirituality  of  worship :  a  hi^  and  equi- 
6.  Nature  table  standard  of  right;  highest  con- 
of  llie  Laws  sideration  for  the  weak  and  the  poor; 

humane  treatment  of  dumb  animals; 

Eurity  in  the  relations  of  life;  the  spirit  of  brother^ 
ood;  and  the  simple  and  J03rful  life.    Whatever 
I  development  in  details  came  with  later  legislation 
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did  not  nullify  the  simple  but  lofty  standards  of  the 
earlier  laws. 

Literature. — Driver,  LOT.  under  "Exodus";  Well- 
bauaen.  PHI;  Comp.  d.  Hex;  W.  R.  Smith,  OTJC;  W.  H. 
Green.  Heb  Feastt;  Higher  Crit  of  Pent;  Dlllmann,  Comm, 
Bx-Lev. 

Edward  Mack 
COVENANT,  THE  NEW  (Hfiq  H'^nSl,  b^rUh 
hddhdahdh,  Jer  31  31;  ^  8ia6^Ki|  Kaiv^,  h6  dicUhtke 
letting f  He  8  8.13,  etc,  or  Wa,  rUa,  He  12  24:  the 
former  Gr  adj.  has  the  sense  of  the  "new"  primarily 
in  reference  to  quality,  the  latter  the  sense  of  young, 
the  "new,"  primarily  in  reference  to  time) : 

1.  Contrast  of  "New"  and  "Old"— The  Term  "Cove- 
nant" 

2.  Christ's  Use  at  the  Last  Supper 

3.  Relation  to  Ex  S4 

4.  Use  in  Ep.  to  the  Hebrews 

5.  The  Mediator  of  the  New  Covenant 

6.  "Inheritance"  and  "Testament" 

7.  Relation  to  Jer  81  31-34 

8.  To  Ezekiel 

9.  Contrast  of  Old  and  New  in  2  Cor  3 

The  term  "New"  Covenant  necessarily  implies 

an  "Old"  Covenant,  and  we  are  reminded  that  God's 

dealings  with  His  people  in  the  various 

1.  Contrast  dispensations  of  the  world's  history 
of  "New"  have  been  in  terms  of  covenant.  The 
and  "Old"  Holy  Scriptures  by  their  most  familiar 
— ^Uie  Term  title  keep  this  thought  before  us,  the 
"Covenant"  OT  and  the  NT  or  Covenant:    the 

writings  produced  within  the  Jewish 
"church"  being  the  wntings  or  Scrip^tures  of  the  Old 
Covenant,  those  within  the  Christian  church,  the 
Scriptures  of  the  New  Covenant.  The  alternative 
name  "Testament" — adopted  into  our  Eng.  descrip- 
tion through  the  Lat,  as  the  equivalent  of  the 
Heb  htilhf  and  the  Gr  diaiheke,  which  both  mean 
a  solemn  disposition,  compact  or  contract — sug- 
gests the  disposition  of  property  in  a  last  will  or 
testament,  but  although  the  word  diaiheke  may  bear 
that  meaning,  the  Heb  h'rilh  does  not,  and  as  the 
Gr  usage  in  the  NT  seems  esp.  governed  by  the  OT 
usage  and  the  thought  moves  in  a  similar  plane,  it 
is  better  to  keep  to  the  term  "covenant."  The  one 
passage  which  seema  to  favor  the  "testament''  idea 
18  He  9  16.17  (the  Revisers  who  have  changed  the 
AV  "testament"  into  "covenant"  in  every  other 
place  have  left  it  in  these  two  vs),  but  it  is  question- 
able whether  even  here  the  better  rendering  would 
not  be  "covenant"  (see  below').  Certainly  in  the 
inmiediate  context  "covenant  is  the  correct  tr 
and,  confessedly,  "testament;"  if  allowed  to  stand. 
is  an  application  by  transition  from  the  original 
thought  of  a  solenm  compact  to  the  secondary  one 
of  testamentaiy  disposition.  The  theological  terms 
"Covenant  of  Works"  and  "Covenant  of  Grace"  do 
not  occur  in  Scripture,  though  the  ideas  covered 
by  the  terms,  esp.  the  latter,  may  easily  be  found 
there.  The  "New  Covenant"  here  spoken  of  is 
practically  equivalent  to  the  Covenant  of  Grace 
established  between  God  and  His  redeemed  people, 
that  again  resting  upon  the  eternal  Covenant  ot 
Redemption  made  between  the  Father  and  the  Son, 
which,  though  not  so  expressly  designated,  is  not 
obsciu^ely  indicated  by  many  passages  of  Scripture. 
Looking  at  the  matter  more  particularly,  we  have 
to  note  the  words  of  Christ  at  the  institution  of  the 
Supper.    In  all  the  three  Synoptists, 

2.  Christ's  as  also  in  Paul's  account  (Mt  26  28; 
Use  at  Last  Mk  14  24:  Lk  22  20;  1  Cor  11  25) 
Sapper  "covenant      occurs.     Mt    and     Mk, 

"my  blood  of  the  [new]  covenant": 
Lk  and  Paul,  "the  new  covenant  in  my  blood.' 
The  Revisers  following  the  critical  text,  have 
omitted  "new"  in  Mt  and  Mk,  but  even  if  it  does 
not  belong  to  the  original  MS,  it  is  implied,  and 
there  need  be  little  doubt  that  Jesus  used  it.  The 
old  covenant  was  so  well  known  to  these  Jewish 


disciples,  that  to  speak  of  the  covenant  in  this  em- 
phatic way,  referring  manifestly  to  something  other 
than  the  old  Mosaic  covenant,  was  in  effect  to  call 
it  a  "new"  covenant.  The  expression,  in  any  case, 
looks  back  to  the  old  and  points  the  contrast;  but 
in  the  contrast  there  are  points  of  resemblance. 

It  is  most  significant  that  Christ  here  connects  the 

"new"  covenant  with  His  "blood."    We  at  once 

think,  as  doubtless  the  disciples  would 

3.  Relation  think,  of  the  transaction  described  in 
to  Ex  24       Ex  24  7,  when  Moses  "took  the  book 

of  the  covenant,  and  read  in.  the 
audience  of  the  people"  those  "words,"  indicating 
God's  undertaking  on  behalf  of  His  people  and  what 
He  required  of  them;  "and  they  said.  All  that  Jeh 
hath  spoken  will  we  do,  and  be  obedient,"  thus 
taking  up  their  part  of  the  contract.  Then  comes 
the  ratification.  "Moses  took  the  blood  [half  of 
which  had  already  been  sprinkled  on  the  altar],  and 
sprinkled  it  on  the  people,  and  said.  Behold  the 
blood  of  the  covenant,  which  Jeh  hath  made  with 
you  concerning  all  tnese  words"  (ver  8).  The 
blood  was  sacrificial  blood,  the  blood  of  the  animals 
sacrificed  as  burnt  offering?  and  peace  offerings 
(Ex  24  5.6).  The  one  half  of  the  blood  sprinkled 
on  the  altar  teUs  of  the  sacrifice  offered  to  God,  the 
other  hiJf  sprinkled  on  the  people,  of  the  virtue  of 
the  same  sacrifice  applied  to  the  people,  and  so  the 
covenant  relation  is  fully  brought  about.  Christ, 
by  speaking  of  His  blood  in  this  connection,  plainly 
indicates  that  His  death  was  a  sacrifice,  and  that 
through  that  sacrifice  His  people  would  be  brought 
into  a  new  covenant  relationshm  with  God.  fiis 
sacrifice  is  acceptable  to  God  and  the  virtue  of  it  is 
to  be  applied  to  behevers — so  all  the  blessings  of  the 
new  covenant  are  secured  to  them;  the  blood  "is 
poured  out  for  you"  (Lk  22  20).  He  specifically 
mentions  one  great  blessing  of  the  new  covenant, 
the  forgiveness  of  sins — "which  is  poured  out  for 
many  unto  remission  of  sins"  (Mt  26  28). 

This  great  thought  is  taken  up  in  He  and  fully 
expounoed.    The  writer  draws  out  fully  the  con- 
trast between  the  new  covenant  and 

4.  Use  in  the  old  by  laying  stress  upon  the  per- 
£p.  to  the  fection  of  Christ's  atonement  in  con- 
Hebrews       trast    to    the    material    and    typical 

sacrifices  (He  9  11-23).  He  was  "a 
high  priest  of  the  good  things  to  come,"  connected 
with  "the  greater  and  more  perfect  tabernacle." 
He  entered  the  heavenly  holy  place  "through  his 
own  blood,"  not  that  of  "goats  and  calves,"  and  by 
that  perfect  offering  He  nas  secured  "eternal  re- 
demption" in  contrast  to  the  temporal  deliverance 
of  the  old  dispensation.  The  blood  of  those  typical 
offerings  procured  ceremonial  cleansing;  much  more, 
therefore,  shall  the  blood  of  Christ  avail  to  cleanse 
the  conscience  "from  dead  works  to  serve  the  living 
(jrod" — that  blood  which  is  so  superior  in  value  to 
the  blood  of  the  temporal  sacrifices,  yet  resembles 
it  in  being  sacrificial  blood.  It  is  the  olood  of  Him 
"who,  through  the  eternal  Spirit  offered  himself 
without  blemish  unto  God."  It  is  the  fashion  in 
certain  quarters  nowadays  to  say  that  it  is  not  the 
blood  of  Christ,  but  His  spirit  of  selfngacrifice  for 
others,  that  invests  the  cross  with  its  saving  power, 
and  this  verse  is  sometimes  cited  to  show  that  the 
virtue  hes  in  the  surrender  of  the  perfect  will,  the 
shedding  of  the  blood  being  a  mere  accident.  But 
this  is  not  the  view  of  the  NT  writers.  The  blood- 
shedding  is  to  them  a  necessity.  Of  course,  it  is 
not  the  natural,  material  blood,  or  the  mere  act  of 
shedding  it,  that  saves.  The  blood  is  the  life.  The 
blood  is  the  symbol  of  life;  the  blood  shed  is  the 
symbol  of  life  outpoured — of  the  penalty  borne;  and 
while  great  enophasis  must  be  laid,  as  in  this  verse  it 
is  laid,  upon  Christ's  perfect  surrender  of  His  holy 
will  to  God,  yet  the  essence  of  the  matter  is  found 
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in  the  fact  that  He  willingly  endured  the  dread  con- 
sequences of  sin,  and  as  a  veritable  expiatory  sacrifice 
shed  His  precious  blood  for  the  remission  of  sins. 

On  the  ground  of  that  shed  blood,  as  the  writer 
goes  on  to  assert,  ''He  is  the  mediator  of  a  new 
covenant;  that  a  death  having  taken 
6.  The  Me-  plaoe  for  the  redemption  of  the  trans- 
diatorof  gressions  that  were  under  the  first 
the  New  covenant^  they  that  have  been  called 
Covenant  may  receive  the  promise  of  the  eternal 
inheritance"  (ver  15).  Thus  Christ 
fulfils  the  tvpe  in  a  twofold  way:  He  is  the  sacrifice 
upon  which  the  covenant  is  based,  whose  blood 
ratifies  it,  and  He  is  also,  like  Moses,  the  Mediator 
of  the  covenant.  The  death  of  Christ  not  only 
secures  the  forgiveness  of  those  who  are  brought 
under  the  new  covenant,  but  it  was  also  for  the 
redemption  of  the  transsressions  under  the  first  cove- 
nant, miplying  that  all  the  sacrifices  gained  their 
value  by  being  types  of  Christ,  and  the  forgiveness 
enjoyed  by  the  people  of  God  in  former  days  was 
bestowed  m  virtue  of  the  great  Sacrifice  to  be  offered 
in  the  fulness  of  time. 

Not  only  does  the  blessing  of  perfect  forgiveness 
oome  through  the  new  covenant,  out  also  the  prom- 
ise of  the  "eternal  inheritance"  in 
6.  "Inheri-  contrast  to  the  earthly  inheritance 
tance"  and  which,  under  the  old  covenant,  Israel 
"Testa-  obtained.  The  mention  of  the  inheri- 
ment"  tance  is  held  to  justify  the  taking  of 

the  word  in  the  next  verse  as  "testa- 
ment,'' the  writer  passing  to  the  thought  of  a 
testamentary  disposition,  which  is  only  of  force 
after  the  death  of  the  testator.  Undoubtedly  there 
is  good  ground  for  the  analogy,  and  all  the  blessings 
of  salvation  which  come  to  the  believer  may  be 
considered  as  bequeathed  by  the  Saviour  in  His 
death,  and  accruing  to  us  because  He  has  died.  It 
has,  in  that  sense,  tacitly  to  be  assumed  that  the 
testator  lives  again  to  be  His  own  executor  and  tor 
put  us  in  possession  of  the  blessings.  Still,  we  think 
there  is  much  to  be  said  in  favor  of  keeping  to  the 
sense  of  "covenant"  even  here,  and  taking  the  clause, 
which,  rendered  lit.,  is:  "a  covenant  is  of  force  [or 
firm]  over  the  dead,"  as  meaning  that  the  covenant 
is  established  on  the  ground  of  sacrifice,  that  sacri- 
fice representing  the  death  of  the  maker  of  the 
covenant.  The  allusion  may  be  further  explained  by 
a  reference  to  Gen  16  9.10.17,  which  has  generally 
been  considered  as  illustrating  the  ancient  Sem 
method  of  making  a  covenant :  the  sacrificial  animals 
being  divided,  and  the  parties  passing  between  the 
pieces,  implying  that  tn^  deserved  death  if  they 
broke  the  engagement.  The  technical  Heb  phrase 
for  making  a  covenant  is  "to  cut  a  covenant. 

There  is  an  interesting  passage  in  Herodotus  ill.8. 
concemiiig  an  Arabian  custom  which  seems  akin  to  the 
old  Heb  practice.  "The  Arabians  observe  pledges  as 
religiously  as  any  people;  and  they  make  them  m  the 
following  manner;  when  any  wish  to  pledge  their  faith, 
a  third  person  standing  between  the  two  parties  makes 
an  incisfon  with  a  sharp  stone  in  the  palm  of  the  hand, 
nearest  the  longest  fingers  of  both  the  contractors;  then 
taking  some  of  the  nap  from  the  garments  of  each,  he 
smears  seven  stones  placed  between  him  and  the  blood; . 
and  as  he  does  this  he  invokes  Bacchus  and  Urania. 
When  this  ceremony  is  completed,  the  person  who  pledges 
his  faith  binds  his  friends  as  sureties  to  the  stranger,  or 
the  citizen,  if  the  contract  is  made  with  a  citizen,  and  the 
friends  also  hold  themselves  obliged  to  observe  the  engage- 
ment"— Gary's  tr. 

Whatever  the  particular  application  of  the  word 
in  ver  17,  the  central  idea  m  the  passage  is  that 
death,  blood-shedding,  is  necessary  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  covenant,  and  so  he  affirms  that 
the  first  covenant  was  not  dedicated  without  blood, 
and  in  proof  quotes  the  passage  already  cited  from 
Ex  24,  and  concludes  that  "apart  from  shedding  of 
blood  there  is  no  remission"  (ver  22).  See  Cove- 
nant IN  NT. 


This  new  covenant  established  by  Christ  was  fore- 
told by  the  prophet  Jeremiah,  who  uses  the  very  word 
''new  covenant''  in  describing  it,  and 

7.  Relation  verylikely  Christ  had  that  description  in 
to  Jer  81 :  mind  when  He  used  the  term,  and  meant 
81-84  His  disciples  to  understand  that  the 

prophetic  interpretation  would  in  Him 
be  realized.  There  is  no  cioubt  that  the  author  of 
He  had  the  passage  in  mind,  for  he  has  led  up  to  the 
previous  statement  bv  definitely  quoting  the  whole 
statement  of  Jer  81  31-34.  He  had  in  ch  7  spoken 
of  the  contrast  between  Christ's  priesthood  ''after 
the  order  of  Melchizedek"  (ver  11)  and  the  imper- 
fect Aaronic  priesthood,  and  he  designates  Jesus  as 
"the  surety  of  a  better  covenant"  (ver  22).  Then 
in  ch  8,  emphasizing  the  thought  of  the  superiority 
of  Christ's  heavenly  hijgh-priesthood,  he  declares 
that  Christ  is  the  "mediator  of  a  better  covenant, 
which  hath  been  enacted  upon  better  promises' 
(ver  6).  The  first  covenant,  he  says,  was  not  fault- 
less, otherwise  there  would  have  been  no  need  for 
a  second;  but  the  fault  was  not  in  the  covenant  but 
in  the  people  who  failed  to  keep  it,  though  perhaps 
there  is  also  the  suggestion  that  the  external  imposi- 
tion of  laws  oould  not  suffice  to  secure  true  obedience. 
"For  finding  fault  with  them  he  saith.  Behold  the 
da3r8  come,  saith  the  Lord,  that  I  will  make  a  new 
covenant  with  the  house  of  Israel  and  with  the 
house  of  Judah."  The  whole  passage  (chs  8-12) 
would  repay  careful  study^  but  we  need  only  note 
that  not  only  is  there  prommence  given  to  the  great 
blessings  of  the  covenant,  perfect  forgiveness  and 
fulness  of  knowledge,  but,  as  the  very  essence  of  the 
covenant — ^that  which  serves  to  diBtmf;uish  it  from 
the  old  covenant  and  at  once  to  show  its  superiority 
and  guarantee  its  permanence — ^there  is  this  wonder- 
ful provision:  "I  will  put  niy  laws  into  their  mind, 
and  on  their  heart  also  will  I  write  them :  and  I  will 
be  to  them  a  (jiod,  and  they  shall  be  to  me  a  people." 
This  at  once  shows  the  spirituality  of  the  new 
covenant.  Its  requirements  are  not  simply  given 
in  the  form  of  external  rules,  but  the  livmp  Spirit 
possesses  the  heart:  the  law  becomes  an  mt^nal 
dominating  principle,  and  so  true  obedience  is 
secured. 

Ezekiel  had  spoken  to  the  same  effect,  though 

the  word  "new  covenant"  is  not  used  in  the  passage, 

ch  86  27:  "I  will  put  my  Spirit  within 

8.  To  you,  and  cause  you  to  walk  in  my 
Ezekiel         statutes,   and    ye    shall    ke^    mine 

ordinances,  and  do  them."  In  ch  87 
Ezekiel  again  speaks  of  the  great  blessings  to  be 
enjoyed  by  the  people  of  (jod,  including  cleansing, 
walking  in  (joa's  statutes,  recognition  as  Crod  s 
people,  etc,  and  he  distinctly  says  of  this  era  of 
blessing:  "I  will  make  a  covenant  of  peace  with 
them:  it  shall  be  an  everlasting  covenant  with 
them"  (ver  26).  Other  important  foreshadowings 
of  the  new  covenant  are  found  in  Isa  64  10;  66  3; 
69  21;  61  8;  Hos  2  1^-23;  Mai  8  1-4.  We  may 
well  marvel  at  the  spiritual  insight  of  these  prophets, 
and  it  is  impossible  to  attribute  their  forecasts  to 
natural  genius;  they  can  only  be  accounted  for  by 
Divine  inspiration. 

The  writer  to  the  Hebrews  recurs  asain  and  again 
to  this  theme  of  the  "New  Covenant'^;  in  10  16.17 
he  cites  the  words  of  Jeremiah  already  quoted  about 
writing  the  law  on  their  minds,  and  remembering 
their  sins  no  more.  In  12  24,  he  speaks  of  "Jesus 
the  mediator  of  a  new  covenant,"  and  "the  blood 
of  sprinkling,"  again  connecting  the  "blood"  with 
the  "covenant,"  and  finally,  in  13  20,  he  prays  for 
the  perfection  of  the  saints  through  the  'blood  of 
an  eternal  covenant." 

In  2  Cor  8  Paul  has  an  interesting  and  instruct- 
ive contrast  between  the  old  covenant  and  the  new. 
He  begins  it  by  sa3dng   that   "our  sufficiency  is 
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from  God;  who  also  made  us  sufficient  as  ministers 
of  a  new  covenant;  not  of  the  letter,  but  of  the 

spirit:  for  the  letter  killeth,  but  the 
9.  Contrast  Spirit  ^veth  life"  (vs  5.6).  The 
of  Old  and  ''letter"  is  the  letter  of  the  law,  of  the 
New  in  2  old  covenant  which  could  only  bring 
Cor  8  condemnation,   but   the  spirit  which 

characterizes  the  new  covenant  gives 
hfe,  writes  the  law  upon  the  heart.  He  goes  on  to 
sp^kk  of  the  old  as  that  "ministration  of  death" 
which  nevertheless  "came  with  glory"  (ver  7),  and 
he  refers  esp.  to  the  law,  but  the  new  covenant  is 
"the  ministration  of  the  spirit,"  the  "ministration 
of  righteousness"  (vs  8.9),  and  has  a  far  greater 
glory  than  the  old.  The  message  of  this  "new 
covenant"  is  "the  gospel  of  Christ."  The  glory  of 
the  new  covenant  is  focused  in  Christ;  rays  forth 
from  Him.  The  glory  of  the  old  dispensation  was 
reflected  upon  the  face  of  Moses,  but  that  ^lory  was 
transitory  and  so  was  the  physical  manifestation 
(ver  13).  The  sight  of  the  shining  face  of  Moses 
awed  the  people  of  Israel  and  they  revered  him  as  a 
leader  spedaUy  favored  of  God  (vs  7-13).  When 
he  had  delivered  his  message  he  veiled  his  face  and 
thus  the  people  could  not  see  that  the  glow  did  not 
last;  every  time  that  he  went  into  the  Divine 
presence  he  took  off  the  veil  and  afresh  his  face  was 
lit  up  with  the  ^lory,  and  coming  out  with  the  traces 
of  that  ^lory  hngering  on  his  countenance  he  de- 
livered his  message  to  the  people  and  again  veiled 
his  face  (cf  Ex  A  29-35),  and  thus  the  transitori- 
ness  and  obscurity  of  the  old  dispensation  were  sym- 
bolized. In  glorious  contrast  to  that  syqibofical 
obscurity,  the  ministers  of  the  gospel,  of  the  new  cove- 
nant, use  great  boldness  of  speech;  the  veil  is  done 
away  in  Christ  (vs  12  ff).  The  glory  which  comes 
through  Him  is  perpetual,  and  fears  no  vanishing 
away.  Archibald  M'Caiq 

COVER,  kuv'er,  COVERING,  kuv'fir-ing:  The 
tr  of  several  Heb  words.  The  covering  of  the  ark 
(n^^Q ,  mikh^eh,  Gen  8  13)  was  possibly  the  Ud  of 
a  hatchway  (cf  Mitchell,  World  before  Abraham, 
215). 

To  the  sons  of  Kohath  was  assigned  the  task  of 
caring  for  the  furniture  of  the  Tabernacle  whenever 
the  camp  was  moved,  a  suitable  covering  (HO^, 

kdfdh)  of  sealskin  being  designated  for  each  of  the 
specially  sacred  objects,  the  temple  curtains  also 
being  used  (Nu  4  8.9.11.12  ff). 

Nu  19  15  (gdmidh)  may  refer  to  anything  used 
as  a  lid  or  covering;  Job  24  7;  81  19  (JC^ulh^  refer 
to  clothing  or  bed-covering. 

Figurative:  "Abaddon  hath  no  covering"  (JC^iUh) 
from  God  (Job  26  6);  "He  will  destroy  ....  the 
face  of  the  covering  [horidt]  that  covereth  all  peoples" 
(Isa  26  7).  The  removal  of  the  veil,  often  worn 
as  a  token  of  mourning  (cf  2  S  19  4),  signified  the 
destruction  of  death.  W.  N.  Stearns 

COVERED  WAY,  kuv'grd  wa  (^O'^IS,  me^dkh, 
"a  covered  walk"):  Mentioned  in  2  K  16  18  (AV 
"covert'')  as  a  gallery  belonging  to  the  temple,  con- 
cerning the  purpose  of  which  opinions  differ.  Some 
consider  it  to  have  been  the  place  where  the  king 
stood  or  sat  during  the  Sabbath  services;  others,  a 
public  place  for  teaching;  others,  the  way  by  which 
the  priest  entered  the  sanctuary  on  the  Sabbath. 

COVERING,  kuv'er-ing,  FOR  THE  HEAD  (vipi- 
PdXoMv,  peribdlaion) :  Mentioned  in  the  NT  only  in 
1  Cor  11  15:  "For  her  hair  is  given  her  for  a  cover- 
ing," lit.  "something  cast  round,"  probably  equiva- 
lent to  "veil"  (q.v.).  Read  in  the  light  of  the 
context:  "Every  woman  praying  or  prophesying 
with  her  head  unveiled  dishonoreth  her  head"  (ver 
5).    The  meaning  would  seem  to  be  that  Nature  it- 


self, in  providing  women  with  a  natural  veil,  has 
taught  the  lesson  underlying  the  i)revailing  custom, 
that  woman  should  not  be  unveiled  in  tne  public 
assemblies.  Geo.  B.  Eager 

COVERT,  kuVgrt:  Now  seldom  used,  except 
for  game,  and  then  generallv  spelt  "cover."  "A 
covered  way"  (2  K  16  18  AV);  also  a  shelter  of 
any  kind  (Isa  4  6);  "a  hiding  place,"  "a  lair,"  "a 
hut"  (Job  38  40);  "a  place  of  secrecy,"  "a  secret 
way"  (1  S  26  20:  Job  40  21;  Ps  61  4;  Isa  16  4; 
82  2);  "a  den,"  ^'alair"  (Jer  26  38). 

COVET,  kuv'et  (HIK,  'dwOh;  lr\\6m,  zeldo,  "to 
desire  earnestly,"  "to  set  the  heart  and  mind  upon 
anything"):  Used  in  two  senses:  goodf  singly  to 
desire  earnestly  but  le^timately,  e.g.  AV  1  (Jor  12 
31;  14  39:  6aa,  to  desire  unlawfully,  or  to  secure  il- 
legitimately (y*^ ,  bdga\'  inevfUw^  epitkumSo,  Rom 

7  7;  18  9,  etc);  hence  called  "lust"  (Mt  6  28: 
1  Cor  10  6),  "concupiscence"   (AV  Rom  7  8;  Col 

8  5). 

COVETOUS  NESS,  kuv'et-us-nes :  Has  a  variety 
of  shades  of  meaning  determined  largely  by  the 
nature  of  the  particular  word  used,  or  the  context, 
or  both.  Following  are  some  of  tne  uses:  (1)  To 
gain  dishonestly  (7$?,  baga'),  e.g.  AV  Ex  18  21; 
Ezk  83  31.  (2)  The  wish  to  have  more  than  one 
possesses,  inordinately,  of  course  (rXco^e^^a,  pUo^ 
nexia),  e.g.  Lk  12  15;  1  Thess  2  5.  (3)  An  in- 
ordinate love  of  money  {4»CKipyvpot^  phildrguroa,  AV 
Lk  16  14;  2  Tim  8  2;  pkilarguria,  1  Tim  6  10); 
negative  in  Se  18  5  AV. 

Covetousness  is  a  very  grave  sin;  indeed,  so 
heinous  is  it  that  the  Scriptures  class  it  among  the 
very  gravest  and  grossest  crimes  (Eph  6  3).  In 
Col  8  5  it  is  "idolatry,"  while  in  1  Cor  6  10  it  is 
set  forth  as  excluding  a  man  from  heaven.  Its 
heinousness,  doubtless,  is  accounted  for  by  its  being 
in  a  very  real  sense  the  root  of  so  many  other  forms 
of  sin,  e.g.  departure  from  the  faith  (1  Tim  6  9.10); 
lying  (2  K  6  22-25):  theft  (Josh  7  21):  domestic 
trouble  (Prov  16  27);  murder  (Ezk  22  12);  in- 
deed, it  leads  to  "many  foolish  and  hurtful  lusts" 
(1  Tim  6  9).  Covetousness  has  always  been  a 
very  serious  menace  to  mankind,  whether  in  the  OT 
or  NT  period.  It  was  one  oi  the  first  sins  that 
broke  out  after  Israel  had  entered  into  the  promised 
land  (Achan,  Josh  7);  and  also  in  the  early  Chris- 
tian church  immediately  after  its  founding  (Ananias 
and  Sapphira,  Acts  6);  hence  so  Quiny  warnings 
against  it.  A  careful  reading  of  the  OT  wiU  reve^ 
the  fact  that  a  very  great  part  of  the  Jewish  law — 
such  as  its  enactments  and  regulations  regarding 
duties  toward  the  poor,  toward  servants:  concern- 
ing gleaning,  usury,  pledges,  sold  and  silver  taken 
during  war — ^was  introducea  and  intended  to 
counteract  the  spirit  of  covetousness. 

Eerdmans  maintains  (Expos,  July,  1909)  that  the 
commandment.  "Thou  shalt  not  covet  thy  neigh- 
bor's house"  (Ex  20  17),  meant  to  the  Israelite  that 
he  should  not  take  an3rthing  of  his  neighbor's 
possessions  that  were  momentarily  unprotected 
by  their  owner.  Cf  Ex  84  23  flf .  Thus,  it  refers 
to  a  category  of  acts  that  is  not  covered  b3r  the 
commandment,  "Thou  shalt  not  steal."  It  is  an 
oriental  habit  of  mind  from  of  old  that  when  anv- 
one  sees  abandoned  goods  which  he  thinks  desirable, 
there  is  not  the  least  objection  to  taking  them,  and 
Ex  20  176  is  probably  an  explanation  of  what  is  to 
be  understood  by  "house"  in  ver  17a. 

Examples  of  covetousness:  Achan  (Josh  7);  Saul 
(1  S  16  9.19);  Judas  (Mt  26  14.15);  Ananias  and 
Sapphira  (Acts  6  1-11);  Balaam  (2  Pet  2  15  with 
Jude  ver  11).  Wiluam  Evans 


Oow,  Kina 
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COW,  kou,  SINE,  kin  HH^,  hd^r  [cf  Arab. 
baiar,  "cow"];  "IRJl  nbjy,  'eghlathbdiar[lB&  7  21]; 
n*35 ,  pdrdh  [cf  Arab.  furGr,  "young  of  a  sheep,  goat, 

or  cow"];  nib;?  nini,  parolk  'cUoth  [1  S  6  7.10], 

"milch  kine,"  from  W,  'tZZ,  "to  suckle";  Db^, 
'deph):  In  Am  4  1,  the  term,  "kine  of  Bashan," 
is  applied  to  the  voluptuous  women  of  Samaria. 
In  Gen  41  1-36  is  the  narration  of  Pharaoh's 
dream  of  the  seven  fat  and  seven  lean  kine.  In 
Isaiah's  vision  (Isa  11  7)  we  have:  "And  the  cow 
and  the  bear  shall  feed;  their  yoimg  ones  shall  lie 
down  together."  Cows  do  not  seem  to  have  been 
sacrificed.  The  sacrifice  of  the  kine  that  brought  the 
ark  back  from  the  PhiUs  (1  S  6  14)  was  due  to  the 
exceptional  circumstances.    See  Calf;  Cattle. 

Alfred  Ely  Day 
COZ,  koz  (7  ip ,  kdCy  "thorn") :  A  man  of  Judah 
(1  Ch  4  8).  ARV  has  added  the  art.,  making  the 
name  Hakkoz  without  sufficient  reason.  The  name 
occurs  with  the  art.  (Ha-I^dg)  in  Ezr  2  61;  Neh  8 
4.21;  7  63,  and  1  Ch  24  10,  but  not  with  reference 
to  the  same  person.  Coz  was  of  the  tribe  of  Judah, 
while  Hakkoz  belonged  to  the  family  of  Aaron. 

COZBI,  koz'bl  O-lT?,  kozbl,  "deceitful"):  A 
Midianitish  woman,  distinguished  aa  the  daughter 
of  Zur,  "head  of  the  people  of  a  fathers'  house 
in  Midian."  She  was  slain  by  Phinehas  at  Shittim 
in  company  with  "Zimri,  the  son  of  Salu,  a  prince 
of  a  fathers'  house  among  the  Simeonites"  (Nu  26 
6-18). 

COZEBA,  ko-zS'ba  (1  Ch  4  22).    See  Achzib. 

CRACKNEL,  krak'nel:  Occurs  in  1  K  14  3, 
where  Jeroboam  bids  his  wife  go  to  Abijah  to  in- 
quire concerning  their  son:  "And  take  with  thee 
ten  loaves  and  cracknels"  (AVm  "cakes,"  ERV 
"cracknels,"  ARV  "cakes").  The  Heb  word  is 
D''lj^5,  nifpjpuddlm,  from  ndiadh,  "to  prick"  or 
"mark";  most  probably  cakes  with  holes  pricked  in 
them  like  our  biscuits. 


CRAFT,  kraf  t,  CRAFTINESS,  kraf' ti-nes  (wavovp- 
^Co,  panovrgia),  CRAFTY,  kraf'ti  (iravoO|r|fo«,  pa^ 
nourgos) :  The  original  meaning  is  that  of  "ability 
to  do  anything,"  universally  applied  in  a  bad  sense 
to  unscrupulous  wickedness,  that  stops  short  of  no 
measure,  nowever  reprehensible,  in  order  to  attain 
its  purposes;  then,  in  a  modified  form,  to  resource- 
fulness in  wrong,  cunning  (Dnl  8  25;  2  Mace  12 
24;  RVm  "jugglery").  In  Lk  20  23,  Jesus  per- 
ceives "the  craftiness"  of  His  adversaries,  i.e.  the 
complicated  network  which  they  have  laid  to  en- 
snare Him.  The  art  with  which  a  plot  is  concealed, 
and  its  direction  to  the  ruin  of  others,  are  elements 
that  enter  into  the  meaning.  Heinrici  on  1  Cor  3 
19  illustrates  from  Plato  the  distinction  between 
craftiness  and  wisdom.  There  is  a  touch  of  humor 
in  2  Cor  12  16,  when  Paul  speaks  of  his  conduct 
toward  the  Corinthians  as  having  been  "crafty." 

H.  E.  Jacobs 

CRAFTS: 

I.     Sources  of  Our  Knowledge  or  the  Cravtb  or 
THE  Bible 

1.  Written   Recordfl   and    Dlacoveries   of  Crafts- 
manship 

(1)  Jewish 

(2)  Canaanitish  and  Phoenician 

(3)  Assyrian  and  Babylonian 

(4)  Egyptian 

2.  Post-Biblical  Writincrs 

3.  Present  Methods  in  Bible  Lands 
IL     Grafts  Mentioned  in  the  Bible 

1.  Brickmaking 

2.  Carpentering  (Wood- Working) 

3.  Carving  (Engraving) 

4.  Ceramics 

5.  Dyeing  and  Cleansing 

6.  Embroidering  (Needlework) 


III. 


7.  Glass-Making 

8.  Grinding 

0.  Mason  Work 

10.  Metal- Working  (Mining) 

11.  OU-Making 

12.  Painting 

13.  Paper-Making 

14.  Perfume-Making 

15.  Plastering 

16.  Spinning  and  Weaving 

17.  Tanning 

18.  Tent-Making 

19.  Wine-Making 
Craftsmen 


Literature 

/•  Soarces  of  Oar  Knowoledge. — Our  knowledge 
of  the  arts  and  crafts  of  Bible  times  has  come  to  us 

through  two  principal  ways.  First, 
1.  Written  from  Bib.,  Assyr,  Bab  and  Egyp 
Records  written  records.  Of  these  the  Egyp 
and  Dis-  are  the  most  illuminating.  Second, 
coveries  of  from  examples  of  ancient  handicraft 
Craftsman-  which  have  been  buried  and  preserved 
ship  through  many  cents,  and  brought  to 

light  again  by  modem  discoveries. 

(1)  Jewish  craftsmanship. — ^The  chief  written 
documenti^  from  which  we  may  learn  about  Heb 
handicraft  are  the  Bible  records.  A  study  of  what 
few  references  there  are  leads  us  to  believe  that 
before  the  Israelites  came  in  contact  with  the  people 
of  Canaan  and  Phoenicia  they  had  not  developed 
any  considerable  technical  skill  (1  K  6  6;  1  Ch 
14  1;  2  Ch  2  7.14;  Ezr  8  7).  Some  of  the  sim- 
pler operations,  such  as  the  spinning  and  weaving 
of  the  common  fabrics  and  the  shaping  of  domes- 
tic utensils,  were  performed  in  the  Household  (Ex 
36  25.26)  but  the  weaving  and  dyeing  of  fine  fabrics, 
carving,  inlaying,  metal-working,  etc,  was  the  work 
of  foreigners,  or  was  learned  by  the  Jews  after  the 
Exodus,  from  the  dwellers  in  Pal. 

The  Jews,  however,  gradually  developed  skill  in 
manv  of  these  crafts.  It  is  believed  that  as  early 
as  Nehemiah's  time,  Jewish  craftsmen  had  organ- 
ized into  guilds  (rTeh  8  8.31.32).  In  post-Bib. 
times  the  Jews  obtained  monopolies  in  some  of  the 
industries,  as  for  example,  glass-making  and  dyeing. 
These  trades  remained  the  secrets  of  certain  fami- 
lies for  generations.  It  is  because  of  this  secrecy 
and  the  mystery  that  surrounded  these  trades,  and 
is  still  maintained  in  many  places,  that  we  know  so 
Uttle  as  to  how  they  were  conducted.  Until  re- 
cently the  principal  indigo  dyers  in  Damascus  were 
Jews,  and  the  Jews  shared  with  Moslem  crafts- 
men the  right  to  make  glass.  In  some  of  the  Syrian 
cities  Jewish  craftsmen  are  now  outnumbering  other 
native  workmen  in  certain  trades. 

Few  examples  of  Heb  handicraft  have  been  dis- 
covered by  the  archaeologists  which  shed  much 
light  upon  early  Heb  work.  Aside  from  the  pottery 
of  the  Israelitish  period,  and  a  few  seals  ana  coins, 
no  traces  of  Heb  workmanship  remain.  It  is  even 
doubtful  how  many  of  the  above  objects  are  really 
the  work  of  this  people. 

(2)  Canaanitish  and  Phoenician  craftsmanship. — 
It  is  generally  conceded  that  what  technical  skill 
the  Hebrews  acquired  resulted  from  their  contact 
with  the  Canaanites  and  Phoenicians.  Frequent 
mention  of  the  workmanship  of  these  peoples  is 
made  in  the  Bible,  but  their  own  records  are  silent. 
Ezekiel's  accoimt  of  the  glories  of  Tyre  (Ezk  27) 
gives  son^e  idea  of  the  reputation  of  that  city  for 
craftsmanship:  "Thy  builders  have  perfected  thy 
beauty"  (ver  4);  ''Syria  was  thy  merchant  .... 
Damascus  was  thy  merchant  for  the  multitude  of 
thy  handiworks"  (vs  16.18).  Adad-nirari  III  (812- 
783  BC),  the  Assyr  king,  enumerates  the  tribute 
which  he  exacted  from  the  king  of  Damascus. 
"Variegated  cloth,  linen,  an  ivory  bed,  a  seat  of 
inlaid  ivory,  a  table"  were  among  the  captured  arti- 
cles.   These  were  probably  Phoen  work. 
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Many  examples  of  Phoen  craftsmanship  have 
been  discovered.  These  are  characterized,  from 
the  standpoint  of  art,  by  a  crudeness  which  distin- 
guishes them  from  the  more  delicately  and  artis- 
tically wrousht  work  of  their  teachers,  the  Baby- 
lonians ana  Ee^tians.  The  credit  remains, 
however,  to  the  rhoenicians  of  introducing  skilled 
workmanship  into  Pal.  The  Phoenicians,  too,  fur- 
nished the  means  of  intercoiurse  between  the  Baby- 
lonians and  Egyptians.  From  the  very  earliest 
times  there  was  an  interchange  of  commodities  and 
ideas  between  the  people  of  the  Nile  and  those  of 
the  Tigris  and  Eupnrates. 

(3)  Assyrian  and  Babylonian  craftsmanship. — 
The  Babylonians  and  Assyrians  made  few  refer- 
ences to  their  own  handicraft  in  their  records,  but 
the  explorers  of  recent  years  have  revealed  many 
examples  of  the  remarkable  workmanship  of  the 
early  inhabitants  of  Mesopotamia.  In  referring 
to  a  silver  vase  found  in  that  country  rTelloh), 
dating  from  the  4th  millennimn  BC,  Clay  (see 
"literature")  savs  "the  whole  is  exceedingly  well 
rendered  ana  indicates  remarkable  skill,  which  in 
no  respect  is  less  striking  than  that  of  Egyp  con- 
temporaries in  this  handicraft."  Jewelry,  weapons, 
votive  images,  various  utensils,  tools  of  many  lands, 
statues  in  the  hardest  stones,  delicately  wrought, 
gems,  dating  from  the  times  of  Abraham  and  earner, 
fead  us  to  a^  when  these  people  acquired  their  skill. 

(4)  Egyptian  craftsmanship. — ^The  written  records 
of  Egypt  are  doubly  important,  because  they  not 

only  refer  to  the  various  crafts,  but 
2.  and  3.  also  illustrate  the  processes  by  drawings 
Egyptian  which  can  leave  no  doubt  as  to  how 
and  Post-  the  workmen  accomplished  their  ends. 
Biblical  The  extensive  explorations  in  Egvpt 
Craftsman-  have  given  to  the  world  many  priceless 
diip  relics  of  craftsmanship,  some  of  them 

dating  from  the  very  dawn  of  civiliza- 
tion. Among  the  ruins  of  early  Svrian  and  Pales- 
tinian cities  are  foimd  numerous  objects  witnessing 
to  the  skill  of  the  Egyptians.  These  objects  and  the 
evidences  of  the  influence  of  their  work  on  the  Phoen 
arts  show  the  part  that  the  Egyptians  played  in 
moulding  the  ideas  of  the  workmen  who  were  chosen 
to  build  the  temple  at  Jems.  In  the  following  brief 
summary  of  the  crafts  mentioned  in  the  Bible,  it  will 
be  noticeable  how  well  they  may  be  illustrated  by  the 
monuments  of  the  Nile  country.  To  confirm  the 
knowledge  derived  from  the  above  sources,  post-Bib. 
writings  and  some  of  the  present-dav  customs  in 
Bible  ^ds  are  valuable.  These  will  be  mentioned 
in  discussing  the  various  crafts. 

//.  Crafts  Directly  or  indirectly  Mentioned  in 
the  Bible. — (For  a  more  detailed  treatment  of  the 

crafts  see  under  separate  arts.)  This 
1.  Brick-  industry  probably  originated  in  Baby- 
making         Ionia,  but  the  knowledge  of  the  process 

was  early  carried  to  E^ypt,  where  later 
the  Hebrews,  along  with  other  captives,  were  driven 
to  making  the  bricks  of  the  Egyp  kings.  The  mak- 
ing of  sun-dried  bricks  called  for  little  skill,  but  the 
firmg  and  glazing  of  bricks  required  trained  work- 
men.   See  Brick. 

Wood  was  extensively  used  by  ancient  builders. 
With  the  exception  of  the  Egyp  antiquities,  little 

remains  but  the  records  to  indicate 
8.  Carpen-  this  fact.  Numerous  references  are 
taring  made  to  the  carpenter  work  in  build- 

(Wood-         ing  the  temple  and  subsequent  repair- 
Working)      ing  of  this  structure  (1  K  6  6;  2  Ch 

2  3;  2  K  12  11:  2  Ch  24  12;  2  K 
22  6;  Ezr  8  7;  4  1).  David^s  house  and  that  of 
Solomon  and  his  favorite  wife  were  made  partly 
of  wood.  In  the  story  of  the  building  of  the 
tabernacle,  wood-workins  is  mentioned  (Ex  26). 
The  people  of  Tyre  built  ships  of  cypress,  with 


masts  of  cedar  wood  and  oars  of  oak  (Ezk  27  5.6). 
Idols  were  carved  from  wood  (Dt  29  17;  2  K  19 
18;  Isa  87  19:  46  20).  The  Philis  built  a  wooden 
cart  to  carry  the  ark  (1  S  6  7).  Threshing  instru- 
ments and  yokes  were  made  of  wood  (2  S  24  22). 
Ezra  read  the  law  from  a  pulpit  of  wood  (Neh  8  4). 
Solomon's  chariots  were  macle  of  wood  (Cant  8  9). 
Inlaid  work,  still  a  favorite  form  of  decoration  in 
Syria,  was  used  by  the  Phoenicians  (Ezk  27  6). 
How  the  ancient  carpenters  did  their  work  can  be 
assumed  from  the  Egyp  monuments.  Some  of  tne 
operations  there  pictured  are  still  performed  in  the 
same  ways.    See  Tools;  Carpenter. 

The  terms  "carving"  and  "engraving**  are  used 
interchangeably  in  translating  OT  passages.  The 
first  mention  made  of  engraved  objects 
8.  Carving  is  the  signet  of  Judah  (Gen  88  18). 
(Engraving)  The  art  of  engravii^  on  various  hard 
objects,  such  as  clay,  bone,  ivory, 
metals  and  precious  stones,  probably  came  from 
Mesopotamia.  The  Hebrews  learned  engraving 
from  the  Canaanites.  The  nature  of  this  engraving 
is  shown  by  the  Assyr  cylinders  and  Egjrp  scarabs. 
It  is  doubtful  how  many  of  the  signets  found  in 
Pal  are  Heb  work,  as  the  engraved  devices  are 
mostly  Phoen  or  Eg^rp.  From  the  earliest  times  it 
has  been  the  custom  in  the  Orient  for  men  of  affairs 
to  carry  constantly  with  them  their  signets.  The 
seal  was  set  in  a  ring,  or,  as  was  the  case  with  Judah. 
and  as  the  Arabs  do  today,  it  was  worn  on  a  cord 
suspended  about  the  neck.  One  of  the  present-day 
sights  in  a  Syrian  city  street  is  the  engraver  of  sig- 
nets^ seated  at  his  low  bench  ready  to  cut  on  one 
of  his  blank  seals  the  buyer's  name  or  sign. 

The  second  form  of  carving  is  suggest^  by  the 
Decalogue  (Ex  20  4).  The  commandment  explains 
why  sculpturing  remained  undeveloped  among  the 
Jews,  as  it  has  to  this  day  among  the  Moslems. 
In  spite  of  the  commandment,  however,  cherubim 
were  carved  on  the  wooden  fittings  of  the  temple 
interior  (1  K  6  23). 

Among  the  peoples  with  whom  the  Jews  came  in 
contact,  stone-cutting  had  reached  a  high  degree 
of  perfection.  No  stone  proved  too  hard  for  tneir 
tools.  In  Egyp  and  Phoen  tombs  the  carving  was 
often  done  on  plastered  surfaces.    See  Carvinq. 

Both  the  Egyptians  and  Babylonians  were  skilled 
in  molding  and  oaking  objects  of  clay.  The  early 
Bab  records  consist  of  burnt  clay  tab- 
4.  Ceramics  lets.  Glazed  bricks  formed  an  impor- 
tant decorative  feature.  In  Egypt, 
idols,  scarabs  and  amulets  were  often  ma£  of 
fired  clay,  glazed  or  unglazed.  By  far  the  most  im- 
portant branch  of  ceramic  art  was  the  making  of 
lars  for  holding  water  or  other  liquids.  These  ^ars 
nave  been  used  throughout  the  East  from  earhest 
times.  The  Jews  learned  what  they  knew  about 
this  art  from  the  Phoenicians.    See  Pottery. 

Dyeing  is  one  of  the  oldest  of  the  crafts.  The 
only  references  to  the  act  of  dyeing  in  the  Bible  are 
(a)  in  connection  with  the  dyed  skins  of 
6.  Dyeing  animals  (Ex  26  5;  26  14),  and  (b)  Jgs 
and  Cleans-  6  30.  That  it  was  a  highly  develop^ 
ing  trade  is  implied  in  the  many  other 

references  to  dyed  stuffs  both  in  the 
Bible  and  in  profane  lit.  Cleansing  was  done  by  the 
fuller,  who  was  probably  a  dyer  also.  See  Color; 
Dye;  Fuller. 

Very  little  is  known  of  the  work  of  embroidering, 
further  than  that  it  was  the  workLng-in  of  color 
designs  on  cloth.     In  Ezk  27  7  we 
6.  Embroid-  learn  that  it  was  one  of  the  exports 
ering  of  Egypt.    See  Embroidering. 

(Needle-  In  Dt  88  19  ''hidden  treasures  of 

work)  the  sand''  is  interpreted  bjr  some  to 

mean  the  making  of  glass  objects  from 
the  sand.    There  can  be  no  question  about  the 
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Hebrews  being  acquainted  with  glass-makinp,  as 

its   history   extends   back    to   very   early   times. 

The  Egyptians  and  Phoenicians  made 

7.  Glass-  bottles,  glass  beads,  idols,  etc.  These 
Making        objects  are  among  those  usually  found 

in  the  tombs.  Glass  beads  of  very 
early  manufacture  were  foimd  in  the  moimd  at 
Gezer.  Some  of  the  pigments  used  for  painting 
were  made  of  powdered  colored  ^lass.  In  the  NT 
we  read  of  the  ''sea  of  glass  like  unto  crystal^' 
(Rev  4  6).    See  Glass. 

Grinding  was  a  domestic  task  and  can  hardly  be 
classed  as  one  of  the  crafts.   When  flour  was  needed, 

the  housewife,  or  more  likely  the  serv- 

8.  Grinding  ant,   rubbed  the    wheat    or    barley 

between  two  millstones  (see  Mill- 
stone) or,  with  a  roimded  river  stone,  crushed  the 
wheat  on  a  large  flat  stone.  It  is  still  a  common 
custom  in  Sjrria  and  Pal  for  two  women  to  work 
together  as  indicated  in  Mt  24  41  and  Lk  17  35. 
Grinding  of  meal  was  a  menial  task,  considered  the 
employment  of  a  concubine;  hence  setting  Samson 
to  grinding  at  the  mill  was  intended  as  a  disgrace. 
The  rhythmic  sound  of  the  stone  cutter  at  his  work 
never  ceases  in  the  prosi)erous  oriental  city.    It  is 

more  common  today,  however,  than 

9.  Mason  in  the  earlier  cents,  when  only  high 
Work  officials   could   afford   stone   nouses. 

frequently  only  the  temple  or  shrines 
or  tombs  of  a  city  were  made  of  stone.  As  such 
building  were  very  common,  and  much  attention 
was  paid  to  every  aetail  of  their  construction,  there 
waJB  developed  an  efficient  corps  of  masons,  espe- 
cially in  Egypt  and  Syria.  When  the  Israelites 
abandoned  their  nomadic  life,  among  the  first 
things  that  they  planned  were  permanent  places 
of  worship.  As  these  developed  into  structures 
more  pretentious  than  mere  piles  of  stones,  the 
builders  naturally  resorted  to  the  skill  of  the  master 
builders  of  the  country.  A  visitor  to  Jems  may 
still  see  the  work  of  the  ancient  masons.  The  so- 
called  Solomon's  Quarries  under  the  city,  the  great 
drafted  stones  of  the  temple  area,  belonsr  to  an  early 
date.  The  very  shape  of  the  masons  tools  may 
be  determined  from  the  marks  on  the  stones.  See 
Mason. 

Among  the  oldest  objects  that  have  been  pre- 
served are  those  of  silver,  gold  and  bronze.    These 

are  proof  that  the  ancients  understood 

10.  Metal-  the  various  processes  of  mining,  smelt- 
Working  ing,  refining  and  working  of  metals. 
(Mining)       See  Mining;  Metal-Working. 

The  oil  referred  to  in  the  Bible  is 
olive  oil.    Pliny  mentions  many  other  oils  which 
were  extracted  in  Egypt.    The  oils  were  usually  ex- 
tracted oy  first  crushing  the  fruit  and 

11.  Oil-  then  pressing  the  crushed  mass.  At 
Making         C^ezer,  Tdl  es  ^dfi  and  other  ancient 

ruins  old  oil  presses  have  been  discov- 
ered.   See  Oil. 

One  who  has  visited  the  tombs  and  temples  of 
Egypt  will  never  forget  the  use  which  the  ancient 

E^rp  painters  made  of  colors.    The 

12.  Paint-  otherwise  somber  effect  produced  by 
ing  expansive  plain  walls  was  overcome 

by  sculpturing,  either  in  relief  or 
intaglio,  on  a  coating  of  stucco,  and  then  coloring 
these  engravings  in  reds,  yellows,  greens  and  blues. 
Architectural  details  were  also  painted.  The  capi- 
tals of  columns  and  the  columns  themselves  received 
special  attention  from  the  painter.  Colors  were 
similarly  used  by  the  Greeks  and  Phoenicians.  ^  In 
the  Sidon  tombs,  at  Palmyra  and  similar  ruins, 
traces  of  painting  are  still  evident.  See  Painting. 
The  word  "paper"  occurs  twice,  once  in  the  OT 
(Isa  19  7  AV)  and  once  in  NT  (2  Jn  ver  12). 
In    Isa  19  7    the    RV    renders    ''paper    reeds," 


"meadows."  Papyrus  (q-v.)  occurs  in  Isa  18  2 
and  RVm  of  Ex  2  3.    The  nearest  approach  to 

our  paper  which  the  ancients  possessed 
18.  Paper-  was  that  made  from  a  species  of  papy- 
Making        rus.   The  process  consisted  in  spreading 

out,  side  by  side,  Ions  strips  of  the 
inner  lining  of  the  papyrus  reed,  then  over  these 
other  strips  at  right  angles  to  the  first,  afterward 
soaking  with  some  adhesive  material  and  finally 
pressing  and  drying.  Sheets  made  in  this  way  w^ere 
fastened  together  with  ^ue  into  a  long  scroll.  The 
Gr  for  papyrus  plant  is  **hiblo8^  from  which  the 
Eng.  word  "Bible"  is  derived.  Parchment,  leather 
ana  leaves  were  also  used  as  paper.  The  natives 
of  Syria  and  Pal  still  call  a  sheet  of  paper  a  "leaf" 
(Arab,  wara^et). 

The  art  of  perfume-making  dates  back  to  the 
ancient   Egyptians.    In   Ex  80  35   we   have   the 

nrst  mention  of  scented  anointing  oils. 
14.  Per-  The  perfumers'  (AV  "confectioner" 
fume-  or  "apothecary"), products  were  used 

Making         (a)  for  religious  rites  as  offerings  and 

to  anoint  the  idols  and  (6)  for  per- 
sonal use  on  the  body  cxr  clothes.  Some  perfumes 
were  powders  (incense);  others  were  scented  oils 
or  fats  (ointments).    See  Pbrfxtmb. 

The  tiude  of  plastering  dates  back  to  the  begin- 
ning of  the  history  of  building.    There  were  two 

reasons  for  using  plastering  or  stucco: 

16.  Plaster-  (a)  to  render  the  buildings  more  re- 
ing  (AV  sisting  to  the  weather  and  (&)  to  make 
''Plfldster-  the  surfaces  more  suitable  for  decorar 
ing")  tion  by  engraving  or  painting.     See 

Plaster. 
The  arts  of  spinning  and  weaving  were  early 
practised  in  the  household  (Ex  86  25).  Many 
different  fibers  were  spun  and  woven 
into  cloth.  Fabrics  of  wool,  cotton, 
flax,  silk,  wood  fiber  have  been  pre- 
served from  Bible  times.  In  the  more 
progressive  communities,  the  weaving 
of  the  fabrics  was  taken  over  by  the  weavers  who 
made  it  their  profession.  ^  In  1  Ch  4  21  it  is  stated 
that  many  of  the  families  of  the  house  of  Asbea 
were  workers  in  fine  linen.  The  modem  invasion 
of  European  manufacturers  has  not  yet  driven  out 
the  weavers  who  toil  at  looms  much  like  those 
described  by  the  ancient  Egyp  drawings.  See  Spin- 
ning; Weaving. 

Although  it  is  known  that  tanning  was  practised, 

the  only  reference  to  this  trade  mentioned  in  the 

Bible  is  to  Simon  the  tanner  (Acts  9 

17.  Tanning  43;  10  6.32).    Leather  girdles  are  men- 

tioned in  2  K  1  8;  Mt  8  4.  Relics 
taken  from  the  tombs  show  that  the  ancients  under- 
stood the  various  methods  for  preserving  skins  which 
are  used  in  present-day  practice.    See  Tanner. 

We  think  of  Paul  as  the  tent-maker.    The  tents 

which  he  made  however  were  probably  not  like 

those  so  frequently  referred  to  in  the 

18.  Tent-  OT.  Tents  m  Paul's  time  were  made 
Making         from  Cilician  cloth.    Paul's  work  was 

probably  the  sewing  together  of  the 
proper  lengths  of  cloth  and  the  attacking  of  ropes 
and  loops.  In  OT  times  the  tents  were  made  of 
strips  of  coarse  goat's  hair  cloth  or  of  the  skins  of 
animals.    See  Tent. 

This  art.  is  being  written  within  sound  of  fes- 
tivities  about  the  winepresses  of  Mt.    Lebanon 
where  men  and  women  are  gathered 

19.  Wine-  for  the  annual  production  of  wine  and 
Making         molasses  (Arab,  dibs) .    Their  process  is 

so  like  that  of  Bible  times  that  one  is 
transported  in  thought  to  similar  festivities  that 
must  have  attended  the  wine-making  even  so  far 
back  as  the  early  Eg>'p  kings.  That  these  workers 
understood  the  precautions  necessary  for  procuring 


16.  Spin- 
ning and 
Weaving 
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The  choice  of  proper  soil  for  the  vineyards,   . 

B(l<ting  of  preservatives  to  keep  the  wine,  baling 
the  juice  to  kill  undedrable  fennenta,  guarding 
against  putting  new  wine  into  old  bottles,  are  ex- 
amples of  their  knowledge  of  wioe-making.  See 
WmB  Pbbss. 

ill.  Cratttman. — Craftsmoi    were   early    segre- 

Sled  into  groups.  A  trade  usually  remtuned  in  a 
nily.  This  is  true  to  eonie  extent  in  the  East 
today.  In  such  cities  as  Beirflt,  Damascus,  or 
Aleppo  the  shops  of  the  craftsmen  of  a  given  trade 
will  be  found  grouped  together.  There  is  a  silver 
and  goldsmiths  market  (Arab.  «li),  an  iron  market, 
a  dyeing  quarter,  etc.  Jewish  craftsmen  in  early 
times  sat  separately  in  the  s^agogucs.  Some 
crafts  were  looked  upon  with  disfavor,  esp.  those 
which  brought  men  in  contact  with  women,  as  for 
example,  the  trade  of  goldsmith,  carder,  weaver, 
fuller  or  tanner.  There  was  a  fellow-feeling  among 
craftsmen  referred  to  by  Isaiah  (Isa  11  6.7).  This 
same  feeling  is  observed  among  Syrian  workmen 
today.  The  Arab  has  many  phrases  of  encouiage- 
ment  for  a  man  at  his  work,  such  as,  "Peace  to  your 
hands,"  "May  God  give  you  strength."  A  crowd 
of  men  pulling  at  a  pulley  rope,  for  example,  shout 
or  sing  together  as  they  pull. 

LiTiBiTUBB. — PeiTot  Biid  CUplei,  nutoTti  af  Art  in 
Sardinia,  jMiata.  etc;  Hitloru  of  Art  in  AaciciU  Bgvpl: 
HiUary  ef  Art  in  Phatnicia  and  Cvprui:  WlUdason.  Vh> 
Anciint  Ssvptiani;  MusUstar,  Biblt  Sidn-LithU  from 
Iki  Mound  of  Qeztr;  Standard  Did.  of  iht  Bibit:  Bilsa. 
MacalitterandWUiuch.Kieaiiiliini  in  Pal;  HUprecht,  Ei- 
Btorationi  in  Bibtt  Landi  during  I'll  I9lh  Cent.:  Euper. 
ThtBMiaHdlfod>rnDi,coTTiii;DeataBCh,Je<iiiiliArt!ian 
Lif:elc:  Clay,  Light  on  thi  OT  fiem  Bobit;  Jtv  Bne. 

CRAG, kragn^,«ft«i [1ST  12;  li  4;  Job  SS  28 
AVandERVJ):  In  a  mountainous  country  composed 
of  sedimentaiy  rocks,  like  the  cretaceous  rocks  of  Pal, 
cliffs  are  formed  on  a  slope  where  hard  strata  are 
underlaid  by  softer  strata.  The  soft  strata  wear 
away  more  rapidly,  undermining  the  hard  strata 
above  them,  whicn  for  a  time  project,  but  finally 
break  off  by  vertical  joint  planes,  the  fragments 
rolling  down  to  form  the  talus  slope  at  the  foot  of 
the  cuff.  As  the  breaking  off  of  the  undermined 
hard  strata  proceeds  irregularly,  there  are  left 
projecting  crags,  Bometimee  at  the  top  of  the  cliff, 
and  sometimes  lower  down.  Two  sucn  crags  (sAfti 
fto-feio',  "sharp  rock,"  RV  "rocky  crag"),  which 
were  raven  particular  names.  Bozez  and  Seneh, 
marked  the  scene  of  the  exploit  of  Jonathan  de- 
scribed in  1  S  U.  Conder  failed  to  identify  the 
crags,  and  it  has  been  proposed  to  alter  the  text 
rather  exten^vely  to  inake  it  read;  "wall  of  rock" 
instead  of  "crag  {EB  s.v.  "Michmash").  Such 
rocks  form  safe  resting-places  for  birds  of  prey,  as 
it  ia  said  of  the  eagle  in  Job  89  28  ERV: 
"She  dwelleth  on  the  rock  and  hath  lier  lodging  tberc^ 

U[K)n  the  crag  of  the  rock,  and  the  stron^old." 

AuHBD  Ely  Day 

CRANE,  kriln  (Hi:^ ,  'OghUr;  Y^vot,  g6rano»; 
Lat  Ona  dnerea):  A  bird  of  the  family  gruidat. 
The  crane  is  mentioned  twice  in  the  Bible:  once 
on  account  of  its  voice  (Isa  88  14:  "Like  a  swallow 
or  a  crane,  so  did  I  chatter") :  aoain  because  of  the 
unforeettable  picture  these  birds  made  in  migra- 
tion (Jer  6  7) :  "Yea,  the  stork  in  the  heavens 
knoweth  her  appointed  times;  and  the  turtle-dove 
and  the  swallow  and  the  crane  observe  the  time  of 
their  coming;  but  my  people  know  not  the  law  of 
Jeh."  Some  commentators  have  adduced  reasons 
for  dronpina  the  crane  from  the  ornithology  of  the 
Bible,  but  this  never  should  be  permitted!  They 
were  close  relatives  of  stork,  heron  and  ibis;  almost 
as  numerous  as  any  of  these,  and  reeidcnts  of  Pal, 
except  in  migration.  The  two  quotations  concern- 
ing them  fit  with  their  history,  and  point  out  the  two 


features  that  made  lliem  as  noticeable  as  any  birds 
of  Pal.  Next  to  the  ostrich  and  pelican  they  were 
the  largest  birds,  haying  a  wing  sweep  of  8  ft.  from 
tip  to  tip  and  standing  4  ft.  in  height.  In  migra- 
tion sucn  immense  fiocks  passed  over  Pal  as  to 
darken  the  aky,  and  when  they  crossed  the  Red 
Sea  they  appeared  to  sweep  from  shore  to  shore, 
and  BO  became  the  most  noticeable  migratory  bird, 
for  which  reason,  no  doubt,  they  were  included  in 
laaiah's  reference  to  spring  migration  with   the 


Crane — ffrui  cincrta. 

beloved  doves,  used  in  sacrifice  and  for  caged  pels,  . 
and  with  the  swallows  that  were  held  tdmost  sacred 
because  th^  homed  in  temples.  Not  so  many  of 
them  settled  in  Pal  as  of  the  storks,  but  large  flocks 
lived  in  the  wilderness  S.  of  Jems,  and  a  few  pairs 
homed  near  water  as  far  north  as  Merom.  The 
grayish-brown  cranes  were  the  largest,  and  there 
were  also  a  crested^  and  a  white  crane.  They  nested 
on  the  ground  or  m  trees  and  laid  two  large  eggs, 
differing  with  species.  The  eggs  of  the  brown  bird 
were  a  light  drab  with  brown  speckles,  and  those  of 
the  white,  tough,  pale-blue  with  brown  splotches. 
They  were  not  so  affectionate  in  pairs  or  to  their 
young  as  storks,  but  were  average  parents.  It  is 
altogether  probable  that  they  were  the  birds 
intended  by  Isaiah,  because  they  beat  suited  hia 
purpose,  the  crane  and  the  swallow  being  almost 
incessant  talkeia  among  birds.  The  word  "chat- 
ter," used  in  the  Bible,  exactly  suits  the  notes  of  a 
swallow,  but  is  much  too  feeble  to  be  used  in  de- 
scribing the  vocalizing  of  the  crane.  They  mi- 
grated in  large  wedge-shaped  companies  and  cried 
constantly  on  wing.  They  talked  incessantly  while 
at  the  buainess  of  living,  and  even  during  the  watches 
of  the  night  thev  scarify  ceased  passing  ^ong  word 
that  all  was  well,  or  sending  abroad  danger  signals. 
The  Arabs  called  the  cry  of  the  cranes  "bellowing," 
We  usually  express  it  by  whooping  or  trumpeting. 
Any  of  these  words  ia  sufGciently  expressive  to 
denote  an  unusual  voice,  used  in  an  unusual  manner, 
BO  that  it  appealed  to  the  prophet  as  suitable  for  use 
in  a  strong  comparison.    Gene  Stratton-Portbr 

CRASHING,  krash'ing  C^^Tf,  ahAher):  This 
word,  meaning  "a  breach,"  fig.  "destruction,"  is 
tr^  eraahing  in  Zeph  1  10:  "a  great  crashing 
from  the  hills,"  representing  the  doom  to  fall  on 
evil-doers  in  Jerus,  as  the  enemy  advanced  agmnst 
the  cil^  from  the  north. 


Cniteg 

Creation 
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CRATES,  kr&'tez  (Kpdrrit,  Krdtes),  governor  of 
the  Cyprians,  left  as  deputy  of  Sostratus  when  the 
latter,  who  was  governor  of  Jerus,  was  summoned 
to  Antioch  by  Antiochus  Epiphanes,  in  consequence 
of  a  dispute  with  Menelaus  (2  Mace  4  29;.  As 
Cyprus  was  not  at  the  time  in  the  possession  of 
Antiochus,  the  words  have  been  generally  taken  to 
mean  Krates  'Vho  had  formerly  been,  or  after- 
ward was,  governor  of  the  Cypnans."  The  Vulg 
translates  the  Gr  into  '^Sostratus  autem  praelatus 
est  Cypriis." 

CREATION,  krft-a'shun  (Sn? ,  bdrd\  "to create"; 
KrCoTis,  ktisis,  "that  which  is  created,"  "creature"): 

1.  Creation  as  Abiding 

2.  Mistaken  Ideas 

3.  True  Conception 

4.  The  Genesis  Cosmogony 

5.  Matter  not  Eternal 

6.  "Wisdom"  in  Creation 

7.  A  Free,  Personal  Act 

8.  Creation  and  Evolution 

9.  Is  Creation  Eternal  7 

10.  Creation  ex  nihilo 

11.  Prom  God's  WiU 

12.  Error  of  Pantheism 

13.  First  Cause  a  Necessary  Presupposition 

14.  The  End — the  Divine  Glory 

LZTBRATURE 

Much  negative  ground  has  been  cleared  away  for 

any  modem  discussion  of  the  doctrine  of  creation. 

No  idea  of  creation  can  now  be  taken 

1.  Creation  as  complete  which  does  not  include, 
as  Abiding    besides  the  world  as  at  first  consti- 
tuted, all  that  to  this  day  is  in  and  of 

creation.  For  God  creates  not  being  that  can  exist 
independently  of  Him.  His  preserving  agency  being 
inseparably  connected  witn  His  creative  ix)wer. 
We  nave  long  ceased  to  think  of  God's  creation  as 
a  machine  leit,  completely  made,  to  its  own  auto- 
matic workinff.  With  such  a  doctrine  of  creation, 
a  theistic  evolution  would  be  quite  incompatible. 

Just  as  little  do  we  think  of  God's  creative 

agency,  as  merely  that  of  a  First  Cause,  linked  to 

the    universe    from    the    outside    by 

2.  Mistaken  innumerable  sequences  of  causes  and 
Ideas  effects.    Nature  in  her  entirety  is  as 

much  His  creation  today  as  she  ever 
was.  The  dynamic  ubiquity  of  God,  as  efficient 
energy,  is  to  be  affirmed.  God  is  still  All  and  in  All, 
but  this  in  a  way  sharply  distinguished  from  panthe- 
istic views,  whether  of  the  universe  as  God,  or  of 
God  as  the  universe.  Of  His  own  freedom  He  creates, 
so  that  gnostic  theories  of  natural  and  necessary 
emanation  are  left  far  behind.  Not  only  have  the 
"carpenter"  and  the  "gardener"  theories — ^with,  of 
course,  the  architect  or  world-builder  theory  of 
Plato---been  dismissed;  not  only  has  the  conception 
of  evolution  been  proved  harmonious  with  creative 
end,  plan,  purpose,  ordering,  guidance;  but  evo- 
lutionary science  may  itself  be  said  to  have  given 
the  thought  of  theistic  evolution  its  best  base  or 
groimding.  The  theistic  conception  is,  that  the 
world — that  all  cosmic  existences,  substances,  events 
—depend  upon  God. 

The  doctrine  of  creation — of  the  origin  and  per- 
sistence, of  all  finite  existences — as  the  work  of  God, 

is  a  necessary  postulation  of  the  re- 

3.  True  ligious  consciousness.  Such  conscious- 
Conception    ness  is  marked  by  deeper  insight  than 

belongs  to  science.  The  imderlying 
truth  is  the  anti-pa  theistic  one.  that  the  energy  and 
wisdom — by  which  that,  which  was  not,  became — 
were,  in  kind,  other  than  its  own.  For  science  can 
but  trace  the  continuity  of  sequences  in  all  Nature, 
while  in  creation,  in  its  primary  sense,  this  law  of 
continuity  must  be  transcended,  and  the  world 
viewed  solely  as  product  of  Divine  Intelligence, 
immanent  in  its  evolution.  For  God  is  the  Abso- 
lute Reason,  always  immanent  in  the  developing 


universe.  Apart  from  the  cosmogonic  attempts  at 
the  beginning  of  Genesis,  which  are  clearly  reli^ous 
and  ethical  in  scope  and  character,  the  OT  furnishes 
no  theoretic  account  of  the  manner  and  order  in 
which  creative  process  is  carried  on. 

The  early  chs  of  Genesis  were,  of  course,  not 
given  to  reveal  the  truths  of  physical  science,  but 
they  recognize  creation  as  mark^  by 
4.  The  order,  continuit^^,  law,  plastic  power  of 

Genesis  productiveness  in  the  different  king- 
Cosmogony  doms,  unity  of  the  world  and  progress- 
ive advance.  The  Genesis  cosmogony 
teaches  a  process  of  becoming,  as  well  as  a  creation 
(see  E  volution)  .  That  cosmogony  has  been  recog- 
nized by  Haeckel  as  meritoriously  marked  by  the 
two  great  ideas  of  separation  or  differentiation,  and  of 
progressive  development  or  perfecting  of  the  origi- 
nally simple  matter.  The  OT  presents  the  conception 
of  time-worlds  or  successive  a^es,  but  its  real  em- 
phasis is  on  the  energy  of  the  Divine  Word,  bringing 
mto  being  things  that  did  not  exist. 

The  OT  and  the  NT,  in  their  doctrine  of  creation, 
recognize  no  eternal  matter  before  creation.  We 
cannot  say  that  the  origin  of  matter 
6.  Matter  is  excluded  from  the  Genesis  account 
not  Eternal  of  creation,  and  this  quite  apart  from 
the  use  of  h&rd\  as  admitting  of  ma- 
terial and  means  in  creation.  But  it  seems  unwise 
to  build  upon  Genesis  passages  that  afford  no  more 
than  a  basis  which  has  prov^  exegetically  insecure. 
The  NT  seems  to  favor  the  derivation  of  matter 
from  the  non-existent — that  is  to  say,  the  time- 
worlds  were  due  to  the  effluent  Divine  Word  or 
originative  Will,  rather  than  to  being  built  out  of 
God's  own  invisible  essence.  So  the  best  exegesis 
interprets  He  11  3. 

In  OT  books,  as  the  Pss,  Prov,  and  Jer,  the 

creation  is  expressly  declared  to  be  the  work  of 

Wisdom — a  Wisdom  not  disjoined  from 

6.  *'Wis-  Goodness,  as  is  yet  more  fully  brought 
dom"  in  out  in  the  Book  of  Job.  The  heavens 
Creation       declare  the  glory  of  God,  the  world 

manifests  or  reveals  Him  to  our  ex- 
perience, as  taken  up  and  interpreted  by  the  religious 
consciousness.  The  primary  fact  of  the  beginning 
of  the  time-worlds — the  basal  fact  that  the  worlds 
came  into  being  by  the  Word  of  God  —is  something 
apprehensible  only  by  the  power  of  religious  faith, 
as  the  only  principle  applicable  to  the  case  (He  11 
3).  Such  intuitive  faith  is  really  an  application  of 
first  principles  in  the  highest — and  a  truly  rational 
one  (see  Logos)  .  In  creation,  God  is  but  expressing 
or  acting  out  the  conscious  Godhood  that  is  in  Him. 
In  it  the  thought  of  His  absolute  Wisdom  is  realized 
by  the  action  of  His  perfect  Love.  It  is  philosophi- 
cally necessary  to  maintain  that  God,  as  the  Abso- 
lute Being,  must  find  the  end  of  creation  in  Himself. 
If  the  end  were  external  to,  and  independent  of,  Him, 
then  would  He  be  conditioned  thereoy. 

What  the  religious  consciousness  is  concerned  to 
maintain  is,  the  absolute  freedom  of  God  in  the 

production  of  the  universe,  and  the 

7.  A  Free,  fact  that  He  is  so  much  greater  than 
Personal  the  universe  that  existence  has  been 
Act  by  Him  bestowed  on  all  things  that 

do  exist.  The  Scriptures  are^  from  firat 
to  last,  shot  through  with  this  truth.  Neither  Kant 
nor  Spencer,  from  data  of  self-consciousness  or  sense- 
perception,  can  rise  to  the  conception  of  creation, 
for  they  both  fail  to  reach  the  idea  of  Divine  Per- 
sonality. The  inconceivabihty  of  creation  has  been 
pressed  by  Spencer,  the  idea  of  a  self-existent 
Creator,  through  whose  agency  it  has  been  made, 
being  to  him  unthinkable.  As  if  it  were  not  a 
transparent  sophism,  which  Spencer's  own  scien- 
tific practice  refuted,  that  a  hypothesis  may  not 
have  philosophical  or  scientific  value,  because  it  is 
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what  we  call  unthinkable  or  inconceivable.  As  if 
a  true  and  sufficient  cause  were  not  enough,  or  a 
Divine  act  of  will  were  not  a  vera  causa.  Depend- 
ent existence  inevitably  leads  thought  to  demand 
existence  that  is  not  dependent. 

Creation  is  certainly  not  dispVoved  by  evolution, 
which  does  not  explain  the  origin  of  the  homogene- 
ous stuff  itself,  and  does  not  account 

8.  Creation  for  the  beginning  of  motion  within  it. 
and  Evolu-    Of  the  original  creative  action,  lying 
tton  beyond  mortal  ken  or  human  observa- 
tion, science — as  concerned  only  with 

the  manner  of  the  process — is  obviously  in  no  posi- 
tion to  speak.  Creation  may,  in  an  important 
sense,  be  said  not  to  have  taken  place  in  time,  since 
time  cannot  be  posited  prior  to  the  existence  of  the 
world.  The  dimculties  of  the  ordinary  hypothesis 
of  a  creation  in  time  can  never  be  surmounted,  so 
long  as  we  continue  to  make  eternity  mean  simply 
indefinitely  prolonged  time.  Augustine  was,  no 
doubt,  right  when,  from  the  human  standiK)int,  he 
declared  that  the  world  was  not  made  in  time,  but 
with  time.  Time  is  itself  a  creation  simultaneous 
with,  and  conditioned  by,  world-creation  and  move- 
ment. To  sc^,  in  the  ordinary  fashion,  that  God 
created  in  time,  is  apt  to  make  time  appear  inde- 
pendent of  God,  or  God  dependent  upon  tune.  Yet 
the  time-forms  enter  into  all  our  psychological  ex- 
perience, and  a  concrete  beginning  is  imthinkable 
to  us. 

The  time-conditions  can  be  transcended  only  by 

some  deeper  intuition  than  mere  logical  insight 

can  supply — ^by  such  intuitive  endeav- 

9.  Is  or,  in  fact,  as  is  realized  in  the  neces- 
Creation  sary  belief  in  the  self-existent  God.  If 
Eternal?        such  an  eternal  Being  acts  or  creates, 

He  may  be  said  to  act  or  create  in 
eternity;  and  it  is  legitimate  enough,  in  such  wise, 
to  speak  of  His  creative  act  as  eternal.  This  seems 
preferable  to  the  position  of  Origen,  who  specula- 
tively assumed  an  eternal  or  unbeginning  activity 
for  God  as  Creator,  because  the  Divine  Nature 
must  be  eternally  self-determined  to  create  in  order 
to  the  manifestation  of  its  perfections.  Clearly  did 
Aquinas  perceive  that  we  cannot  affirm  an  eternal 
creation  impossible,  the  creative  act  not  falling  within 
our  categones  of  time  and  space.  The  question  is 
purely  one  of  God's  free  volition,  in  which — and  not 
m  "nothing" — ^the  Source  of  the  world  is  found. 

This  brings  us  to  notice  the  frequently  pressed 

objection  that  creation  cannot  be  out  of  nothing, 

since  out  of  nothing  comes  nothing. 

10.  Creation  This  would  mean  that  matter  is  eter- 
**eznihilo"   nal.    But  the  eternity  of  matter,  as 

something  other  than  God,  means  its 
independence  of  God,  and  its  power  to  limit  or 
condition  Him.  We  have,  of  course,  no  direct 
knowledge  of  the  origin  of  matter,  and  the  concep- 
tion of  its  necessary  self-existence  is  fraught  with 
hopeless  difficulties  and  absurdities.  The  axiom, 
that  out  of  nothing  nothing  comes,  is  not  contra- 
dicted in  the  case  of  creation.  The  imiverse  comes 
from  God;  it  does  not  come  from  nothing.  But  the 
axiom  does  not  really  apply  to  the  world's  creation, 
but  only  to  the  succession  of  its  phenomena.  Entity 
does  not  spring  from  non-entity.  But  there  is  an 
opposite  and  positive  truth,  that  something  presup- 
poKses  something,  in  this  case  rather  some  One — 
aliquis  rather  than  aliquid. 

It  is  enough  to  know  that  God  has  in  Himself 

the  powers  and  resources  adequate  for  creating, 

without  being  able  to  define  the  ways 

11.  From  in  which  creation  is  effected  by  Him. 
God's  Will    It  is  a  sheer  necessity  of  rational  faith 

or  spiritual  reason  that  the  something 
which  conditions  the  world  is  neither  t^Xi;,  kdle,  nor 
elemental  matter,  but  personal  Spirit  or  originative 


Will.  We  have  no  right  to  suppose  the  world  made 
out  of  nothing,  and  then  to  identify,  as  Erigena  did, 
this  "nothing?  with  God's  own  essence.  What  we 
have  a  right  to  maintain  is,  that  what  God  creates 
or  calls  into  being  owes  its  existence  to  nothing 
save  His  will  alone.  Ground  of  all  actualities.  Pre- 
existent  Personality  is  the  ground  and  the  condi- 
tion of  the  world's  beginning. 

In  this  sense,  its  beginning  may  be  said  to  be 
relative  rather  than  absolute.  God  is  always 
antecedent  to  the  universe — ^its  prius, 
12.  Error  of  Cause  and  Creator.  It  remains  an 
Pantheism  effect,  and  sustains  a  relation  of  causal 
dependence  upon  Him.  If  we  say,  like 
Cousin,  that  God  of  necessity  creates  eternally, 
we  run  risk  of  falling  into  Spinozistic  pantheism, 
identifying  God,  in  excluding  from  Him  absolute 
freedom  in  creation,  with  the  impersonal  and  un- 
conscious substance  of  the  universe.  Or  if,  with 
Schelling.  we  posit  in  God  something  which  is  not 
God — a  dark,  urational  background^  which  original 
ground  is  also  the  ground  of  the  Divine  Existence 
— ^we  may  try  to  find  a  basis  for  the  matter  of  the 
imiverse,  but  we  are  in  danger  of  being^  merged — ^by 
conceptions  tinged  with  corporeity — ^in  that  form 
of  pantheism  to  which  God  is  but  the  soul  of  the 
umverse. 

The  universe,  we  feel  sure,  has  been  caused;  its 
existence  must  have  some  ground;  even  if  we  held 
a  philosophy  so  idealistic  as  to  make  the  scheme 
of  created  things  one  grand  illusion,  an  illusion  so 
vast  would  still  call  for  some  explanatory  Cause. 
Even  if  we  are  not  content  with  the  conception  of  a 
First  Cause,  acting  on  the  world  from  without  and 
antecedently  in  time,  we  are  not  yet  freed  from  the 
necessity  of^ asserting  a  Cause.  An  underlying  and 
determining  Cause  of  the  universe  would  still  need 
to  be  postulated  as  its  Groimd. 

Even  a  imiverse  held  to  be  eternal  would  need 
to  be  accounted  for — ^we  should  still  have  to  ask 
how  such  a  universe  came  to  be.  Its 
18.  First  endless  movement  must  have  direc- 
Cause  a  tion  and  character  imparted  to  it  from 
Necessary  some  immanent  ground  or  underly- 
Presupposi-  ing  cause.  Such  a  self-existent  and 
tion  eternal  World-Ground  or  First  Cause 

is,  by  an  inexorable  law  of  thought, 
the  necessanr  correlate  of  the  finitude,  or  contingent 
character  of  the  world.  God  and  the  world  are 
not  to  be  taken  simply  as  cause  and  effect,  for 
modem  metaph3rBical  thought  is  not  content  with 
such  a  mere  ens  extror^mundanum  for  the  Ground  of 
all  possible  experience.  God,  self-existent  Cause  of 
the  ever-present  world  and  its  phenomena,  is  the 
ultimate  Groimd  of  the  possibility  of  all  that  is. 

Such  a  Deitv,  as  causa  sui,  creatively  bringing 
forth  the  world  out  of  His  own  potence,  cannot  be 
allowed  to  be  an  arbitrary  resting- 
14.  The  place,  but  a  truly  rational  Ground,  of 
End — the  thought.  Nor  can  His  Creation  be 
Divine  allowed  to  b.e  an  aimless  and  mechani- 

Glory  cal  universe:   it  is  shot  through  with 

end  or  purpose  that  tends  to  reflect 
the  glory  of  the  eternal  and  personal  God,  who  is 
its  Creator  in  a  full  and  real  sense.  But  the  Divine 
action  is  not  dramatic:  of  His  working  we  can  truly 
say,  with  Isa  46  15,  "Verily  thou  art  a  God  that 
hidest  thyself."  As  creation  becomes  progressively 
disclosed  to  us,  its  glory,  as  revealing  God,  ought  to 
excite  within  us  an  always  deeper  sense  of  the  senti- 
ment of  Ps  8  1.9.  "0  Jeh  our  Lord,  how  excellent 
is  thy  name  in  all  the  earth  I"  See  aJso  Anthbo- 
pologt;  Earth;  World. 

LiTBBATURE. — ^James  Orr,  Christian  View  of  Qod  and  the 
World,  1st  ed.  1893;  J.  Iverach.  Chrietianity  and  Evo- 
lution, 1894;  S.  Harris,  God  the  CrecUor  and  Lord  of  All, 
1897;  A.  L.  Moore,  Science  and  the  Faith,  1889;  B.  P. 
Bowne,  Studies  in  Theism,  new  ed,  1902;     O.  P.  Fisher. 
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Oroundt  of  Theiatic  and  Christian  Beliefs  new  ed.  1902; 
J.  Lindsay,  Recent  Advances  in  Theistic  Philosophy  of 
Religion,  1897;  A.  Domer,  Religionsphilosophie,  1903; 
J.  LindiBay,  Studies  in  European  Philosophy,  1909; 
O.  Dykes,  The  Divine  Worker  in  Creation  and  Providence, 
1909;  J.  Lindsay,  The  Fundamental  Problems  of  Meta- 
physics, 1910.  _  _ 

Jaaies  Lindsay 
CREATOR,    kr^a'tgr    (icrurr^,    ktisUa,    1  Pet 
4  19):   The  distinctive  characteristic  of  Deity,  as 
the  Creator,  is  that  He  is  the  Cause 

1.  God  as  of  the  existent  universe — Cause  of  its 
Creator         being,  not  merely  of  its  evolution  or 

present  arrangements.  The  doctrine 
of  His  being  the  Creator  implies,  that  is  to  say,  that 
He  is  the  real  and  the  exclusive  Agent  in  the  pro- 
duction of  the  world.  For,  as  Herder  remarked, 
the  thought  of  the  Creator  is  the  most  fruitful  of 
all  our  ideas.  As  Creator,  He  is  the  Uncondi  tioned, 
and  the  All-conditioningj  Being,  llie  universe  is 
thus  dependent  upon  Hun,  as  its  causative  ante- 
cedent. He  calls  it,  as  Aquinas  said,  ^'according  to 
its  whole  substance,''  into  beins.  without  any  pre- 
supposed basis.  ^  His  power,  as  Creator,  is  different 
in  lund  from  finite  power.  But  the  creative  process 
is  not  a  case  of  sheer  almightiness,  creating  some- 
thing out  of  nothing,  but  an  expression  of  God,  as 
the  Absolute  Reason,  under  the  forms  of  time  and 
space,  causality  and  finite  personality.  In  all  His 
work,  as  Creator,  there  is  no  incitement  from  with- 
out, out  it  rather  remains  an  eternal  activity  of 
self-manifestation  on  the  part  of  a  God  who  is  Liove. 
God's  free  creative  action  is  destined  to  realize 
archetypal  ends  and  ideals,  which  are  peculiar  to 

Himself.    For  thought  cannot  be  con- 

2.  Purpose  tent  with  the  causal  category  under 
in  Creation  which  He  called  the  world  mto  being, 

but  must  run  on  to  the  teleological 
category,  wherein  He  is  assumed  to  have  created 
with  a  purpose,  which  His  directive  agency  will  see 
at  last  fulfilled.  As  Creator.  He  is  distinct  from  the 
universe^  which  is  the  product  of  the  free  action 
of  His  will.  This  theistic  postulation  of  His  freedom, 
as  Creator,  rules  out  all  theories  of  necessary 
emanation.  His  creative  action  was  in  no  way 
necessarily  eternal — not  even  necessary  to  His  own 
blessedness  or  perfection,  which  must  be  held  as 
already  complete  in  Himself.  To  speak,  as  Pro- 
fessor James  does,  of  '^the  stagnant  teUcity  of  the 
Absolute's  own  perfection"  is  to  misconceive  the 
infinite  plenitude  of  His  existence,  and  to  place 
Him  in  a  position  of  abject  and  unworthy  depend- 
ence upon  an  eternal  activity  of  world-making. 

God  s  action,  as  Creator,  aoes  not  lower  our  con- 
ception of  His  changelessness,  for  it  is  a  gratuitous 

assumption  to  suppose  either  that 
8.  Relation  the  will  to  create  was  a  sudden  or 
to  Time         accidental  thing,  or  that  He  could  not 

will  a  change,  without,  in  any  proi)er 
sense,  changing  His  will.  Again,  grave  difficulties 
cluster  arouna  the  conception  of  His  creative 
thought  or  purpose  as  externalized  in  time,  the 
chief  source  of  tne  trouble  being^  as  is  often  imper- 
fectly realized,  that,  in  attempting  to  view  things 
as  they  were  when  time  began,  we  are  really  trying 
to  get  out  of.  and  beyond,  experience,  to  the  think- 
ing of  whicn  time  is  an  indispensable  condition. 
God's  work  as  Creator  must  have  taken  place  in 
time,  since  the  world  must  be  held  as  no  necessary 
element  in  the  Absolute  life. 

The  self-determined  action  of  the  Divine  Will, 
then,  is  to  be  taken  as  the  ultimate  principle  of  the 

cosmos.  Not  to  any  causal  or  metar 
4.  Christ  in  physical  necessity,  but  to  Divine  or 
Creation       Absolute  Personality,  must  the  created 

world  be  referred.  "Of  him,  and 
through  him,  and  unto  him,  are  all  things"  (Rom  11 
36).  This  creative  action  of  God  is  mediated  by 
Christ — ^by  whom  "were  all  things  created,  in  the 


heavens  and  upon  the  earth,  things  visible  and 
things  invisible,  whether  thrones  or  dominions  or 
principalities  or  powers;  all  things  have  been  creat^ 
through  him,  and  unto  him"  (Col  1  16).  See 
Crbatign.  James  Lindsay 

CREATURE,  krg'tftr:  The  word  "creature,"  as 
it  occurs  in  the  NT,  is  the  tr  and  also  the  exact  Eng. 
equivalent  of  the  Gr  «rr<<rtt,  ktlsUj  or  kt^/mi, 
ktisnia,  from  /erZito,  ktizd,  "to  create."  In  the 
OT,  on  the  other  hand,  it  stands  for  words  which 
have  in  the  original  no  reference  to  creation,  but 
which  come  from  other  roots.  Nephesh,  "living 
creature"  (lit.  "a  breathing  thing"),  occurs  in  the 
accounts  of  the  Creation  and  the  Flood  and  at  the 
close  of  the  lists  of  clean  and  unclean  animals  in 
Lev  11  46.  fff^Vt  'living  creature"  (lit.  "a  living 
thing"),  occurs  13  times  in  Ezk  1,  3  and  10  (see 
Cbeaturb,  Living}.  Shereg,  "moving  creature" 
(lit.  "a  swarming  thing,"  generally  rendered  "creep- 
ing thing,"  q.v.),  occurs  once  in  Gen  1  20.  ^Ohlrn, 
"doleful  creatures,"  occurs  once  only  in  Isa  18  21. 
It  appears  to  be  an  onomatopoetic  word  referring 
to  the  mournful  sounds  emitted  by  the  animals  in 
Question.  From  the  context  it  is  fair  to  suppose 
tnat  owls  may  be  the  animals  referred  to.  See 
Owl;  Creation.  Alfred  Ely  Day 

CREATURE,  LIVING  (nm,  hayyOh;  l^v, 
zdon):  "Living  creature"  (hayydh)  is  the  desi^a- 
tion  of  each  of  the  composite  figures  in  Ezekiel's 
visions  (1  5.13  ff;  8  13;  10  15.17.20)  and,  RV,  of 
the  similar  beings  in  the  visions  of  the  Apocalypse, 
instead  of  the  extremely  unfortunate  tr  of  zdon  in 
AV  by  "beasts"  (Rev  4  6ff;  5  6flF;  6  Iff;  7  11; 
14  3^  16  7;  19  4),  which,  however,  went  back  to 
Wiclif ,  in  whose  time  the  word  had  not  the  low 
meaning  which  "beast,"  'lastly"  have  with  us; 
hence  he  translates  1  Cor  16  44,  "It  is  sowen  a 
beestli  body,"  meaning  simply  animal  (see  Trench's 
Select  Glossary);  in  Rev  "tne  beasts  of  the  earth," 
the  "beasts"  that  came  up,  the  notable  "beast"  that 
men  worshipped,  represent  the  Gr  thSrionf  "a  wild 
beast." 

The  "living  creatures"  in  Ezekiel's  vision  (1  5ff) 
were  four  in  number,  "with  the  general  appearance 
of  a  man,  but  each  with  four  faces  and  four  wings, 
and  straight  legs  with  the  feet  of  an  ox.  Under 
their  wings  are  numan  hands^  and  these  wings  are 
so  joined  that  they  never  require  to  turn.  The  front 
face  is  that  of  a  man;  right  and  left  of  this  are  the 
faces  of  a  lion  and  [of]  an  ox.  and  behind,  that  of 
an  eagle  ....  out  of  the  miost  of  them  ^eam  fire, 
torches,  lightnings,  and  connected  with  them 
are  four  wheels  that  can  turn  in  every  direction, 
called  whirling  wheels  (10  12.13).  Like  the  crea- 
tures, these  are  alive,  covered  with  eyes,  the  si^ 
of  intelligence;  the  spirit  of  the  livine  creatiires  is  m 
them.  Tney  are  afterward  discovered  by  the'prophet 
tobecA«ruWm"(Schultz.Or  r^«ofo^,II,233).  See 
Cherubim.  In  Ezekiel  s  vision  they  seem  to  be  the 
bearers  of  the  throne  and  glory  of  Uod;  the  bearers 
of  His  presence  and  of  His  revelation  (9  3;  10  3). 
They  atoo  sound  forth  His  praise  (3  12;  10  2).  (See 
Schultz  as  above.) 

The  four  living  creatures  in  Rev  (4  6)  are  not 
under  the  throne  but  "in  the  midst  of  the  throne" 
(ARVm  "before";  see  7  17;  cf  6  6)  and  "round 
about  the  throne."  They  are  also  cherubimy  and 
seem  to  represent  the  four  beings  that  stand  at 
the  head  of  the  four  divisions  of  the  creation; 
among  the  untamed  animals  the  lion;  among  cattle 
the  co^  or  ox;  among  birds  the  eagle;  among 
^1  created  beings  the  man.  It  gives  "a  perfect 
picture  of  true  service,  which  should  be  as  brave 
as  the  lion,  patient  as  the  ox,  aspiring  as  the  eagle, 
intelligent  as  man"  (Milligan  in  loc.).    They  repre- 
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sent  the  powers  of  Nature — of  the  creation,  * 'full 
of  eyes' '  as  denoting  its  penneation  with  the  Divine 
Rea^n,  the  wings  si^nifyin^  its  constant,  ready 
service,  and  the  unceasing  praise  the  constant  doing 
of  God's  will.  The  imagery  is  founded  on  Ezekiel 
as  that  had  been  modified  in  apocalyptic  writings 
and  as  it  was  exalted  in  the  mind  of  the  Seer  of 
Patmos.  W.  L.  Walker 

CREDIT,  kred'it  {inmUiv,  piatedein;  1  Mace 
10  46  AV,RV  "gavenocr«dence^';  Wisd  18  6  AV, 
RV  "trusted'';  1  Mace  1  30  AV,  RV  "credence"): 
In  the  modem  commercial  sense  the  noun  "credit" 
does  not  occur  in  the  canonical  Scriptures  or  in  the 
Apoc. 

CRSDirOR,  kred'i-tSr  {[a]  nV3 ,  ndsheh,  partici- 
ple of  n^; ,  nash&h:  Ex  82  24  [ET  25];  2  K  4  1; 
Isa  50  1;  tr**  "extortioner,"  Ps  109  11;  "taker  of 
usury,"  Isa  24  2  AV;  [6]  H^blQ,  mahveh,  participle 
of  rnb,  latodh,  Isa  24  2  RV,  AV  ^lender";  [c]  bj3 

yv  TXtn,  ba^almashshehy^hd:  *^oTd  of  the  loan  of 
his  hand,"  Dt  16  2;  [d]  Savurr^,  danisOs:  Lk  7  41, 
"creditor"  AV,  "lender"  RV;  cf  further danw^d*, 
Su-  29  28,  "  lender  "  AV.  "money-lender"  RV) :  In 
the  ideal  social  system  ot  the  OT,  debts  are  incurred 
only  because  of  poverty,  and  the  law  protected  the 
poor  debtor  from  his  creditor,  who  in  Ex  22  25  is 
forbidden  to  demand  interest,  and  in  Dt  16  2  to 
exact  payment  in  view  of  the  nearness  of  the  year  of 
release.  2  K  4  1  shows  that  the  actual  practice 
was  not  so  considerate,  and  in  consequence  the  cred- 
itor fell  into  bad  repute.  In  Ps  109  11  he  is  the 
extortioner;  in  Prov  29  13  the  oppressor  is  evi- 
dently the  creditor,  though  a  different  word  is  used; 
cf  also  Prov  22  7.  In  Sir  29  28  the  importunity 
of  the  creditor  is  one  of  the  hardships  of  the  poor 
man  of  imderstanding.  The  actual  practice  of  the 
Jews  may  be  gathereafrom  Neh  6  1  n ;  Jer  84  8  ff ; 
and  Sir  29  1-11.    See  also  Debt. 

Walter  R.  Betteridqe 
CREED,  kr€d,  CREEDS: 

I.     Scriptural  Basis 

1.  In  the  OT 

2.  In  the  NT— Gospels 

3.  In  the  Epistles 

1)  Paul 

2)  Later  Writings 
,3)  Hebrews 

II.    Historical  Forms 

1.  The  Apostles'  Greed 

2.  The  Nicene  Creed 

(1)  Origin.  Date.  Character 
(2]  "Fflioque"  Clause 
\.  The  Athanasian  Creed 
1)  Authorship 

uestion  of  Imi^osture 
alue  and  Features 
e  Reformation  Creeds 
Lutheran 
Oenevese 
Dutch 

Westminster  Confession 
Literature 

By  "creed"  we  understand  the  systematic  state- 
ment of  religious  faith;  and  bv  the  creeds  of  the 
Christian  church  we  mean  the  formal  expression  of 
''the  faith  which  was  delivered  unto  the  saints." 
The  word  is  derived  from  the  first  word  of  the  Lat 
VSS  of  the  Apostles'  Creed,  and  the  name  is  usuallv 
applied  to  those  formulae  known  as  the  Apostles , 
the  Nicene  and  the  Athanasian  creeds. 

In  this  art.  we  shall  first  indicate  the  Scriptural 
foimdation  and  rudimentary  Bib.  statements  upon 
which  the  distinctive  dogmas  of  the  church  are 
based;  and,  secondly ,  bnefly  describe  the  origin 
and  nature  of  the  three  most  important  symbols  of 
belief  which  have  dominated  Christian  thought. 

/.  Seriptwarai  Batit. — ^There  are  three  forms  in 
which  the   religious   instinct   naturally  expresses 


itself — ^in  a  ritual,  a  creed  and  a  life.  Men  first  seek 
to  propitiate  the  Deity  by  some  outward  act  and 
express  their  devotion  in  some  external  ceremony. 
Next  they  endeavor  to  explain  their  worship  and 
to  find  a  rationale  of  it  in  certain  facts  which  they 
formulate  into  a  confession;  and  leistly,  not  content 
with  the  outward  act  or  the  verbal  interpretation  of 
it,  they  attempt  to  express  their  religion  in  life. 

Pagan  religion  first  appears  in  the  form  of  a  rite. 
The  worshipper  was  content  with  the  proper  per- 
formance Of  a  ceremony  and  was  not,  in  the  earliest 
stage  at  least,  concerned  with  an  interpretation  of 
his  act.  The  myths,  which  to  some  extent  were  an 
attempt  to  rationalize  ritual,  may  be  regarded  as 
the  earliest  approach  to  a  formulated  statement  of 
belief.  But  inasmuch  as  the  myths  of  early  pagan 
relinon  are  not  obligatory  upon  the  reason  or  the 
faith  of  the  worshipper,  they  can  scarcely  be  regarded 
as  creeds.  Pagan  religion,  strictl;yr  si>eaking,  has 
no  theology  and  having  no  real  historical  basis  of 
facts  does  not  possess  the  elements  of  a  creed.  In 
this  respect  it  is  distinguished  from  revealed  reli- 
{^on.  This  latter  rests  upon  facts,  the  meaning  and 
interpretation  of  which  are  felt  to  be  necessary  to 
give  to  revelation  its  values  and  authority. 

Even  in  the  OT  there  are  not  wanting  the  germs 
of  a  creed.  In  the  Decalogue  we  have  the  begin- 
nings of  the  formulation  of  belief,  and 

1.  In  the  in  the  proclamation,  "Hear,  O  Israel: 
OT  Jeh  our  God  is  one  Jeh"  (Dt  6  4),  we 

have  what  may  be  regarded  as  the 
s3rmbol  of  the  OT  faith  and  the  earliest  attempt  to 
enunciate  a  doctrine. 

It  is  to  the  NT,  however,  we  must  turn  to  find 
the  real  indications  of  such  a  statement  of  belief 

as  may  be  designated  a  creed.    We 

2.  In  must  remember  that  Christ  lived  and 
the  NT —  taught  for  a  time  before  any  attempt 
Gospels         was  made  to  portray  His  life  or  to 

record  His  savings.  The  earliest  writ- 
ings are  not  the  Gospeb,  but  some  of  the  Epistles, 
and  it  is  to  them  we  must  look  for  any  definite 
explanation  of  the  facts  which  center  in  the  appear- 
ance of  Christ  upon  the  earth.  At  the  same  time  in 
the  sequence  of  events  the  personality  and  teaching 
of  Jesus  come  first,  and  in  the  relation  to  Him  of  His 
disciples  and  converts  and  in  their  personal  confes- 
sions and  utterances  of  faith  we  have  the  earliest 
suggestions  of  an  expression  of  belief.  The  confession 
of  Nathanael  (Jn  1  49),  "Rabbi,  thou  art  the  Son 
of  God,"  and  still  more  the  utterance  of  St.  Peter 
(Mt  16  16),  "Thou  art  the  Christ,  the  Son  of  the 
livinff  God,"  and  the  exclamation  of  Thomas 
(Jn  20  28),  contain  the  germ  of  a  creed.  It  is  to 
be  noted  that  all  these  expressions  of  belief  have 
Christ  as  their  object  and  give  utterance  with  more 
or  less  explicitness  to  a  conviction  of  His  Divine 
nature  and  authority. 

But  while  these  sayings  in  the  Gospels  were  no 
doubt  taken  up  and  incorporated  in  later  inter- 
pretations^ it  IS  to  the  Epistles  that 

3.  In  the  we  must  first  go,  for  an  explanation  of 
Epistles        the  facts  of  Christ's  person  and  His 

relation  to  God  and  man.  Paul's 
Epistles  are  really  of  the  nature  of  a  confession  and 
manifesto  of  Christian  belief.  Communities  of  be- 
lievers ah-eady  existed  when  the  apostle  directed  to 
them  his  earliest  letters.  In  their  oral  addresses 
the  apostles  must  have  been  accustomed  not  only 
to  state  facts  which  were  familiar  to  their  hearers, 
but  also  to  draw  inferences  from  them  as  to  the 
meaning  of  Christ  and  the  great  truths  centering  in 
His  person — His  incarnation.  His  death  and  resur- 
rection (as  we  may  see  from  the  recorded  sermons  of 
Peter  and  Paul  in  Acts).  It  is  to  these  facts  that 
the  Epistles  appeal.  It  was  at  once  natural  and 
necessary  that  some  expression  of  the  faith  once 


SS&S'SSg    ^^^  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


742 


delivered  to  the  saints  should  be  formulated  for  a 
body  whose  members  were  pledged  to  each  other 
and  united  for  conmion  action,  and  whose  bond  of 
union  was  the  acknowled^ent  of  ''one  Lord,  one 
faith."  Paul  recognizes  it  as  vital  to  the  very 
spirit  of  religion  that  some  definite  profession  of 
belief  in  Chnst  should  be  made:  ''If  thou  shalt 
confess  with  thy  mouth  Jesus  as  Lord,  and  shalt 
believe  in  thy  heart  that  God  raised  him  from  the 
dead,  thou  shalt  be  saved"  (Rom  10  9).  These 
words  would  seem  to  imply  that  a  confession  of  the 
Deity,  the  atoning  death,  and  resurrection  of  Jesus 
was  the  earliest  form  of  Christian  creed. 

It  must  also  be  observed  that  from  the  very  first 
the  confession  of  faith  seems  to  have  been  connected 
with  the  administration  of  baptism.  Already  in  the 
story  of  the  Ethiopian  eunuch  (Acts  8  37  AV) 
(a  passage  indeed  of  doubtful  genuineness  but 
attested  by  Irenaeus  and  therefore  of  great  antiq- 
uity) we  nnd  that  as  a  condition  of  baptism  the 
convert  is  asked  to  declare  his  belief  in  Jesus  Christ 
as  the  Son  of  God.  The  passage  in  1  Tim  (6  12; 
cf  He  10  23),  ''Lay  hold  on  the  life  eternal,  where- 
unto  thou  wast  called,  and  didst  confess  the  good 
confession  in  the  sight  of  many  witnesses,"  may  refer 
to  a  confession  required  only  of  those  who  were 
bein^  ordained:  but  the  context  leads  us  to  infer 
that  it  was  a  baptismal  vow  asked  of  members  not 
less  than  of  ministers  of  the  church.  The  proba- 
bility is  that  the  earliest  form  of  creed  r^ected 
little  more  than  Christ's  final  command  to  baptize 
all  men  "into  the  name  of  the  Father  and  of  the 
Son  and  of  the  Holy  Spirit"  (Mt  28  19),  or  perhap 
simply  "into  the  name  of  the  Lord  Jesus"  (Acts  lO 
5).  The  ver  in  8  37  AV,  though  disputed  by  some, 
is  instructive  in  this  connection.  Faith  in  Jesus 
Christ  was  regarded  as  the  cardinal  point  of  the 
New  Revelation  and  may  have  been  taken  to  imply 
a  relation  to  the  Father  as  well  as  a  promise  of  the 
Holy  Spirit. 

It  is  evident  that  the  creeds  that  have  come  down 
to  us  are  mainly  an  expression  of  the  doctrine  of 
the  Trinity  as  embodied  in  the  original  baptismal 
formula  derived  from  Our  Lord  s  commission. 
Already  indeed  in  some  places  of  the  OT  this  doc- 
trine is  foreshadowed;  but  it  is  first  clearly  in- 
corporated in  the  Lord's  command  just  mentioned 
ana  in  the  benediction  of  St.  Paul  (2  Cor  18  14), 
and  subsequently  in  the  Christian  doxologies.  Some 
scholars  have  preferred  to  find  traces  in  the  later 
writings  of  the  NT  of  a  more  definite  summary  of 
belief:  as  in  the  allusion  to  the  form  of  sound  words 
(2  Tim  1  13),  the  "deposit"  or  "good  deposit" 
which  was  to  be  kept  (1  Tim  6  20  RVm;   2  Tim 

1  14  RVm);  also  in  "the  faithful  words"  enumer- 
ated in  these  epistles  (1  Tun  1  15;    3  1;    4  8.9; 

2  Tim  2  11);  and  in  the  remarkable  passage  in 
the  beginning  of  He  6  in  which  the  elementary 
doctrines  of  the  Christian  religion  are  enumerated; 
first  on  the  subjective  side,  reperUxmce  and  faith^ 
and  then  objectively,  the  resurrection  and  the  judg" 
ment.  There  are  also  brief  summaries  in  several 
of  the  Pauline  Epistles  of  what  the  apostle  must 
have  considered  to  be  essential  tenets.  Thus  for 
example  we  have  the  death,  burial  and  resurrection 
of  Christ  mentioned  in  1  Cor  16  3  f;  Rom  1  3  f. 
Such  summaries  or  confessions  of  personal  faith  as 
in  2  Thess  2  13  f  are  frequent  in  Paul's  writinra  and 
may  correspond  to  statements  of  truth  which  the 
apostle  found  serviceable  for  catechetical  purposes 
as  he  moved  from  one  Christian  community  to 
another.    See  Catbchist. 

It  is  not  indeed  till  a  much  later  age-Hihe  age  of 
Irenaeus  and  Tertullian  (175-200)— that  we  meet 
with  any  de^nite  summary  of  belief.  But  it  cannot 
be  doubted  that  these  Scriptural  passages  to  which 
we  have  r^erred  not  only  served  as  the  first  forms  of 


confession  but  also  contributed  the  materials  out  of 
which  the  articles  of  the  church's  faith  were  formu- 
lated. As  soon  as  Christian  preaching  and  teaching 
were  exercised  there  would  be  a  felt  need  for  explicit 
statement  of  the  truths  revealed  in  and  through 
Jesus  Christ.  It  may  be  said  that  all  the  main 
facts  which  were  subsequently  embodied  in  the 
creeds  have  their  roots  in  the  NT  Scripture  and  esp. 
in  the  Pauline  Epistles.  The  only  exception  which 
might  be  made  is  in  the  case  of  the  virgin  birth.  It 
does  not  lie  within  the  scope  of  this  art.  to  comment 
upon  the  silence  of  the  epistles  on  this  subject. 
This,  however,  we  may  say,  that  the  omissions  of 
Paul  s  reference  to  it  does  not  prove  it  untrue.  It 
only  proves  at  most  that  it  was  not  a  part  of  the 
ground  upon  which  the  Christ  was  commended  to 
the  first  acceptance  of  faith.  But  though  no  direct 
allusion  to  the  virgin  birth  occurs  in  Paul's  writ- 
ings the  truth  which  gives  spiritual  value  to  the 
fact  of  the  virgin  conception,  viz.,  God's  new 
creation  of  humanity  in  Christ,  is  a  vital  and  funda- 
mental element  in  the  faith  both  of  St.  Paul  and 
of  the  whole  early  church.  The  Christian  life  is 
essentially  a  new  creation  (2  Cor  6  17;  Gal  6  15; 
Rom  6  4)  in  Jesus  Christ,  the  second  Adam  (Rom 
6  12-21),  who  is  from  heaven  (1  Cor  16  47).  Into 
this  spiritual  context  the  facts  recorded  by  Matthew 
and  Luke  introduce  no  alien  or  incompatible  element 
(cf  W.  Richmond,  The  Creed  in  the  Epistles  of  Pavl; 
Orr,  The  Virgin  Birth  of  Christ).  And  therefore 
the  story  of  Christ's  birth  as  we  have  it  in  the 
Synoptics  finds  a  natural  place  in  the  creed  of  those 
who  accept  the  Pauline  idea  of  a  new  creation  in 
Christ.    See  Virgin  Birth. 

It  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  art.  to  discuss  the 
evidences  of  development  in  the  main  doctrines  of 
the  gospel,  but  however  the  later  ages  may  have 
elaborated  them,  the  leading  tenets  of  the  subse- 
quent faith  of  the  church — ^the  doctrine  of  the 
Trinity;  Our  Lord's  divinity  and  real  humanity: 
His  atoning  death  and  resurrection;  the  doctrine  ol 
the  Holy  Spirit  and  of  the  catholicity  and  unity  of 
the  church — stand  clear  and  distinct  in  these  earnest 
Scriptural  sources. 

//•  HtMioriciil  Forms, — ^Faith  implies  a  creed  as  a 
confession  and  testimony.  Such  a  confession  and 
testimony  answers  to  a  natural  impulse  of  the  soul. 
Hence  a  profession  of  faith  is  at  once  a  personal, 
a  social  and  a  historical  testimony.  A  formal  creea 
witnesses  to  the  universality  of  faith,  binds  b^ 
lievers  together,  and  unites  the  successive  ages  of 
the  church.  It  is  the  spontaneous  expression  of  the 
life  and  experience  of  the  Christian  society.  As 
the  purpose  of  this  art.  is  chiefly  to  indicate  the 
Scriptural  sources  of  the  creeds  rather  than  to  dis- 
cuss their  origin  and  history,  we  can  only  briefly 
describe  the  main  historical  forms  which  have  pre- 
vailed in  the  Christian  church. 

The  Apostles'  Creed,  anciently  called  the  Roman 

Creed,  though  popularly  regarded  as  the  earliest, 

was  probably  not  the  first  in  chronologi- 

1.  The  cal  order.  Its  origin  and  growth  are 
Apostles'  involved  in  considerable  obscurity 
Creed  (see  separate  art..  Apostles'  Creed; 

and  cf  Heurtley,  Harmonia  Symbolica). 

The  Nicene  Creed,  called  sometimes  ''the  Creed 

of  the  318"  from  the  number  of  bishops  reputed 

to  have  been  present,  was  authorized 

2.  The  at  the  Council  of  Nice  in  325  AD,  and 
Nicene  completed  by  the  Council  of  Constanti- 
Creed            nople  in  381,  when  the  clauses  which 

follow  the  mention  of  the  Holy  Ghost 
were  added.  The  opinions  of  Arius  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  4th  cent,  created  such  unrest  as  to  call 
forth  not  only  the  admonition  of  bishops  but  also 
the  intervention  of  the  emperor  Constantino,  who. 
as  a  professed  Christian,  had  become  the  patron  or 
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the  church.  The  efforts  of  the  emperor,  however, 
had  no  effect  in  allaying  the  dissensions  of  the  church 
at  Alexandria,  which,  upon  the  banishment  of  Arius, 

Spread  throughout  eastern  Christendom.  It  was 
ecided,  therefore,  to  convoke  a  general  council  of 
bishops  in  which  the  Catholic  doctrine  should  be 
once  and  for  all  formally  declared.  This,  the  first 
oecumenical  council,  met  at  Nicaea  in  Bithvnia  in 
325  AD.  There  is  no  detailed  record  of  the  pro- 
ceedings. ''We  do  not  know  whether  it  lasted  weeks 
or  days"  (Stanley,  Lects  an  East  Ch.).  Arius,  being 
only  a  presbyter,  had  no  seat  in  the  conclave,  but 
was  allowed  to  express  his  opinions.  His  chief  op- 
ponent was  Athanasius. 

The  controversy  turned  upon  the  nature  of  the 
Son  and  His  relation  to  the  Father.  The  word 
homoaiisios  (''of  one  substance  with''),  used  in  the 
course  of  the  argument  with  a  view  of  controvert- 
ing the  extreme  orthodox  position,  became  the 
battleground  between  the  parties.  The  Arians 
violently  condemned.  The  Sabellians  or  Semi- 
Arians  to  evade  its  full  force  contended  for  the 
term  homaioiAsioi  ("of  like  substance").  But  the 
majority  finally  adopted  the  former  expression  as 
the  term  best  suited  to  discriminate  their  view  of 
the  relation  of  the  Father  and  Son  from  the  Arian 
view.  The  assent  of  the  emperor  was  gained  and 
the  words  "being  of  one  substance  with  the  Father" 
were  incorporated  into  the  creed.  The  clauses  de- 
scriptive of  the  Holy  Spirit  were  added  or  coi^rmed 
at  a  later  council  (382),  and  were  designed  to  refute 
the  Macedonian  heresy  which  denied  His  equality 
with  the  Father  and  Son,  and  reduced  the  Holy 
Spirit  to  a  level  with  the  angels. 

The  phrase  "proceedeth  from  the  Father  and  the 
Son"  is  also  of  historical  importance.  The  last 
three  words  are  a  later  addition  to  the  creed  b^ 
western  churches,  formally  adopted  by  the  Council 
of  Toledo  in  589.  But  when  the  matter  was  re- 
ferred in  the  9th  cent,  to  Leo  III  he  pronounced 
against  them  as  unauthorized.  This  interpolation, 
known  as  the  Filioqwe^  marks  the  difference  still 
between  the  Lat  and  Gr  churches.  From  the  9th 
cent,  no  change  has  been  made  in  the  Nicene  Cr^d. 
It  has  remained,  without  the  FUioque  clause,  the 
cecumenical  symbol  of  the  Eastern  Church;  and  with 
the  addition  of  that  word  it  has  taken  its  place 
among  the  three  great  creeds  of  the  Western  Church. 

The  Athanaslan  Creed,  or  the  Symholum  Quicunque, 
as  it  is  called,  from  its  opening  words,  differs  entirely  in 
its  origin  and  history  from  those  we  have 
8.  The  J^^    considered.    It    is    not    a    gradual 

AftionaeUfi  KTowth  like  the  Apostles'  Creed,  nor  is  it 
ATnanaBinn  ^j^^  outcome  of  synodical  authority  like 
Creed  the  Nicene  Creed.     "When  the  composi- 

tion appears  for  the  first  time  as  a  document 
of  authority  It  is  cited  in  its  completeness  and  as  the  work 
of  the  Father  whose  name  it  has  since,  in  the  most  part, 
borne,  although  it  was  not  brought  to  light  for  many  cents, 
after  his  death"  (Lumby.  Hist  of  the  Creeds).      Without 

going  into  the  full  and  intricate  evidence  which  has  been 
rought  forward  by  scholars  to  prove  that  it  is  incorrectly 
attributed  to  Athanasius,  it  is  sufficient  to  observe  that 
both  authorship  and  date  are  uncertain.  Dr.  Swalnson 
proves  in  the  most  conclusive  manner  that  the  existence  of 
this  creed  cannot  be  traced  before  the  age  of  Charlemagne, 
and  that  its  origin  may  probably  be  ascribed  to  the  then 
existing  demandTfor  a  more  detailed  exposition  of  the  faith 
than  was  to  be  found  in  the  Apostles'  Creed.  It  is  no- 
where mentioned  at  synods  before  the  end  of  the  8th 
cent.,  whose  special  business  it  was  to  discuss  the  very 
matters  which  were  afterward  embodied  within  it  In 
such  detail. 

The  question  of  imposture  has  been  raised  with  regard 
to  this  creed,  and  it  has  been  maintained  by  some  that 
it  was  originally  a  forgery  of  the  same  nature  as  the 
"false  decretals  and  the  equally  famous  "Donation  of 
Constantine"  (Swalnson).  But  it  may  be  said  that  the 
word  "imposture"  is  incorrectly  appued  to  "a  natural 
and  Inevitable  result  of  the  working  of  the  mind  of  the 
Western  Church  toward  a  more  elaborate  and  detailed 
confession  of  its  Trinitarian  faith"  (Tulloch.  Ene  Brit). 
The  imposture,  if  there  was  any,  consisted  not  in  the 
origin  of  the  creed  but  in  the  ascription  of  it  to  a  name 
and  a  date  with  which  it  had  no  connection.  This  was 
done  no  doubt  to  secure  for  it  credit  and  authority,  and 


was  supposed  to  be  justified  by  its  special  doctrinal 
import. 

This  symbol,  though  too  compendious  and  elaborate 
to  serve  the  purposes  of  a  creed,  itself  standing  in  need 
of  exposition  and  explanation,  has  its  value  as  repre- 
senting a  further  stage  of  doctrinal  development.  If  the 
Apostles'  Creed  determined  the  nature  or  God  and  the 
Nicene  Creed  defined  the  character  and  relation  of  the 
Son  and  the  Holy  Spirit,  the  Athanasian  Creed  may  be 
regarded  as  establishing  the  great  doctrine  of  the  Trinity. 
Its  distingiiishing  features  are  the  monitory  clauses  and 
its  uncompromismg  statement  of  the  value  of  the  Chris- 
tian faith.  The  other  creeds  set  forth  the  mercies  of 
Revelation;  this  adds  the  danger  of  rejecting  them.  The 
others  declare  the  faith;  this  insists  i^so  on  its  necessity. 
This.  also,  alone  insists  upon  the  necessity  of  good  works 
(Yonge,  An  Exposition  of  the  Apostles*  Creed).  The  clos- 
ing warning  is  based  on  Christ's  own  words:  "Depart 
from  me."  etc  (Mt  25  41.46).  If  this  creed  is  solemn  in 
its  admonitions,  we  must  remember  that  so  also  are  the 
Gospels.  On  the  whole  it  is  a  comprehensive  summary  of 
truth,  laying  down  the  rule  of  faith  as  a  foundation,  fol- 
lowing out  its  issues  of  good  or  evil.  True  belief  is  closely 
connected  with  right  action. 

With  the  adoption  of  the  "Athanasian"  symbol, 
the  creed-making  of  the  early  and  mediaeval  church 
ceases.  Of  the  three  mentioned  one  only  in  the 
broadest  sense,  the  Nicene,  is  Catholic.  Neither 
the  Apostles'  nor  the  Athsmasian  Creed  is  known 
to  the  Gr  or  oriental  church  which  remained  faith- 
ful to  the  faith  settled  by  the  holy  Fathers  at  Nicaea. 
The  two  others  adopted  by  the  West  are  really 
gradual  growths  or  consequences  from  it^  without 
any  definite  parentage  or  synodic  authontv.  But 
the  faith  as  aefined  at  Nicaea  and  ratified  by  sub- 
sequent councils  is  the  only  true  Catholic  symbol 
of  the  imiversal  church. 

With  the  Reformation  a  new  era  of  creed-formation 
began.  It  will  not,  however,  be  necessary  to  do 
more  than  mention  some  of  the  confes- 
4^  The  sions  of  the  Reformed  churches  which 

Reforma-  consist  mainlv  of  elaborations  of  the 
tion  Creeds  original  creeds  with  the  addition  of 
special  arts,  designed  to  emphasize  and 
safeguard  the  distinctive  doctrines  and  ecclesiastical 
positions  of  particular  branches  of  the  church.  Of 
this  natiure  are  the  Confessions  of  the  Lutheran 
church — ^the  Augsburg  Confession  of  1530;  the  Gene- 
vese  or  Calvinistic  of  1549  consisting  of  26  arts., 
defining  particularly  the  nature  of  the  Sacraments; 
confessions  of  the  Dutch  church  confirmed  at  the 
Synod  of  Dort  in  1619  and  known  as  the  "Decrees 
of  Dort'';  and  the  famous  Heidelberg  Catechism. 
To  this  series  of  Protestant  confessions  must  be 
added  the  39  Articles  of  the  Church  of  En^^and  and 
the  Westminster  Confession  of  Faith,  which  is  the 
doctrinal  standard  not  only  of  the  churches  of 
Scotland,  but  of  the  principal  Presbyterian  churches 
of  Britain  and  America. 

LiTBRATUBE. — ^Wincr,  Doctrines  and  Confessions  of 
Christendom  (tr  Clark,  1873);  Lumby,  History  of  the 
Creeds;  Swainson,  The  Nicene  and  Apostles'  Creeds 
(1875);  Heurtley,  Harmonia  Symboliea  (1858);  Zahn, 
A  post.  Symb.  (1892);  Hamack.  Apost.  Olaubensbekenntnis; 
Swete,  Apostles'  Creed;  Hefele,  Councils  of  the  Church; 
Schaff,  The  Creeds  of  Christendom.  For  exposition,  and 
of  a  more  popular  nature,  may  be  mentioned  the  works  of 
Hooker,  Barrow,  and  Beveridge.  and  esp.  Bishop  Pearson; 
Westcott,  Historic  Faith;  Norris,  Rudiments  of  Theology; 
W.  W.  Harvey,  The  Three  Creeds;  J.  Eyre  Yonge,  An 
Exposition  of  the  Apostles'  Creed  (1888);  Wilfred  Rich- 
mond, The  Creed  in  the  Epistles  of  Paul  (1900). 

Arch.  B.  D.  Alexander 
CREEK,  krek,  coUoq.  krik  (K6Xiro«,  Mpos  [Acts 
27  39],  RV  "bay") :  The  spot  has  been  identified  as 
the  traditional  Bay  of  St.  Paul  about  8  miles  N.W. 
of  the  town  of  Valetta  in  the  island  of  Malta.  See 
Melita. 

CREEPING,  krep'ing,  XmNG  (teun,  remes, 
f  "Jip ,  shereg;  4pirfT6v,  kerpet&n) :  Remea  and  shere^f 
with  the  root  vbs.  ramas  and  shdrag^  are  used  with- 
out any  sharp  distinction  for  insects  and  other 
small  creatures.  Ramos  means  clearly  "to  creep/' 
and  is  used  even  of  the  beasts  of  the  forest  (Ps  104 
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20),  while  ahSrag  is  rather  ''to  swarm.''  But  in  at 
least  one  passage  (Lev  11  44),  we  have  the  noun. 
ahereg,  with  the  vb.  r&mas;  "with  any  manner  ot 
creeping  thing  that  moveth  upon  the  earth.''  The 
principal  passages  where  these  words  occur  are  the 
accounts  of  the  Creation  and  the  Flood  and  the 
references  to  unclean  animals  in  Lev  and  in  the 
vision  of  Peter.  In  the  last  we  have  the  word 
herpeUm  as  the  Gr  eauivalent  of  the  Heb  words 
(Acts  10  12).  Winged  creeping  thinjgs  (shereg 
hdrdphj  Lev  11  20  n),  as  well  as  the  wingless,  are 
unclean,  but  an  exception  is  made  in  favor  ot  the 
locusts,  ''which  have  legs  above  their  feet,  where- 
with to  leap  upon  the  earth."  See  Insects;  Lo- 
cust. Alfred  Ely  Day 

CREMATION,  kr^m&'shun  (cf  Vr\1f ,  adraph, 
Josh  7  15,  etc,  "shall  be  burnt  with  fire";  KaU, 
kaid,  1  Cor  13  3,  "If  I  give  my  body  to  be  burned," 
etc):  Cremation,  while  the  customary  practice  of 
the  ancient  Greeks,  and  not  unknown  amons  the 
Romans,  was  certainly  not  the  ordinary  mode  of 
disposing  of  the  dead  among  the  Hebrews  or  other 
oriental  peoples.  Even  among  the  Greeks,  bodies 
were  often  buried  without  being  burned  (Thuc.  i. 
134.6;  Plato  Phaedo  116  E;  Plut.  Lye.  xxvii). 
Cicero  thought  that  burial  was  the  more  ancient 
practice,  though  among  the  Romans  both  methods 
were  in  use  in  his  day  (De  leg.  ii.22.56).  Lucian 
(De  luctu  xxi)  expressly  says  that,  while  the  Greeks 
burned  their  dead,  the  Persians  buried  them  (see 
Burial,  and  cf  2  S  21  12-14).  In  the  case  sup- 
posed bv  Amos  (6  10),  when  it  is  predicted  that 
Jeh.  in  abhorrence  of  "the  excellency  of  Jacob,"  shall 
"deliver  up  the  city,"  and,  "if. there  remain  ten  men 
in  one  house,  that  they  shall  die,"  and  "a  man's  kins- 
man TARVm]  shall  take  him  up,  even  he  thai  humeth 
hwij  etCf  thesug^estion  seems  to  be  that  of  pestilence 
with  accompanymg  infection,  and  that  this,  or  the 
special  judgment  of  Jeh,  is  why  burning  is  preferred. 
When  Paul  (1  Cor  13  3)  speaks  of  giving  his  body 
to  be  burned,  he  is  simply  accommodating  his  lan- 
guage to  the  customs  of  Corinth.  (But  see  Plutarch 
on  Zarmanochegas,  and  C.  Beard,  The  Universal 
Christ.) 

How  far  religious,  or  sanitary,  or  practical  reasons 
were  influential  in  deciding  between  the  different 
methods^  it  is  impossible  to  say.  That  bodies  were 
burned  m  times  of  p>estilence  in  the  Valley  of 
Hinnom  at  Jems  is  without  support  (see  Ezk  89 
11-16).  The  "very  great  burning  '  at  the  burial  of 
Asa  (2  Ch  16  14)  is  not  a  case  of  cremation,  but 
of  burning  spices  and  furniture  in  the  kind's  honor 
(cf  Jer  84  5).  Nor  is  1  K  18  2  a  case  m  point; 
it  is  simply  a  prophecy  of  a  king  who  shall  take  the 
bones  of  men  previously  buried,  and  the  priests  of 
the  hi^  places  that  bum  incense  in  false  worship, 
and  cause  them  to  be  burned  on  the  defiled  altar  to 
further  pollute  it  and  render  it  abominable. 

There  is  in  the  NT  no  instance  of  cremation,  Jew- 
ish, heathen  or  Christian,  and  clearly  the  early 
Christians  followed  the  Jewish  practice  of  burying 
the  dead  (see  Tert.,  ApoL,  xlii;  Minuc.  Felix,  Octav., 
xxxix;  Aug.,  De  civ.  Dei^  i.12,13).  Indeed,  cre- 
mation has  never  been  popular  among  Christians, 
owing  largely,  doubtless,  to  the  natural  influence 
of  the  example  of  the  Jews,  the  indisputable  fact 
that  Christ  was  buried,  the  vivid  hope  of  the  resur- 
rection and  the  more  or  less  material  views  con- 
cerning it  prevalent  here  and  there  at  this  time  or 
that.  While  there  is  nothing  anti-Christian  in  it, 
and  much  in  sanitary  considerations  to  call  for  it  in 
an  age  of  science^  it  is  not  likely  that  it  will  ever 
become  the  prevailing  practice  of  Christendom. 

Geo.  B.  Eager 

CRESCENSjkres'enz  (Ep4ioici)«,Xr^A;e8,  "increas- 
ing"):   An  assistant  of  Paul,  mentioned  in  2  Tim 


4  10  as  having  gone  to  Galatia.  That  he  was  one 
of  the  Seventy,  and  that  he  founded  the  church  in 
Vienna  in  Gaul,  are  traditions  without  any  trust- 
worthy basb. 

CRESCENTS,  kres'ents  (D'^j'^ntU,  eah&ronlm): 
Moon-shaped  necklaces  (Jgs  8  21.26;  Isa  8  18). 

CRETE,  kret  (Kp^,  KrU&,  ethnic  Kpf^,  Kr^ 
tea,  Acts  2  11;  Tit  1  12):  An  island  bounding 
the  Aegean  Sea  on  the  S.  It  stretches  from  34°  5(r 
to  35°  40'  N.  lat.  and  from  23"  30^  to  26°  20'  E. 
long.  With  Cythera  on  the  N.W.  and  Carpathoe 
and  Rhodos  on  the  N.E.,  it  forms  a  continuous 
bridge  between  Greece  and  Asia  Minor.  The 
center  of  the  island  is  formed  by  a  mountain  chain 
rising  to  a  height  of  8^193  ft.  in  Mt.  Ida,  and  fringed 
with  low  valleys  beside  the  coast.  There  are  no 
considerable  rivers;  the  largest,  the  Metropole,  on 
the  S.,  is  a  tiny  stream,  fordable  anywhere.  An 
island  of  considerable  extent  (156  miles  long,  and 
from  7  to  30  miles  broad),  in  several  districts  veij 
fertile  and  possessing  one  or  two  good  harbors,  it 
seems  marked  out  by  its  position  for  an  important 
rdle  in  tihe  history  of  the  eastern  Mediterranean. 
But  never  since  an  age  which  was  ahreadv  legendary 
when  Gr  history  began  has  Crete  occupied  a  dominat- 
ing position  among  the  powers  of  the  surrounding 
continents.  Internal  dissensions,  due  in  ancient 
times  to  the  diversity  of  races  inhabiting  its  soil 
(Eteocretans — the  original  inhabitants — Pelasgians, 
Achaeans,  Cydonians  and  Dorians)  ^  and  in  modem 
times  to  the  fact  that  a  large  minonty  of  the  popu- 
lation has  accepted  the  Ottoman  religion  along  with 
Ottoman  government,  have  kept  Crete  in  a  position  of 
political  inferiority  throu^out  the  historical  period. 

Mt.  Ida  in  Crete  was  famous  in  Gr  legend  as 
the  birthplace  of  Zeus.  The  half-legendary,  half- 
historical  ^ng  Minos  was  said  to  be 

1.  Early  the  son  of  Zeus,  and  to  have  derived 
History         from  his  father  the  wisdom  to  which, 

by  a  tvpe  of  myth  common  in  Gr  lands, 
the  constitution  of  the  Cretan  cities  was  ascribed. 
Minos  was  accepted  as  a  historical  personage  by 
Thucvdides  and  Aristotle,  who  say  that  he  was  the 
first  dynast  in  Greece  to  establish  dominion  on  the 
sea.  (Jne  of  his  exploits  was  the  suppression  of  piracy 
in  Cretan  waters,  a  feat  which  had  to  be  repeated 
by  the  Rom  Pompeius  at  a  later  period.  Aristotle 
compares  the  Cretan  institutions  with  those  of 
Sparta;  the  island  was  said  to  have  been  colonized 
by  Dorians  from  Peloponnesus  {Politics  ii.lO). 
The  most  important  cities  in  Crete  were  Knossos 
(whose  palace  has  been  excavated  with  fruitful 
results  by  Mr.  Arthur  Evans),  Gortyna,  near  the 
Gulf  of  Messara,  and  Cydonia,  with  its  river 
lardanus.  The  excavations  of  Mr.  Evans  at 
Knossos  and  of  the  Italians  at  Phaestos  (near  Fair 
Havens)  prove  that  Crete  was  a  center  of  Mediter- 
ranean civilization  in  an  early  age.  In  the  Homer- 
ic poems,  Crete  is  said  to  have  contained  an  hundred 
cities;  at  that  period  the  Cretans  were  still  famed  as 
daring  sailors.  In  the  classical  age  of  Gr  history 
they  never  held  a  leading  position.  They  are  men- 
tioned chiell}^  as  traders  and  mercenary  soldiers, 
skilled  esp.  in  archery.  During  the  Hellenistic 
period  Crete  remained  free.  Demetrius  Nicator 
made  the  island  his  base  of  operations  before  his 
defeat  at  Azotus  in  148. 

In  141,  the  Cretan  Jews  were  influential  enough 

to  secure  the  patronage  of  Rome.    They  were  being 

oppressed  by  the  people  of  Gortyna, 

2.  The  and  api)ealea  to  Rome,  which  gjranted 
Jews  in  them  protection.  In  strengthening  the 
Crete  position  of  the  Jews,  the  Romans  were 

copying  the  Seleucid  policy  in  Asia 
Minor;  both  the  Seleucids  and  the  Romans  found 
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the  Jews  among  their  most  devoted  supporters  in  their 
subject  states.  This  interference  of  Rome  in  the 
interest  of  her  future  partisans  paved  the  way  for 
her  annexation  of  the  island  in  the  following  cent. 
FVt>m  this  date,  there  was  a  strong  and  pro6i)erous 
body  of  Jews  in  Crete,  and  Cretans  are  mentioned 
among  the  strangers  present  at  the  Feast  of  Pente- 
cost in  Acts  2  11.  Its  alliance  with  Mithradates 
the  Great,  and  the  help  it  gave  to  the  Cilician  pirates 
gave  Rome  the  pretext  she  desired  for  making  war 
on  Crete,  and  the  island  was  annexed  by  Metellus 
in  67  BC.  With  Cyrcne  on  the  N.  coast  of  Africa, 
it  was  formed  into  a  Rom  province.  When  Augus- 
tus divided  the  Empire  between  the  Senate  and 
himself,  Crete  and  Gyrene  were  sufficiently  peace- 
ful to  be  given  to  the  Senate. 

They  formed  one  province  tiU  the  time  of  Con- 

stantine,  who  made  Crete  a  separate  province. 

The  Saracens  annexed  Crete  in  823 

3.  Later  AD,  but  it  was  recaptured  for  the 
History         Byzantine  Empire  by  Nicephorus  Pho- 

kas  in  the  following  cent.  From  the 
13th  till  the  17th  cent,  it  was  held  by  the  Venetian 
Republic:  from  this  period  dates  its  modem  name 
"KandiaJ*  which  the  Venetians  gave  to  the  Saracen 
capital  iChandax,  and  afterward  to  the  whole  island. 
After  a  desperate  resistance,  lasting  from  1645  to 
1669  AD,  Crete  f  eU  into  the  hands  ofthe  Turks,  who 
still  exercise  a  nominal  suzerainty  over  the  island. 

In  1  S  80  14;    Ezk  26  16,  and  Zeph  2  5,  the 
Philis  are  described  as  Cherethites,  which  is  usually 

taken  to  mean  Cretans.    The  name  is 

4.  Crete  in  connected  with  Caphtor  and  the 
the  OT         Caphtorim  (Dt  2  23;  Jer  47  4;  Am  9 

7).  The  similarity  between  the  river- 
names  Jordan  and  lardanos  (Homer  Odyssey  iii. 
292)  ''about  whose  streams  the  ICydones  dwelt,  has 
suggested  that  Caphtor  is  to  be  identified  with 
Oy3onia;  or  possibly  it  was  the  name  of  the  whole 
island.  Tacitus  beheved  in  an  ancient  connection 
between  Crete  and  Pal;  the  Jews,  he  said,  were 
fugitives  from  Crete,  and  derived  their  name  ludaei 
from  Mt.  Ida  {Hist.  v. 2).  Crete  is  mentioned 
in  connection  with  the  campaign  of  Demetrius 
Nicator,  referred  to*  above,  in  1  Mace  10  67.  See 
Caphtor;  Cherethites. 

Crete  owes  its  connection  with  Pauline  history 
to  the  accident  of  a  gale  which  forced  the  ship 

carrying  Paul  to  Rome  to  take  shelter 
6.  Crete  in  on  the  S.  coast  of  the  island.  In  the 
the  NT         harbor  of  M3rra,  on  the  coast  of  Lycia, 

the  centurion  in  charge  of  Paul  trans- 
ferred him  from  the  Adramyttian  ship  which  had 
brought  them  from  Caesarea,  to  a  ship  from  Alex- 
andria in  Egypt,  bound  for  Ostia  witn  a  cai^o  of 
grain.  The  Tact  that  the  centurion  was  in  virtual 
command  of  the  ship  (Acts  27  11)  proves  that  it 
was  one  of  the  vessels  in  the  imperial  transport 
service.  Leaving  Myra  they  came  opposite  Cnidus 
with  difficulty,  against  a  head-wind.  The  ordinary 
course  from  Cnidus  in  good  weather  was  to  steer 
straight  for  Cythera,  but  on  this  occasion  the  W. 
or  NTW.  winds  made  this  route  impracticable,  and 
they  sailed  under  the  lee  of  Crete,  whose  S.  coast 
would  shelter  them  from  a  N.W.  gale,  and  i^ord 
occasional  protection  from  a  W.  gale.  Theyjpassed 
Salmone,  the  N.E.  comer  of  Crete,  with  difficulty, 
and  worked  round  the  coast  to  Fair  Havens,  a 
harbor  somewhat  to  the  E.  of  Cape  Matala.  The 
peat  Feast  fell  while  they  were  at  Fair  Havens; 
m  59  AD  it  was  on  October  5,  in  the  middle  of  the 
season  when  the  equinoxes  made  sailing  impossible. 
Paul  advised  the  centurion  to  winter  in  Fair  Havens, 
but  the  captain  wished  to  reach  Phoenix,  a  harbor 
farther  to  the  W.,  where  ships  from  Egypt  were 
accustomed  to  put  in  during  the  stormy  season. 
It  was  decided  to  follow  the  captain's  advice;  but 


on  its  way  to  Phoenix  the  ship  was  struck  by  a 
N.E.  wind  called  Euraquilo,  which  rushed  down 
from  Mt.  Ida.  The  ship  was  carried  out  to  sea: 
it  managed  to  run  under  the  lee  of  Cauda,  an  island 
23  miles  W.  of  Cape  Matala,  where  the  crew  hauled 
in  the  boat,  undergirded  the  ship,  and  slackened 
sail.  On  the  fourteenth  night  they  were  driven  on 
the  coast  of  Malta,  and  wrecked. 

The  narrative  aoes  not  state  that  Paul  landed  in 
Crete,  but  as  the  ship  lay  for  some  time  at  Fair 
Havens  (Acts  27  8.9)  ne  had  plenty  of  opportunity 
to  land,  but  not  to  travel  inland.  The  centurion 
gave  him  permission  to  land  at  Sidon.  Paul  left 
Titus  in  Crete  (Tit  1  5) ;  tradition  made  the  latter 
its  first  bishop,  and  patron  saint. 

Cretans  were  present,  as  noted  above,  at  the 
Feast  of  Pentecost  (Acts  2  11).  Paul's  estimate 
of  the  Cretan  character  (Tit  1  10- 
6.  The  16)  was  the  one  current  in  antiquity. 

Cretans  Paul  quotes  (1  12)  a  well-known  line 
of  the  Cretan  poet  Epimenides  (who 
lived  about  600  BC)  on  the  mendacity  of  the  Cre- 
tans. The  sentiment  was  repeated  by  Callimachus 
(Hymn  to  Zeus  8).  Other  ancient  witnesses  to 
the  detestation  in  which  the  Cretan  character  was 
held  are  Livy  xliv.45,  and  Plutarch  Aemilius  §  23. 

LiTEBATURB. — Smith,  Voyage  and  Shipwreck  of  St, 
Paul;  Ranuay.  St.  Paul  the  Traveler  and  Roman  Cititen, 
320-30.  On  Crete  in  Gr  and  Rom  times,  consult  e.g. 
Grote,  Holm,  and  Mommaen.  A  succinct  account  of  the 
prehistoric  archaeology  of  the  island  is  given  in  Burrows. 
The  Discoveriee  in  Crete,  and  BaUde.  The  Sea  Kings  of 
Crete, 

W  M  Calder 
CRIB  (D^« ,  'Sbhu^) :  ''Crib''  tr^btes  the  Heb 
word  *&}ku9  exactlvj  as  it  denotes  ''a  barred  recepta- 
cle for  fodder  used  in  cowsheds  and  foldyards;  also 
in  fields,  for  beasts  lying  out  in  the  winter."  The 
Heb  is  from  a  word  meaning  to  feed  (0^^ ,  'dhha§), 
and  is  used  in  the  precise  sense  of  the  Eng.  word  in 
Job  89  9  of  the  "crib"  of  the  wild  ox,  in  Prov  14  4, 
"Where  no  oxen  are,  the  crib  is  clean,"  and  in  Isa 
1  3,  "The  ox  knoweth  his  owner,  and  the  ass  his 
master's  crib." 

CRICKET,  krik'et  (^linn ,  l^gdl) :  This  occurs 
in  Lev  11  22  (AV  "beetle"),  and  doubtless  refers  to 
some  kind  of  locust  or  grasshopper.  See  Beetle; 
Locust;  Insect. 

CRIER,  kn'gr  («njj ,  tard';  cf  foAw,  bodd) : 

(1)  Neither  is  this  exact  word  found  in  EV.  nor 
a  word  exactly  corresponding  to  it  in  the  Heb  Bible, 
but  the  character  it  stands  for  appears  as  "one 
who  cries  aloud,"  i.e.,  OTOclaims  mandates  or  sives 
public  messages.  In  Prov  1  21  it  is  said,  ''She 
[Wisdom]  crieth  in  the  chief  place  of  concourse." 
John  the  Baptist  calls  himself  the  voice  of  one  crv- 
in^  in  the  wilderness"  (Jn  1  23) — like  a  herald 
gomg  before  the  king. 

(2)  In  the  East  today  every  village  even  has  its 
public  crier,  selected  for  his  loud  or  penetrating 
voice,  and  appointed  to  give  notice  of  the  fresh 
orders  or  mandates  of  the  mudir  T "governor")  or 
other  authorities.  The  muezzin  of  the  Moslems, 
who  at  the  five  appointed  times  of  prayer  mounts 
the  minaret  and  calls  the  faithful  to  prayer,  is 
another  strikins  example.  Something  like  the 
ancient  "heraldsi '  of  the  king  were  the  "heralds" 
of  the  Middle  Ages  in  Europe  who,  preceded  by 
trumpeters,  made  official  proclamations. 

Geo.  B.  Eager 
CRIME,  krim,  CRIMES,  krimz:  This  term  is  used 
in  Eng.  as  the  equivalent  of  the  Heb  Dl^tpT) ,  mishpdtj 
"judgment,"  "verdict"  (Ezk  7  23);  H^T,  zimmdk, 
"a  heinous  crime"  (Job  81  11);  Dlpl^,  'dshdm^ 
"a   fault,"    "sin"  (Gen  26  10,  EV    "guiltiness"); 
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and  Gr  alrta,  aUia,  "case,"  "cause"  (Acts  25  27, 
RV  "charges").  In  AV  Jn  18  38;  19  4.6,  the 
rendition  is  "fault." 

lYicXT||ia,  Sgklemaf  "indictment,"  "charge"  (Acts 
26  16  AV)  is  changed  in  RV  to  "matter."  A  crime 
is  a  transgression  against  the  public  right;  serious 
offence  against  the  law;  a  base  weakness  or  iniquity, 
all  of  which  are  regarded  by  the  Bible  as  offences 
against  (1)  God,  or  (2)  man,  or  (3)  both.  An  injury 
to  the  creature  is  regarded  as  obnoxious  to  the 
Creator.    Specific  forms  of  crime  are  the  following: 

Adultery. — See  separate  art. 

Assassination. — This  term  does  not  occur  in  the 
EV,  but,  of  course,  is  included  in  the  more  general 
"to kill,"  or  "to  slay"  (Ji^n,  h&ragh=''to  smite  with 

deadly  intent,"  "destroy,"  "kill,"  "murder,"  "put 
to  death").  The  law  distinguished  between  unpre- 
meditated and  premeditated  slaying,  pronouncing 
a  ciu-se  upon  tne  latter  (Dt  27  25).  David  ex- 
presses the  deepest  abhorrence  of  such  an  act  (2  S 
4  9-12).  Instances  are  found  recorded  in  Jgs  3 
15-22;  2  S  8  27;  4  5-7;  18  28.29;  20  9.10;  2  K 
12  20;  19  37;  Isa  87  38.    See  also  separate  art. 

Bestiality. — According  to  Webster:  "imnatural 
connection  with  a  beast."  This  form  of  vice  was 
treated  by  the  Mosaic  law  as  something  exceedingly 
loathsome  and  abhorrent,  calling  for  extreme  lan- 
^;uage  in  its  description  and  rigorous  measures  in 
its  punishment.  Both  the  beast  and  the  guilty 
human  were  to  be  put  to  death  (Ex  22  19;  Lev 
18  23;  20  15.16;  Dt  27  21),  in  order,  as  theTahn 
says,  to  obliterate  all  memory  of  the  crime. 

Blasphemy. — See  separate  art. 

Breach  of   Covenant   (fT^nanTlSI  "TiB,    pdrar 

^eth  horh'rith). — ^According  to  Poucher  {HDB,  art. 
"Crimes"),  this  term  included:  (1)  failure  to  ob- 
serve the  Dav  of  Atonement  (Lev  28  29);  work 
on  that  day  (Lev  28  28);  (2)  sacrifice  of  children 
to  Molech  (Lev  20  3) ;  (3)  neglect  of  circumcision 
(Gen  17  14:  Ex  4  26);  (4)  unauthorized  manu- 
facture of  the  holy  oil  (Ex  80  33);  (5)  anointing 
an  alien  therewith  (Ex  80  33);  (6)  neglect  of  the 
Passover  (Nu  9  13).  Note  also  the  following: 
Gen  17  14;  Lev  26  15-44;  Dt  29  25;  81  16.20. 
Paul  (Rom  1  31)  speaks  of  d<Hrv6tTot,  asiirUhetoi 
=  "covenant-breakers." 

Breach  of  Ritual. — ^A  term  not  found  in  the  Scrip- 
tures, but  designed  to  cover  a  number  of  acts  pro- 
hibited by  the  ceremonial  law.  They  have  been 
exhaustively  enumerated  by  Poucher  (HDB,  art. 
"Crimes"):  (1)  eating  blood,  whether  of  fowl  or 
beast  (Lev  7  27;  17  14);  (2)  eating;  fat  of  the 
beast  of  sacrifice  (Lev  7  25);  (3)  eatmg  leavened 
bread  during  the  Passover  (Ex  12  15.19);  (4) 
failure  to  brine  an  offering  when  an  animal  is 
slaughtered  for  food  (Lev  17  4) ;  (5)  offering  sacri- 
fice while  the  worshipper  is  imdcr  the  ban  of  un-- 
cleanness  (Lev  7  20.21;  22  3.4.9);  (6)  making 
holy    ointment    for    private    use    (Ex  80  32.33); 

(7)  using    the    same    for    perfimie     (Ex  80  38); 

(8)  neglect  of  purification  in  general  (Nu  19  13.20) ; 

(9)  slaughtering  an  animal  for  food  away  from  the 
door  of  the  tabernacle  (Lev  17  4.9);  even  the  alien 
must  comply,  so  that  the  introduction  of  worship 
at  other  places  might  be  avoided;  (10)  touching 
holy  things  illegally  (Nu  4  16.20  RV  "the  sanc- 
tuary"). The  pumshment  for  the  non-observance 
of  these  prohibitions  was  the  "cutting  off"  from 
the  transgressor's  people  (S'J)?''?  f^"^??!  nikhrath 
mi^^ebh^ *^cut  off  from  among,"  i.e.  excommimi- 
cated). 

Breach  of  Trust.— See  Trust,  Breach  or. 
Bribery. — See  separate  art. 
Burglary. — This  term  does  not  occur.    The  cor- 
responding act  is  defined  as  "thievery  accompanied 


by  breaking,"  and  it  places  the  offender  beyond  pro- 
tection from  violence  (Ex  22  2).  The  crime  nu^t 
be  committed  in  various  degrees,  and  to  biu*glarize 
the  "devoted  things"  was  punishable  by  death 
(Josh  7  25),  as  was  also  man-stealing  (Ex  21  16: 
Dt  24  7). 

Debt. — See  separate  art. 

Deception. — See  separate  art. 

Disobedience. — See  separate  art. 

Divination. — See  separate  art. 

Drunkenness. — See  separate  art. 

Evil  Speaking  (Slander).— See  Speaking  Evil. 

Falsehood. — Occurs  as  the  rendition  of  ^79, 
ma*aZ«  "treachery,"  "sin,"  "trespass"  (Job  21  34); 
and  of  ■^yjTp,  sheier^"&  sham,"  "deceit,"  "l3ring" 
(2  S  18  13;  Ps  7  14;  119  118;  144  8.11;  Isa 
28  15;  67  4;  69  13;  Jer  10  14;  18  25;  Hos  7  1; 
Mic  2  11).  In  every  case  wilfuJ  perversion  of  the 
truth  or  preference  for  the  untrutn  is  at  least  pre- 
supposed, hence  falsehood  always  marks  an  evil 
disposition,  enmity  against  truth,  and  hence  against 
God;  consequently  is  criminal  in  the  fullest  sense. 

False  Swearing. — "Swearing  to  a  lie  or  falsehood" 
(IJJTP ,  skeier)  is  mentioned  in  Lev  6  3.5;  19  12;  Jer 
6  2;  7  9;  Hos  10  4;  Zee  6  4.  From  these  pas- 
sages and  their  context,  it  appears  that  this  crime 
was  considered  in  the  twofold  sense  of  a  wrong 
against  (1)  the  neighbor,  and  (2)  against  God,  for 
the  oath  was  an  appeal  to  God  as  a  witness  to  the 
truthfulness  of  the  statement;  hence  to  swear 
falsely  was  to  represent  God  as  supporting  a  false 
statement. 

Fornication. — Heb,  HJT,  zdndh  =  "to  commit 
adultery,"  esp.  of  the  female,  and  less  frequently 
of  mere  fornication,  seldom  of  involimtary  ravish- 
ment; also  used  figuratively  in  the  sense  of  idolatry, 
the  Jewish  people  being  regarded  as  the  spouse  ol 
Jch  (2  Ch  21  11;  Isa  28  17;  Ezk  16  26).  Once 
we  find  the  derivative  noun  ri^3TC\,  UizntUh  (Ezk 
16  29).  In  the  NT,  with  both  the  literal  and  the 
figurative  application,  we  find  vopviCa,  pomela. 
and  vopvf^,  pomeUd  (Mt  6  32;  16  19;  Jn  8 
41;  Acts  16  20:  1  Cor  6  1;  6  13.18;  7  2;  10  8; 
2  Cor  12  21;  Gal  6  19;  Eph  6  3;  Col  8  5;  1 
Thess  4  3;  Rev  2  14.20.21;  9  21;  14  8:  17  2.4). 
The  intensive  liciropvi^w,  ekpomeud  =  '*to  fee  utterly 
unchaste"  is  foimd  in  Jude  ver  7.  Every  form  of 
unchastity  is  included  in  the  term  "fornication." 

Forswear. — Found  only  in  Mt  6  33  in  the  sense 
of  conunitting  perjury  (mopidw,  epiorkid). 

Harlotry. — The  avocational  or  at  least  habitual, 
notorious  practice  of  unchastity.  In  most  instances 
the  ordinary  term  for  unchaste  living,  njT ,  zdndh, 
is  employed  (Gen  84  31;  88  15.24;  Lev  21  14; 
Josh  2  1  [Rahab];  Jgs  11  1;  16  1;  1  K  8  16; 
Prov  7  10;  29  3;  Jer  6  7;  Am  7  17).  For  the 
publicly  known  woman  of  the  street  and  the  pro- 
fessional devotee  in  the  pagan  temple-worship,  the 

term  HipTp),  k^heshdhf  was  employed  (Gen  3S 
21.22  AV;  Hos  4  14).  The  Gr  ir6pv»|,  pdme,  occurs 
in  Mt  21  31  f ;  Lk  16  30;  1  Cor  6  15.16;  He  11 
31;  Jas  2  25).  Figurative:  Often  used  metaphori- 
cally of  idolatry  or  any  defection  from  the  Divine 
covenant,  and  applied  particularly  to  Jems  (Isa  1 
21);  the  Jewish  nation*  (Jer  2  20;  8  1.6  flf;  often  in 
Ezk  16  and  28;  Mic  1  7);  Israel  (Hos  4  15);  Nine- 
veh (Nah  8  4);  Tyre,  with  reference  to  the  various 
arts  employed  to  renew  her  commerce  (Isa  28  16) 
and  to  her  restored  traffic  (ver  17);  and  to  anti- 
Christian  "Babylon"  (Rev  17  5.15;  19  2).  See  also 
Fornication. 
Homicide ="manslayer"  (HJ'J,  rdgahf  "to  dash 

in  pieces,"  "to  kill,"  "to  murder"j  Gr  dvSpo^vot, 
anarophdnoSf  with  the  same  meamng):  Mentioned 
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in  Nu  36  6.12;  1  Tim  1  9.  The  Heb  law  distin- 
guished between  the  premeditated  and  the  unpre- 
meditated slaying.    See  separate  art. 

Idolatry. — See  separate  art. 

Ill-treatment  of  Parents  (Ex  21  15.17;  Lev  20 
9;  Dt  21  18ff).— See  below. 

Injuries  to  the  Person  (Ex  21  18  ff ;  Lev  24  19  f ; 
Dt  26  11). 

Irreverence. — Lack  of  respect  for  God  or  His 
natural  representatives,  the  parents  or  govern- 
mental officers.  See  also  Parents,  Crimes  against; 
Blasphemy. 

Incest — Designated  in  Heb  by  HQT,  zimmdh, 
"vice,"  "wickedness,"  "refined  immorality"  (Lev 
18  17;  20  14);  also  "unnatural  vice,"  bjP,  tebhdy 
the  same  word  that  is  used  to  designate  the  unnat- 
ural commingling  with  beasts.  Amnon's  deed  is 
designated  as  "l^H ,  he^edh,  indicating  the  degrada- 
tion of  the  tenderness  natural  between  brothers  and 
sisters  into  a  tenderness  of  an  immoral  character 
(2  S  13).  The  crime  of  sexual  relation  of  per- 
sons within  the  degrees  of  relationship  forbidden 
by  the  Levitical  law,  as  for  instance,  that  of  Lot's 
daughters  with  their  father  (Gen  19  33);  the  son 
with  his  father's  concubines,  as  for  instance,  Reuben 
(Gen  36  22),  and  Absalom  (2  S  16  22;  cf  1  Cor  6 
1);  that  of  the  father-in-law  with  his  daughter-in- 
law  (Gen  38  15ff;  cf  Ezk  22  11);  of  the  brother 
with  the  sister  or  half-sister,  as  for  instance,  Am- 
non  (2  S  13  14);  of  the  brother-in-law  with  the 
sister-in-law  (Mt  14  3) ;  with  the  wife's  mother,  or 
the  wife's  daughter  while  living  in  apparent  mar- 
riage with  the  mother  (Lev  20  14;  18  17).  Illicit 
relation  with  the  brother's  widow  is  designated 
(Lev  20  21)  as  a  disgraceful  deed,  Ut.  "uncleanness" 
(excepting  the  levirate  marriage).  Such  acts  were 
forbidden  on  the  ground  that  the  Jews  were  to  avoid 
the  evil  practices  of  the  Canaanites  and  the  Egyp- 
tians in  regard  to  marriage  within  the  specified 
limits,  because  this  would  naturally  result  in  break- 
ing down  the  sanctity  of  the  bonds  connecting  near 
relatives^  and  in  throwing  open  the  flood  gates  of 
immorahty  among  them.  It  is  the  Divine  plan 
that  the  unions  based  on  mutual  choice  and  love, 
mingled  with  carnality,  shall  become  clarified  more 
and  more  into  the  purer  love  of  close  consanguineal 
relations;  not  vice  versa.  Then,  too,  such  pro- 
visions would  secm*e  higher  results  in  training  and 
in  the  production  of  mentally  and  physically 
healthy  children,  the  balancing  and  evening  up  of 
contrasts  of  Nature,  and  the  production  of  new 
and  improved  types.  The  principle  on  which  the 
prohibitions  are  imposed  seems  to  be  this :  Marriage 
IS  forbidden  between  any  person  and  a  direct  an- 
cestor or  a  direct  descendant  or  any  close  relative, 
such  as  brother  or  sister  of  either  himself  or  any  of 
his  ancestors  or  any  of  his  immediate  descendants. 

Infanticide.^This  crime,  in  the  form  in  which  it 
has  been  and  is  prevalent  among  barbarous  nations, 
seems  to  have  been  quite  foreign  to  the  minds  of 
the  Hebrews,  for  they  had  too  lofty  a  conception 
of  the  value  of  human  life,  and  children  were  con- 
sidered a  blessing;  their  absence  in  the  home,  a  curse 
(cf  Ex  1  17.21;  Ps  127,  128).  For  this  reason, 
there  appeared  to  be  no  reason  to  prohibit  it  by  law, 
excepting  as  the  Israelites  might  be  influenced  to 
sacrifice  their  children  to  Molech  when  following  the 
religious  customs  of  the  Canaanites.    See  Molech. 

Kidnam>ing  (Man-Stealing). — dv8pairo8wTi|«,  an- 
dropoc?w«8="man-6tealer,"  "slave-dealer"  (1  Tim 
1  10).  This  was  a  mortal  offence;  but  it  seems 
that  it,  like  some  other  forms  of  iniquity,  was  un- 
known to^  the  Hebrews,  excepting  as  they  came  in 
contact  with  it  through  their  intercourse  with  other 
nations,  such  as  the  Romans  and  the  Greeks,  whose 
mythology  frequently  alludes  to  such  acts. 


Lying,  Malice,  Manslaughter,  Murder,  Oath. — 

See  separate  arts. 

Parents,  Crimes  against. — ^The  law  enjoined  upon 
the  infant  all  the  reverence  toward  his  parents,  esp. 
the  father,  that  he  could  bestow  on  a  merely  human 
beins.  The  reason  for  this  lay  in  the  fact  that  the 
hea<£  of  families  were  expected  to  transmit  the 
Divine  law  to  their  household,  and  thus  to  stand 
in  the  place  of  God.  That  the  mother  was  to  share 
this  reverence  practically  on  equal  terms  with  the 
father  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  each  is  mentioned 
separately  whenever  obedience  and  reverence  are 
enjoined  upon  the  child  (Dt  6  16).  As  the  specific 
crime  against  Jeh  consisted  in  blasphemy  and  open 
rebellion  against  the  law,  so  the  crime  against 
parents  consisted  in  deliberate  disobedience  and 
stubbornness  (Dt  21  18).  And  here  again  both 
the  father  and  the  mother  are  directed  to  lay  hands 
upon  him  and  bring  him  unto  the  elders  for  punish- 
ment. How  ^eatly  such  conduct  was  held  in 
horror  is  seen  m  many  of  the  Proverbs,  esp.  30  17. 
It  would  be  hard  to  specifv  all  the  acts  which,  in 
view  of  the  above,  would  be  considered  crimes 
against  the  parents,  but  it  is  evident  that  every- 
thing which  would  lower  their  dignity  and  influence 
or  violate  their  sense  of  just  recognition  must  be 
carefully  avoided,  as  witness  the  curse  visited  upon 
Ham  ((ien  9  20-27). 

Perjury. — See  False  Swearing;  Forswear  above; 
also  art.  Oath. 

Prophesying,  False. — By  reason  of  his  position  as 
the  recognized  mouthpiece  of  Jeh,  the  prophet's 
word  was  weighty  in  influence;  hence  to  prophesy 
falsely  was  equivalent  to  practicing  fraud  pubUcly. 
Jeremiah  described  the  condition  as  ''wonderful 
and  horrible,"  which  made  such  things  possible 
(6  30.31).  See  also  Jer  28  32;  20  8.9;  £zk  21 
23;  Zee  10  2;  Mt  7  15;  24  11.24;  Mk  13  22; 
Lk  6  26;  Acts  13  6  (Bar-Jesus);  2  Pet  2  1;  1  Jn 
4  1;  Rev  16  13;  19  20;  20  10.  See  also  separate 
art. 

Prostitation. — Heb  and  Christian  morality  never 
condoned  this  practice,  though  the  Bible  recognizes 
its  existence  as  a  fact  even  among  God's  people. 
The  Heb  father  was  forbidden  (Lev  19  29)  to  j^ve 

his  daughter  over  to  a  life  of  shame  (^^n,  luilal, 
"to  profane  a  person,  place  or  thing,"  "to  pollute"). 
See  also  Fornication,  Harlotry,  and  whoredom 
belo\7 

Rape.— pin,  hazah  =  *'to  seize,"  "bind,"  "re- 
strain," "conquer,"  "force,"  "ravish."  The  pun- 
ishment for  this  crime  was  greater  when  the  act 
was  committed  against  a  betrothed  woman  (Dt  22 
25-29).    See  also  Seduction. 

Removing  Landmarks  (Dt  19  14).  See  Land- 
marks. 

Reviling  (Ex  22  28).    See  Irreverence  above  and 

Jirt     Tl.EVTL«E 

Robbery.— bl|,  ^daiZ  =  "to  pluck  off,"  "strip," 
"rob,"  "take  away  by  force  or  violence";  forbidden 
in  the  law  and  frequently  referred  to  as  despicable 
(Lev  19  13;  26  22;  1  S  23  1;  Prov  22  22;  Isa  10 
2.13;  17  14;  Ezk  33  15;  39  10;  Mai  3  8.9). 

Sabbath-Breaking. — As  the  Heb  Sabbath  was 
regarded  as  a  day  of  rest,  all  acts  absolutely  unne- 
cessary were  considered  a  violation,  a  "breaking"  of 
the  Sabbath,  which  appears  sufficiently  from  the 
commandment  (Ex  20  8-11);  and  the  head  of  the 
household  was  held  responsible  for  the  keeping  of 
this  commandment  on  the  part  of  all  sojourners 
under  his  roof. 

No  other  law  gave  the  sophistical  legalists  of  later 
Judaism  so  much  opportunity  for  hair-splitting  dis- 
tinctions as  did  this.  In  answer  to  the  question  what 
labors  were  forbidden,  they  mentioned  39  spedflc  forms 
of  work,  and  then  proceeded  to  define  what  constituted 
each  particular  form.     But  as  even  these  definitions 
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would  not  cover  all  poarible  questions,  special  jirecepts 
were  Invented.  In  order  that  one  might  not  be  caught 
tn  the  midst  of  unfinished  labors,  when  the  Sabbath 
began  (at  sunset),  certain  forms  of  work  must  not  be 
undertaken  on  Friday.  Thus  It  was  forbidden  to  fry 
meat,  onions  or  eggs.  If  there  was  not  suflldent  time  for 
them  to  be  fully  cooked  before  evening.  No  bread,  no 
cakes,  must  be  put  Into  the  oven.  If  there  was  not  suffi- 
cient time  remaining  for  their  surface  to  brown  before 
night.     See  Sabbath. 

Seduction.— n^ ,  ta'ah,  "to  dissemble,"  "se- 
duce/' and  r^ptp,  (d*dA,  with  the  same  meaning; 
&wowXavd«»,  apoplando,  "to  lead  astray";  wXavdv, 
planddf  "to  go  astray,"  "deceive,"  "err,"  "se- 
duce"; and  W|«i  odesj  "a  wizard^"  "an  impostor," 
"seducer."  In  all  the  passages  m  which  the  idea 
of  seduction  is  expressed  in  the  Eng.  the  term  is 
used  not  in  the  modem  sense  of  a  trespass  against  a 
woman's  person,  but  in  the  more  general  and  fig- 
urative sense  of  leading  into  sin  generally  (2  K  21  9; 
Prov  12  26  AV;  Isa  19  13  AV;  Ezk  13  10;  Mk 
18  22  AV;  2  Tim  8  13  AV;  1  Jn  2  26  AV;  Rev 
2  20) .  However,  the  modem  Eng.  idea  of  the  word 
is  expressed  in  the  law  found  in  Ex  22  16.17. 

Slander. — See  separate  art. 

Sodomy. — See  Unnatural  Vice. 

Speaking  £vil»  "to  bring  an  evil  [T^y  rd^]  name 
upon"  (Dt  19  15;  1  K  22  23;  Ps  84  13;  41  5; 
60  19;  109  20;  140  11;  Prov  16  28;  16  30). 
Evil  speaking  is  considered  a  crime  because  it  is 
simply  the  expression  of  the  evil  intents  of  the 
heart.  This  is  brought  out  more  clearly  in  the  NT 
(Mt  7  17.18;  12  34.35;  Mk  9  39;  Lk  6  46). 
As  such,  evil  speaking  OXoo-^ilCo,  blaaphemia) 
is  represented  as  entirely  unworthy  a  Cjiristian 
character  (Eph  4  31;  1  Pet  4  4.14;  2  Pet  2  2; 
10.12;  Jfus  4  11:  Jude  ver  10);  and  KaTciXaM«, 
katalaUd—^ babble  against,"  "gossip."  It  will  be 
noticed  from  the  above  that  evil  speaking  against 
those  in  authority  is  designated  with  the  same  word 
("blasphemy")  as  raillery  against  God,  they  being 
considered  Grod's  representatives  on  earth.  See 
also  Evil  Speaking;  Slander. 

Stealing.— Heb  a;|,  ^nod^i- "to  thieve"  (lit.  or 
fig.):  by  implication,  "to  deceive,"  "carry  away,"  "se- 
cretly bring,"  "steal  away"  (Gen  44  8;  Ex  20  15; 
21  16;  22  1;  Prov  6  30;  Zee  5  3;  Gen  81  20. 
26 f;  2  S  16  6;  19  3;  Job  27  20;  Prov  9  17 
["Stolen  waters  are  sweet":  the  forbidden  is  attrac- 
tive; cf  Rom  7  7]).  Gr  kiJwrm,  /c^pW-"to  filch," 
"steal"  (Mt  6  19.20;  19  18;  Jn  10  10;  Rom  2 
21;  18  9;  Eph  4  28).    See  Theft. 

Suicide. — No  special  law  is  found  ap^ainst  this 
crime,  for  it  is  included  in  the  prohibition  against 
killing.  Contrary  to  the  practice  and  the  phi- 
losophy of  paganism,  the  act  was  held  in  deep  ab- 
horrence by  the  Hebrews  because  of  the  high  value 
placed  on  human  life.  It  was  held  inexcusable 
that  any  but  the  most  degraded  and  satanic  should 
lajy  hands  on  their  own  lives.  Only  the  remorse 
of^the  damned  could  drive  one  to  it,  as  witness  Saul 
(1  S  81  4)  and  Judas  (Mt  27  5). 

Theft.— Heb  rQSJ,  g^nibhah  "stealing"  (con- 
crete), "something  stolen,"  "theft"  (Ex  22  3.4); 
mentioned  in  connection  with  other  wickedness 
(icXo«t|,  klop6)  in  Mt  16  19:  Mk  7  21;  and  (kkfyj^joi, 
kUmma)  in  Rev  9  21.  All  three  words  are  used 
abstractly  for  the  act  and  concretely  for  the  thing 
stolen.    See  Thief. 

Unchastity. — No  other  form  of  sin  is  mentioned 
with  disapproval  and  threats  more  frequently  than 
the  various  forms  of  carnal  vice,  for  no  other  sin  is 
more  natural  or  widespread.  See  Chastity;  Lewd- 
ness; Marriage. 

Unnatural  Vice  (Sodomy).— Alluded  to  with 
delicacy,  but  positively  condemned  as  an  abom- 
ination (Gen  13  13;  19  5.7;  Lev  18  22;  20  13). 
It  was  the  specific  form  of  wickedness  through  which 


Sodom  became  notorious,  so  that  "sodomite"  is 
the  regular  tr  of  tDlpi  tddhish,  "a  [quasi]  sacred 
person,"  i.e.  (technically)  "a  [male  or  female] 
devotee  to  licentious  idolatry"  (Dt  28  17;  1  K  14 
24;  16  12;  22  46;  2  K  28  7;  Job  86  14m).  Though 
permitted  and  even  encouraged  in  heathen  cult,  it 
was  never  to  be  tolerated  in  the  worship  of  Jeh. 

Usury. — See  separate  art. 

Witnessing,  False.— The  Heb  idiom  is  "IJJip  T? , 
^edh  shelpeTy  "witness  of  a  falsehood,"  "lie"  (Ex 
20  16;  Dt  19  16.18:  Prov  6  19;  14  5.25:  19 
5.9);  Gr  t|ftvSo|fcafmip«M,  pseydomarturidf  "to  bring 
false  testimony";  -uMfympCa,  •^marturia,  'Hbearing 
of  false  testimony'*  (Mk  10  19;  14  56.57).  It 
^oes  without  saying  that  the  law  was  emphatic  in 
its  denunciation  of  this  practice,  and  in  order  that 
the  innocent  might  be  protected  against  the  lying 
accuser,  a  criminal  was  to  be  convicted  only  on  the 
testimony  of  at  least  two  or  three  witnesses,  tes- 
tifying to  the  same  facts  (Nu  86  30).  If  one  be 
found  testifying  falsely,  he  was  to  be  pimished  by 
suffering  the  penalty  which  would  have  been  in- 
flicted on  him  against  whom  he  testified,  had  he  been 
convicted  (Dt  19  16-19). 

Whoredom. — ^Heb  njj,  zdndh^"U>  commit  adul- 
tery," "fornication  or  illicit  incontinence  of  any 
kind";  and  its  derivative  ri13TlJ\,  to2ni2/A=  "form- 
cation,"  "harlotry,"  "whoredom";  Gr  ■ropvriw, 
pomeiid  (vb.),  and  vopviCa,  pomeia  (noun),  of  the 
same  meaning.  The  following  passages  will  reveal 
the  estimate  m  which  such  uncleanness  was  held, 
and  the  fact  that  men  and  women  ^ven  to  it  were 
held  in  equal  abhorrence  and  designated  by  the 
same  terms:  Gen  88  24;  Lev  19  29;  Nu  14  33; 
26  1;  Ezk  16;  28  3.7.8.11.27.29.43;  48  7.9;  Hos 
12;  2  4:  4  11.12;  6  10;  Nah  84;  Mt  6  32; 
Rom  1  26f;  1  Cor  6  1;  7  2;  10  8;  Jude  ver  7; 
Rev  2  14.20 f;  18  9;  19  2. 

Figurative :  Because  of  the  infidelity  to  the  life- 
mate  and  to  right  living  involved  in  such  acts,  the 
practice  became  symbohcal  of  infidelity  to  God  and 
His  law,  and  thus  served  as  a  frequent  figure  of  speech 
for  Israel's  error  and  apostasy.    See  Harlot. 

Frank  E.  Hirsch 

CRIMSON,  krim'z'n.    See  (Colors. 

CRIPPLE,  krip"!  (x^^^i  cholda):  Only  occurs 
in  Acts  14  8,  denoting  the  congenitallv  lame  man 
at  Lystra.  In  AY  (1611)  the  word  is  spelled 
"creeple."  It  originally  meant  one  whose  body  is 
bent  together  as  in  the  attitude  of  creeping.  This 
was  probably  a  case  of  infantile  paralysis. 

CRISPING,  kris'ping,  PINS:  Pins  for  crisping, 
or  curling,  the  hair.  Thus  the  AV  renders  Heb 
O'^P'^nn,  hdri^lm  (Isa  8  22;  cf  Vulg).  RV  substi- 
tutes more  correctly  "satchels"  (so  l^imhi  [cf  2  K 
6  23];  cf  Arab.).  Others  think  of  girdles;  still 
others  of  veils  or  head-bands. 

CRISPUS, kris'pus  (Kptcnrot,  Kri8po8  "curled"): 
One  of  the  small  number  baptized  by  raul  among 
the  Corinthian  Christians  (l.Cor  1  14).  He  had 
been  ruler  of  the  Jewish  synagogue,  but  he  * 'be- 
lieved in  the  Lord  with  all  ms  house" ;  and,  follow- 
ing Paul,  withdrew  from  the  synagogue  (Acts  18 
7.8).  He  seems  to  have  been  succeeded  by  Sos- 
thenes  (ver  17).  According  to  tradition  he  became 
bi^op  of  Aegina. 

CRITICISM     AND     ARCHAEOLOGT.      See 

Archaeologt  and  Criticism. 

CRITICISM,  krit'i-siz'm,  OF  THE  BIBLE: 

Critidsm  in  General 
I.     Divisions 

1.  Lower  or  Textual  Criticism 

2.  Higher  Oriticism 
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and    Dependence 


II.     LowBB  OB  Tbxtval  Obitxcibm 

1.  Origin  of  the  Science 

2.  Methods  Employed 

3.  Oauses  of  Error 

4.  Weifl^s  of  Authorities 

(1)  The  OT 
MSS  and  VSS 

(2)  The  NT 

(a)  MSS  and  VSS 

(b)  The  Western  Text 

(c)  Results 
ni.     HiGHBB  Criticism 

1.  The  OT 

(1)  Astruc  and  Successors 
~    Hupfeld 

Qraf  and  Wellhausen 

(4)  Literary  and  Historical  Grounds  of  Theory 

[5)  The  Codes 
Effects  on  History,  etc 
General  Results 
Criticism  of  Theory 

'he  NT 

The  School  of  Baur 
Synoptical  Criticism 
(a)  Oral.    Documentary, 
Theories 
)  The*'Logia" 
)  Two-Source  Theory 
id)  Authorship — Lukan  and  Johannine  Ques- 
tions 

(3)  Modem  "Critical-Historical"  School 

(4)  Remaining  Writings  of  NT 

LiTBBATUBB 

So  much  has  been  said  and  written  in  recent  years 
on  ''Criticism"  that  it  is  desirable  that  the  reader 
shoidd  have  an  exact  idea  of  what 
Criticism  in  criticism  is,  of  the  methods  it  employs, 
General  and  of  the  results  it  reaches,  or  belieyes 
itself  to  have  reached,  in  its  apphca- 
cation  to  Scripture.  Such  a  survey  will  show  the 
le^timacy  and  indispensableness  of  a  truly  scientific 
criticism,  at  the  same  time  that  it  warns  against 
the  hasty  acceptance  of  speculative  and  hypotheti- 
eal  constructions.  Criticism  is  more  than  a  de- 
scription of  phenomena;  it  implies  a  process  of 
siftmg,  testing,  proving,  sometimes  with  the  result 
of  establishing,  often  with  that  of  modifying  or 
reversing,  traditional  opinions.  Criticism  goes 
wrong  when  used  recklessly,  or  imder  the  influence 
of  some  dominant  theory  or  prepossession.  A 
chief  cause  of  error  in  its  application  to  the  record 
of  a  supernatural  revelation  is  the  assumption  that 
nothing  supernatural  can  happen.  This  is  the 
vitiating  element  in  much  of  the  newer  criticism, 
both  of  the  OT  and  of  the  NT. 

/.  /MniMoiis.— Criticism  of  Scripture  ("Bib.  criti- 
cism'') is  usually  divided  into  what  is  called  "lower 
or  textual  criticism"  and  "higher  criti- 
1.  Lower  cism" — ^the  latter  a  phrase  round  which 
or  Textual  many  misleading  associations  gather. 
Criticism  "Lower  criticism"  deals  strictl^r  with 
the  text  of  Scripture,  endeavoring  to 
ascertain  what  the  real  text  of  eacn  book  was  as  it 
came  from  the  hands  of  its  author;  "higher  criti- 
cism" concerns  itself  with  the  resultant 
S.  Higher  problems  of  age,  authorship,  sources, 
Criticism  simple  or  composite  character,  histori- 
cal worth,  relation  to  period  of  origin, 
etc.  The  former — "textual  criticism" — ^has  a  well- 
defined  field  in  which  it  is  possible  to  apply  exact 
canons  of  judgment:  the  latter — "hirfier  criticism" 
—while  invaluable  as  an  aid  in  the  domain  of  Bib. 
introduction  (date,  authorship,  genuineness,  con- 
tents, destination,  etc),  manifestly  tends  to  widen 
out  iilimitably  into  regions  where  exact  science  can- 
not follow  it,  where,  often,  the  critic's  imagination 
is  his  only  law. 

It  was  only  gradually  that  these  two  branches  of 
criticism  became  differentiated.  "Textual  criti- 
cism" for  long  took  the  lead,  in  association  with  a 
sober  form  of  Bib.  "introduction."  The  relations 
now  tend  to  be  reversed.  "Higher  criticism," 
having  largely  absorbed  "introduction"  into  itself, 
extends  its  operations  into  the  textual  field,  en- 
deavoring to  get  behind  the  text  of  the  existing 


sources,  and  to  show  how  this  "grew"  from  simpler 
beginnings  to  what  it  now  is.  Here,  also,  there  is 
wide  opening  for  arbitrariness.  It  would  be  wrong, 
however,  to  deny  the  legitimate  place  of  "higher 
criticism,"  or  belittle  the  great  services  it  is  capable 
of  rendering,  because  of  the  abuses  to  which  it  is 
frequently  fiable. 

It  is  now  necessary  that  these  two  forms  of  criti- 
cism should  be  looked  at  more  particularly. 

//.  Lower  or  Textual  CriticUm, — We  take  first 

lower  or  textual  criticism.    There  has  never  been  a 

time  when  criticism  of  gcripture-lower 

1.  Origin  of  and  higher — has  been  sJtogether  absent, 
the  Science  The  Jews  applied  a  certain  criticism  to 

their  sacreci  writings,  alike  in  the  selec- 
tion of  the  books,  and  in  the  settlement  of  the  text. 
Examples  are  seen  in  the  marginal  notes  to  the  Heb 
Scriptures  (^f -rg  and  K'thlbh) .  The  Fathers  of  the 
early  church  compared  MSS  of  the  NT  books, 
noting  their  differences,  and  judging  of  the  books 
themselves.  The  Reformers,  it  is  well  known,  did 
not  accept  blindly  the  judgments  of  antiquity,  but 
availed  tnemselves  of  the  ^st  light  which  the  new 
learning  afforded.  The  material  at  the  disposal  of 
scholars  in  that  age,  however,  were  scanty,  and  such 
as  existed  were  not  used  with  much  thoroughness  or 
critical  discernment.  As  aids  multiplied  with  pro- 
gress of  discovery,  comparison  of  M^  and  VSS  one 
with  another  and  with  patristic  quotations,  revealed 
manifold  divergencies  and  it  became  apparent  that, 
in  both  OT  and  NT,  the  text  in  current  use  in  the 
church  was  far  from  perfect.  "Various  readings" 
accumulated.  Not  a  few  of  these,  indeed,  were  ob- 
vious blunders;  many  had  little  or  no  support  in  the 
more  ancient  authorities:  for  others,  again,  authority 
was  fairly  equally  divided.  Some  were  interpola- 
tions which  had  no  right  to  be  in  the  text  at  all. 
How,  in  these  circumstances,  was  the  true  text  to 
be  ascertained?  The  work  was  one  of  great  deli- 
cacy, and  could  only  be  accomplished  by  the  most 
painstaking  induction  of  facts,  and  the  strictest  ap- 
plication of  sound  methods.  Thus  arose  a  science 
of  textual  criticism,  which,  ramif3ring  in  manv  direc- 
tions, has  attained  vast  dimensions,  and  yielded  an 
immense  body  of  secure  knowledge  in  its  special  de- 
partment. • 

The  materials  with  which  textual  criticism  works 
(apparcUua  crUicua)  are,  as  just  said,  chi^y  Ml^, 

VSS  (translations  into  other  tongues^, 

2.  Methods  quotations  and  allusions  in  patristic 
Employed     writings,    with    lectionaries    (church 

service-books),  and  similar  aids.  The 
first  step  is  the  collection  and  collation  of  the  ma- 
terial, to  which  fresh  discovery  is  constantly  adding; 
the  noting  of  its  peculiarities,  and  testing  of  its 
age  and  value;  the  grouping  and  designation  of  it 
for  reference.  A  next  important  task  is  the  com- 
plete collection  of  the  "various  readings"  and  other 
diversities  of  text  (omissions,  interpolations,  etc), 

brought  to  light  through  comparison 
8.  Causes  of  the  material,  and  the  endeavor  to 
of  Error        assign  these  to  their  respective  causes. 

More  frequently  than  not  errors  in 
MSS  are  unintentional,  and  the  causes  giving  rise 
to  them  are  sufficiently  obvious.  Sucn  are  the 
carelessness  of  scribes,  lapses  of  memory,  similarity 
of  sounds  (in  dictation),  or  in  shape  of  letters  (in 
copying),  wrong  dividing  of  words,  omission  of  a 
line  or  clause  owing  to  successive  lines  or  clauses 
ending  with  the  same  word.  Intentional  changes, 
again,  arise  from  insertion  in  the  text  of  marginal 
notes  or  fosses,  from  motives  of  harmonizing,  from 
the  substitution  of  smoother  for  harsher  or  more 
abrupt  expressions — more  rarely,  from  dogmatic 
reasons. 

Mistakes  of  the  above  kinds  can  generallv  be 
detected  by  careful  scrutiny  of  sources,  but  a  large 
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number  of  cases  remain  in  which  the  correct  read- 
ing is  still  doubtful.  These,  next^  have  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  impartial  weighing  and 
4.  Weighing  balancing  of  authorities;  a  task  involv- 
of  Authori-  ing  new  and  delicate  inquiries,  and  the 
ties  application  of  fresh  rules.    It  does  not 

suffice  to  reckon  numbers;  MSS  and 
VSS  have  themselves  to  be  tested  as  respects  reli- 
ability and  value.  Through  the  presence  of  pecul- 
iarities pointing  to  a  common  origin  MSS  come  to 
be  grouped  into  classes  and  families,  and  their 
individual  testimony  is  correspondingly  discounted. 
Older  authorities,  naturally,  are  preferred  to  younger 
but  the  possibility  has  to  be  reckoned  with  that  a 
later  MS  may  preserve  a  reading  which  the  older 
MSS  have  lost.  Such  rules  obtam  as  that,  of  two 
readings,  preference  is  to  be  given  to  the  more  diffi- 
cult, as  less  likely  to  be  the  result  of  corruption. 
But  even  this  has  its  limits,  for  a  reading  may  be 
difficult  even  to  the  point  of  unintelligibility,  yet 
may  arise  from  a  simple  blunder.  As  a  last  resort, 
in  cases  of  perplexity,  conjectural  emendation  may 
be  admitted;  only,  however,  as  yielding  proba- 
bility, not  certainty. 

In  the  application  of  these  principles  an  important 
distinction  has  to  be  made  between  the  OT  and  the 
NT,  arising  from  the  relative  paucity  of  material 
for  critical  purposes  in  the  one  case,  and  the  abun- 
dance in  the  other.  The  subject  is  treated  here 
generally;  for  details  see  arts,  on  Language  of  the 
OT;  Language  op  the  NT;  Text  and  MSS  op 
THE  NT. 

(1)  In  the  OTf  textual  criticism  labors  imder  the 
peculiar  disadvantage  that,  with  one  minute  ex- 
ception (a  papyrus  fragment  of  the  2d  cent.,  giving 
a  version  of  the  Decalogue),  all  known  Heb  MSS 
are  late  (the  oldest  not  going  beyond  the  9th  cent. 
AD) ;  further,  that  the  MSS  seem  all  to  be  based 
on  one  single  archetype,  selected  by  the  rabbis  at 
an  early  date,  and  thereafter  adhered  to  by  copy- 
ists with  scrupulous  care  (cf  G.  A.  Smith,  OTJU, 
69  ff ;  Driver,  Text  of  Sam,  xxxvii  ff ;  Strack,  how- 
ever, dissents).  The  variations  which  these  MSS 
present,  accordingly,  are  slight  and  unimportant. 
For  a  knowledge  of  the  state  of  the  text  prior  to  the 
adoption  of  this  standard,  criticism  is  dependent 
on  comparison  with  the  VSS — esp.  the  Sbptua- 
GiNT  (q.v.),  with  the  Sam  Pent  (q^.v.),  and  with 
II  passages  in  the  OT  itself  (e.g.  m  S,  K,  Ch). 
Frequent  obscurities  in  the  Heb  text,  with  unde- 
niable discrepancies  in  names  and  numbers,  show 
that  before  the  fixing  of  the  text  extensive  corrup- 
tion had  already  entered.  A  simple  instance  of 
mistake  is  in  Isa  9  3,  where  the  AV  reads:  ''Thou 
hast  multiplied  the  nation,  and  not  increased  the 
joy."  The  context  shows  that  the  "not"  is  out  of 
place:  the  RV  therefore  ri^tly  reads  (with  the 
Heb  Jf're:  the  sounds  are  similar),  "thou  hast  in- 
creased their  joy."  In  the  LXX  the  divergences 
are  often  very  great  in  order,  arrangement,  and 
readings;  there  are  extensive  interpolations  and 
omissions  (in  Jer,  Graf  reckons  that  2,700  words  of 
the  Massoretic  text  are  omitted) ;  eviaences,  where 
the  alterations  are  not  of  design,  that  the  Heb  MSS 
employed  by  the  translators  often  differed  widely 
from  those  approved  in  Pal.  The  Sam  recension 
likewise  exhibits  considerable  differences. 

It  does  not  follow  that,  where  difference  exists, 
these  rival  texts  are  to  be  preferred  to  the  Mas- 
soretic. Few,  since  the  exhaustive  examination  of 
Gesenius,  would  aflSrm  the  superiority  of  the  Sam 
to  the  Heb;  even  in  regard  to  the  LXX  the  trend 
of  opinion  seems  increasingly  in  favor  of  the  text 
of  the  Massoretes  (cf  Skinner,  "Genesis,"  ICC, 
xxxv-xxxvi).  There  is  no  need,  however,  to  main- 
tain the  general  superiority  of  the  above  texts  to 
the  Massoretic  to  be  convinced  that,  in  many  in- 


stances, the  LXX,  in  some  cases,  probably,  even 
the  Sam,  has  retained  readings  from  which  the 
MT  has  departed.  OT  criticism  has,  therefore,  a 
clear  field  for  its  labors,  and  there  can  be  Httle 
doubt  that,  in  its  cautious  application,  it  has 
reached  many  sound  results.  Less  reliance  can 
be  placed  on  the  conjectural  criticism  now  so  largely 
in  vogue.  Dr.  G.  A.  Smith  has  justlv  animad- 
verted on  the  new  textual  criticism  of  the  poetical 
and  prophetical  books,  "through  which  it  drives 
Uke  a  great  ploughshare,  turning  up  the  whole 
surface,  and  menacing  not  only  the  minor  land- 
marks, but,  in  the  case  of  the  nrophets,  the  main 
outlines  of  the  field  as  well"  (Quarterly  Rev.,  Jan- 
uary, 1907).  This,  however,  trenches  on  the  do- 
main of  the  higher  criticism. 

(2)  /n  the  NT  the  materials  of  criticism  are 
vastly  more  abimdant  than  in  the  OT;  but,  with 
the  abundance,  while  a  much  larger  area  of  cer- 
tainty is  attainable,  more  intricate  and  difficult 
problems  also  arise.  The  wealth  of  MSS  of  the 
whole  or  parts  of  the  Gr  NT  far  exceeds  that  exist- 
ing for  any  other  ancient  writings  (Nestle  mentions 
3,829:  127  uncials  and  3,702  cursives:  Intro  to  the 
Textual  CrUicism  of  the  Gr  NT,  ET,  34-35,  81); 
the  MSS  of  VSS  (excluding  the  Vulg,  reckoned  by 
thousands),  are  likewise  very  numerous. 

(a)  MSS  and  VSS:  Gr  MSS  are  usually  divided 
into  imcials  and  cursives  (or  minuscules)  from  the 
character  of  the  writing ;  the  oldest  uncials  go  back  to 
the  4th  and  5th  cents.  The  five  chief,  that  alone  need 
be  named,  are  the  Codex  Sinaiticus  (K ,  4th  cent.), 
the  Codex  Vaticanus  (B,  4th  cent.),  the  Codex  Alex- 
andrinus  (A,  5th  cent.),  the  Codex  Epbraemi  (C,  5th 
cent.),  the  Codex  Bezae  (D,  Grospels  and  Acts,  Gr 
and  Lat,  6th  cent.).  These  MSS  again  are  grouped 
according  to  affinities  (Bengel,  Griesbach,  Lachmann. 
are  here  chief  precursors;  Westcott  and  Hort,  chiet 
modem  authority),  K  and  B  ^oing  together  as 
representing  one  type  of  text,  m  the  opinion  of 
WH  the  best  (the  so-called  "Neutral"):  D  repre- 
senting a  "Western"  text,  with  marked  pecuhari- 
ties;  A  and  C  exhibiting  mixed  texts.  The  VSS, 
in  turn,  Syr,  Old  Lat,  Egyp  (originating  with  2d 
and  3d  cents.),  present  interesting  problems  in  their 
relations  to  one  another  and  to  the  Gr  MSS  K ,  B, 
and  D.  With  the  Syr  VSS  (Sinaitic,  Curetonian, 
Peshitta),  Tatian's  LHatessaron,  or  Harmony  of  the 
Gospels,  ought  to  be  mentioned.  Formerly  the 
Pesh  was  taken  to  be  the  oldest  Sjr  VS  (2d  cent.): 
now,  esp.  since  the  discovery  of  the  Lewis  (Sinaitic) 
palimpsest,  it  tends  to  be  regarded  as  a  later  revi- 
sion of  the  older  Sjr  texts  (probably  by  Rabula  of 
Edessa,  beginning  of  the  5th  cent.).  The  old 
Lat,  also  the  old  Syr,  MSS  show  marked  afl^ties 
with  the  text  of  D--the  "Western"  type. 

(6)  The  Western  text:  The  question  chiefly  exer- 
cising scholars  at  the  present  time  is,  accordingly, 
the  relation  of  the  W^H  text  based  on  K  and  B  to 
the  Western  text  represented  by  D,  but  now  finding 
early  support  from  the  Old  Lat  and  Syr,  as  well  as 
from  quotations  in  the  2d  and  3d  Fathers.  The 
Western  text  is  discounted  by  WH  for  its  para- 
phrastic character,  and  "astonishing  freedom"  in 
changing,  inserting  and  omitting  (WH,  122 ff); 
yet,  on  internal  grounds,  certain  important  omis- 
sions in  this  text  of  the  last  three  chs  of  Lk  are 
accepted  by  these  authorities  as  representing  the 
purer  text,  the  rejected  readings  being  termed 
"non-Western  interpolations."  A  newer  school, 
however,  is  disposed  to  accept  the  Western  readings, 
as,  to  a  much  larger  extent  than  was  formerly  sup- 
posed, the  more  original;  while  some  writers,  as 
Blass,  Nestle,  in  part  Zahn  (cf  Nestle,  op.  cit., 
324  ff),  seek  a  solution  of  the  difference  of  texts 
in  the  theory  of  two  editions  (Blass,  Lk  and  Acts; 
Zahn,  Acts  alone).    This  theory  has  not  met  with 
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much  acceptance,  and  the  problems  of  the  Western 
text  must  still  be  regarded  as  unsolved.  The  ques- 
tion is  not,  indeed,  vital,  as  no  important  doctrine 
of  the  NT  is  affected;  but  it  touches  the  genuine- 
ness of  several  passages  to  which  high  value  is 
attached.  E.g.  the  words  at  the  Supper,  "which  is 
given  for  you,"  etc  (Lk  22  19.20,  not  in  D),  are 
excluded  by  WH  as  a  nary-Western  interpolation; 
while  the  passage  on  the  aneel  and  the  bloody 
sweat  (Lk  22  43.44  in  both  S  and  D),  and  the 
first  word  on  the  cross,  "Father,  forgive  them," 
etc  (Lk  23  34,  in  K,  omitted  by  D  and  Sin  Syr), 
are  rejected  as  Western  interpolations.  The  KV 
retains  these  passages  with  marginal  note. 

(c)  Results:  As  respects  results,  it  may  be  said 
generally  that  the  labors  of  a  long  line  of  scholars 
have  given  us  a  NT  text  on  which,  in  nearly  all 
essential  respects,  we  can  safely  rely.  Others,  it  is 
to  be  owned,  take  a  less  sanguine  view  (cf  Nestle, 
op.  cit.,  227  ff).^  The  correct  reading  seems  un- 
deniably settled  in  a  large  majority  of  cases.  The 
RV  embodies  most  of  the  assured  results;  doubtful 
cases  are  noted  in  the  margin.  Among  passages 
long  known  to  be  interpolations,  now  altogether  re- 
moved, is  that  on  the  three  witnesses  in  1  Jn  6  8. 
The  two  longest  passages  noted  as  not  belonging 
to  the  origin^  text  are  the  last  12  vs  of  Mk  (16 
9-20),  and  the  story  of  the  woman  taken  in  adul- 
teiy  (Jn  7  63—8  11). 

ill.  Highmr  CrUiciMm, — ^The  scope  of  the  higher 
criticism  has  already  been  indicated.  Many  of 
the  inquiries  it  undertakes  were  formerly  covered 
bv  what  was  called  Bib.  introduction;  the  flight 
of  the  newer  science,  however,  is  bolder,  and  the 
problems  it  seeks  to  solve  are  more  complicated 
and  far-reaching.  An  important  part  of  its  work 
is  the  analysis  of  books,  with  the  view  of  determin- 
ing their  component  parts  (e.g.  the  J,E,P,D,  of  the 
Pent),  the  age,  ori^n,  and  characteristics  of  each, 
their  connection  with  external  conditions  and  the 
state  of  belief  and  life  of  the  time.  The  nature  of 
its  task  will  be  better  understood  from  a  rapid 
survey  of  its  procedure. 

Higher  criticism  began,  mainly,  with  the  OT, 
Already  in  the  2d  cent.,  Gnostics  assailed  the  OT 
as  the  work  of  an  inferior  deity  (the 
1.  The  OT  Demiurge),  and  heretical  Ebionites 
{Clementine  Recognitions  and  Homilies) 
declared  it  to  be  corrupted  with  false  prophecy. 
In  the  17th  cent.  Spinoza  prepared  the  way  in  lus 
TractcUus  (1670)  for  future  rationalistic  attacks. 

(1)  Astruc  and  successors. — ^The  beginning  of 
higher  criticism  in  the  stricter  sense  is  commonly 
associated  with  the  French  physician  Astruc,  who, 
in  his  Conjectures,  in  1753,  drew  attention  to  the 
fact  that,  in  some  sections  of  Gen,  the  Divine  name 
employed  is  "Elohim"  (God),  in  others,  "Jehovah." 
This  he  accounted  for  by  the  use  of  distinct  docu- 
ments by  Moses  in  the  composition  of  the  book. 
Eichhom  (1779),  to  whom  the  name  "higher  criti- 
cism" is  due,  supplemented  Astruc's  theory  by  the 
correct  observation  that  this  distinction  in  the  use 
of  the  names  was  accompanied  by  other  literary 
peculiarities.  It  soon  became  further  evident  that, 
though  the  distinction  in  the  names  mostly  ceased 
after  the  revelation  of  Jeh  to  Moses  (Ex  3  6),  the 
literary  peculiarities  extended  much  farther  than 
Gen,  indeed  till  the  end  of  Josh  (Bleek,  1822; 
Ewald,  1831;  Stahehn.  1835).  Instead  of  a 
"Pentateuch,"  recognized  as  of  composite  author- 
ship, there  was  now  postulated  a  "Hexateuch" 
(see  Pentateuch;  Hexateuch).  Meanwhile  De 
Wette  (1805-6),  on  grounds  of  style  and  contents, 
had  claimed  for  Dt  an  origin  not  earlier  than  the 
reign  of  Josiah.  "Fragmentarv"  theories,  like 
Vater's,  which  contributed  little  to  the  general 
development,  may  be  left  unnoticed.    A  conserva- 


tive school,  headed  by  Hengstenberg  (1831)  and 
Havemick  (1837),  contested  these  conclusions  of 
the  critics,  and  contended  for  the  unity  and  Mosaic 
authorship  of  the  Pent.  Bolder  spirits,  as  Vatke 
(1835),  anticipated  the  conclusions  of  the  newer 
critical  school  in  declaring  that  the  Levitical  laws 
were  latest  of  all  in  origin.  Their  voices  were  as 
yet  unheeded. 

(2)  Hupfeld. — ^A  distinct  advance  on  preceding 
theories  was  made  by  Hupfeld  (1853;  in  part  an- 
ticipated by  Ilgen,  1789).  Hitherto  the  prevailing 
assumption  had  been  that  there  was  one  funda- 
mental document — ^the  so-called  Elohistic,  dated 
usually  in  the  age  of  the  Judges,  or  the  time  of  Saul 
or  David — and  that  the  Jehovistic  parts  were  "sup- 
plementary" to  this  (not  a  separate  document). 
It  was  the  merit  of  Hupfeld  to  perceive  that  not  a 
few  of  the  sections  in  the  "Elohistic"  document  did 
not  bear  the  usual  literary  marks  of  that  writing, 
but  closely  resembled  the  "Jehovistic"  sections  in 
everything  but  the  use  of  the  Divine  name.  These 
portions  he  singled  out  and  erected  into  a  docu- 
ment by  themselves  (thoudi  they  bear  no  signs 
of  being  such)^  while  the  Jehovistic  parts  were 
relieved  of  their  "supplementary"  character,  and 
regarded  as  belonging  to  a  distinct  document  also. 
There  were  thus  now  3  documents,  attributed  to 
as  many  authors — ^the  original  Elohist,  the  2d  or 
Younger  Elohist  and  the  Jehovist.  Dt,  as  a  dis- 
tinct book,  was  added  to  these,  making  4  documents 
in  all. 

(3)  Graf  and  WeWiausen. — ^Thus  matters  stood 
till  the  appearance  of  Graf's  work,  The  Historical 
Books  of  the  07,  in  1866,  through  which  something 
like  a  revolution  in  the  critical  outlook  was  effected. 
Following  in  the  track  of  Vatke,  earlier,  Reuss^  of 
Strassburg,  had  t£^en  up  the  idea  that  the  Levitical 
legislation  could  not,  as  was  commonly  presumed, 
be  earlier  than  Dt,  but  was,  on  the  contrary,  later 
— ^in  fact,  a  product  of  the  age  of  the  exile.  Graf 
adopted  and  developed  this  theory.  He  still  for  a 
time,  while  putting  the  laws  late,  maintained  an 
earlier  date  for  the  Elohistic  narratives.  He  was 
soon  led,  however,  to  see  that  laws  and  history  must 
go  together;  so  the  whole  Elohistic  writing  was 
removed  from  its  former  place,  and  brought  down 
bodily  to  the  end  of  the  rehgious  development. 
Graf,  at  the  same  time,  did  not  regard  it  as  an  inde- 
pendent document.  At  first  the  theory  was  scouted, 
but  gradually,  through  the  able  advocacy  of  Kuenen 
and  Wellhausen — esp.  the  latter — ^it  secured  as- 
cendency, and  is  now  regarded  as  the  critical  view 
par  excellence.  Order  and  nomenclature  of  the 
assumed  documents  were  now  changed.  The 
Elohist,  instead  of  standing  first,  was  put  last  under 
the  designation  P  or  PC  (Priestly  Code).  Well- 
hausen's  symbol  for  this  writing  was  Q.  Its  date 
was  taken  to  be  post-exilian.  The  Jehovist  becomes 
J;  the  Elohist  E.  These  are  placed  in  the  9th  or 
8th  cents.  BC  (cir  850-750),  but  are  supposed  to 
have  been  combined  a  cent,  or  so  later  (JE).  Dt, 
identified  with  the  law-book  found  in  the  temple 
in  the  reign  of  Josiah  (2  K  22),  is  thought  to  have 
been  written  shortly  before  that  time.  The  order 
is  therefore  no  longer  Ist  Elohist-Jehovist  and  2d 
Elohist-Dt,  but  J  and  E-Dt-P.  The  whole,  it  is 
held,  was  finally  united  into  the  great  law-book 
(Pent)  brought  by  Ezra  to  Jerus  from  Babylon  (458 
BC;  Ezr  7  6-10),  and  read  bv  him  before  the 
people  14  years  later  (444  BC;  Neh  8). 

(4)  Literary  and  historical  grounds  of  theory. — 
A  sketch  like  the  above  gives,  of  course,  no  proper 
idea  of  the  grounds  on  which,  ^part  from  the  dis- 
tinction in  the  Divine  names,  the  critical  theory 
just  described  is  based.  The  grounds  are  partly 
literary — the  discrimination  of  documents,  e.g. 
resting   on  differences  of   style  and   conception. 
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duplicates^  etc  (see  Pentateuch)— but  partly  also 
historicctlf  m  accordance  with  the  critic's  conception 
of  the  development  of  religion  and  institutions  in 
Israel.  A  main  reliance  is  placed  on  the  fact  that 
the  history )  with  its  many  sanctuaries  up  to  the  time 
of  Dt,  is  in  conflict  with  the  law  of  that  book,  which 
recognizes  onl^  one  sanctuai^  as  legitimate  (ch  12), 
and  equally  with  the  PC|  which  throughout  assumes 
this  centralizing  law.  The  laws  of  Dt  and  PC, 
therefore,  cannot  be  early.  The  prophets,  it  is 
held,  knew  nothing  of  a  Levitical  legislation,  and 
refused  to  regard  the  sacrificial  system  as  Divine 
(Jer  7  22  ff). 

(5)  Tfie  code  under  which  older  Israel  lived  was 
that  formulated  in  the  Book  of  the  Covenant  (Ex 
20-23),  which  permitted  manv  altars  (Ex  20  24f). 
The  law  of  Dt  was  the  product  of  a  centralizing 
movement  on  the  part  of  the  prophets,  issuing  in 
the  reformation  of  Josiah.  The  PC  was  the  work 
of  fertile  brains  and  pens  of  post-exilian  priests  and 
scribes,  incorporating  older  usa^ge,  devising  new 
laws,  and  throwing  the  whole  into  the  fictitious 
form  of  Mosaic  wilderness  legislation. 

(6)  Effects  on  history,  etc, —  The  revolution 
wrought  by  these  newer  constructions,  however, 
is  not  adeauately  realized  till  regard  is  had  to  their 
effects  on  the  picture  given  in  the  OT  itself  of  Israel's 
history,  religion  and  literature.  It  is  not  too  much 
to  say  that  this  picture  is  nearly  completely  sub- 
verted. By  the  leaders  of  the  school  (Graf,  Kuenen, 
Wellhausen,  Duhm,  Stade,  etc)  the  supernatural 
element  in  the  history  and  religion  is  totally  elimi- 
nated; even  by  those  who  do  not  go  so  far,  little  is 
left  standing.  The  history  of  the  Pent — indeed 
the  history  down  to  the  time  of  the  kings — ^is 
largely  given  up.  Gen  is  legend.  Ex  hardly  more 
trustworthy,  Josh  a  romance.  The  histories  of 
Samuel  and  David  are  "written  up"  by  a  theo- 
cratic narrator.  None  of  the  laws — even  the 
Decalogue — are  allowed  to  be  certainly  Mosaic. 
Monotheism  is  believed  to  have  come  in  with  Amos 
and  Hosea;  earlier,  Jeh  was  a  "tribal''  God.  Ark, 
tabernacle,  priesthood,  feasts,  as  depicted  in  the 
PC,  are  post-exilic  fiction.  The  treatment  accorded 
to  the  Pent  necessarily  reacts  on  the  other  historical 
books;  the  prophetic  Ut.  suffers  in  an  almost  equal 
degree  through  disintegration  and  mutilation.  It 
is  not  Isaiah  alone — ^wnere  the  question  has  long 
been  mooted  of  the  post-exilian  origin  of  chs  40- 
66  (see  Isaiah);  the  critical  knife  is  applied  with 
scarcely  less  freedom  to  the  remaining  prophetical 
books.  Few,  if  any,  of  the  psalms  are  allowed  to 
be  preexilic.    Dnl  is  a  work  of  the  Maccabean  age. 

(7)  General  results. — ^As  a  general  simunary  of 
the  results  of  the  movement,  which  it  is  thou^t 
"the  future  is  not  likely  to  reverse,"  the  foUowmg 
may  be  quoted  from  Professor  A.  8.  Peake:  "The 
analysis  of  the  Pent  into  four  main  documents,  the 
identification  of  the  law  on  which  Josiah's  reformar 
tion  was  based  with  some  form  of  the  Deuteronomic 
Code,  the  compilation  of  that  code  in  the  reign  of 
Manasseh  at  the  earliest,  the  fixing  of  the  Priestly 
Code  to  a  date  later  than  Ezekiel,  the  highly  com- 
posite character  of  some  parts  of  the  prophetic  lit., 
esp.  the  Book  of  Isa,  the  post-exilian  origin  of  most 
of  the  Pss,  and  large  parts  of  the  Book  of  Prov,  the 
composition  of  Job  not  earlier  than  the  exile  and 
probably  later,  the  Maccabean  date  of  Dnl,  and 
the  slightly  earlier  date  of  Eccl"  ("Present  Move- 
ment of  Biblical  Science,"  in  Manchester,  /n- 
augurcH  LectSy  32). 

(8)  Criticism  of  theory. — ^The  criticism  of  this 
elaoorate  theory  belongs  to  the  arts,  which  deal 
with  the  several  points  involved,  and  is  not  here 
attempted  at  length  (cf  the  present  writer's  POT). 
The  gains  that  have  accrued  from  it  on  the  literary 
side  in  a  more  exact  and  scholarly  knowledge  of  the 


Phenomena  to  be  explained  (e.g.  dbtinction  in  the 
)ivine  names;  distinction  of  P  element  in  the  Pent 
from  that  known  as  JE)  are  not  to  be  questioned; 
on  the  historical  and  religious  sides  also  much  has 
been  done  to  quicken  interest,  enlarge  knowledge 
and  correct  older  ideas  which  have  proved  unten- 
able— in  general,  to  place  the  whole  facts  of  the  OT 
in  a  clearer  and  more  assured  Ught.  On  the  other 
hand,  much  even  in  the  literary  criticism  is  sub- 

t'ective,  arbitrary  and  conjectural,  while  the  main 
lypothesis  of  the  posteriority  of  the  Levitical  law 
to  Ezekiel.  with  the  general  view  taken  of  the  his- 
torical ana  religious  development  in  Israel,  is  open 
to  the  most  serious  exception.  The  OT  has  its 
own  accoimt  to  give  of  the  origin  of  its  religion  in 
the  monotheism  of  Abraham,  the  covenants  with 
the  patriarchs,  the  legislation  through  Moses, 
which  is  not  thus  readily  to  be  set  aside  in  the  inter- 
ests of  a  theory  resting  largely  on  naturalistic  pre- 
suppositions (see  Bible).  There  is  not  a  word  in 
the  history  in  Neh  8  to  suggest  that  the  law  intro- 
duced by  Ezra  was  a  new  one;  it  was  received 
without  demur  by  a  deeply  divided  communitv  as 
the  ancient  law  of  Moses.  So  with  the  law  of  Dt 
in  the  time  of  Josiah  (2  K  22).  Its  genuineness 
was  doubted  by  no  one.  The  position  of  the  theory, 
generally,  is  by  no  means  so  secure  as  many  of  its 
adherents  suppose.  Internally,  it  is  being  pushed 
to  extremes  which  tend  to  discredit  it  to  sober 
minds,  and  otherwise  is  undergoing  extensive 
modifications.  Documents  are  multiplied,  dates 
lowered,  authors  are  converted  into  "schools." 
Archaeologists,  in  large  majority,  declare  against 
it.  The  facts  they  adduce  tend  to  confirm  the  his- 
tory in  parts  where  it  had  been  most  impugned. 
The  new  Bab  school  in  Germany  (that  of  Winckler) 
assails  it  in  its  foundations.  Recently,  the  suc- 
cessor of  Kuenen  in  Leyden^  Professor  B.  D.  E^erd- 
mans,  formerly  a  supporter,  has  broken  with  the 
theory  in  its  entirety,  and  suojects  the  dociunentary 
hypothesis  to  a  damaging  criticism.  It  is  too  early 
vet  to  forecast  results,  out  the  opinion  may  be 
hazarded  that,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Tubingen  NT 
critical  school  in  last  cent,  referred  to  below,  the 
prevailing  critical  theory  of  the  OT  will  experience 
fundamental  alteration  in  a  direction  nearer  to 
older  ideas,  though  it  is  too  much  to  expect  that 
traditional  views  will  ever  be  resuscitated  in  their 
completeness. 

Higher  criticism  of  the  NT  may  be  said  to  begin, 
in   a  Deistic  spirit,   with   Reimarus    (Fragments^ 

Sublished  by  Lessing,  1778),  and.  on 
[egelian  lines,  with  Strauss  (lAje  of 
Jesus,  1835).    In  the  interests  of  his 
mythical  theory,  Strauss  subjected  every  part  of 
the  gospel  history  to  a  destructive  criticism. 

(1)  The  school  of  Baur. — In  a  more  systematic 
way,  F.  Baur  (1826-60),  founder  of  the  famous 
Ttibingen  school,  likewise  proceeding  from  Hegel, 
applied  a  drastic  criticism  to  all  the  documents  of 
the  NT.  Strauss  started  with  the  Gospels.  Baur 
sought  firmer  ground  in  the  phenomena  of  the 
Apostolic  Age.  The  key  to  Baur's  theory  lies  in 
the  alleged  existence  of  Pauline  and  Petrine  parties 
in  the  early  church,  in  conflict  with  one  another. 
The  true  state  of  matters  is  mirrored,  he  holds,  not 
in  the  Book  of  Acts,  a  composition  oi  the  2d  cent., 
written  to  gloze  over  the  differences  between  the 
original  apostles  and  Paul,  but  in  the  four  con- 
temporary and  undoubtedly  genuine  epistles  of  Paul, 
Gal,  1  and  2  Cor,  and  Rom,  and  in  the  Book  of  Rev. 
In  these  documents  the  church  is  seen  rent  by  a 
schism  that  threatened  its  very  existence.  By  and 
by  attempts  were  made  at  conciliation,  the  stages 
of  which  are  reflected  in  the  Gospels  and  remaining 
writings  of  the  NT.  The  Fourth  Gospel,  about  170 
AD,  brings  up  the  rear.    This  theory,  which  found 
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influential  support  in  the  scholarship  of  the  time 
(Schwegler,  Zeller,  etc),  could  not  stand  the  test 
of  imp^ial  investigation,  and  is  now  on  all  sides 
discredited.  Professor  Bacon,  in  a  recent  work, 
pronounces  its  theory  of  the  Johannine  writings 
to  be  ''as  obsolete  as  the  Ptolemaic  geography'' 
(Fourth  Gospelj  20) .  Ita  influence  on  later  criticism 
has,  however,  been  considerable. 

(2)  Synoptic  criticism. — Meanwhile  more  sober 
scholarship  was  concerning  itself  with  the  intricate 
problem  of  the  relations  of  the  Synoptic  Gospds. 
The  problem  is  a  very  real  one  (see  Gospels).  The 
three  gospels  of  Mt,  Mk  and  Lk  are  seen  on  in- 
spection to  exhibit  an  amount  of  agreement  in 
subject-matter,  order,  often  in  language,  which 
cannot  be  accounted  for  except  on  Sie  theory  of 
some  common  source.  Suppose  the  Gospels  di- 
vided into  sections,  in  52  of  these  the  narratives 
coincide.  12  more  are  common  to  Mt  and  Mk,  5  to 
Mk  ana  Lk.  and  14  to  Mt  and  Lk,  while  5  are 
peculiar  to  Mt,  2  to  Mk  and  9  to  Lk.  Tlie  verbal 
agreement  is  greater  in  the  recital  of  the  words  of 
others,  particularly  of  words  of  Jesus,  than  in  the 
narrative  portions. 

How  is  this  to  be  explained?  Three  forms  of 
theory  were  early  propounded — ^the  oraly  the  docu- 
mentary,  and  the  hypothesis  of  dependence  of  one 
pospel  upon  another.  Of  these  theories,  the  oldest 
IS  the  3a  (Augustine  already  held  that  Mk  was  an 
abridgment  of  Mt  and  Lk),  and  to  it.  in  combina- 
tion with  the  2d,  though  in  reversed  order  (Mk  being 
put  first),  it  will  be  seen  below  that  criticism  has 
largelv  reverted.  The  oral  theory,  proposed  by 
Gieseler  (1818),  has,  till  recently,  been  the  favorite 
one  in  England  (Westcott,  Alford,  etc^  with  Godet, 
Pressens^,  Ebrard,  etc,  on  the  Contment).  In  it 
resemblances  in  the  three  Gospels  are  explained  by 
an  oral  tradition  assumed  to  have  attained  a  rela- 
tively fixed  form  while  the  apostles  were  yet  teach- 
ing together  in  Jerus.  The  documentary  theory 
took  its  origin  with  Eichhorn  (1794),  but  in  the 
hands  of  Marsh  (1801),  finally  in  Eichhom's  own 
(1804),  received  so  elaborate  a  development  as 
completely  to  discredit  it.  The  dependence  theory, 
in  turn,  went  through  every  possible  shape.  Grad- 
ually, with  sifting^  certain  combinations  were  elimi- 
nated (those  which  put  Lk  first,  or  Mt  last,  or 
made  Mk  a  middle  term),  till  only  two  remained — 
Mt,  Lk.  Mk  (Griesbach  1789-W,  Baur,  etc),  and 
Mk,  Nit,  Lk  (Weisse,  1838,  Wilke,  1838,  etc). 
The  prestige  of  the  Baur  school  obtained  a  tem- 
porary ascendency  for  the  former  view — that  which 
put  Mk  last;  this,  however,  has  now  quite  given 
way  in  favor  of  Mk's  priority.  There  remained 
a  division  of  opinion  as  to  whether  the  Mk  emploved 
by  the  other  evangelists  was  the  canonical  Mk 
(Weisse,  Meyer,  B.  Weiss,  etc),  or  an  ur-Markua 
(Holtzmann,  Reuss,  etc),  but  the  difficulties  of  the 
latter  hypothesis  proved  so  insurmoimtable  that 
Holtzmann  finally  gave  it  up. 

It  is  obvious,  however,  that  the  use  of  Mk  by  the 
other  evangelists,  even  if  granted,  does  not  yet 
completely  solve  the  synoptical  problem.  There 
is  still  to  be  considered  that  large  mass  of  matter — 
chiefly  discourses — common  to  mt  and  Lk,  not  to 
speak  of  the  material  peculiar  to  Lk  itself.  For 
tne  explanation  of  these  sections  it  becomes  neces- 
sary to  postulate  a  second  source,  usually  identified 
with  the  much-canvassed  Loaiii  of  Papias,  and 
designated  by  recent  scholars  (Wellhausen,  etc)  Q. 
It  is  regarded  as  a  collection  of  disco\irseB^  possibly 
by  Matthew,  with  or  without  an  admixture  of 
narrative  matter  (B.  Weiss,  etc).  This  yields  the 
"two-source"  theory  at  present  prevailing  in  synop- 
tical criticism  (for  a  different  view,  cf  Zahn  s  In- 
trodtu^tion),  Mt  and  Lk,  on  this  view,  are  not 
independent  Gospels,  but  are  drawn  up  on  the  basis 


of  (1)  Mk  and  (2)  Q»the  Logiaj  with  original  ma- 
terial on  the  part  of  Luke  (see  GtOSPels)  .  A  theory 
which  commandEf  the  assent  of  so  many  scholars 
has  necessarily  great  weight.  It  cannot,  however, 
be  regarded  as  finally  established.  Many  grave 
difficulties  remain;  there  is,  besides,  a  prima  facie 
improbability  in  a  Gospel  like  Mark's  being  treated 
in  the  manner  supposed  or  included  among  the  ''at- 
tempts" which  Luke's  own  Gospel  was  designed  to 
supersede  (Lk  1  1-4;  cf  Wright,  St,  Luke*s  Gospel 
in  Grt  xiv,  xv). 

With  criticism  of  the  sources  of  the  Gospels  there 
goes,  of  course,  the  question  of  authorship.  A 
powerful  vindication  of  the  Lucan  authorship  of  the 
od  Gospel  and  the  Book  of  Acts  has  recently  come 
from  the  pen  of  Professor  A.  Hamack,  who  main- 
tains that  in  this,  as  in  most  other  points  regarding 
early  Christian  lit.,  "tradition  is  right"  Ccf  his 
Luke,  the  Physidany  ET).  Outside  the  Synoptics, 
the  burning  question  still  is  the  authorship  of  the 
Johannine  writings.  Here  also,  however,  the  ex- 
treme positions  of  the  Baur  school  are  entirely  given 
up  ("It  is  perfectly  apparent,"  says  Professor  Bacon, 
"that  Baur  mistook  ttie  period  of  dissemination  for 
that  of  ori(iin"  op.  cit.,  21),  and  powerful  defences 
of  Johanmne  authorship  have  of  late  appeared 
(notably  Sanday's  Criticism  of  the  Fourth  Uospely 
and  ex-Principal  Drummond's  Character  and  Author- 
ship of  the  Fourth  Gospel).    See  Gospel  of  John. 

(3)  Modem  ^^historical-critical**  school.— On  the 
otner  hand,  a  new  and  intensely  aggressive  radical 
school  has  recently  come  to  the  front,  the  so-called 
"historical-critical,"  which  treats  the  text  and 
history  of  the  Gospels  generally  with  a  recklessness 
to  which  no  limits  can  oe  put.  It  is  even  doubted 
if  Jesus  claimed  to  be  the  Messiah  (Wrede).  Say- 
ings are  accepted,  rejected,  or  mutilated  at  pleasure. 
The  latest  phase  of  this  scnool  is  the  "Apocalyptic," 
which  finds  the  essence  of  Christ's  message  in  His 
insistence  on  the  approaching  end  of  the  world 
^f  Schweitzer,  Von  Reimarus  zu  Wrede;  ET  The 
Quest  of  the  Historical  Jesus).  These  excesses  may 
be  depended  on  to  cure  themselves. 

(4)  Remaining  writings  of  the  NT. — For  the  rest 
of  the  ¥rritings  on  the  NT,  the  trend  of  criticism  has 
been  in  the  main  in  a  conservative  direction.  One 
by  one  the  Pauline  Epistles  have  been  given  back 
to  the  apostle — doubt  chiefly  still  resting  in  certain 
minds  on  the  Pastorals.  The  Book  of  Rev  is  re- 
stored by  most  to  the  age  of  Domitian,  where  tradi- 
tion places  it.  Its  relation  to  the  Fourth  Gospel 
and  to  St.  John  is  still  in  dispute,  and  some  modems 
would  see  in  it  a  groundwork  of  Jewish  apocalypse. 
These  and  kindr^  questions  are  discussed  in  the 
arts,  devoted  to  them. 

LxTSBATUBB. — Arts.  Oil  Text.  MSS,  YSS,  of  OT  and 
NT  in  Bible  Diets,  and  Encyclopaedias:  works  on  Intro- 
duction to  OT  and  NT. 

On  the  OT. — S.  Davidson,  Retinon  of  the  Snglith  OT; 
W.  R.  Smith,  OT  in  the  Jetoiah  Church;  Wellhausen, 
Prol  to  the  Hiet  of  Israel  (ET) ;   Kuenen,  The  Hexateuch 

?GT);  Oxford  Hexateuch  according  to  the  RV;  Orr. 
rob  of  the  OT,  and  Bible  Under  Trial;  H.  M.  Wiener, 
Beeaye  on  Pentaieuchal  CrUiciem;  W.  M5Iler,  Are  the 
Critics  Right?  (ET). 

On  the  NT. — Westcott  and  Hort,  The  NT  in  Or,  Intro; 
F.  O.  Kenvon.  Handbook  to  the  Textual  Critieiam  of  the  NT; 
Nestle,  Textual  Crit  of  the  Or  Teat.  (ET);  Scrivener, 
Intro  to  the  Crit  of  the  NT,  4th  ed;  K.  LAke.  The  Text 
of  the  NT;  Ebrard.  Qoapel  History  (ET);  P.  O.  Burkltt. 
The  Gospel  History  and  Its  Transmission;  Sanday,  The 
Life  of  Christ  in  Recent  Research;  Schweitzer,  Von 
Reimarus  tu  Wrede  (ET  The  Quest  of  the  Historical  Jesus): 
A.  S.  Peake,  Crit.  Intro  to  the  NT, 

James  Orr 
CRITICISM  (The  Graf-Wellhausen  Hypothesis): 

I.     Pbbliminabt 

1.  Thesis 

2.  Historical  Perspective 

3.  Inspiration  and  Critidsni 
II.     Thb  Leqislation 

1.  Groups 

2.  Covenant  Code 


Criticism 
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3.  The  Sanctuary 

4.  Kinds  of  Sacrifice 

5.  Sacrifice  in  General 

6.  Vestments 

7.  Priests  and  Levites 

8.  Dues 

9.  Miscellaneous 

10.  Summary 

11.  Additional  Note 
III.     Thb  Hibtort 

1.  Chronicles 

2.  Kings,  etc 

3.  The  Conquest 

4.  Ideas  of  uod 

5.  Priesthood 

6.  Summary 

IV.     Rbconstruction 

1.  Covenant  Code 

2.  Deuteronomy 

3.  Later 

4.  Evaluation 

LiTBBATUBB 

/.  Freliminary.—ln  Jer  7  22.23  we  read:    "For 

I  spake  not  unto  your  fathers,  nor  commanded  them 

in  the  day  that  I  brought  them  out  of 

1.  Thesis      the  land  of  Egypt,  concerning  burnt- 

offerings  or  sacrifices:  but  this  thing 
I  commanded  theni,  saying,  Hearlcen  unto  my  voice, 
and  I  will  be  your  God,  and  ye  shall  be  my  people/' 
It  is  the  contention  of  the  present  art.  that  this 
statement  of  the  prophet  is  correct  (cf  II,  5). 

More  specifically,  it  is  contended  that  evidence 
can  be  product  from  the  OT  to  show  that  Israel's 
religion  can  be  seen  in  a  long  period  of  growth; 
and  in  this  growth  a  fixed  sacrificial  law,  with  a 
minutely  regulated  ritual  obligatory  on  all  Is- 
raelites, the  culmination  and  not  the  beginning  of 
the  process.  It  is  contended,  moreover,  that  this 
conception  of  the  development  of  the  institutional 
side  of  the  reU^on  of  the  OT  is  attained  by  the 
strictest  evaluation  of  aZZthe  OT  evidence  and  by 
no  a  priori  considerations. 

To  De  sure,  one  is  met  at  once  in  the  OT  by  what 

seem  to  be  complete  denials  of  this  point  of  view. 

In  the  Pentateuch  we  nnd  statement 

2.  Histori-    after  statement  that  a  given  law  was 
cal  Per-        due  not  to  some  late  author  but  to 
spective         Moses  himself^  and  there  are  numer- 
ous passages  m  the  historical  books 

(most  notably  in  Ch)  that  speak  of  these  laws  as 
in  effect  from  the  earliest  times.  Such  evidence 
must  be  paid  all  possible  respect  and  must  be  over- 
ruled only  on  the  most  imperative  considerations. 

However,  if  for  the  moment  the  books  of  the  OT  be 
viewed  only  as  historical  documents,  it  wHl  be  admitted 
that  the  possibility  of  overruling  such  evidence  may  well 
arise.  Aiid  it  mav  very  well  arise  without  calling  in 
question  in  the  slightest  degree  the  good  faith  of  the 
writers  of  questioned  passages;  for  an  acquisition  of 
historical  perspective  comes  very  late  in  Intellectual 
evolution,  particularly-— though  not  only — ^in  the  realm 
of  religious  history.  Even  the  trained  scholar  has  to  be 
on  his  guard  lest  ne  read  back  the  concepts  of  his  own 
time  into  some  past  generation,  while  the  non-specialist 
never  succeeds  in  avoiding  this  enx>r  completely.  For 
the  uncultured  mind,  especially  for  the  Oriental,  the 
problem  scarcely  exists.  That  which  Is  generally  ac- 
cepted and  which  is  not  obviously  novel  tends  to  be 
classifled  as  that  which  "always  has  been."  A  law  so 
old  that  its  actual  source  is  forgotten  is  referred  as  a 
matter  of  course  to  some  great  lawgiver  of  the  past.  A 
custom  that  in  a  writer's  own  day  is  universtJly  ob- 
served bv  the  pious  must  always  nave  been  observed 
by  the  pious.  Kven  documentary  evidence  to  the  con- 
trary is  not  convincing  to  such  a  writer,  for  that  docu- 
ments may  be  wrong  is  not  a  modem  discovery.  To  be 
sure,  the  older  document  may  be  copied  mechanically 
or  the  discrepancy  may  not  even  be  noticed.  But  it  is 
never  surprising  when  we  find  a  writer  simply  accrediting 
the  pious  men  of  old  with  the  customs  oi  nis  own  day, 
since  even  documentary  evidence  to  the  contrary  he  felt 
could  not  be  right.  This  is  not  forgery,  as  we  understand 
the  word,  nor  need  there  be  the  faintest  moral  reproach 
connected  with  such  conduct.  Quite  on  the  contrary, 
such  a  writer  may  well  be  acting  In  the  only  sense  that 
the  conscience  of  any  man  of  hla  generation  could  con- 
ceive right. 

However,  the  OT  is  not  a  mere  collection  of  human 
documents,  and  another  question  arises.  Does  the 
acceptance  of  inspiration  compel  us  to  assume  that 


in  every  case  a  writer's  ordinary  historical  methods 
were  entirely  overruled?    The  question  is  a  rather 

broad  one  and  does  not  relate  merely 
8.  Inspira-  to  the  correct  transmission  of  high 
tion  toric  facts.    To  be  asked,  rather,  is 

this:  Did  God  present  to  His  instru- 
ments a  mechanically  accurate  set  of  past  facts 
which  would  give  a  conception  of  history  that 
no  one  of  the  sacred  writer's  generation  could 
understand?  Or  did  He  suffer  His  revelation  to 
find  expression  in  terms  of  the  current  conceptions 
of  history,  much  as  we  are  accustomed  to  say  it 
found  expression  in  terms  of  the  current  concep- 
tions of  science?  A  full  discussion  of  the  various 
theological  arguments  involved  would  be  qnuite  out- 
side the  provmceof  an  art.  of  this  Encyclopaedia, 
but  reference  must  be  made  to  two  important  Bib. 
arguments:  (1)  In  a  question  which  thus  affects 
the  amount  covered  by  the  inspiration  of  the  Bible, 
quotations  from  the  Bible  itself  beg  the  question 
when  adduced  to  show  entire  infallibility.  So 
appeals  to  the  NT  are  hardly  helpful.  Moreover, 
they  prove  too  much.  In  Jude  vs  14.15  there  is  a 
quotation  from  the  Book  of  En  (1  9),  which  is 
made  in  the  most  formal  manner  possible.  But 
will  anyone  maintain  that  this  compels  us  to  believe 
that  our  Book  of  En  was  actually  written  by 
Enoch,  the  seventh  from  Adam?  Yet  if  the  quota- 
tion had  been  taken  from  an  OT  work,  precisely 
this  would  have  been  maintained.  (2)  Far  more 
important  is  the  use  of  the  OT  by  Chnst,  for  here  a 
cfnte  different  authority  comes  m.  But  the  ques- 
tion must  be  asked:  Just  how  far  did  Our  Lord's 
use  of  a  passage  involve  ratification  of  all  the  current 
ideas  about  that  passage?  A  ^ood  answer  is  sup- 
plied by  Acts  1  6.7.  When  He  is  asked,  "Dost  thou 
at  this  time  restore  the  kingdom  to  Israel?"  we 
know  that  the  pedantically  "correct"  answer  would 
have  been,  "The  kingdom  never  will  be  restored  to 
Israel  in  any  such  sense  as  ye  conceive  of  it."  Yet 
this  is  precisely  what  Christ  does  not  say.  "It  is 
not  for  you  to  know  times  or  seasons."  No  hint 
was  given  at  all  that  the  kingdom  was  imiversal,  for 
the  disciples  would  find  that  out  for  themselves  in 

good  time.  In  order  that  they  should  be  able  to 
o  God's  work  there  was  no  n^d  to  bewilder  them 
with  a  truth  as  yet  altogether  revolutionary.  And 
any  close  student  of  the  "Kingdom  of  God"  pas- 
sages soon  realizes  how  often  Christ  uses  current 
terminology  without  comment,  even  when  it  seems 
almost  materialistic.  A  literal  ex^esis  of  Lk  22  18 
would  necessitate  believing  that  grapes  will  grow 
in  the  world  to  come  and  that  Christ  will  £ink 
wine  made  from  them,  and  ^  almost  certainly  the 
disciples  gathered  just  this  idea  from  the  words. 
But  no  one  today  finds  them  in  the  least  a  difficulty. 
The  exact  extent  of  the  kingdom  and  the  exact  nature 
of  the  happiness  in  it  were  irrelevant  to  what  the 
disciples  had  to  do.  And  so  it  cannot  be  thou^t 
an  injustice  to  treat  Christ's  use  of  the  OT  oy 
exactly  the  same  rules,  all  the  more  as  nowhere, 
not  even  in  Mk  12  36,  does  the  argument  turn  on 
the  oridnal  human  author  or  the  date  of  writing. 
What  Christ  Himself,  in  His  inner  consciousness, 
knew  on  the  subject  is  something  beyond  our 
immediate  data.  But  His  use  of  the  OT  lends  no 
support  to  a  Kenotic  theory,  not  even  on  the  wildest 
OT  critical  hypotheses.    See  Kenosis. 

//.  TTte  Leffidation, — ^As  is  well  known,  among 
the  laws  of  the  Pentateuch  there  exist  several  well- 
raarked  groups,  of  which  the  most 
1.  Groups  formal  is  Dt  12-26.  Another  such 
group  is  Lev  17-26  or  the  Holiness 
Code  (H),  and  still  another  is  Ex  20  22—23  19  or 
the  Covenant  Code  (CC).  With  this  last  is  closely 
connected  the  DecaJo^e  and  the  little  compend 
Ex  34  17-26.     Now  it  will   be    convenient    for 
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Present  purposes  to  designate  the  remaining  mass  of 
'entateuchal  legislation  under  the  non-conmiittal 
symbol  X. 

In  the  first  place,  attention  may  be  directed  to 
CC  as  a  whole.     Whatever  it  was  meant  to  be,  it 
was  not  meant  as  a  mere   interims- 
S.  Covenant  code  for  the  period  of  the  wanderings, 
Code  either  in  its  civil  or  its  religious  pre- 

scriptions. One  piece  of  evidence 
alone  is  enough  to  show  the  contrarjr:  in  the  laws 
touching  settlements  of  disputes  it  is  presupposed 
that  Moses  himself  is  not  accessible.  And  the  hfe 
assumed  is  agricultural.  Men  are  living  in  fields 
with  settled  Doundaries  (22  5.6).  The  vine  and 
the  oUve  are  both  under  cultivation  (22  5.29; 
i^  11),  under  such  settled  circumstances  that  the 
rest  of  the  Sabbatical  year  can  be  observed.  And 
of  the  feasts,  Weeks  and  Tabernacles  are  connected 
with  the  harvests  (23  16).  Of  course,  Moses  may 
very  well  have  given  commands  that  looked  to  the 
future,  but  the  present  contention  is  simply  that 
it  was  the  remote  and  not  the  immediate  future 
that  is  in  point  on  this  assumption.  The  hfe  is 
Canaan  and  not  the  wilderness.  But,  now,  the 
life  is  very  primitive  life.  Flocks  are  of  great  im- 
portance, as  is  shown  by  the  proportion  of  space 
given  to  laws  about  them.  Rulers  are  mentioned 
only  in  22  28  (ndsV),  and  judges,  as  settled  officers, 
are  not  mentioned  at  all,  for  the  very  rare  word  in 
21  22  (poniy  Dt  32  31:  Job  31  11  only)  should  be 
tr*  "umpire."  Indeed  in  23  1-9  the  duties  of 
citizens,  witness  and  judge  are  so  intermingled  as 
to  sug»3st  that  judgment  was  administered  by  a 
genersd  gathering  of  the  people.  It  is  taken  for 
granted  that  a  master  has  marital  rights  over  his 
maidservants  (21  7-11).  Coined  money  is  men- 
tioned only  in  21  32,  if  there.  There  is  no  attempt 
to  define  proportions  exactly;  cf  22  5  ("best  of  his 
own  field^')  and  22  29  (the  amount  of  the  gift— a 
tenth? — ^not  stated).  Similarly  there  is  no  precise 
dating  of  the  feasts  of  Weeks  and  Tabernacles  in 
23  16,  while  the  exact  day  in  Abib  (ver  15)  is  at 
least  not  specified.  Now,  if  this  code  could  be  iso- 
lated from  the  rest  of  the  legislation,  would  not  one 
refer  it  naturally  on  the  above  grounds  alone  to  a 
time  not  very  far  either  way  from  that  of  Saul? 

Now,  in  what  follows,  the  prescriptions  of  the 
various  codes  will  be  compared  with  each  other  in 
regard  to  the  various  institutions  of  Israel's  reUgion 
and  also  studied  in  the  wider  evidence  of  the  his- 
torical books.  The  evidence  of  Ch,  however,  will 
be  omitted  for  the  most  part,  as  a  separate  section 
is  devoted  to  it  (III,  1). 

(1)  The  firstling  is  to  be  with  its  dam  seven  days, 
but  on  the  eigfUh  (not  later  I)  it  is  to  be  given  to 
God.    The  offerings  from  the  harvest 
8  The  and  from  the  presses  (wine  and  olives) 

Sanctuary  are  to  be  offered  without  delay  (Ex  22 
29.30).  (Donsequently  the  place  of 
offering  must  have  been  readily  accessible.  By  what 
has  been  said  above  and  by  the  mention  of  '^presses" 
here,  ready  accessibility  in  P (destine  ia  presupposed. 
But  this  imphes  a  multiplicity  of  sanctuaries.  And 
in  Samuel-Kings  this  multipucity  of  sanctuaries  is 
exactly  what  is  found.  Samuel  sacrifices  in  Mizpah 
(1  S  7  9).  in  Ramah  (9  12  ff).  in  Gilgal  (11  15)  and 
in  Bethlenem  (16  5).  David^s  family  held  a  yearly 
sacrifice  in  Bethlehem,  which  David  attended  regu- 
larly (20  6).  Solomon  received  a  special  revela- 
tion from  God  at  Gibeon  (1  K  3  4ff— for  the 
account  in  Ch  see  III,  1).  Although  the  heart  of 
Asa  was  perfect  and  the  way  of  Jehoshaphat 
right,  yet  the  many  altars  were  suffered  to  re- 
main (16  14;  22  4a— again  for  Ch  see  III,  1). 
The  destruction  of  the  altars  of  God  was  to  Elijah 
a  terrible  calamity  (19  10).  While  Amos  and  Hosea 
abound  in  denunciations  of  sacrifices  as  substitutes 


for  righteousness^  yet  they  never  even  intimate  a 
duty  to  offer  sacrifices  in  some  other  tdace  (Am  1  2 : 
Hos  3  5  are  irrelevant).  Not  even  do  Mic  4  2  and 
Isa  2  2  imply  that  Jerus  was  to  have  the  sole  right 
to  the  cultus. 

(2)  Ezekiel  is  the  first  prophet  who  makes  the  place 
of  sacrifice  a  matter  of  paramount  importance,  and 
this  importance  of  the  place  is,  in  the  Pentateuch, 
emphasized  primarily  in  Dt.  It  is  needless  to  col- 
lect the  familiar  evidence  from  Dt,  but  an  illuminat- 
ing comparison  with  CC  is  given  by  the  laws  for 
firstlings.  No  longer  is  the  firstling  given  on  the 
eighth  day.  It  must  be  kept,  but  not  worked  or 
shorn,  until  the  time  when  year  by  year"  it  may 
be  eaten  in  the  chosen  place  (Dt  16  19.20).  1^ 
now  the  fruits  of  the  field  and  the  "presses"  are 
not  offered  "without  delay"  but  again  "year  by 
year,"  with  a  provision  for  turning  them  into  money 
if  the  way  be  too  long  to  the  sanctuary  (14  22- 
27).  Dt  and  CC  evidently  have  distinct  concep- 
tions— and  again  attention  may  be  called  to  the  fact 
that  CC  contains  laws  for  Pal,  not  for  the  wilder^ 
ness.  H  is  as  explicit  as  Dt — sacrifice  anywhere 
except  at  the  Tent  is  a  capit^  offence  (Lev  17 
8.9).  And  the  evidence  of  jC  need  not  be  col- 
lected, but,  passing  out  of  the  Pentateuch  for  the 
moment,  Josn  22  10-34  represents  Israel  as  under- 
standing from  the  first  entrance  into  Canaan  that 
sacrifice  at  any  altar  but  the  one  was  the  worst  of 


crimes. 


(3)  How  is  the  offering  of  sacrifices  in  various 
places  by  such  men  as  Samuel  to  be  explained? 
That  the  worship  was  disorganized  and  the  proper 
sanctuary  could  not  be  reached  is  hardly  an  ex- 
planation. For  no  disorganization  of  the  country 
could  be  great  enough  to  justify  the  offering  of 
sacrifices  in  places  not  only  unauthorized  but  flatly 
forbidden  in  Lev  17  8.9.  On  the  theory  of  Mosaic 
origin  for  the  whole  of  the  Pentateuchal  legislation. 
Samuel  knew  as  much  about  the  clear  statements  ot 
the  Law  as  does  any  Jew  of  today,  but  it  is  clearly 
enough  recognized  by  all  Jews  that  no  disorganiza- 
tion of  the  county  or  Divine  reprobation  of  the 
Temple  justifies  sacrifice  in  any  other  place.  A 
key,  however,  seems  to  be  found  in  Dt  12  8-11, 
where  sacrifice  in  various  places  is  actually  author- 
ized imtil  such  a  time  as  the  land  should  be  pacified 
and  the  Divine  choice  given  to  a  place — a  time  re- 
presented in  the  history  of  Israel  as  about  the  time 
of  David,  or  perhaps  Solomon.  This  certainly  does 
explain  the  situation  as  it  is  found  in  Samuel-Kings. 
Only,  it  is  in  flat  contradiction  with  H  and  X. 

lliis  point  is  important.  Dt  12  8-11  not  only 
represents  sacrifice  in  various  places  as  permitted 
until  some  later  time,  but  it  represents  Moses  and 
the  IsraeUtes  as  practising  the  same  things  in  the 
wilderness — "the  things  that  we  do  here  this  day, 
every  man  whatsoever  is  right  in  his  own  eyes; 
for  ye  are  not  as  yet  come,"  etc;  i.e.  Dt's  conception 
was  that  in  the  wilderness  Moses  and  the  Israelites 
offered  sacrifice  wherever  they  thought  good.  This 
was  to  continue  until  God  gave  them  rest  from  their 
enemies  roimd  about.  Then  the  sacrifices  were  to 
be  brought  to  the  chosen  place  and  to  be  offered 
nowhere  else.  Now,  the  conception  in  H  and  X 
is  wholly  different.  On  the  mount  Moses  received 
directions  for  the  building  of  the  Tabernacle,  with 
its  altar.  From  the  beginning  it  was  a  capital  offence 
to  offer  sacrifices  on  any  other  altar  than  this  (Lev 
17  8.9),  which  was  carried  everjrwhere  on  the 
wanderings  and  brought  into  Canaan.  In  the  very 
days  of  Phinehas,  the  offering  of  sacrifices  on  a 
different  altar  was  enough  to  make  civil  war  justi- 
fiable (Josh  22  12).  For  further  discussion  see 
III,  2. 

(4)  The  difficulties  of  these  data  are  obvious  but 
are  completely  satisfied  by  the  assumption  that 
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different  conceptions  of  past  history  are  present. 
Dt  belongs  to  a  period  when  the  unity  of  the  sanc- 
tuary had  become  an  established  fact,  but  still 
before  the  memory  of  the  many  altars  as  com- 
paratively legitimate  was  extinguished.  H  and  X, 
however,  belong  to  a  considerably  later  day,  when 
the  unity  of  the  sanctuary  h^  been  so  long  taken 
for  granted  that  no  pious  Israelite  could  conceive 
that  an3rthing  else  had  ever  existed.  The  reference 
of  the  commands  to  Moses  is  altogether  in  oriental 
manner. 

NoTB. — Bz  90  24  has  not  been  used  in  the  above 
argiunent,  but  with  the  evldenoe  presented  there  seems 
tu  De  no  obstacle  to  the  tr*  of  thb  EV.  The  familiar 
evidence  of  Jgs  is  of  course  merely  cumulative. 

Lev  1-7  contains  a  list  of  the  various  kinds  of 
sacrifices:   (a)  the  sin  offering  and   the  trespass 

ofiPering,  very  elaborately  treated 
4.  Kinds  of  and  obviously  of  the  highest  impor- 
Sacrifice        tance:    (&)   the  whole  burnt  offering 

and  the  peace  offering;  and,  standing 
a  little  by  itself^  the  meal  offering.  The  latter  is 
of  no  especial  significance  for  the  present  discus- 
sion and  may  be  neglected.  Now  a  curious  fact 
may  be  noted.  In  the  prophetic  writings  before 
Ezk  there  is  not  one  single  reference  to  dose  (a). 
This  is  not  simply  the  argument  from  silence,  for 
sacrifices  with  their  special  names  are  mentioned 
freely  and  sacrificial  ntes  described — ^invariably  of 
class  (&},  even  when  presented  for  penitential  pur- 
poses. If  the  ofiPering  is  not  burnt  whole,  the  wor- 
shipper eats  of  it — ^it  is  a  peace  offering.  Jer  7  21  is 
a  particularly  significant  example,  but  cf  Am  4  4.5; 
6  22.25;  Hos  a  13;  9  4;  Isa  1  11,;  22  12-14; 
28  7.8;  Jer  6  20.  Turning  to  Samuel-Kings  we 
find  this  borne  out.  The  names  of  the  sin  and 
trespass  offerings  appear  in  2  K  12  16,  but  it  is 
money  that  is  referred  to  (the  EV  should  be 
checked  with  the  Heb  here);  just  as  the  golden  mice 
appear  as  a  trespass  offermg  in  1  8  6  3ff.  And 
in  the  codes,  neither  CC  nor  Dt  mentions  class  (a) 
and  even  in  H  they  appear  only  in  Lev  19  21.22; 
i.e.  what  in  later  times  appear  as  the  greatest 
sacrifices  of  Israel — ^by  Lev  8  Israel's  first  sacrifice 
was  a  sin  offering — are  foimd  only  in  X  and  are 
mentioned  in  the  prophets  for  the  first  time  in 
Ezk  40  39,  while  the  other  classes  are  mentioned 
frequently.  It  seems  difficult  to  escape  the  infer- 
ence that  class  (a)  appeared  relatively  Late  in  Israel's 
history,  a  point  discussed  more  fully  in  IV. 

The  problem  firesented  by  Jer  7  22  is  a  very 
serious  one .    Obviously,  to  say  that  the  conmiand  to 

offer  sacnnce  was  not  given  on  the 
6.  Sacrifice  da^  of  the  Exodus  but  on  Sinai,  is 
in  General    qmte  unsatisfactory,  for  this  would 

make  Jeremiah  quibble.  He  denies 
categorically  that  a  command  to  offer  sacrifice  toas 
part  of  the  Dwine  Law  at  all.  Now,  if  it  be  noted 
that  the  offering  of  firstlings  and  first-fruits  was 
altogether  distinct  from  the  regular  sacrifices,  it 
will  be  seen  that  Jer  can  very  well  presuppose  CC 
or  even  Dt,  both  of  which  contain  only  regulative 
prescriptions  for  sacrifice.  (Whether  Jer  actually  did 
conceive  CC  and  Dt  as  binding  is  another  question.) 
But  by  what  exegesis  of  the  passage  can  Jer  pre- 
suppose X?  The  natural  inference  is  that  the 
regulations  of  X  became  obligatory  on  Israel  after 
Jeremiah's  day. 

What  follows  is  in  itself  an  infinitesimal  matter  but 
the  evidence  is  significant.    The  prohibition  of  8te];w  for 

the  altar  in  Ex  20  26  is  based  on  the  fact 
o.  Vest-  that  the  mlnistrants  were  very  scantily 
ments  <^^^  (^^  ^^  ^^^t  clothing  of  pilgrims  at 

Mecca).  This  is  corroborated  in  2  S 
6  14.20-22,  where  Michal  reproves  David  for  exposing 
himself.  But  in  X  the  priests  wear  rather  elaborate  vest- 
ments, over  linen  breeche*  (Ex  88  42).  And.  to  call  in  Ch 
for  the  moment,  this  is  the  conception  found  there  of 
David's  religious  zeal  at  the  bringing  in  of  the  ark.  Besides 
the  ephod  he  wears  a  long  linen  robe  and  Michal  despises 


him,  not  for  exposing  himself,  but  only  for  dancing 
(lOh  15  27-29). 

(1)  OO  has  no  regulations  regarding  the  priesthood, 
but  of  course  it  does  not  follow  that  this  silence  has  any 
■V   Tk_s     4.        significance.     However,  Samuel-Kings  f ur- 

7.  Pnests      nish  us  with   certain  evidence.     Samuel, 
and  Levites  although  an  Ephraimlte  (1  S  1  1).  offers 

sacrifice  repeatedly  (see  3.  above).  In 
2  S  20  25.26  the  Hebrew  says  that  Zadok  and  Abiathar 
were  kdhdnim,  and  also  Ira  the  Jairite  was  kdhin  unto 
David.  Exactly  the  same  word  is  used  for  Zadok  and 
Ira  in  practically  the  same  sentence,  and  no  one  without 
prior  conceptions  would  have  dreamed  of  giving  it  en- 
tirely distinct  tr>  imder  the  circumstances,  as  do  the  A  V 
and  the  RVY  texts  (not  margins).  Again  in  2  S  8  18 
it  is  said  that  David's  sons  were  kdhdnim  and  in  1  K  4 
5  that  Zabud  was  kdken.  Now  if  kdhin  does  not  mean 
*'  priest"  in  these  passages,  thev  are  the  only  cases  out  of  a 
total  of  750  occurrences.  That  the  Chronicler  under- 
stood the  word  to  mean  priest  is  shown  by  the  fact  that 
in  his  parallel  to  2  S  8  18  (1  Ch  18  17)  he  uses  a  differ- 
ent word  altogether.  The  natural  inference  firom  these 
SuBsages  is  that  the  restriction  of  priestly  ministration 
a  certain  line  came  about  after  Solomon's  time  (cf 
Jgs  17  12.13,  a  Levite  is  desirable  but  not  essential). 

(2)  In  Dt  the  priesthood  appears  as  limited  to  the  sons 
of  Levi,  but  it  is  at  least  safe  to  say  that  no  explicit  dis- 
tinction is  made  within  the  tribe.  In  81  5  the  priests 
are  the  "sons  of  Levi."  Just  as  in  17  9;  18  1:  24  8  the 
term  is  "the  priests  the  Levitos."  In  10  8  the  right 
to  bless  and  in  88  8-11  the  right  to  offer  incense  and 
sacrifice  are  in  no  ways  said  to  be  restricted  to  a  very 
small  proportion  of  the  tribe.  Cf  Jer  88  21.22  (here 
questions  of  authenticity  are  Irrelevant).  A  clear  dis- 
unction  within  the  tribe  of  Levi  appears  in  the  prophetic 
writings  for  the  first  time  in  Ezk  44  10-31.  where  two 
kinds  of  Levites  are  spoken  of,  "the  priests  the  Levites. 
the  sons  of  Zadok"  (ver  15)  and  the  Levites,  simphr 
(ver  10).  No  third  class  is  recognized  (cf  40  45.46, 
where  the  distinction  is  between  two  classes  of  priests). 
Now,  the  distinction  between  the  Zadokian  and  non- 
Zadoklan  Levites  is  based  by  Ezekiel  on  one  thing  only, 
in  the  past  the  former  had  been  faithful  and  the  latter 
had  not  (vs  10-15).  Becauee  the  former  had  ministoi^Bd 
before  idols,  therefore  should  they  not  come  to  execute 
the  office  of  a  pnest,  but  perform  only  inferior  minis- 
trations. Now  this  can  mean  only  that  the  non-Zado- 
klans  are  excluded  from  priestly  privileges  that  they  once 
possessed.  The  non-Zadokians,  if  they  had  not  sinned, 
would  still  have  been  legitimate  priests  in  Ezekiel's 
eyes,  for  otherwise  the  exclusion  from  the  altar  would 
be  eviscerated  of  all  meaning  as  a  punishment;  i.e. 
Ezekiel  knows  of  only  two  kinds  of  Levites,  both  kinds 
originally  legitimate  priests,  but  one  class  now  to  be 
forbidden  access  to  the  altar  because  of  sin.  A  third 
class  of  Levite,  non-Aaronites,  who  never  had  had  ac- 
cess to  the  altar,  but  who,  because  of  their  righteous- 
ness, had  been  blessed  with  the  privilege  to  poform 
minor  ministerial  acts,  is  conspicuous  in  Ezk  by  its 
absence.  And  this  absence,  in  the  face  of  the  immense 
amoimt  of  minute  detail  contained  in  Ezk  40-48.  can 
be  explained  on  no  other  hypothesis  than  that  Ei^  did 
not  know  of  such  a  class.  when  the  immense  impor- 
tance of  the  non-Aaronite  Levites  in  Ch,  Ezr.  etc,  is 
thought  of.  what  other  explanation  can  be  given  for  their 
omission  in  Ezk's  elaborate  regulations  for  the  cultus  7 
To  whom  did  Ezk  consider  the  more  menial  work  in  the 
Temple  would  have  fallen  if  the  non-Zadokians  had  not 
sinned?  Probably  he  never  raised  the  question  at  all, 
but  there  is  no  objection  to  supposing  that  he  would 
have  assigned  it  to  the  priesthood  as  a  whole. 

(3)  It  is  needless  to  coUect  the  evidence  of  X.  The 
non-Aaronite  Levites  appear  there  as  ministers  of  the 
greatest  importance,  elaborately  set  apart,  and  with 
their  duties  and  privileges  accurately  defined  (Nu  8, 
esp.).  Now,  it  is  submitted  that  this  evidence  points 
in  its  most  natural  interpretation  to  a  gradual  narrowing 
of  the  priestly  privileges  in  Israel  through  a  period  or 
many  cents.  It  is  natural,  though  by  no  means  neces- 
sary, to  identify  the  non-Zadoufans  of  Ezk  with  the 
non-Aaronites  of  X.  At  all  events  it  is  argued  that  in 
course  of  time,  long  after  the  priesthood  had  become 
restricted  to  Levites  only,  a  considerable  proportion 
of  the  latter  lost  their  priestly  privilege.  Ezk  stood 
near  enough  to  the  change  (that  he  was  the  actual  inno- 
vator is  improbable)  to  state  the  fact  of  the  degradation 
and  its  cause.  X  regarded  the  distinction  as  of  such 
long  standing  that  it  must  be  accredited  to  Moses  him- 
self. It  is  Mshiy  probable  that  evidence  of  the  change 
is  to  be founain  Dt  18  0-8,  but  this  will  not  be  pressed 
here. 

(1)  In  CC  first-fruits  are  to  be  ofTered  in  Ex  23 

19  and  a  portion  (perhaps  a  tenth,  but  not  specified 

as  such)  of  the  whole  harvest  in  22  29. 

8.  Dues        Nothing  Ib  said  about  their  disposi- 

tion. In  Dt,  the  first-fruits  of  grain, 
wine  and  oil  (with  fleece)  belong  to  the  "priests 
the  Levites"  (18  4).  And  the  basket  of  "fruit" 
in  the  beautiful  rite  of  26  1-11  probably  had  the 
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same  destination.  Of  the  general  harvest  the  tithe  is 
to  be  dedicated,  as  explained  at  length  in  14  22-29. 
The  worshipper  is  to  eat  it  himselfj  but  shall  take 
care  to  see  tnat  the  Levite  receives  a  portion .  Every 
third  year,  however,  the  tithe  is  to  be  spent  for  the 
benefit  of  all  who  need  charity,  including  the  Levite. 
Note  that  in  either  case  the  Levite  receives  only  a 
part  of  the  tithe.  In  X  the  first-fruits  are  again 
assigned  to  the  clergy  (but  now  specifically  to  the 
priests — ^Nu  18  12.13).  But  it  appears  that  the 
tithe  is  to  be  given  wholly  to  the  Levites  in  Nu  18 
21-24.  The  contradiction  with  Dt  14  22-29  is 
real.  That  two  tithes  were  to  be  paid  by  the  wor- 
shipper may  safely  be  assumed  as  impossible,  as  a 
tax  of  one-fifth  would  have  been  unendurable. 
(It  may  be  noted,  though,  that  in  later  days  the 
very  pious  took  this  interpretation — cf  Tob  1  7 — 
but  it  is  certain  that  no  Quch  ruling  ever  main- 
tained generally.)  An  alternative  explanation 
offered  is  that  it  could  be  assumed  that  tne  Levite 
would  invite  the  worshipper  to  join  in  a  feast  on 
the  tithe.  Frankl3r,  it  is  difficult  to  treat  this  as 
quite  candid.  In  Dt  the  worshipper  is  an3rthing 
rather  than  a  mere  guest  at  another  man's  banquet. 
When  the  tithe  has  been  brought  as  money,  the 
worshipper  is  to  spend  it  on  an3rthing  that  best 
pleases  fdm,  and  of  the  Levite  it  is  said  only  ''thou 
shalt  not  forsake  him.''  Moreover,  the  tithe  is  to 
be  consumed  at  the  sanctuary  and  nowhere  else 
(Dt  14  23;  cf  12  11).  In  Nu  18,  however,  the 
tithe  becomes  the  exclusive  property  of  the  Levite 
and  it  is  assigned  him  as  his  source  of  income  (vs 
25-32)  and  so  exclusively  is  it  his  that  it  in  turn  is 
tithed.  And,  far  from  being  turned  into  a  feast  at 
which  the  worshipper  shares,  it  need  not  be  con- 
sumed at  the  sanctuary  at  all  but  may  be  eaten  in 
"every  place,"  wherever  the  Levite  and  his  family 
may  happen  to  live  (ver  31).  It  would  be  hard  to 
conceive  of  two  rules  more  mutually  exclusive  than 
the  tithe  directions  in  Dt  and  Nu.  That  the  live- 
lihood provided  for  the  Levite  in  Dt  is  pitiful  is 
hardly  m  point  and  at  all  events  he  received  more 
than  did  tne  widow  and  the  orphan.    But  cf  IV. 

(2)  Firstlings  in  CC  must  be  offered  on  the  eighth 
day  (Ex  22  30),  but  in  Dt  16  19-22  they  were 
preserved,  without  being  worked  or  shorn,  until 
''year  by  year"  they  could  be  taken  up  to  the 
sanctuary.  ^  (Apparently  by  14  23-25  it  might  be 
converted  into  money  in  case  of  great  distance.) 
Here  the  worshipper  was  to  offer  it  and  eat  of*  it  (a 
peace  offering).  But  in  Nu  18  15-18  the  firstling 
becomes  the  personal  property  of  the  priest  ana 
he  receives  the  flesh  of  the  animal,  if  it  can  be  sac- 
rificed (i.e.  it  is  his  peace  offering,  not  the  wor- 
shipper's). There  is  no  question  ot  giving  back  a 
portion  to  the  worshipper,  again.  Note,  moreover, 
that  in  Dt  16  21-23,  an  animal  not  fit  tor  sacrifice 
was  eaten  at  ?iome  by  the  worshipper  and  so  did  not 
come  in  contact  with  the  priest  at  eJl:  contrast 
Nu  18  15. 

(3)  A  minor  matter  is  found  in  the  portion  of  the 
peace  offering  that  went  to  the  priest.  In  Dt  18  3 
it  is  specified  as  the  shoulder,  two  cheeks  and  maw. 
In  X  (Ex  29  26-28,  etc)  this  has  become  the  breast 
and  the  right  thigh — a  considerably  more  advanta- 
geous portion. 

(4)  In  Dt  it  is  laid  down  that  a  Levite  has  no 
inheritance  among  his  brethren  (10  9;  12  12;  18  1) 
and  hence  is  recommended  as  an  object  of  charity, 
like  the  widow  and  the  orphan.  And,  like  the 
widow  and  the  orphan,  he  lives  "within  thy  gates" 
(12  12,  etc),  i.e.  in  the  same  cities  as  the  rest  of  the 
Israelites.  Now  in  X  the  adjurations  to  charity 
disappear,  because  he  receives  a  fixed  income  (from 
the  tithe),  but  it  is  said  that  this  tithe  is  given  the 
Levrtes  in  lieu  of  an  inheritance,  "Among  the 
children  of  Israel  they  shall  have  no  inheritance" 


(Nu  18  21-24).  In  another  part  of  X.  however, 
there  is  still  a  different  conception — ^tne  Levites 
receive  no  less  than  forty-eight  cities  with  ample 
"suburbs,"  expressly  said  toT)e  given  them  "from 
the  inheritance"  of  Israel  (Nu  36  1-8).  So  in 
Lev  26  32-34  the  houses  of  the  Levites  are  "their 
possession  among  the  children  of  Israel,"  and  the 
fields  "their  perpetual  possession"  and  inalienable. 
Is  there  any  natural  explanation  of  these  passages 
except  that  they  represent  increasing  efforts  to 

?rovide  properly  for  the  Levites  as  time  went  on? 
'hat  the  different  rules  represent  advances  within 
Moses'  own  period  cannot  be  taken  seriously,  esp. 
as  on  this  h]nx)the8is  the  Dt  laws  would  have  been 
the  latest.    See,  in  addition.  III. 

(1)  OO  and  Dt  have  little  mention  of  coined  money 
and  little  attempt  to  define  fractionfl  exactly.  Oontrast 
A  ««-!  «  the  elaborate  regulatioiifl  of,  e.g.  Lev  27. 
0.  Miscel-  It  is  not  contended  that  the  Israelites 
laneous  could   not  have  had  enough  culture  in 

Moses'  day  to  calculate  so  accurately,  but 
attention  must  be  drawn  to  the  extreme  contrast. 

(2)  In  GO  (Ex  88  16)  the  year  begins  in  the  faU,  hi  H 
(Lev  88  6)  andX  (Bx  18  2;  Nu  9  5;  88  16)  it  beghisin 
the  spring. 

(3)  Dt  (16  3)  explains  the  use  'of  unleavened  bread  at 
the  Passover  as  due  to  the  haste  with  which  the  Israelites 
left  Egypt  (as  in  Ex  18  39),  while  Ex  18  15-20  makes 
this  use  depend  on  the  positive  command  of  Ood  before 
the  flrst-bom  were  slain.  And  note  that,  in  Ez  18*  vs 
18-20  are  a  simple  repetition  of  vs  15-17  with  a  more 
precise  dating  added.    For  tills  matter  of  dating  com- 

Eare  the  rough  statements  of  CO  with  the  exactness  of 
ev  88. 

(4)  In  OO  marital  rights  of  the  master  over  his  maid- 
servants are  taken  for  granted  (Ez  81  7-11);  in  Dt 
(15  17)  the  maidservant  has  the  same  privilege  of  release 
as  the  manservant,  with  the  evident  assumption  that 
slavery  does  not  confer  marital  rights  on  the  master.  (It 
is  of  course  gratuitous  to  assume  that  two  different  kinds 
of  maidservants  are  meant,  particularly  as  in  both  cases 
the  maidservant  is  contrasted  in  general  with  the  man- 
servant in  general.)  Note,  moreover,  that  in  Ez  80  17 
"wife"  follows  "house"  in  the  proliibition  against  covet- 
ing, while  hi  Dt  5  21  "wife"  precedes  "house"  andadif- 
ferent  vb.  is  used.  The  inference  is  natural  that  between 
OO  and  Dt  woman,  Jt)oth  as  slave  and  as  wife,  had  risen  to 
a  higher  position. 

(5)  In  both  OO  (Ex  81  6)  and  Dt  (15  17)  life-long 
slavery  is  permitted,  if  the  slave  desires  it,  otherwise 
the  slave  is  free  at  the  end  of  the  sixth  year.  In  H  (Lev 
85  39-43).  the  slave  serves  until  the  Jubilee  year  and 
then  goes  free  absolutely. 

Now,  it  is  not  claimed  that  all  the  discrepancies 

in  the  above  lists  are  incapable  of  reconciliation, 

although    the    examples    chosen    are 

10.  Sum-  among  those  where  reconciliation  is 
maiy  extremely    difficult.    The    claim    is 

made,  however,  that  all  of  this  evi- 
dence is  cumulative  and  that  each  successive  item 
points  more  and  more  forcibly  toward  a  single  con- 
clusion— ^that  in  the  legislation  of  the  Pentateuch, 
esp.  when  considered  in  connection  with  the  Prophets 
and  with  Samuel-Kings,  there  have  been  incorpo- 
rated laws  belonging  to  very  different  periods.  And, 
for  the  most  part,  a  development  from  the  simple 
to  the  highly  organized  can  be  traced.  And  mis 
conclusion  explains  all  the  facts. 

The  above  examples  have  been  chosen  as  those 
where  no  changes  in  the  text  need  be  made.    Of  the 

other  instances,   only   one   need   be 

11.  Addi-  considered — Lev  17.  On  its  surface, 
tional  Note  this  ch  appears  to  refer  solely  to  life 

in  the  wilderness.  But  in  vs  8.10.12. 
13.15  it  appears  that  living  in  the  midst  of  the 
Israelites  are  settled  non-Israelites.  And  the 
"open  field"  of  ver  5  is  a  contrast  to  city,  not  to 
tent,  life.  Now  in  vs  3-5  the  question  is  not  at 
all  idolatry  but  eating  of  blood  at  an  ordinary  meal. 
An  exact  commentary  is  found  on  this  in  1  S  14 
32-35,  where  the  Israelites  sin  in  eating  the  blood 
of  animals  "slain  on  the  ground";  i.e.  in  both  Lev 
17  and  1  S  14,  at  every  slaying  of  an  animal  for 
food,  some  formal  disposition  of  tne  blood  had  to  be 
made.  In  Lev  17  4  this  is  sacrificial,  and  the  ap- 
pearance of  the  altar  in  1  S  14  35  points  in  the 
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same  direction.  Now  this  investing  of  every  slay- 
ing of  an  animal  with  a  sacrificial  character,  explains 
the  permission  of  Dt  12  20-25  to  eat  flesh  after 
ail  the  desire  of  thv  soul/'  a  permission  inexpli- 
cable imless  there  had  been  an  earlier  contrary 
Sractice.  It  is  to  be  noted,  moreover,  that  in  Dt 
2  16  the  blood  is  to  be  disposed  of  by  pouring  it 
on  the  earth,  the  practice  condemned  in  1  S  14  32. 
The  conclusion  is  that  before  the  legislation  of  Dt 
the  Israelite  offered  the  blood  of  every  slain  sacri- 
ficial animal  at  the  local  sanctuary.  Dt's  rigid 
enforcement  of  the  one  sanctuary  made  this  impos- 
sible, and  so  permission  was  given  to  eat  flesh  at 
home,  provided  the  blood  was  not  eaten,  and  pro- 
vided that  it  was  disposed  of  in  a  rion-sacrmcial  way. 
Now  in  Lev  17  3-5  it  becomes  clear  what  has  hap- 
pened. The  passage  read  originally  something 
like  this :  What  man  soever  there  be  of  the  house  of 
Israel,  that  killeth  an  ox,  or  lamb,  or  goat,  and  hath 
not  brought  it  to  offer  it  as  an  oblation  unto  Jeh. 

blood   shall  be  imputed  unto   that   man 

This  offering  was  to  take  place  at  the  local  sanc- 
tuary. But  when  the  passage  was  incorporated 
into  the  whole  body  of  the  legislation,  the  editor 
was  working  at  a  time  when  the  legitimacy  of  the 
local  sanctuaries  had  long  been  forgotten.  And 
so  reference  to  the  "camp"  and  "the  tent  of  meet- 
ing" were  inserted,  in  accordance  with  the  only 
laws  that  the  editor  conceived  could  ever  have  pre- 
vailed. The  discrepancies  with  vs  5.8,  etc,  were 
probably  not  observed. 

It  ifi  to  be  understood  that  this  passage  is  not  used  as 
presenting  a  basic  argumeat  for  the  Graf-Wellhausen 
hypothesis.  But  it  is  cited  as  an  example  of  other  pas- 
sages where  the  text  is  to  be  considered.  And.  also, 
because  the  assertion  is  made  that  this  particular  passage 
is  a  death-blow  to  the  "  critical "  hypothesis.  Naturally, 
It  is  nothing  of  the  sort. 

///•  The  HtMtory, — It  may  be  said  at  the  outset 
that  many  of  the  attacks  on  the  historic  value  of 

Ch  have  been  very  gravely  exagger- 
1.  Chroni-  ated.  But,  none  the  less,  a  close 
des  comparison  with  Samuel-Kings  shows 

that  the  Chronicler  has  most  certainly 
read  back  into  history  the  reUgious  institutions  of 
his  own  late  day; — ^it  need  not  be  said,  with  perfect 
innocence  and  sincerity.  For  instance,  in  compar- 
ing 2  K  11  4  with  2  Ch  28  2-6,  we  find  the 
statement  of  K  that  Jehoiada  brought  captains  of 
the  Carites  and  of  the  guard  into  the  house  of  Jeh 
quite  altered.  In  Ch  Jehoiada  summons  Levites 
and  heads  of  houses,  with  the  express  provision 
that  only  Levites  shall  enter  into  the  house  of  Jeh. 
So  holy  a  priest  as  Jehoiada  could  not  have  acted  as 
K  says  he  did  act.  Similarly,  the  statement  in 
1  K  16  14  that  Asa  did  not  remove  the  high  places 
is  changed  into  the  statement  that  he  did  remove 
the  high  places  (2  Ch  14  3-5),  and  only  those  in 
(northern)  Israel  were  left  (15  17).  So  did  Je- 
hoehaphat  (17  6),  although  in  20  33  the  explicit 
statement  to  the  contrary  is  copied  (unnoticed?) 
from  I  K  22  43.  Such  righteous  kings  must  have 
enforced  the  single  sanctuary.  The  mmost  trivial 
matter  of  David  s  garb  when  the  ark  was  brought 
into  Jerus  (contrast  2  S  6  20-22  with  1  Ch  15 
27-29)  has  been  noticed  already  in  II,  6.  The  im- 
portant matter  in  Ch.  however,  is  the  history  of  the 
Tabernacle.  In  I  Ch  16  39-42  the  Tabernacle  is 
at  Gibeon,  with  the  full  ministiy  surrounding  it, 
with  the  exception  of  a  detail  left  before  the  Ark 
in  Jerus  (cf  9  17-32).  And  in  2  Ch  5  5  it  is 
brou^t  up  to  Jerus,  although  the  disposition  made 
of  it  is  not  explained.  Otherwise  it  is  mentioned 
in  1  Ch  6  48;  21  29;  2  Ch  1  3.  But  the  narra- 
tive presents  some  serious  difficulties.  Why  did 
David  build  a  special  tent  for  the  Ark  in  Jerus 
(1  Ch  16  1),  if  the  one  Divinely  appointed  cover- 
ing for  the  Ark  was  still  standing — not  to  be  brought 


to  Jerus  until  its  utility  was  past  (2  Ch  5  5)7 
That  it  was  too  fragile  to  be  moved  can  hardly  be 
taken  seriously.  In  the  first  j^lace,  this  explanation 
is  without  the  least  support  in  the  text.  And,  in 
the  second  place,  it  is  mcredible  for  such  a  solid 
structure  of  wood,  silver  and  brass,  however  much 
repair  the  curtains  might  have  needed.  More- 
over, this  explanation  will  not  do  at  all  for  BezaleFs 
brazen  altar,  which  was  still  quite  usable  in  2  Ch 
1  5,  making  the  construction  of  a  new  altar  (4  1) 
altogether  inexpUcable.  The  impression  is  created 
at  once  that  the  Chronicler  has  injected  the  Taber- 
nacle into  a  narrative  that  knew  nothing  of  it. 
This  is  corroborated  by  1  Ch  21  29.30;  the  altar 
at  the  floor  of  Ornan  is  explained  by  the  difficulty 
of  reaching  the  Tabernacle.  But  the  Ark,  the 
natiu'al  means  for  an  inquiry  of  God,  was  in  JeTUs, 
with  an  altar  by  it  (16  1) — why  this  third  altar  on 
the  threshing-floor?  The  inaccessibility  of  the 
Tabernacle  is  invoked  here  only  to  solve  what  was 
a  difficulty  to  the  Chronicler.  Now  if  2  Ch  1  3 
be  compared  with  IKS  2-4,  the  key  of  the 
whole  is  discovered.  K  not  only  does  not  mention 
the  presence  of  the  Tabernacle  at  Gibeon,  but 
excludes  it.  Solomon's  sacrificing  at  Gibeon  is 
explained  by  saying  that  such  was  the  custom  of 
all  Israel,  who  sacrificed  in  high  places  before  the 
Temple  was  built;  Solomon  also  sacrificed  in  hi^- 
places  and  Gibeon  was  a  great  high-place.  This 
IS  an  apology  for  Solomon's  conduct — why  should  the 
editor  of  K  have  apologized  for  sacrifice  offered  at 
the  Divinely  appointed  Tabernacle  ?  The  Chroni- 
cler, however,  could  not  believe  that  God  blessed 
Solomon  when  offering  sacrifice  in  a  way  forbidden 
by  the  law  of  Ch's  times,  and  hence  he  solves  the 
difficulty  by  bringing  in  something  that  is  un- 
known to  the  narrative  in  K. 

Indeed,  K  mentions  the  Tabernacle  only  in  1  K 
8  4.    S  mentions  the  Tabernacle  as  such  only  in 
1  S  2  22.    Jgs  does  not  mention  the 
2.  Kings,       Tabernacle  at  all  (18  31  is  the  only 
etc  possibiUty    and    the    word    there    is 

^'house'').  Now  1  S  2  22  is  not  found 
in  the  Vatican  LXX,  and  the  description  of  the 
Tabernacle  as  a  tent  contradicts  19;  3  15,  where 
it  appears  as  a  temple  or  house.  So  it  must  be 
dropped  as  a  gloss.  Nor  will  it  be  denied  that  1  K 
8  4  looks  suspiciously  like  a  gloss  as  well,  particu- 
larly in  view  of  the  presence  of  Levites  there,  who 
are  practically  unmentioned  elsewhere  in  Samuel- 
Kin^.  At  all  events,  there  are  only  these  two 
possible  mentions  of  what  should  have  been  the 
center  of  Israel's  worship  in  all  of  Jgs-Samuel- 
Kings.  This  is  not  the  ordinary  argument  from 
silence,  it  is  silent  about  what  should  have  been  the 
most  vital  matter  of  all.  Dt  knows  nothing  of  the 
Tabernacle,  and,  as  has  already  been  shown  in  II, 
states  as  clearly  as  language  only  can  that  in  the 
wilderness  the  centralization  of  worship  was  not  ob- 
served. The  argument  from  silence  alone  would  be 
conclusive  here,  for  how  could  the  author  of  Dt 
in  his  passionate  advocacy  of  the  single  sanctuary 
fail  to  appeal  to  the  single  sanctuary  already  estab- 
lished by  God's  decree,  if  he  knew  anything  about 
it?  But  not  only  is  there  no  such  mention  in  Dt 
but  a  positive  exclusion  of  such  a  sanctuarv  in 
express  terms.  The  case  would  seem  to  be  complete. 
The  Tabernacle  of  X  and  Ch  is  an  ideal  structure 
projected  back  into  the  past,  just  as  the  temple  of 
Ezk  is  an  ideal  structure  projected  into  the  future. 
And  it  is  needless  to  appeal  to  the  familiar  argu- 
ment that  the  Tabernacle  of  Ex  26  would  have 
been  blown  to  pieces  by  the  first  storm.  It  had 
no  provision  for  tent  poles  deeply  sunk,  which  alone 
could  resist  the  blasts  of  the  desert. 

It  is  impossible  in  the  space  of  the  present  art. 
to  enter  into  all  the  corroborative  evidence,  but  a 
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very  few  important  arguments  mav  be  mentioned. 

Simple  people  tend  most   naturally  to  think  of 

heroes  of  the  past  as  more  and  more 

3.  The  glorious  as  time  passes.  Now  Jgs  1 
Conquest      describes  the  conquest  of  Canaan  as 

a  slow  and  laborious  process  after 
Joshua's  death.  But  in  Josh  10  40-43;  11  10-23; 
21  43-45 — esp.  11  16-19 — Canaan  was  comj>letely 
swept  of  its  mhabitants  by  Joshua  in  a  series  of 
annihilatoiy  campaigns,  making  Jgs  1  quite  im- 
possible. Evidently  the  Josh  passages  cited  belong 
to  a  very  much  later  conception  of  the  past  histoiy. 
The  fate  of  Hebron  is  especially  interesting.  In 
Jgs  1  20  Caleb  takes  Hebron  after  Joshua's  death. 
But  in  Josh  16  Caleb  takes  Hebron  during  Joshua's 
lifetime  and  at  the  latter's  direction.  In  Josh  10 
36.37,  however,  Joshua  takes  Hebron  personally 
and  annihilates  its  inhabitants.  Here  are  three 
distinct  conceptions  of  Hebron's  fate,  a^ain.  But 
still  a  fourth  is  found  in  Josh  21  XL  12:  it  was  not 
Caleb  who  received  the  cit^^  but  the  Levites.  This 
evidently  belones  to  the  time  when  the  Levitical 
right  to  cities  had  become  a  conmionplace,  and 
was  therefore  referred  to  the  earliest  days.  The 
accounts  of  the  annihilation  of  the  Canaanites  arose 
naturally  enough.  Accordings  to  Jgs  the  conquest 
was  gradual  and  merciful.  But  the  Canaanites 
seduced  Israel  to  idolatry  repeatedly.  Therefore 
they  should  have  been  routed  out  (Dt  20  16-18). 
But  Joshua  was  righteous  and  had  all  power. 
Therefore  he  mtiat  have  rooted  them  out.  How 
they  suddenly  reappeared  again  was  a  question  that 
was  not  raised.  But  perhaps  it  may  be  thought  a 
relief  to  understand  that  the  ruthless  campaigns  of 
the  Israelites  are  due  to  reflection  and  not  to  de- 
scriptions of  what  actually  happened. 

Simple  people  think  of  Ood  quite  natunJIy  and  rever- 
ently as  a  greater  man.     So  in  £z  24  ^11  we  read  that 
Moses  and  many  others  met  God  in  the 

4.  Ideas  moimt.  they  all  saw  Him.  and  ate  and 
Zt  i^A^  dranlE  before  Him.  A  slightly  more  refined 
OC  iTOa  point  of  view  is  in  Ez  88  11.  where  Moses 

(but  no  one  else)  sees  God  face  to  face,  and 
Nu  IS  8,  where  again  he  (alone)  sees  the  form  of  God. 
But  in  Ex  38  20  no  man.  not  even  Moees,  can  see  God 
face  to  face.  In  Dt  4  11-15  it  is  laid  down  tiiat  only 
darkness  was  seen — "ye  saw  no  form."  Perhaps  Moses 
was  thought  of  as  an  exception,  but  the  contradiction 
of  the  concept  that  oonoeived  over  seventy  Israelites 
besides  Moses  to  have  seen  God  is  complete. 

The  reading  back  of  an  oiBdal   priesthood  into  the 
time  of  Moses  can  be  seen  in  certain  passages  where  Aaron 
appears    predominantly.     Oontrast.     e.g. 
6    Priest-      ^  8  20-24;   16  23-26;   17  1-7  with  7  1- 
ZJi4  1^»  16  9.10;  Nu  90  2-13.     Yet  despite  the 

nooa  importance  of  Aaron  in  the  latter  passages, 

in  Ex  88  11  the  minister  of  Moses  in  the 
Tent  Is  Joshua,  who  is  not  a  priest  at  all.  Contrast  simi- 
larly Dt  81  14.15  with  Nu  27  18-21.  noting  how  Eleaxar 
3>pear8  In  the  latter  passage,  although  the  former  ex- 
udes him.  At  the  time  of  X  it  was  not  thought  possible 
that  Moses  could  have  acted  without  the  olncial  media- 
tion of  the  oiBdal  priest. 

Reasons  of  space  preclude  a  further  discussion 
of  the  other  arguments  here,  such  as  the  linguistic. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  sections  that 
6b  Sum-  contain  the  more  developed  concepts 
maxy  contain  also  a  different  vocabulary. 

To  be  repeated,  however,  is  the  fact 
that  the  argument  is  cumuLative  and  that  a  single 
explanation  of  the  differences  is  offered  in  the 
hypothesis  of  very  varying  dates  for  the  various 
portions.  Of  course  an  exact  analysis  of  every 
yer  and  a  rigorous  reconstruction  of  every  source 
is  not  daimea  to  be  possible.  Many  scholars  have 
been  carried  by  their  enthusiasm  for  analvsis  into 
making  preposterous  dissections.  But  the  prin- 
cipal Imes  of  division  are  sufficiently  clear.  And 
it  may  be  hoped  the  reader  will  not  think  that  the 
acceptance  of  them  has  been  dictated  by  any  motive 
except  that  of  facing  the  truth — least  of  idl  by  any 
motive  of  a  weakened  faith  in  the  power  of  God  or  a 
suspicion  of  the  miraculous. 


iV.  ReconMtntcHon. — Israel  came  into  Canaan, 

after  having  received  through  the  mediation  of 

Moses  a  covenant  relation  with  God 

1.  Covenant  and   (almost  certainly)  some  accom- 
Code  panying   legislation.     But   this   legis- 
lation seems  not  to  have  prescribed  the 

ritual  form  that  the  worship  of  God  was  to  take. 
In  part,  old  forms  were  simply  continued  and  in 
part  new  forms  were  gradually  developed  or  appro- 
priated, the  emphasis  of  the  Law  at  that  time  Being 
on  the  moral  and  the  ritual  being  left  quite  free. 
In  especial,  sacrifices  were  offered  wherever  Israel- 
ites happened  to  live^  doubtless  frequently  at  former 
Canaamte  sanctuaries,  now  rededicated  to  Jeh. 
The  local  sanctuary  was  the  center  of  the  life.  Men 
went  thither  to  learn  God's  will  and  to  give  a  re- 
ligious character  to  what  we  should  call  purely 
secular  transactions  (contracts,  etc).  Firstlings 
were  offered  there  on  the  eighth  day,  first-fruits 
at  once,  every  meal  of  flesh  food  was  given  a  sacri- 
ficial cnaracter  (peace  offering),  and,  for  more 
solemn  purposes,  the  whole  burnt  offering  was 
offered.  So  the  local  sanctuary  corresponded  to 
our  ' 'village  church";  it  was  the  religious  home  of 
the  people.  Certain  of  these  sanctuaries  had  an 
especial  dignity,  above  all  Shiloh,  where  the  Ark 
was.  Later,  when  a  united  Israel  had  been  real- 
ized, David  brought  the  Ark  to  Jems  that  the 
national  capital  mip^ht  become  the  center  of  the 
national  religious  hfe  as  well,  and  Solomon  en- 
shrined the  Ark  in  the  Temple.  So  to  Jems  there 
resorted  naturally  the  best  of  Israel's  religious 
leaders,  and  there  the  worship  of  God  would  be 
found  in  its  purest  form,  normally  speaking. 

As  time  went  on,  the  progress  of  culture  and  the 

freer  contact  with  other  nations  had  bad  effects  as 

well   as   good.     New   and   degrading 

2.  Deuter-  religious  practices  flowed  into  the 
onomy  country   and   they  revived   old   but 

equally  degrading  religious  practices 
that  had  survived  from  the  Canaanites.  The 
priesthood  at  Jems  did  not  escape  a  taint,  but  the 
place  where  such  rites  gained  the  readiest  foothold 
was  of  course  the  obscure  local  sanctuaries.  Not 
the  best-minded  king  or  the  most  zealous  prophet 
could  watch  all  the  services  at  them  all,  and  attempts 
at  purging  them  of  idolatry  or  idolatrous  rites 
(Elijah,  Jehu,  etc)  could  not  effect  permanent  im- 
provement. And  it  could  not  have  been  very  long 
after  David's  own  day  that  the  idea  must  have 
begiin  to  grow  that  complete  prohibition  of  country 
sacrifices  and  the  rigid  centralization  of  everything 
at  Jems  was  the  only  measure  possible.  This  would 
soon  become  a  fixed  conviction  of  the  better  class 
of  the  Jems  priesthood  and  in  a  few  generations 
would  be  a  tradition.  Detailed  precepts  to  carry 
this  tradition  into  effect  arose  necessarily  and  in 
turn  became  a  tradition  and  in  course  of  time  were 
regarded  as  Moses'  work  and  committed  to  writing. 
In  this  way  the  legislation  of  Dt  took  form  and  at 
the  time  of  its  discovery  under  Josiah  there  is  not 
the  slightest  occasion  to  attribute  fraud  to  anyone 
engaged  in  the  transaction.  The  document  a^^ed 
fairly  well  with  what  was  the  tradition  of  Jems,  and 
no  one  at  that  day  could  distinguish  between  a 
writing  a  cent,  old  or  even  less  and  a  writing  of 
Moses  own  time.  TTie  country  priests  and  the 
mass  of  the  people  were  not  consulted  as  to  en- 
forcing it,  and  they  would  not  have  known  if  they 
had  been  consulted.  On  any  reading  of  the  history, 
the  reforms  proceeded  from  a  very  small  group, 
and  any  general  ''tradition  of  the  Jews"  was  non- 
existent. 

(1)  The  reforms  added  to  the  theoretical  tradi- 
tion the  additional  influence  of  practical  experience 
and  the  idea  of  course  dominated  the  minds  of 
the  more  earnest  among  the  exiles.    Ezekiel,  in 
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particular,  realized  that  only  at  a  single  sanctuary 
could  the  worship  of  God  be  kept  pure — ^the  single 
sanctuarv  was  God's  will.  And  Eze- 
8.  Later  kiel's  influence  was  immense.  Now  it 
is  to  be  noted  that  at  the  return  only 
those  came  back  who  had  a  real  enthusiasm  for 
Jems,  as  Babylonia  was,  materially  speaking,  a  far 
more  attractive  place  than  the  Pal  of  that  day. 
That  the  single  sanctuary  could  have  been  ques- 
tioned by  any  of  these  Jews  or  that  they  could 
have  conceived  of  Moses  as  instituting  anything  of 
less  dimity  is  impossible. 

(2)  Other  reforms  also  had  been  at  work.  Even 
in  Dt  the  more  primitive  note  of  joyousness  was 
maintained  in  the  sacrifices.  But  joyousness  in 
simple  life  is  often  dissipation  in  cultured  life  and 
the  peace  offering  could  be  made  a  debauch  (Isa 
22  12-14;  Prov  7  14).  A  sense  of  personal  guilt 
had  become  far  better  developed  and  the  incon- 
gruity of  penitential  worship  with  a  festal  meal  was 
recognized.  A  very  slight  change  was  made:  the 
portion  was  to  be  eaten  by  the  priest  instead  of 
the  worshipper — ^and  the  sin  and  trespass  offerings 
emerged.  The  abuses  were  cut  away  by  this  one 
stroke  and  the  peace  offering  proper  retired  into 
the  background.  And  sacrifices  were  made  the 
proper  center  of  the  official  worship.  In  accord 
with  the  growing  culture^  proportions  of  gifts,  dates 
of  feasts,  etc,  were  specified  more  and  more  exactly, 
the  worship  was  surrounded  with  a  more  impressive 
ritual,  and,  in  particular,  the  officiating  priests 
substituted  vestments  suited  to  the  better  taste  of 
the  time  for  the  old  loin-cloth.  Traces  are  left 
in  the  OT  of  difficulties  regarding  the  rights  of  the 
various  classes  of  priests  to  minister  but  the  matter 
was  settled  eventually  in  a  manner  that  satisfied 
all.  Priests  formerly  guilty  of  idolatry  and  their 
descendants  were  adinitted  to  share  in  the  worship 
and  the  priestly  revenues,  but  the  actual  offering 
of  sacrifice  was  restricted  to  those  who  had  been 
faithful.  The  proper  support  of  the  clergy  so 
formed  required,  in  accordance  with  their  dignity, 
more  elaborate  provisions  than  had  been  needed  m 
the  simpler  times  of  old,  but  was  accomplished  in  a 
manner  again  entirely  satisfactory.  The  religion 
of  no  other  nation  could  have  survived  the  Bab 
exile  intact.  But  Israel  returned,  with  the  elements 
formerly  necessary  but  now  outgrown  changed  into 
a  form  adapted  to  the  new  task  the  nation  had 
before  it — ^the  preparation  of  itself  and  the  world  for 
the  advent  of  Chnst. 

This  growth  toward  the  higher,  involving  as  it 
did  the  meeting  of  all  kinds  of  obstacles,  the  solving 
of  all  kinds  of  problems,  the  learning 
4.  Evalua-    when  to  abandon  elements  that  had 
tion  been  transcended,   is  unioue  in  the 

history  of  religions.  And  the  explana- 
tion of  its  uniqueness  can  be  found  only  m  the 
guidance  of  God .  And  in  the  history  as  reconstruct- 
ed God  is  seen  truly  as  the  Father,  who  trained  His 
children  little  by  little,  giving  them  only  what  they 
were  able  to  receive  but  bringing  them  surely  to 
Himself.  And  in  the  documents  that  contain  the 
precepts  for  each  stage  of  progress  God's  hand  can 
be  seen  no  less  clearly.  To  be  sure,  in  the  secular 
science  of  history  (as  in  physics  or  astronomy)  His 
revelation  was  expressed  in  forms  that  His  people 
could  understand.  This  alteration — ^and  this  al- 
teration only — ^in  our  view  of  what  is  covered  by 
Bib.  inspiration  is  the  sacrifice  demanded  by  the 
Gr^-WeUhausen  hypothesis. 

LiTBBATUBS. — ^This  is  Overwhelming  and  reference 
must  be  made  to  the  separate  arts.  The  standard  analy* 
sis  is  that  of  The  Oxford  Hexateuch  (1900),  more  briefly 
in  The  Compoeitian  of  the  HexcUeuch  by  Carpenter  and 
Harford  (Battersby)  (1902).  Merz,  Die  BUcher  Motet 
und  Joaua  (1907) ,  is  the  best  brief  introduction.  Gunkel's 
Oeneaie  (1910)  in  the  Nowack  series,  his  more  popular 
Die    UrgeeehiehU   und   die   Patriarehen    (1911),    and    his 


"Die  israelitische  Ldteratur'*  in  Die  KuUur  der  Oegen- 
wart,  I,  7  (1906),  should  on  no  accomit  be  neglected. 
The  best  treatment  of  the  inspiration  question  from  the 
standpoint  of  pure  dogmatics  is  .F.  J.  Hall's  AtUhority: 
Eeeleeiaatical  and  Biblical  (1908). 

In  the  above  discussion  it  has  been  assumed  that  our 
text  of  the  OT  is  at  least  relatively  trustworthy.  The 
reader  interested  in  what  can  be  done  by  textual  recon- 
struction will  find  the  opposite  poles  represented  in  the 
works  of  Wiener  and  of  Cheyne. 

Burton  Scott  Easton 

[Edxtobial  Note. — ^The  promoters  of  the  Encydo' 
paedta  are  not  to  be  understood  as  endorsing  all  the  views 
set  forth  in  Dr.  Easton's  art.  (see  Gbiticibm  of  thb 
Bible).  It  was  thought  right,  however,  that,  in  such  a 
work  of  reference,  there  should  be  given  a  full  and  ade- 
quate presentation  of  so  popular  a  theory.] 

CROCODILE,  krok'6-dll.  See  Leviathan; 
Draqon. 

CROCODILE,  LAND.    See  Chameleon. 

CROOK-BACKED,  krd6k'bakt  Ci^^^*  gihhSn; 
Kvfn^f  kurtds):  A  disqualification  for  the  priest- 
hood (Lev  21  20);  was  probably  an  angular  curva- 
ture of  the  spine,  usually  the  result  of  tubercular 
caries  of  the  vertebrae.  It  was  by  no  means  un- 
common in  ancient  Egypt,  where  I  have  found  a 
considerable  nmnber  m  spines  affected  with  this 
disease.  Some  Talmudic  authorities  explain  it  as 
meaning  "very  dark  colored,"  but  this  is  unlikely. 

The  woman  bound  bv  the  spirit  of  infirmity  and 
unable  to  lift  herself  (Lk  13  11-17)  was  affected 
with  senile  kyphosis,  a  chronic  bone  disease  often 
found  among  aged  men  (and  more  frequently 
women)  whose  lives  have  been  spent  in  agricultural 
labor.  In  these  the  vertebrae  become  altered  in 
shape  so  that  it  is  impossible  to  straighten  the  back. 
Some  rabbinical  authorities  believed  all  deformities 
to  be  due  to  Satan^  and  to  this  Our  Lord  seems  to 
have  alluded  in  his  rebuke  to  those  who  caviled  at 
His  healing  on  the  Sabbath.  I  have  found  this  con- 
dition in  some  E^^  skeletons,  and  have  seen  it  in 
a  Palestinian  fenan.  A  skeleton  affected  with  a 
similar  curvature  was  found  buried  under  the 
threshold  of  a  house  at  Gezer,  where  she  had  evi- 
dently been  offered  as  a  foundation  sacrifice. 

.  Alex.  Macalisteb 

CROOKED, krook'ed  (HI?,  'awah,  ©f??,  'afpask, 

bfjbp^,  'di^my  pribp:?,  'dhaUaikon,  Vnbns, 

p'thaUol;  oicoXt^s,  akolids):  Primarily  designates 
something  that  ia  bent,  twisted  or  deformed  (Isa 
27  1;  45  2AV). 

Figurative:  (1)  It  designates  a  course  of  action 
that  deviates  from  rectitude,  esp.  deceit,  guile,  hy- 
pocrisy (Dt  32  5;  Prov  2  15;  Eccl  1  15;  Lk  3  6; 
cf  Phil  2  15);  (2)  trials  (sent  by  God,  Eccl  7  13; 
Lam  8  9);  (3)  difficulties  (removed  by  God,  Isa  42 
16). 

CROOKED  SERPENT,  krd6k'ed  s^r'pent.  See 
Astronomy. 

CROP: 

(1)  As  noun  the  translation  of  n^*]p,  inur*dh 
(Lev  1  16),  which  is  the  craw  of  a  bird,  esp.  of 
doves  and  pigeons,  which  had  to  be  removed  by  the 

Eriest  before  he  offered  the  birds  as  a  burnt  sacri- 
ce. 

(2)  As  a  vb.  it  is  (Ezk  17  4.22)  the  tr  of  ^Vp, , 
tdiaphj  which  has  the  meaning  of  "cutting  off," 
"cutting  down,"  "plucking." 

CROSS  (<rravp6s,  staurds,  "a  cross,"  "the  cruci- 
fixion"; <rKdXo+,  skdlopsy  "a  stake,"  "a  pole"): 
The  name  is  not  foimd  in  the  OT.  It  is  derived 
from  the  Lat  word  crux.  In  the  Gr  language  it  is 
stauroSf  but  sometimes  we  find  the  word  skolopa 
used  as  its  Gr  equivalent.  The  historical  writers, 
who  transferred  the  events  of  Rom  history  into  the 
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Gr  language,  make  use  of  these  two  words.  No 
word  in  human  language  has  become  more  univer- 
sally known  than  this  word,  and  that  because  all  of 
the  history  of  the  world  since  the  death  of  Christ 
has  been  measured  by  the  distance  which  separates 
events  from  it.  The  symbol  and  principal  content 
of  the  Christian  religion  and  of  Christian  civiliza- 
tion is  found  in  this  one  word. 

The  cross  occurs  in  at  least  four  different  forms: 
(1)  the  form  usually  seen  in  pictures,  the  crux 

immiaaa,  in  which  the  upright  beam 
1.  Forms  of  projected  above  the  shorter  crosspiece; 
the  Cross      this  is  most  likely  the  type  of  cross 

on  which  the  Saviour  died,  as  may  be 
inferred  from  the  inscription  which  was  nailed  above 
His  head;  (2)  the  crux  commiasa,  or  St.  Anthony's 
cross,  which  has  the  shape  of  the  letter  T;  (3)  the 
Gr  cross  of  later  date,  in  which  the  pieces  are  equally 
long;  (4)  the  crux  decussata^  or  St.  Andrew's  cross, 
which  has  the  shape  of  the  letter  X- 

The   early   church   historians   Socrates    (1,17), 
Soromen  (2,1),  Rufinus  (1,7)  and  Theodoret  (M8) 

all  make  mention  of  this  tradition.  The 
S.  Discov-  most  simificant  thing  is  that  Eusebius 
ery  of  the  {Vit.  ConaL,  iii.26-28),  who  carries 
True  Cross   more  weight  than  they  all  together, 

wholly  omits  it. 
According  to  it,  Helena,  the  mother  of  Constantine 
the  Great,  in  325  AD,  when  she  was  79  years  old, 
discovered  the  true  cross  of  Jesus  by  an  excavation 
she  caused  to  be  made  on  the  traditional  spot  of  His 
grave.  With  the  cross  of  the  Saviour  were  foimd 
the  two  crosses  of  the  malefactors  who  were  cru- 
cified with  Him.  A  miracle  of  healing,  wrought  by 
touching  the  true  cross,  revealed  its  identity.  When 
found  it  was  intact,  even  the  hol^r  nails  of  the  cruci- 
fixion bein^  discovered.  The  main  part  of  the  cross 
was  deposited  by  Helena  in  a  church  erected  over 
the  spot.  Of  the  remainder,  a  portion  was  inserted 
into  the  head  of  the  statue  of  Constantine,  and  the 
balance  was  placed  in  a  new  church,  specially  erected 
for  it  at  Rome  and  named  after  it  Santa  Croce.  Small 
fragments  of  the  wood  of  the  true  cross  were  sold, 
encrusted  with  gold  and  jewels,  and  since  many 
among  the  wealthy  believers  were  desirous  of  pos- 
sessing such  priceless  relics,  the  miracle  of  the 
"multiplication  of  the  oross  was  devised^  so  that 
the  rehc  suffered  no  diminution  ''et  quasi  intacta 
maneret"  (Paulinus  ep  11  ad  Sev).  Fragments  of 
the  true  cross  are  thus  to  be  found  in  many  Roman 
Catholic  churches  of  many  countries,  all  over 
Christendom.  It  is  said  that  the  East  celebrated 
the  8tauro8imo8  hemera  (Crucifixion  Day)  on  Sep- 
tember 14,  since  the  4th  cent.  The  evidence  for 
this  fact  is  late  and  untrustworthy.  It  is  certain 
that  the  West  celebrated  the  Invention  of  the  Cross, 
on  May  3,  since  the  time  of  Gregory  the  Great  in 
the  6th  cent.  The  finding  and  publication  of  the 
apocryphal  "Doctrina  Addaei"  has  made  it  evi- 
dent that  the  entire  legend  of  the  discoverv  of  the 
cross  by  Helena  is  but  a  version  of  the  old  Edessa 
legend,  which  tells  of  an  identical  discovery  of  the 
cross,  under  the  very  same  circumstances,  by  the 
wife  of  the  emperor  Claudius,  who  had  been  con- 
verted to  Christianity  by  the  preaching  of  Peter. 

(1)  Extra-scriptural. — ^The  sign  of  the  cross  was 
well  known  in  the    symbolics  of  various  ancient 

nations.  Among  the  Egyptians  it  is 
8.  Symboli-  said  to  have  been  the  symbol  of  di- 
cal  Uses  of  vinity  and  eternal  hfe,  and  to  have 
the  Cross      been  found  in  the  temple  of  Serapis. 

It  is  known  either  in  the  form  of  the 
Gr  cross  or  in  the  form  of  the  letter  T.  The 
Spaniards  foimd  it  to  be  well  known,  as  a  symbol, 
by  the  Mexicans  and  Peruvians,  perhaps  signifying 
the  four  elements,  or  the  four  seasons,  or  the  four 
points  of  the  compass. 


(2)  Scriptural. — ^The  suffering  implied  in  cruci- 
fixion naturally  made  the  cross  a  symbol  of  pain, 
distress  and  burden-bearing.  Thus  Jesus  used  it 
Himself  (Mt  10  38;  16  24).  In  Paulinic  Ut.  the 
cross  stands  for  the  preaching  of  the  doctrine  of  the 
Atonement  (1  Cor  1  18;  Gal  6  14;  Phil  8  18; 
Col  1  20).  It  expresses  the  bond  of  unity  between 
the  Jew  and  the  Gentile  (Eph  2  16),  and  between 
the  behever  and  Christ,  and  also  symbolizes  sancti- 
fication  (Gal  6  24).  The  cross  is  the  center  and 
circumference  of  the  preaching  of  the  apostles  and 
of  the  life  of  the  NT  church. 

As  an  instrument  of  death  the  cross  was  detested 
by  the  Jews.    "Cursed  is  everyone  that  hangeth  on 

a  tree"  (Gal  8  13;  cf  Dt  21  23), 
4.  Cruel-  hence  it  became  a  stumbling-block  to 
fixion  them,  for  how  could  one  accursed  of 

God  be  their  Messiah?  Nor  was  the 
cross  differently  considered  by  the  Romans.  "Let 
the  very  name  of  the  cross  be  far  away  not  only 
from  the  body  of  a  Roman  citizen,  but  even  from 
his  thou^ts,  his  eyes,  his  ears"  (Cicero  Pro  Rabi- 
rio  5).  The  earliest  mode  of  crucifixion  seems  to 
have  been  by  impalation,  the  transfixion  of  the  body 
lengthwise  and  crosswise  by  sharpened  stakes,  a 
mode  of  death-pumshment  still  well  known  among 
the  Mongol  race.  The  usual  mode  of  crucifixion 
was  familiar  to  the  Greeks,  the  Romans,  the  Egyp- 
tians, Persians  and  Babvlonians  (Thuc.  1,  110; 
Herod,  iii.125,  159).  Alexander  the  Great  exe- 
cuted two  thousand  Tyrian  captives  in  this  way, 
after  the  fall  of  the  city.  The  Jews  received  tms 
form  of  punishment  from  the  Syrians  and  Romans 
{Ant,  Xlf,  V,  4;  XX,  vi,  2;  BJ,  I,  iv  6).  The  Rom 
citizen  was  exempt  from  this  form  ot  death,  it  bein|; 
considered  the  death  of  a  slave  (Cicero  In  Verrem  i. 
5, 66 ;  Quint,  viii.4) .  The  punishment  was  meted  out 
for  such  crimes  as  treason,  desertion  in  the  face  of  the 
enemy,  robbery,  piracy,  assassination,  sedition,  etc. 
It  continued  in  vogue  in  the  Rom  empire  till  the 
day  of  Constantine,  when  it  was  abolished  as  an 
insult  to  Christianity.  Amon^  the  Romans  cruci- 
fixion was  preceded  by  scourging,  imdoubtedlv  to 
hasten  impending  death.  The  victim  then  bore 
his  own  cross,  or  at  least  the  upright  beam,  to  the 
place  of  execution.  This  in  itself  proves  that  the 
structure  was  less  ponderous  than  is  commonly 
supposed.  When  he  was  tied  to  the  cross  nothing 
further  was  done  and  he  was  left  to  die  from  starva- 
tion. If  he  was  nailed  to  the  cross,  at  least  in 
Judaea,  a  stupefying  drink  was  given  him  to  deaden 
the  agony.  The  number  of  nails  used  seems  to 
have  been  indeterminate.  A  tablet,  on  which  the 
feet  rested  or  on  which  the  body  was  partly  sup- 
ported, seems  to  have  been  a  part  of  tne  cross  to 
keep  tne  wounds  from  tearing  through  the  trans- 
fixed members  (Iren.,  Adv.  haer.,  ii.42).  The  suffer- 
ing of  death  by  crucifixion  was  intense,  esp.  in  hot 
climates.  Severe  local  inflammation,  coupled  with 
an  insignificant  bleeding  of  the  jagged  wounds. 

Produced  traumatic  fever,  which  was  aggravated 
y  the  exposure  to  the  heat  of  the  sun,  the  strained 
position  of  the  body  and  insufferable  thirst.  The 
wounds  swelled  about  the  rough  nails  and  the  torn 
and  lacerated  tendons  and  nerves  caused  excruciat- 
ing agony.  The  arteries  of  the  head  and  stomach 
were  surcharged  with  blood  and  a  terrific  throbbins 
headache  ensued.  The  mind  was  confused  and 
filled  with  anxiety  and  dread  foreboding.  The 
victim  of  crucifixion  literally  died  a  thousand 
deaths.  Tetanus  not  rarely  supervened  and  the 
rigors  of  the  attending  convulsions  would  tear  at 
the  wounds  and  add  to  the  burden  of  pain,  till  at 
last  the  bodily  forces  were  exhausted  and  the  victim 
sank  to  unconsciousness  and  death.  The  suffer- 
ings were  so  frightful  that  "even  among  the  raginff 
passions  of  war  pity  was  sometimes  excited"  (B«/, 
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V,  xi,  1).  The  length  of  this  agony  was  wholly 
determined  by  the  constitution  of  tne  victim,  but 
death  rarely  ensued  before  thirty-six  hours  had 
elapsed.  Instances  are  on  record  of  victims  of 
the  cross  who  survived  their  terrible  injuries  when 
taken  down  from  the  cross  after  many  hours  of 
suspension  (Jos,  7ito,  75).  Death  was  sometimes 
hastened  by  breaking  the  legs  of  the  victims  and 
by  a  hard  blow  delivered  under  the  armpit  before 
crucifixion.  Crura  fracta  was  a  well-known  Rom 
term  (Cicero  Phil.  xiii.l2).  The  sudden  death  of 
Christ  evidently  was  a  matter  of  astonishment 
(Mk  16  44).  The  peculiar  symptoms  mentioned 
by  John  (19  34)  would  seem  to  point  to  a  rupture 
of  the  heart,  of  which  the  Saviour  died,  independent 
of  the  cross  itself,  or  perhaps  hastened  by  its  agony. 
See  Blood  and  Water.        Henry  £.  Dosker 

CROSSWAY,  kros'wa  (pn?,  pere^,  Ut.  "divi- 
sion'') :  A  forking  or  dividing  of  the  way.  Obadiah 
warns  Edom,  "And  stand  thou  not  in  the  crossway, 
to  cut  off  those  of  his  that  escape''  (Ob  ver  14).  In 
LXX,  "a  moimtain  pass." 

CROWN,  kroun:  The  word  crown  in  the  OT  is 
a  tr  of  five  different  Heb  words,  and  in  the  NT  of 
two  Gr  words.  These  express  the  several  mean- 
ings, and  must  be  examined  to  ascertain  the  same. 
The  five  Heb  words  are  as  follows:  (1)  ^^PIR, 
iodhl^ddh,  from  T!I?,  h&dhadh;  (2)  HT,  zer,  from 
nif,  zarar;  (3)  ^TJ,  nezer,  or  njS, 
nizer,  both  from  "^t? ,  nOzar;  (4)  fTJIJ^ , 
^6{ardh,  from  ng^,  ^GJ^ar;  (5)  ninj, 
keOier^  from  "^O^,  kdlhar. 

(1)  l^odhlfddh  means  "the  crown  of  the  head," 
and  is  also  rendered  in  AV  "top  of  the  head," 
"scalp,"  "pate."  It  comes  from  ^ddkadhy  meaning 
"to  shrivel  up,"  "contract,"  or  bend  the  body  or 
neck  through  courtesy.  Both  RV  and  ARV,  in 
Dt  28  35  and  3d  16,  tr  it  "crown"  instead  of  "top" 
as  in  AV.  Jacob  in  his  prophecy  concerning  his 
sons  sa3r8:  "The  blessings  of  thy  father  .... 
shall  be  on  the  head  of  Joseph,  and  on  the  crovm  of 
the  head  of  him  that  is  prince  among  his  brethren" 
(Gen  49  26ARVm).  Other  references  are:  Dt 
88  20;  2  S  14  25;  Job  2  7;  Isa  8  17;  Jer  2  16; 
48  45.  Tt^  "scalp"  in  Ps  68  21  and  "pate"  in 
Ps  7  16. 

(2)  Zer  means  a  "chaplet."  something  spread 
around  the  top  as  a  molding  about  the  border,  and 
because  of  its  wreath-like  appearance  called  a  crown. 
"That  which  presses,  binds'^  (BDB).  Comes  from 
zdrary  meaning  "to  diffuse"  or  "scatter."  It  is  used 
in  Ex  26  11.24.25;  80  3.4;  87  2.11.12.26.27. 

(3)  Nezer  means  something  "set  apart"j  i.e.  a 
dedication  to  the  priesthood  or  the  dedication  of  a 
Nazarite,  hence  a  chaplet  or  fillet  as  a  symbol  of 
such  consecration.  The  word  in  AV  is  rendered 
"crown,"  "consecration,"  "separation,"  "hair." 
Comes  from  ndzar,  meaning  "to  hold  aloof"  from 
impurity,  even  from  drink  and  food,  more  defi- 
nitely, "to  set  apart"  for  sacred  purposes,  i.e.  "to 
separate,"  "devote,"  "consecrate.'  It  is  foimd  in 
Ex  29  6;  89  30;  Lev  8  9:  21  12;  2  S  1  10;  2  K 

11  12;  2  Ch  28  11;  Ps  89  39;  182  18;  Prov  27 
24;  Zee  9  16. 

(4)  ^iijdrdA  means  a  crown  in  the  usual  sense. 
Comes  from  *d^r,  meaning  "to  encircle,"  as  in 
war  for  offence  or  defence;  also  actually  and  fig- 
urativdy  "to  crown."  Rendered  sometimes  "to 
compass."  It  is  used  in  2  S  12  30;  1  Ch  20  2; 
Est  8  15;  Job  19  9;  81  36;  Ps  21  3;  Prov  4  9; 

12  4;  14  24;  16  31;  17  6;  Cant  8  11:  Isa  28 
1.3.5;  62  3;  Jer  18  18;  Lam  6  16;  Ezk  16  12; 
21  26;  28  42;  Zee  6  11.14;  "crowned,"  Cant 
8  11;  "crownest,"  Ps  66  11;  "crowneth,"  Ps  108 


4.  RV  tr-  "crowned,"  of  Ps  8  5  "hast  crowned." 
ARV  prefers  to  tr  "crowning,"  in  Isa  28  8,  "the 
bestower  of  crowns." 

(5)  Keiher  means  a  "circlet"  or  "a  diadem." 
From  kdthar,  meaning  "to  inclose" :  as  a  friend,  "to 
crown";  as  an  enemy,  "to  besiege."  Variously  tr<* 
"beset  round,"  "inclose  round,"  "suffer,"  "compass 
about."  Found  in  Est  1  11;  2  17;  6  8;  "crowned," 
in  Prov  14  18. 


Andent  Asiatic  Crowns. 

The  two  Gr  words  of  the  NT  tr^  crown  ore:  (1) 
ffT4<f>avoSf  8Upharu)8f  from  stiphOj  and  (2)  didBfi/ta 
diddema.  from  dicuUdj  "to  bind  round.' 
2.  In  Greek  (1)  Stephanos  means  a  chaplet 
(wreath)  made  of  leaves  or  leaf-like 
gold,  used  for  marriage  and  festive  occasions,  and 
expressing  public  recognition  of  victory  in  races, 
games  and  war;  also  figuratively  as  a  reward  for 
efficient  Christian  life  and  service  (see  Games). 
This  symbol  was  more  noticeable  and  intricate  than 
the  plain  fillet.  Only  in  the  Rev  of  John  is  Stephanos 
caU^  "golden."  The  "crown  of  thorns"  which 
Jesus  wore  was  a  Stephanos  (woven  wreath)  of  thorns; 
the  kind  is  not  known  (Mt  27  29;  Mk  15  17; 
Jn  19  2.5).  Lk  makes  no  mention  of  it.  Whether 
intended  to  represent  royalty  or  victory,  it  was  a 
caricature  crown.  Stephanos  is  found  in  1  Cor 
9  25;  Phil  4  1;  1  Thess  2  19;  2  Tim  4  8;  Jas 
1  12;  1  Pet  5  4;  Rev  2  10;  8  11;  6  2;  12  1;  14 
14;  plur.  in  Rev  4  4.10;  9  7;  "crowned"  in  2 
Tim  2  5;  He  2  9;  "crownedst"  in  He  2  7. 

(2)  EHadema  is  the  word  for  "diadem,"  from  dia 
(about)  and  deo  (bound),  i.e.  something  bound  about 
the  head.  In  the  three  places  where  it  occurs  (Rev 
12  3;  18  1  and  19  12)  both  RV  and  ARV  tr  it  not 
"crowns"  but  "diadems."  thus  making  the  proper 
distinction  between  Stephanos  and  dicuUma,  such  as 
is  not  done  either  in  AV  or  the  LXX  (see  Trench, 
Synonyrns  of  the  NT).  According  to  Thayer  the 
distinction  was  not  observed  in  Hellenic  Gr.  "Dia- 
dems" are  on  the  dragon  (Rev  12  3),  the  beast 
(Rev  18  1)  and  on  the  Rider  of  the  White  Horse, 
"the  Faithful  and  True"  (Rev  19  12).  In  each  case 
the  "diadems"  are  symbolic  of  power  to  rule. 

There  are  five  uses  of  the  crown  as  seen  in  the 
Scripture  references  studied,  viz.  decoration,  con- 
secration, coronation,  exaltation,  and 
8.  Use  and  remuneration. 

Significance      (1)  Decoration. — The  zer  of  Ex,  as 

far  as  it  was  a  crown  at  all,  was  for 

ornamentation,  its  position  not  seeming  to  indicate 


763 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARJD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


CroMway 
Cruel 


any  utility  purpose.  These  wavelet,  gold  moldings, 
used  in  the  furnishings  of  the  tabernacle  of  Moses, 
were  pla,ced  about  (a)  the  table  of  shewbread  (Ex 
26  24;  87  II);  (&)  the  ark  of  the  covenant  (Ex 
25  11;  87  2):  (c)  the  altar  of  incense  (Ex  30  3.4; 
37  26.27).  The  position  of  these  crowns  is  a  de- 
bated question  among  archaeologists.  Their  pur- 
pose other  than  decoration  is  not  known.  The 
encircling  gold  might  signify  gratitude,  purity  and 
enduring  worth. 

(2)  Consecration, — ^The  nezer  had  a  twofold  use 
as  the  crown  of  consecration:  (a)  It  was  placed  as 
a  frontlet  on  the  miter  of  the  high  priest,  being  tied 
with  a  blue  lace  (Ex  39  30).  The  priestly  crown 
was  aflat  piece  of  pure  gold,  bearing  tne  inscription, 
"Holy  to  Jeh,"  signifying  the  consecration  of  the 
priest  as  the  representative  of  the  people  (Ex  29  6; 
Lev  8  9).  (6)  Likewise  the  Heb  king  (2  K  11  12) 
was  set  apart  by  God  in  wearing  on  his  head  a  royal 
nezetj  whether  of  silk  or  gold  we  do  not  know.  It 
was  set  with  jewels  (Zee  9  16)  and  was  light  enough 
to  be  taken  into  battle  (2  S  1  10). 

(3)  Coronation, — ^The  ordinary  use  of  the  crown. 
There  were  three  kinds  of  kingly  crowns  used  in 
coronation  services:  (a)  The  nezer  or  consecration 
crowuj  above  referred  to,  was  the  only  one  used  in 
crownmg  Heb  kings.  What  seems  to  be  an  excep- 
tion is  in  the  case  of  Joshua,  who  represented  both 
priest  and  king  (Zee  6  11  ARVm).  (6)  The 
^di&rdh,  and  (c)  the  kether  were  used  in  crowning 
foreign  monarchs.  No  king  but  a  Heb  could  wear 
a  nezer — a  "Holy  to  Jeh"  crown.  It  is  recorded 
that  David  presumed  to  put  on  his  own  head  the 
'dldrdh  of  King  Malcam  (2  S  12  30  ARVm). 
The  kether  or  jeweled  turban  was  the  crown  of  the 
Pens  king  and  queen  (Est  1  11;  2  17;  6  8). 

(4)  ExaUaHon. — ^The  ^dtdr&h,  the  Stephanos  and 
the  diadSma  were  used  as  crowns  of  exaltation. 
Stephanas  was  the  usual  crown  of  exaltation  for 
victors  of  games,  achievement  in  war  and  places 
of  honor  at  feasts.  The  ^dtdr&h  was  worn  at  ban- 
quets (Cant  8  11;  Isa  28  1.3),  probably  taking 
the  form  of  a  wreath  of  flowers;  also  as  a  crown  of 
honor  and  victory  (Ezk  16  12;  21  26;  28  42). 
Stephanos  is  the  crown  of  exaltation  bestowed  upon 
Christ  (Rev  6  2;  14  14;  He  2  9).  "Exaltation 
was  the  lomcal  result  of  Christ's  humiliation" 
(Vincent).  The  Apocalyptic  woman  and  locusts 
receive  this  emblem  of  exaltation  (Rev  12  1;  9  7). 
The  symbolic  dragon  and  beast  are  elevated,  wear- 
ing diadema  (Rev  12  3;  18  1).  The  conquering 
Christ  has  "upon  his  head  ....  many  diadems 
(Rev  19  12).    See  further  Tertullian,  De  corona, 

(5)  Remuneration, — Paul,  witnessing  the  races 
and  games,  caught  the  vision  of  wreath-crowned 
victors  flush  with  the  reward  of  earnest  endeavor. 
See  Gabies.  He  also  saw  the  persistent,  faithful 
Christian  at  the  end  of  his  hard-won  race  wearing 
the  symbolic  Stephanos  of  rejoicing  (1  Thess  2  19 
AV),  of  righteousness  (2  Tim  4  8),  of  glory  (1  Pet 
6  4),  of  life  (Jas  1  12;  Rev  2  10).  Paul's  fellow- 
Chnstians  were  his  joy  and  Stephanos  (Phil  4  1). 
"of  which  Paul  might  justlv  make  his  boast" 
(Ellicott).  Long  before  Paul,  his  Heb  ancestors 
saw  the  ^d^drdh  of  glory  (Prov  4  9)  and  the  ^d^drdh 
of  a  good  wife,  children's  children,  riches  and  a 
peaceful  old  age  (Prov  12  4;  14  24;  16  31:  17 
6).  For  Apoc  references  see  1  Mace  10  29;  11  35; 
18  39.  William  Edward  Rapfbty 

CROWN  OF  THORNS,  th6rnz  (&Kdv6ivos  o^o- 
w99t  akdnthinos  Stephanos) :  Three  of  the  four  evan- 
gelists mention  the  crown  of  thorns,  wherewith  the 
rude  Rom  soldiers  derided  the  captive  Christ  (Mt 
27  29;  Mk  16  17;  Jn  19  2).  All  speak  of  the 
akanthine  (Acanthus)  crown,  but  there  is  no  cer- 
tainty about  the  peculiar  plant,  from  the  branches 


of  which  this  crown  of  cruel  mockery  was  plaited. 
The  rabbinical  books  mention  no  less  than  twenty- 
two  words  in  the  Bible  signifving  thorny  plants, 
and  the  word  dkantha  in  the  NT  Gr  is  a  generic 
and  not  a  specific  term.  And  this  word  or  its 
adj.  is  used  in  the  three  Gospels,  quoted  above.  It 
is  therefore  impossible  definitely  to  determine  what 
was  the  exact  plant  or  tree,  whose  thorny  branches 
were  selected  for  this  purpose.  Tobler  (DenkU.f 
113,  179)  inclines  to  the  Spina  Christie  as  did  Has- 
selqmst.  Its  botanical  name  is  Zizyphus  Spina 
Christi,  It  is  very  common  in  the  East.  Its 
spines  are  small  and  sharp,  its  branches  soft,  round 
and  pliable,  and  the  leaves  look  like  ivy,  with  a 
dark,  shiny  green  color,  making  them  therefore 
very  adaptable  to  the  purpose  of  the  soldiers. 
Others  have  designated  the  Paliurus  acuteatus  or 
the  Lycium  horridum.  Both  Geikie  (Life  of 
Christ,  549)  and  Farrar  {Life  of  Christ,  note  625) 

1)oint  to  the  Nubk  (ZizyphiLS  lotus).     Says  the 
atter.  "The  Nubk  struck  me,  as  it  has  all  travelers 
in  Pal,  as  being  most  suitable  both  for  mockery  and 

{)ain,  since  its  leaves  are  bright  and  its  thorns  singu- 
arly  strong.  But  thou^  the  Nubk  is  very  common 
on  the  shores  of  Galilee,  I  saw  none  of  it  near  Jems.'' 
The  settlement  of  the  question  is  manifestly  im- 
possible. Henbt  E.  Doskeb 

CRUCIFIXION,    kroo-si-fik'shun.    See    Cross; 

PUNISHMBNTB. 

CRUEL,  kroo'el,  CRUELTY,  kroo'el-ti  (tpS, 
'akhzdr,  "harsh,"  "fierce,"  OTpn,  hdmd^,  "vio- 
lence"): There  are  various  uses  of  the  word  "cruel" 
in  the  OT:  (a)  "the  cruel  [deadly]  venom  of  asps" 
(Dt  32  33);  (&)  spoken  of  men  of  relentle^  hate: 
"They  hate  me  with  cruel  hatred"  (Ps  26  19;  cf 
Prov  6  9;  11  17;  12  10;  Jer  6  23;  60  42);  (c) 
Job  speaks  of  God's  dealmgs  with  him  as  "cruel" 
and  arbitrary:  "Thou  art  turned  to  be  cruel  to 
me"  (Job  30  21) ;  conscious  of  his  virtue,  yet  hold- 
ing God  to  be  the  author  of  his  sufferings,  Job  is 
dnven  to  the  conclusion  that  God  hajs  become  his 
enemy  and  is  bent  upon  destroying  him;  (d)  the 
"day  of  Jeh" — a  prophetic  phrase  to  denote  the 
time  of  God's  manifestation  in  judgment — ^is  de- 
scribed as  coming,  "cruel,  with  wrath  and  fierce 
anger"  (Isa  13  9).  The  word  "cruelty"  has  nearly 
disappeared  from  the  Bible.  In  RV  it  occurs  only 
in  Ps  27  12.  AY  has  it  in  Gen  49  5;  Ps  74  20 
(RV  "violence");  Eak  34  4  (^^9,  perekh,  "crush- 
ing/' RV  "rigor"). 

The  OT  records  many  acts  on  the  part  of  chosen 
individuals  and  the  elect  nation  wnioh^are  marked 
by  gross  cruelty,  particularly  when  measured  by  the 
standards  of  our  own  age.  Some  of  these  acts  are 
sanctioned  by  Scripture  or  even  presented  as  com- 
manded by  God,  as,  for  example,  the  sacrifice  of 
Isaac,  the  extermination  of  the  Canaanites,  the 
authorization  of  the  avenger  of  blood  and  of  human 
slavery,  and  of  retaliation  for  evil.  Some  of  the 
deeds  performed  by  Divinely  aopointed  leaders  of 
Israel  are  characterized  by  inhumanity.  Samuel 
"hewed  Agag  in  pieces"  (1  S  16  33).  David  mas- 
sacred the  Ammonites  with  great  barbarity  (2  S 
12  31).  Elijah  slew  the  prophets  of  Baal  (1  K  18 
40;  cf  2  K  1  10;  10  25).  Some  of  the  utterances 
of  the  Psalmists  breathe  the  spirit  of  hate  and 
revenge,  as  in  the  so-called  imprecatory  psalms 
(Ps  137  8.9;  139  21  f).  This  has  often  been  a 
matter  of  great  perplexity  to  the  devout  student 
of  the  Bible.  He  has  found  it  difficult  to  reconcile  - 
such  practices,  which  bear  the  stamp  of  Divine 
approval,  with  the  highest  standards  of  Christian 
morality.  It  is  sometimes  urged  in  justification 
that  these  deeds  are  permitted,  but  not  commanded 
by  God.     But  this  answer  hardly  meets  the  facts  of 
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the  case.  We  shall  arrive  at  a  truer  answer  if  we 
recognize  the  fact,  which  Jesus  emphasizes,  that  the 
OT  religion  is  a  self-accommodation  to  the  low 
moral  standard  of  those  whom  it  was  designed  to 
instruct.  This  He  reiterates  in  the  Sermon  on  the 
Mount  (Mt  6  22.28.34),  and  affirms  in  His  reference 
to  the  hardness  of  the  ancestral  Jewish  heart 
(Mt  19  8).  In  the  OT  we  are  dealing  with  the 
childhood  of  the  world,  in  which  revelation  is  com- 
pelled to  limit  itself  to  the  comprehension  of  its 
subjects.  It  must  speak  so  that  they  can  under- 
stand. It  must  start  with  them  where  it  finds 
them.  It  must  lead  them  along  Unes  in  which  they 
of  their  own  volition  can  walk,  that  character  may 
grow  step  by  step.  A  gradual  development  of 
spiritual  and  ethical  ideals  may  clearly  be  traced 
in  the  sacred  records.  We  must  therefore  read  the 
OT  narratives  and  interpret  their  teaching,  not 
according  to  the  standards  of  our  own  age,  but  in 
the  light  of  the  a^e  to  which  these  narratives  belong. 
The  spirit  of  Elijah  may  not  be  the  spirit  of  Christ 
(Lk  9  55).  While  many  of  the  acts  of  cruelty  and 
barbarity  recorded  in  tne  OT  are  indicative  of  an 
age  of  a  low  type  of  morality,  yet  we  must  at  the 
same  time  recognize  the  fact,  that  Israel's  religion 
by  emphasizing  holy  living  and  righteous  conduct 
created  an  atmosphere  favorable  for  the  growth  of 
high  ethical  ideals.  Wherever  this  religion  is  seen 
at  its  best,  as  in  the  teachings  of  the  prophets,  it  is 
the  mark  of  the  righteous  man  to  treat  niunan  life 
as  sacred  and  to  refrain  scrupulously  from  inflict- 
ing unnecessary  pain.  Even  the  Grentiles  shall  be 
brought  to  judgment  for  their  barbarities  and 
inhuman  practices  (Am  1  2  f;  2  K  26  7).  Amone 
the  blessmgs  of  the  Messianic  kingdom,  predicted 
by  the  prophets,  is  the  cessation  of  war  with  all  of 
its  attendant  cruelties  and  horrors.  The  Law  of 
Israel  also  reflected  thb  tendency  toward  humanity, 
and  many  of  its  ordinances,  while  seemingly  in- 
human, really  tended  to  mitigate  prevailing  bar- 
barity. Instances  of  such  ordinances  are  those 
referring  to  the  maltreatment  of  slaves  (Ex  21  20), 
to  the  Cities  of  Refuge  (Nu  36  19  ff ;  cf  Josh  20), 
to  rules  of  warftire  (Dt  20  10  f),  etc.  The  exter- 
mination of  the  Canaanites  is  represented  as  a  Di- 
vine judgment  upon  a  morally  corrupt  civilization 
(Gen  16  16;  Dt  12  30).  It  is  declared  necessary 
in  order  to  guard  the  Hebrews  from  contamination 
by  the  sins  of  the  Canaanites  (Ex  23  32).  It  is 
not  so  far  back,  that  many  of  the  practices  that 
are  condemned  by  the  most  enlightened  Chris- 
tianity of  our  day,  prevailed  universally  and  were 
not  thought  incompatible  with  Christian  civiliza- 
tion. Even  our  own  time  needs  to  secure  a  more 
widespread  practical  recognition  of  the  principles 
of  humanity,  kindness  and  justice,  which  are  pro- 
fessedly the  law  of  the  Christian  life.    L.  Kaiser 

CRUMB,  krum  (+ix^v,  psichian,  "a  little  bit") : 
Occurs  only  in  the  NT,  of  remnants  of  food, 
scraps.  Lazarus  desired  'Ho  be  fed  with  the  crumbs 
that  fell  from  the  rich  man's  table"  (Lk  16  21). 
"Even  the  [little]  dogs  eat  of  the  crumbs"  (Mt  16 
27;  Mk  7  28),  "possibly  the  fragments  of  bread 
on  which  the  guests  wiped  their  hands  (after  thrust- 
ing them  into  the  common  dish),  and  flimg  to  the 
dogs"  (Farrar,  Life  of  Christ,  I,  476). 

CRUSE,  kroos:  A  small  earthen  vessel  or  flask, 
usually  for  holding  liquids:  nnB$,  gappahalh;  as 
water,  1  S  26  11.12.16;  1  K  19  6;  it  being  porous, 
the  liquid  is  kept  cool;  also  for  holding  oil,  as  in 
1  K  17  12.14.16. 

In  1  K  14  3  ("a  cruse  of  honey")  the  word 
pISfJIl ,  bal^bu^j  w^ould  be  better  rendered  * 'bottle," 

doubtless  deriving  its  name  from  the  gurgling  sound 


of  issuing  liquids.  In  2  K  2  20  Pl'^n'b? ,  ^lohUh, 
IB  not  a  jar  or  flask,  but  a  dish,  or  platter,  for  salt 
or  other  substances. 

In  the  NT  a  small  jar  or  vial,  dXdfioffTpov^  cM- 
hcistron,  ''alabaster  cruse"  or  flask,  for  holding  oint- 
ment; not"box"asinAV(Mt  26  7;  Mk  14  3;  Lk 
7  37;  cf  1  S  10  1;  2  K  9  1.3,  where  ''box"  in  AV 
is  used  for  "vial"  RV).    Edward  Bagby  Pollabd 

CRY,  CRYING,  kri'ing  (p?T,  za'ab,  pT^,  fd'o* 
[and  forms],  S'JfJ,  t&ra\  y^Tj?,  8hdwa\  MJT,  rinr 
ndh;  podoi,  bodo,  Kp4^»  hrdzo,  ^«>Wm,  phonSo) : 

Various  Words  are  tr^  "cry,"  "crjrmg,"  etc,  the 
chief  of  which  are  those  above  given;  zd'^aii  and 
gd^aii  denote  esp.  a  cry  for  help,  from  pain  or  dis- 
tress, and  are  frequently  usea  for  crying  to  God, 
e.g.  («fi*fl*,Ex  2  23;  Jgs  3  9.15;  Ps  22  5;  107  13. 
19;  Mic  3  4);  (sd'alp,  Ex  8  12;  16  25;  Ps  34 
17;  77  1;  Isa  19  20;  Lam  2  18);  l^rd'  (a  mimet- 
ic word)  has  the  widest  signification,  but  is  often 
used  of  appealing  to  God  (frequently  tr^  "call," 
"called,"  etc,  Gen  39  14.15.18:  41  43;  Dt  16  9; 
24  15;  1  K  18  27;  Ps  3  4;  22  2;  27  7;  Prov  1 
21;  Isa  34  14;  Jer  2  2,  etc);  8hdwa\  "to  cry  aloud" 
(Job  29  12:  30  20.28;  Ps  18  6.41;  88  13:  Jon 
2  2;  Hab  1  2,  etc) :  rinndh,  "a  shouting,"  whether 
for  joy  or  grief  (1  K  8  28;  Ps  17  1;  61  1;  88  2; 
119  169;  142  6;  Isa  43  14  RV  '^ejoicmg,"  etc). 
Other  Heb  words  are  *dna^f  "to  groan"  (Ezk  9  4: 
24  17  AV;  26  15  AV);  hdmdh,  "to  make  a  noise'' 
(Ps  66  17  AV);  ru^\  "to  shout"  (Jgs  7  21  AV: 
Job  30  6;  Isa  42  13,  etc);  rdnaUf  '^to  cry  aJoud'* 
(Ps  84  2;  Lam  2  19);  8hd^'  "crying"  (Isa  22  5); 
t*8hu*dth,  "crymg,"  "noise"  (Job  89  7  AV). 

In  the  NT  we  have  hoao,  "to  cry,"  "shout" 
(Mt  3  3;  Mk  1  3;  16  34;  Gal  4  27,  etc);  krazd 
(mimetic,  the  hoarse  cry  of  the  raven),  "to  cry  out" 
(Mt  9  27;  14  30;  21  9;  27  50;  Mk  6  6;  Gal  4  6; 
Rev  6  10;  7  2,  etc);  phoned,  "to  give  forth  the 
voice,"  "sound"  (Lk  8  8:  16  24;  23  46;  Acts  16 
28;  Rev  14  18  AV);  anabodo,  "to  cry  out"   (Mt 

27  46:  Lk  9  38);  aphiemi,  "to  let  go,"  "to  send 
away'*  (Mk  16  37  AV);  epibodo,  "to  cry  about" 
(anything)  (Acts  26  24);  epiphorUo,  "to  give  forth 
the  voice  upon"  (Lk  23  21  AV);  krai^zor  "to 
make  a  cry,  or  outcry,  or  clamor"  (Mt  12  19;  16 
22;  Jn  11  43;  18  40:  19  6.15;  Acts  22  23);  ana- 
ATd«o,"tocryout"  (Mk  1  23;  Lk  4  33,  etc) :  Arau^^, 
"a  crying  out"  (Mt  26  6;  Acts  23  9  AV;  He  6  7; 
Rev  21  4). 

Pop  "cry"  RV  has  "sound"  (2  Ch  18  12);  "cry 
because  of  these  things"  (Job  80  24ERy):  "cry  out*^* 
(Job  31  38;  Isa  42  14);  "caU"  (Ps  28  1:  61  2;  141  1); 
"be  blind"  (Isa  29  9);  "groan"  (Ezk  26  15);  "pant" 
(Joel  1  20);  "cry  aloud"  (Mt  12  19);  "clamor"  (Acts 

28  9).  Among  the  other  changes  are,  "moan"  for  "cry 
aloud"  (Ps  55  17);  "sound  an  alarm"  (Hos  5  8);  "take 
your  pleasure,"  m  "blind  yourselves,"  for  "cry  ye  out" 
(Isa  29  9);  "sigh,  but  not  aloud"  for  "forbear  to  cry" 
(Ezk  24  17);  ^shoutings"  for  "crytag"  (Job  89  7); 
"destruction"  for  "crying"  (Prov  19  18.  where  we  have 
instead  of  *'let  not  thy  soul  spare  for  his  dying."  "set 
not  thy  heart  on  his  destruction,"  m,  Heb  "cauang  him 
to  die"  [rnuth,  "to  put  to  death"]);  "went  up^*  for 
"crying  aloud"  (Mk  15  8,  different  text);  "cry"  for 
"voice^'  (Lk  1  42);  for  "had  cried"  (Lk  28  46),  ARV 
has  "crying." 

W.  L.  Walker 
CRYSTAL,  kris'tal:  In  EV  the  word  is  probably 
intended  to  signify  rock-crystal,  crystallized  quartz. 
This  thf;  Greeks  called  Kp6<rTa\\os  krd8taUo8,  "ice," 
belie viiig  it  to  have*been  formed  from  water  by  in- 
tense cold.  Thus  in  Rev  4  6;  21  11;  22  1,  either 
"crystal"  (EV)  or  "ice"  (Gr  kru8tallo8)  suits  the 
context.  The  word  rendered  ,  "crystal"  in  Ezk 
1  22  (n'lJJ,  t^erah)  is  ambiguous  in  precisely  the 
same  way  (RVm  "ice").  In  Job  28  17  the  con- 
text favors  AV  "crystal,"  rather  than  RV  "glass" 
(n-'P^DJ,  z'khukhUh).  Finally,  in  Job  28  18  RV 
reads  "crjrstal"  for  AV  "pearb"  (Heb  gahhUh;  the 
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weight  of  evidence  favors  RV  in  spite  of  the  paral- 
lelism suggested  by  AV).  See  also  Stones,  Pre- 
cious. F.  K.  Farr 

CUB,  kub  (1^3,  kubh;  AV  Chub):  The  word 
occurs  only  in  Ezk  80  5.  There  it  is  almost  cer- 
tainly a  oorruptioni  and  we  should  read,  as  in  LXX, 
"Lub,"  i.e.  Ubya.  Libya,  in  the  earlier  part  of 
the  same  ver  (AV),  is  a  mistr  of  "Put,"  thus  cor- 
rectly rendered  in  RV. 

CUBIT,  ka'bit  (nips ,  'ammdh;  iri|xv«,  p^chua) : 
The  standard  for  measures  of  length  among  the 
Hebrews.  They  derived  it  from  the  Babylonians, 
but  a  similar  measure  was  used  in  Egypt  with  which 
they  must  have  been  familiar.  The  length  of  the 
cubit  is  variously  estimated,  since  there  seems  to 
have  been  a  double  standard  in  both  countries,  and 
because  we  have  no  undisputed  example  of  the  cubit 
remaining  to  the  present  time.  The  original  cubit 
was  the  length  of  the  forearm,  from  the  eloow  to  the 
end  of  the  middle  finper,  as  is  implied  from  the 
derivation  of  the  word  m  Heb  and  in  Lat  (cubitum). 
It  seems  to  be  referred  to  also  in  Dt  3  11:  "after 
the  cubit  of  a  man."  But  this  was  too  indefinite 
for  a  scientific  standard,  and  the  Babylonians  early 
adopted  a  more  accurate  method  of  measurement 
which  passed  to  the  nations  of  the  West.  They 
had  a  double  standard,  the  so-called  royal  cubit 
and  the  ordinary  one.  From  the  remains  of  build- 
ings in  Assyria  and  Babylonia,  the  former  is  made 
out  to  be  about  20.6  in.,  and  a  cubit  of  similar 
length  was  used  in  Egypt  and  must  have  been 
known  to  the  Hebrews.  This  was  probably  the 
cubit  mentioned  by  Ezk  40  5  and  perhaps  that  of 
Solomon's  temple,  "cubits  after  the  first  measure" 
(2  Ch  3  3),  i.e.  the  ancient  cubit.  The  ordinary 
cubit  of  commerce  was  shorter,  and  has  been  vari- 
ously estimated  at  between  16  and  18  or  more 
inches,  but  the  evidence  of  the  Siloam  inscription 
and  of  thetombs  in  Pal  seems  to  indicate  17.6  in. 
as  the  average  length.  See  Weights  and  Meas- 
ures. This  was  the  cubit  of  six  palms,  while  the 
longer  one  was  of  seven  (Ezk  40  5).  The  cubit 
mentioned  in  Jgs  3  16  is  from  a  different  word  in 
Heb  P^,  gomedh)  and  was  probably  shorter,  for 
Ehud  girded  it  on  his  thigh  under  his  clothing. 

The  NT  references  are  Mt  6  27;  Lk  12  25, 
'Which  of  you  ....  can  add  a  c.  unto  the  measure 
of  his  life?  ,  Jn  21  8,  "about  two  hundred  cubits 
off";  Rev  21  17,  "the  wall  thereof,  a  hundred  and 
forty  and  four  cubits.'*  H.  Porter 

CUCKOW,  k6&k'6o,  kuk'oo  (wlHTj?,  shOhaph; 
X^4»os,  Idroa;  Lat  Cuculus  canorus) :  The  Heb  root 
from  which  the  word  shdhaph  is  derived  means  "to 
be  lean"  and  "slender,"  and  in  older  VSS  of  the  Bible 
was  tr^  cuckow  (cuckoo).  It  was  mentioned  twice 
in  the  Bible  (Lev  11  16,  and  practically  the  same  in 
Dt  14  15  AV  "cuckoo"),  in  the  list  of  unclean 
birds.  The  Lat  term  by  which  we  designate  the 
bird  is  very  similar  to  the  Arab.,  and  all  names  for  it 
in  different  countries  are  so  nearly  the  same  that 
they  prove  themselves  based  on  its  double  cry. 
"cuck-oo,"  or  the  single  note  "kowk"  or  "gouk. 
The  bird  is  as  old  as  history,  and  interesting  because 
the  European  species  placed  its  eggs  in  the  nests  of 
other  biras.  which  gave  rise  to  much  fiction  con- 
cerning its  nabits.  The  European  bird  is  a  brown- 
ish gray  with  white  bars  underneath,  and  larger 
than  ours,  which  are  a  beautiful  olive  gray,  with 
tail  feathers  of  irregular  length  touched  with  white, 
knee  tufts,  black  or  yellow  bill,  according  to  species, 
and  beautiful  sleek  head  and  shining  eyes.  Our 
birds  build  their  own  nests,  attend  their  young  with 
care  and  are  much  loved  for  their  beauty.  Their 
food  is  not  repulsive  in  any  species;   there  never 


was  any  reason  why  they  should  have  been  classed 
amon^  the  abominations,  and  for  these  reasons 
scientists  in  search  of  a  "lean,  slender"  bird  of 
offensive  diet  and  habit  have  selected  the  "sea-mew" 
(q.v.)  which  is  substituted  for  cuckoo  in  the  RV 
with  good  natural-history  reason  to  sustain  the 
ch^ige.  Gene  Stratton-Porter 

CUCUMBER,  ka'kum-ber  (D'^^l^p,  iiahahu'ltn; 
o-Cicvosy  8lkuo8):  One  of  the  articles  of  food  for 
which  Israel  in  the  wilderness  looked  back  with 
longing  to  Egypt  (Nu  11  5).  Cucumbers  are  fx&BX 
favorites  with  all  the  people  of  Pal.  Two  varieties 
occur,  Cucumis  salivus  (Arab.  Khy&r),  origpnallv 
a  product  of  N.W.  India,  which  is  smooth-skinned, 
whitish  and  of  delicate  flavor,  and  requires  much 
water  in  its  cultivation,  and  Cucumis  chcUe  (Arab. 
faqqus),  which  is  long  and  slender  but  less  juicy  thaji 
the  former.  Probably  the  Bib.  reference  is  to  this 
latter  as  it  is  a  plant  much  grown  in  Egypt  where  it 
is  said  to  attain  unusual  excellence. 

A  "garden  of  cucumbers,"  or  more  literally  a 
"place  of  cucumbers"  {mii^hdh),  is  mentioned  in 
Isa  1  8;  Bar  6  70.  "A  lodge  in  a  garden  of 
cucumbers"  (Isa  1  8)  is  the  rough  wooden  booth 
erected  by  the  owner  from  which  he  keeps  guard 
over  his  ripening  vegetables.  It  is  commonly  raised 
upon  poles  and,  when  abandoned  for  the  season,  it 
isSia  into  decay  and  presents  a  dreary  spectacle  of 
tottering  poles  and  dead  leaves. 

E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

CUD.    See  Chew. 

CULTURE,  kul'tdr:  Found  only  in  2  Esd  8  6 
AV  and  RV,  "give  .  .  .,  .  culture  to  our  under- 
standing," i.e.  to  nourish  it  as  seed  in  the  ground. 

CUMBER,  kumlb^,  CUMBERED  (KartLf^, 
katargiOf  "to  make  idle,"  iMpiOTrAojuii,  periapd- 
omaif  "to  be  drawn  about,"  in  mind  "to  be 
distracted"):  Spoken  of  the  barren  fig  tree  in 
the  parable:  "Cut  it  down;  wh}r  doth  it  also  cum- 
ber [block  up,  make  unproductive]  the  ground?" 
(Lk  13  7).  Cumbered  means  to  be  over-occupied 
with  cares  or  business,  distracted:  "But  Martha 
was  cumbered  about  much  serving"  (Lk  10  40). 
The  word  cumbrance  occurs  only  in  Dt  1  12: 
"How  can  I  myself  alone  bear  your  cmnbrance?" 
(irib,  ^drcLhf  "an  encumbrance,"  "a  burden"). 
Cf  Isa  1  14,  where  RVm  has  "cumbrance,"  RV 
"trouble." 

CUMI,  koo'mg,  ka'ml.    See  Talitha. 

CUMMIN,  kum'in  (]B3,  kammon;  idp|Uvov,  JbtS- 
minon) :  The  seed  of  the  herb  Cuminum  cyminum 
(N.O.  UmbeUiferae),  It  has  carminative  properties 
and  is  used  for  flavoring  various  dishes,  esp.  during 
fasts.  In  flavor  and  appearance  it  resembles  cara- 
way, though  it  is  less  agreeable  to  western  palates. 
As  an  illustration  of  Jeh's  wisdom  it  is  said  (Isa  28 
25.27)  that  cummin  is  scatto^  in  sowing  and 
beaten  out  with  a  rod  in  threshing.  These  facts 
sre  true  in  Pal  today.  The  Jews  paid  tithes  of 
cummin  (Mt  23  23)  (see  cut  on  following  page). 

CUN,  kun  {yO  y  kun;  A,  4k  tAv  IkXcktAv  ic6\tmvt 
ek  tdn  eklekUhi  pdleoriy  "from  the  chosen  cities"): 
One  of  the  cities  of  Hadarezer,  king  of  Syria,  spoilcKl 
by  David  (1  Ch  18  8,  AV  "Chun'O-  In  the  \\  pas- 
sage (2  S  8  8)  its  place  is  taken  by  Berothai,  which 
see. 

CUNNING,  kun'ing  (Dpn,  hdkham,  ITpn,  frd- 
shabh):  In  Bible-Ekiglish  "cunning"  means  alwavs 
"wise"  or  "skilful";  the  word  does  not  occur  in  the 
bad  sense,  and  it  is  found  in  the  OT  only.    The 
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chief  Heb  words  are  hskhim,  "wise,"  "skUful" 
(2  Ch  2  7  AV  "b.  man  cunning  to  work  in  gold": 
ver  13;  Isa  3  3  AV,  etc);  hOthabh,  "to  think,'' 
"devise,"  "desire"  (Ex  86  1.31;  88  6.15  AV,etc). 
We  have  also  da'ath,  "knowledge"  (1  K  7  14  AV) ; 
bin,  "to  be  intemgent"  (I  Ch  26  7  AV):  ma- 
hdshebhelk,  "thought/'  "device,"  "design"  (Ex  81 
4;  SB  33.35AV);  'drndn,  "artificer"  (Cant  7  lAV); 
^iMAa',  "to  know."  once  tr^  "cunning"  (Dal  1  4AV). 
For  "cunning  ARV  pves  "sElful"  (Ex  SI  4, 
etc;  Isa  3  3  "expeti");  for  "cunning  work"  the 
work  of  the  "skilful  workman"  (Ex  26  1.31,  etc, 
ERV  "cunning  workman");  for  "curious,"  "skil- 
fully woven,"  ERV  "cunningly  woven"  (Ex  28 
8,  etc).  W.  L.  Walker 


CUP  (most  frequently,  013 ,  kd^;  four  other  words 
inonepaBsageeach;  iroT^piov, polSrton) ;  Avesselfor 
drinking  from,  of  a  variety  of  material  (gold,  silver, 
eaiirhenware) ,  patterns  (Est  1  7}  and  elaboration. 

Figurative :  By  ordinary  fig.  of  spoech,  put  some- 
times for  the  contents  of  tne  cup,  viz.  for  that  which 
is  drunk  (Mt  28  39).  In  both  OT  and  NT  applied 
fig.  to  that  which  is  portioned  out,  and  of  which 
one  is  to  partsJte;  most  frequently  used  of  what  is 
sorrowful,  ae  God's  judgments.  His  wrath,  afflic- 
tions, etc  (Ps  11  6;  76  8;  .laa  SI  17;  Rev  14  10). 
In  a  similar  sense,  used  by  Christ  concerning  the 

~ ■       '■'    T  the 


(Mt  20  23).  In  the  OT  applied  also  to  the  bless- 
edncsa  and  joy  of  the  children  of  God,  and  the  full 
provision  made  for  their  wanla  (Ps  IB  6;  23  5; 
116  13;  cf  Jer  16  7;  Prov  31  6),  All  these  pas- 
sages refer  not  only  to  the  experience  of  an  allotted 
joy  and  sorrow,  but  to  the  fact  that  all  others  shwe 
in  this  experience.  Within  a  community  of  those 
having  the  same  interests  or  lot,  each  received  his 
apportioned  measure,  just  as  at  a  feast,  each  cup  is 
filled  for  the  individual  to  drain  at  the  same  time 
that  his  fellow-guests  are  occupied  in  the  same  wav. 
The  Holy  Supper  is  called  "the  cup  of  the  Lord" 
(1  Cor  10  21),  since  it  ia  the  Lord  who  makes  the 
feast,  and  tenders  the  cup,  just  as  "the  cup  of 
demons"  with  which  it  is  contrasted,  refers  to  what 
they  offer  and  communicate.  In  1  Cor  11  25, 
the  cup  is  called  "the  new  covenant  in  my  blood," 
i.e.  it  IS  a  pledge  and  eeai  and  means  of  imparting 
the  blessings  of  the  new  covenant  (He  10  16  f)— a 
covenant  established  by  the  shedding  of  the  blood 
of  Christ.  The  use  of  the  word  "cup"  (or  the  sac- 
rament shows  how  prominent  was  the  part  which 
the  cup  hod  in  ihc  Lord's  Supper  in  apostolic  times. 


Not  only  were  all  commanded  to  drink  of  the  wine 
(Mt  26  27),  but  the  very  irregularities  in  the  Cor- 
inthian church  point  to  its  universal  use  (I  Cor 
11  27).  Nor  doee  the  Rom  church  attempt  to 
justify  its  withholding  the  cup  from  the  laity  (the 
communion  in  one  form)  upon  conformity  with 
apostolic  practice,  or  upon  direct  Scriptural  author- 
ity. This  variation  from  the  original  institution 
is  an  outgrowth  of  the  doctrines  of  transubetan- 
tiation  and  sacramental  concomitance,  of  the  at- 
tempt to  transform  the  sacrament  of  the  Eucharist 
into  the  sacrifice  of  the  Mass,  and  of  the  wide 
separation  between  clergy  and  laity  resulting  from 
raising  the  ministry  to  the  rank  of  a  sacerdotal 
order.  The  practice  was  condemned  by  Popes 
Leo  I  (d.  461)  and  Gelasius  (d.  496);  but  gained  a 
firm  hold  in  the  12th  cent.,  and  was  enacted  into  a 
church  regulation  by  the  Council  of  Constance  in 
1415.    See  also  Blessing,  Cup  of. 

As  to  the  use  of  cups  for  divination  (Gen  44  5). 
the  reference  is  to  superstitious  practice  derived 
from  the  Gentiles.  For  various  modes  of  divining 
what  is  unknown  by  the  pouring  of  water  into  bowls, 
and  making  observations  accordingly,  see  Geikie, 
Hourt  xpitk  the  Bible,  I,  492  f,  and  art.  Divination. 
.  H,  E.  Jacobs 

CUPBEARER,kup'bar-er(rif)ljr5,  maehlfeh,  "one 
giving  drink";  olvoxdst,  oinochios):  An  officer  of 
nigh  rank  at  ancient  oriental  courts,  whose  duty 
it  was  to  serve  the  wine  at  the  king's  table.  («i 
account  of  the  constant  fear  of  plots  and  intrigues, 
a  person  must  be  regarded  as  thoroughly  trust- 
worthy to  hold  this  portion.  He  must  guard 
against  poison  in  the  king's  cup,  and  was  sometimes 
required  to  swallow  some  of  the  wine  before  serving 
it.  His  confidential  relations  with  the  king  often 
endeared  him  to  his  sovereign  and  also  gave  him  a 
position  of  great  influence.  This  officer  is  first 
mentioned  in  Scripture  in  Gen  40  1  ff,  where  the 
Heb  word  elsewhere  tr^  "cupbearer"  is  rendered 
"butler."  The  phrase  "chief  of  the  butlers"  (ver 
2)  accords  with  the  fact  that  there  were  often  a 
number  of  such  officials  under  one  as  chief  (cf  Xen. 
Hdlen,  vii.l,  38).  Nehemiah  (cf  1  11)  was  cup- 
bearer to  Artaxentes  Longimanus,  and  was  held  in 
high  esteem  by  him,  as  the  record  shows.  His 
financial  ability  (Neh  S  8.10.14.17)  would  indicate 
that  the  office  was  a  lucrative  one.  Cupbearers  are 
mentioned  further  in  1  K  10  5;  2  Ch  9  4,  where 
they,  among  other  evidences  of  royal  splendor,  are 
stated  to  have  impressed  the  oueen  of  Shcba  with 
Solomon's  glory.  The  title  Rabshakeh  (Isa  86  2), 
once  thought  to  mean  "chief  of  the  cupbearers,"  is 
now  given  a  different  derivation  and  explained  as 
"chief  of  the  officers,"  or  "princes"  (BOB  s.v.). 
See  further  on  cupbearers  HenJd,  iii.34;  Xen.  Cyrop. 
i.3,  8,  9;  Job,  Aid,  XVI,  viii,  1;  Tob  1  22. 

Benjamin  Reno  Downer 

CUPBOARD,  kub'Srd  (iraXUwv,  kvlikwn.  1 
Mace  16  32):  A  lund  of  sideboard  in  or  on  which 
Simon's  gold  and  silver  vessels  were  displayed,  and 
which,  among  other  evidences  of  his  glory,  amazed 
the  Syrian  envoy  Athcnobius.  Cf  the  Rom  abacus, 
said  to  have  been  introduced  into  Home  from  Asia. 

CDRDLE,  kOr'd'l  (K?j; ,  Ifdpka.',  "to  congeal," 
"harden,"  "curdle") :  Occurs  in  Job  10  10,  "Hast 
thou  not  ....  curdled  me  like  cheese?"  i.e.  mode 
him  take  solid  form.  "The  formation  of  the  embryo 
is  a  mystery  on  wliich  the  Heb  dwells  with  a  deep 
and  reverential  awe:  cf  Ps  139  13-16."  These 
similes  arc  often  met  with  in  the  Koran  and  oriental 
poetry.    See  Speaker's  Comm.  in  loc. 

CURE,  kOr,  CURES:  Represents  thewords  nn?, 
gOhak,  OTTP,  marpe',  HD"? ,  ra-ph&h:  Stpamte,  the- 
rapeHo,   too^f,    lasts.      G&h&k    in   Prov   IT  22  tr" 
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"medicine"  means  properly  the  removal  of  a  band- 
age from  a  healed  wound,  and  is  used  flgurativelj 

in  Hoe  6  13;  marpt',  "healing,"  is  used  in  the  sense 
of  deliverance  of  the  city  in  Jer  SS  6;  with  a  nega- 
tive particle  in  2  Ch  31  18  it  is  used  to  descrioe 
the  bowel  disease  of  Jehoram  as  incurable.  The  Gr 
words  are  used  of  physical  cures  (iasie  in  Lk  13 
32)  as  coDtradiBtinguiuied  from  the  casting;  out  of 
demons  as  Mt  17  16;  Lk  7  21;  Jn  6  10.  Cure  is 
only  used  in  the  NT  in  the  sense  of  physical  heal- 
ing; in  the  OT  usually  in  the  sense  of  spiritual  or 
national  deliverance  from  danger. 

Albx,  Mac  a  lister 
CURIOUS,     ka'ri-us     trQlpnl?,     mahdBhebkelh; 
wipUpTfot,  iperferptM) :    The  above  Heb  word,  mean- 
ing "thought,"  "device,"  "design,"  is  ti*'  "curious," 
Ex  86  32  AV   "curious  works'*;   ERV  "cunning''; 
ARV  "skilful";  hSahebh  ("device,"  "deviae' 
tr^  AV  "curious(!irdle,"is  ti^  by  ERV  ", 
woven   band,"    ARV   "skiltully''   (Ex   38 
M  5;  SO  5.20.21;  Lev  8  7).     In  Pa  13«  1 

"embroidered,"  "variegated"  is  used  flg.  c. 

in  the  womb,  tH  "cunously  wrought";  "the  Ixxly 
or  the  foetus  is  described  as  woven  together  of  bo 
many  different-colored  threads,  like  a  cunning  and 
beautiful  network  or  tapestry''  (Perowne  in  loc). 
See  also  CtTRDLE.  Ptriergoa,  "worliing  round  about," 
is  used  of  the  "curious  arts  of  some  in  Epfaesus  who 
brought  their  books  to  be  burned  (Acts  19  19  ARV 
"magical").    See  Astroloot  14. 

W.  L.  Walker 

CURRENT  HONEY.    See  MoNsr,  Current. 

CURSE,  kflrs  (nb^j!,  'dWft  |Nu  S  21.23.27,  etc], 
rn^,  nferSh  [Prov  3  33;  Mai  2  2,  etc],  nbbjJ, 
k-laiak  (Gen  37  12.13|;  xa-iV,  katdra  |Gal  3  10. 
13|) :  TTiis  word  as  noun  and  vb.  renders  different 
Heb  words,  some  of  them  being  more  or  leas 
synonymous,  differii^  only  in  degree  of  strength. 
It  is  often  used  in  contrast  with  'l>le8B"  or  "bless- 
ing" (Dt  11  29).  When  a  curse  is  pronounced 
against  any  person,  we  are  not  to  understand  this 
as  a  mere  wish,  however  violent,  that  disaster 
should  overtake  the  person  in  question,  any  more 
than  we  are  to  understand  that  a  corresponding 
"blessing"  conveys  simply  a  wish  that  prosperity 
should  bo  the  lot  of  the  person  on  whom  the  bless- 
ing is  invoked.  A  curse  was  considered  to  possess 
an  iidierent  power  of  carrying  itself  into  effect. 
Prayer  has  been  defined  as  a  wish  referred  to  God. 
Curses  (or  bleasiDgs)  were  imprecations  referred  to 
supernatural  bein^  in  whose  existence  and  power 
to  do  good  or  infliPt  harm  primitive  man  believed. 
The  use  of  ma^c  and  spells  of  all  kinds  is  based  on 
the  belief  that  it  is  possible  to  enlist  the  support  of 
the  superhumflji  beings  with  whom  the  universe 
abounds,  and  to  persuade  them  to  carry  out  the 
suppliant's  wishes.  It  has  been  suggested  that 
spclla  were  written  on  pieces  of  parchment  and  cast 
Ut  the  winds  in  the  behef  that  they  would  find  their 
way  to  their  proper  destination— that  some  de- 
moniac being  would  act  as  postman  and  deliver 
them  at  the  proper  address.  In  Zee  (5  1-3)  the 
"flying  roll,"  with  curses  inscribed  on  it  "goeth 
forth  over  the  face  of  the  whole  land."  It  would 
find  ile  way  into  the  house  of  every  thief  and  per- 
jurer. But  it  was  not  always  possible  to  commit 
curses  to  writing,  it  was  enouffh  to  utter  them  aloud. 
Generally  the  name  of  some  deity  would  be  coupled 
with  such  imprecatiouH,  as  Goliath  cursed  David 
by  his  gods  (1  8  17  43).  Such  curses  once  uttered 
poBseesed  the  power  of  self-realization.  It  was 
customarr  for  heads  of  families  in  their  declining 
years  to  bless  their  children,  such  a  blessing  being, 
not  simply  a  paternal  wish  that  their  children  should 
prosper  in  life,  hut  a  potent  factor  in  determining 


their  welfare  (Gen  9  25).  In  this  case  Jacob  seeks 
his  father's  blessing,  which  was  more  than  his 
father's  good  wi^ea  for  his  future  career.  Such 
blessings  and  curses  were  independent  of  moral 
considerations.  Before  moral  distinctions  played 
any  part  in  molding  theological  conceptions  it  was 
not  necessary,  before  a  spell  could  oe  effectual, 
that  the  individual  against  whom  the  spell  was  pro- 
nounced should  be  deserving,  on  moral  grounds,  of 
the  fate  which  was  invoked  on  him.  It  was  suili- 
cient  that  he  should  be  the  foe  of  the  author  of  the 
curse.  We  may  assume  that  such  curses  mp- 
nalized  the  commencement  of  a  battle.  But  m 
process  of  time  such  indiscriminate  imprecatjons 
would  not  satisfy  enlightened  moral  judement.  In 
the  dramatic  situation  depicted  in  Dt  (11  29;  27 
12  f)  the  cuise  was  placed  on  Mt.  Ebal  and  the 
blessing  on  Mt.  Genzim.  But  the  curse  was  the 
penalty  for  disobedience,  as  the  blessing  was  the 
reward  for  obedience.  The  Book  of  Prov  (26  2) 
summarily  dismisses  the  traditional  belief — ^"the 
curse  that  is  cauaeless  alighteth  not."  "In  the  dis- 
courses of  Jesus  we  find  blessings  and  curses.  They 
are  however  simply  authoritative  declarations  of  the 
eternal  connection  between  right  doing  and  happi- 
ness, wrong  doing  and  misery'    (Cheyne). 

Whereas  curses  by  ordinary  persona  were  con- 
sidered more  or  less  efficacious— some  god  being 
always  only  too  (tlad  ia  speed  them  on  their  way 
'"  their  destination— yet  special   person*— "holy 


wrsona— in  virtue  of  their  special  n 
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listing  supernatural  aid.  Balaam,  according  to  the 
narrative  in  Nu  (83  f),  was  an  expert  in  the  art. 
Balak  was  convinced  that  Balaam's  curse  would 
bring  alx>ut  the  defeat  of  the  Israelites  (see  Gray, 
"Numbere,"  ICC). 

The  term — and  the  thing  Mgnified — playa  an  im- 

Krtant  part  in  Paul's  interpretation  of  the  cross. 
the  light  of  the  law  all  men  are  guilty.  There  is 
no  acquittal  through  appeal  to  a  law  that  commands 
and  never  forgives — prohibits  and  never  relents. 
The  violator  ofthe  law  is  under  a  curse.  His  doom 
has  been  pronounced.  Escape  is  iropoesible.  But 
on  the  cross  Jesus  Christ  endured  the  curse — for 
"cursed  is  every  one  that  hangeth  on  a  tree"  (GaJ 
3  10.13)— -and  a  curse  that  has  overtaken  its  victim 
is  a  spent  force.     See  PcNiSHUBNTa. 

Jeaua  commands  His  disciples,  "Bless  them  that 
curse  you"  (Lk  6  28;  cf  Rom  13  U).  He  Himself 
cursed  the  fruitless  fig  tree  (Mk  11  21) — a  symbol 
of  the  doom  of  a  fruitless  people. 

Curse  as  the  rendering  of  O^n ,  tferem,  implies  a 
totally  different  idea  (see  AccuRSEn).    T.  Lewis 

CURTAIN,  kfl/fn,  -ten,  -tin:  The  word  ordina- 
rily used  for  curtain  is  nT^T),  ifTi'ek.  Thus  in 
Ex  36  Iff;  36  8  ff  of  the  curtains  of  the  tabernacle 
(see  Tabernaclb);  in  2  S  7  2;  Ps  104  2;  Cant 
15;  Isa  H  2;  Jer  4  20;  10  20;  40  29;  Hab 
3  7. 

Figunitive:  In  Isa  40  22  (Uke  Ps  104  2,  of  the 
heavens),  the  word  used  is  pH ,  do^,  Ut.  "gauze." 

CUSH,kush(tP0,fcfi8A): 

(1)  The  first  of  the  sons  of  Ham,  from  whom 
sprang  Seba,  Havilah,  Sabtah,  Raamah  and  Sab- 
tecafa.  He  was  also  the  father  of 
1.  The  Nimrod,  who  founded  Babel  (Baby- 

AncestOI  of  Ion)  and  the  other  great  states  of 
Han;  Shinar   or    Babylonia    (Gen  10  A-8). 

Nations  The  meaning  of  the  name  is  uncertain. 
(2)  The  name  of  the  country  around 
which  the  Gihon  flowed  (Gen  3  13),  rendered 
"Ethiopia"  in  the  AV,  but  in  view  of  the  distance 
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of  that  country  from  the  other  rivers  mentioned, 

this  seems  to  be  an  unlikely  identification.    Fried. 

Delitzsch  has  suggested  {Wo  lag  daa 

2.  A  Dis-  Parodies  f  74  fif )  that  the  watercourse  in 
trict  of  the  question  is  the  canal  Gu-l^andi  or 
Garden  of  ArabiUy  which,  coming  from  the  S., 
Eden  entered  Babylon  a  Uttle  to  the  E.  of  the 

Euphrates,  and,  flowing  alongside  the 
Festival-Street,  enterea  the  Euphrates  to  the  N.  of 
Nebuchadrezzar's  palace.  Koldewey  (Tempel  von 
Babylon  und  Borsippa,  38)  regards  the  GyrlfarM  as 
the  section  of  the  Euphrates  itself  at  this  point. 
There  is  no  indication,  however,  that  the  district 
which  it  inclosed  was  ever  called  K-Qhi  or  Cush,  and 
the  suppression  of  the  final  syllable  of  GyrharM  would 
remain  unexplained.  Moreover,  the  identification 
of  Cush  with  a  possible  Cahy  for  Kasdu^  "Chaldea." 
seems  likewise  improbable,  esp.  as  that  name  could 
only  have  been  applied,  in  early  times,  to  the  dis- 
trict bordering  on  the  Persian  Gulf  (see  Chaldea). 
Another  theory  is,  that  the  Cush  of  Gen  2  13  is  the 
Ku8u  of  certain  Assyr  letters,  where  it  seems  to 

designate  a  district  in  the  neighbor- 

3.  Probably  hood  of  Cappadocia.  This  identifi- 
not  in  Asia  cation  apparently  leads  us  back  to  an 
Minor  ancient  tradition  at  one  time  current 

in  the  East,  but  later  forgotten,  which 
caused  the  Pyramus  river  to  assume  the  name  of 
JihUn  (i.e.  Gihon).  This  stream  rises  in  the  moun- 
tains N.E.  of  the  Gulf  of  Alexandretta,  and,  taking  a 
southwesterly  course,  flows  into  the  Mediterranean 
near  Karatash.  Though  nearer  than  the  Ethiopian 
Cush,  this  is  still  too  far  W.,  and  therefore  unsatis- 
factory as  an  identification — all  the  streams  or 
waterways  of  the  Garden  of  Eden  ought  to  flow 
through  the  same  district. 

(3)  The  well-known  country  of  Cush  or  Ethio- 
pia,   from   Syene    (Ezk  29  10)   southward — Egyp 
AdI,  Bab  KHiu,  Assyr  KiXsu,     This 

4.  The  name  sometimes  denotes  the  land 
Ethiopian  (Isa  11  11;  18  1;  Zeph  3  10;  Ezk 
Cush  29  10;    Job  28  19;    E^t  1  1;    8  9); 

sometimes  the  people  (Isa  20  4;  Jer 
46  9;  Ezk  38  5);  but  is  in  many  passages  uncer- 
tain. Notwithstanding  that  the  descendants  of  Ham 
are  always  regarded  as  non-Semites,  the  Ethiopians, 
Ge^ez,  as  they  called  themselves,  spoke  a  Sem  lan- 
guage of  special  interest  on  account  of  its  likeness 
to  Himyantic,  and  its  illustration  of  certain  forms 
in  Ass3rro-Babylonian.  These  Cushites  were  in  all 
probability  migrants  from  another  (more  northerly) 
district,  and  akin  to  the  Canaanites — like  them, 
dark,  but  by  no  means  black,  and  certainly  not 
Negroes.  W.  Max  MUller  (Asien  und  Europa, 
113  n.)  states  that  it  cannot  be  proved  whether  the 
Egyptians  had  quite  black  neighbors  (on  the  S.). 
In  earlier  times  tney  are  represented  as  brown,  and 
later  as  brown  mingled  with  black,  implying  that 
negroes  only  came  to  their  knowledge  as  a  distinct 
and  extensive  race  in  comparatively  late  times. 
Moses'  (first?)  wife  (Nu  12  1)  was  certainly  there- 
fore not  a  Negress,  but  simply  a  Cushite  woman, 
probably  speaking  a  Sem  language — ^prehistoric 
Ge^ez  or  Etniopian  (see  Cushite  Woman).  In  all 
prrobability  Sem  tribes  were  classed  as  Hamitic 
simply  because  they  acknowledged  the  supremacy 
of  the  Hamitic  Egyptians,  just  as  the  non-Sem 
Elamites  were  set  down  as  Semites  (Gen  10  22) 
on  account  of  their  acknowledging  Bab  supremacy. 
It  is  doubtful  whether  the  Hebrews,  in  ancient  times, 
knew  of  the  Negro  race — ^they  probably  became 
acquainted  with  tnem  long  after  the  Egyptians. 

In  the  opinion  of  W.  Max  Miiller  (A.  und  E., 
112),  the  Egjrptians,  when  they  became  acquainted 
with  the  Negroes,  having  no  word  to  express  this 
race,  classed  them  with  the  nehese,  which  there- 
after included  the  Negroes.    If  the  Heb  name  Phine* 


has  (Pi^'fid^)  be  really  Egyp,  and  mean  "the 
black,''  there  is  still  no  need  to  suppose  that  this 

meant  "the  Negro,"  for  no  Israelite 
6.  Nepoes  would  have  borne  a  name  with  such  a 
Probably  signification.  The  treasurer  of  Candace 
not  In-  queen  of  Meroe  (Acts  8  27-39)— the 

eluded  Ethiopian  eunuch — ^was  an  Abyssinian. 

not  a  Negro:  and  bein^  an  educated 
man.  was  able  to  read  the  Heb  Scriptures  in  the 
Gr  (Sept)  version.  Cush  (mdt  Kusi,  pr.  Kushi) 
is  frequently  mentioned  in  the  Assyr  mscriptions 
in  company  with  Melu^)^  (AferMa)  to  indicate 
Ethiopia  and  Meroe.  See  Eden;  Ethiopia;  Table 
OF  Nations.  T.  G.  Pinches 

CUSH,  kush  (tD13 ,  kusk;  LXX  Xotfcwt,  Chou^ 
set  J  Ps  7  title) :  A  Benjamite,  perhaps  he  that  "was 
without  cause"  the  "adversary"  of  David  (cf 
Ps  7  4).    See  Cushi. 

CUSHAN,  ka'shan:  In  the  Ps  of  Habakkuk 
(Hab  3  7)  "the  tents  of  C."  sre  mentioned  in  an 
individualizing  description  of  the  effects  of  a  the- 
ophany.  Parallel  is  the  phrase  "the  curtains  of  the 
land  of  Midian."  LXX  renders  C,  '^tp'O ,  kushdn, 
by  KlBUnrutVj  AithiSpdUy  reading  perhaps  D'^tTl^, 
kushlniy  or  1*^V^3,  kushin  (^9^3,  kushin).  The 
context  indicates  that  the  same  land  or  people  is 
intended  as  the  OT  elsewhere  calls  Cush,  yet 
vaguely  and  not  in  any  strict  geographical  usage 
that  would  limit  it  to  Africa. 

CUSHAN-RISHATHAIM,  kQ'shan-rish-Srth&'im 
(D^pytpi  ]TJJ^3  ^  kuahan  rish^athayim,  tr**,  or  rather 
interpreted,  as  "man  from  Cush.  he  of  the  twofold 
crime";  LXX  Xovo-apo-addi^L,  Cfhousarsathdimf  AV 
Chushan-rishathaim) :  Mentioned  in  Jes  3  8-10 
as  a  kin^  of  Mesopotamia  who  was  chosen  by 
God  as  his  tool  to  chastise  the  Israelites  for  theu* 
idolatry.  After  Joshua's  death  the  children  of 
Israel  soon  b^an  to  affiliate  themselves  with  the 
heathen  peoples  among  whom  they  dwelt.  This 
was  the  fertile  source  of  all  their  troubles.  God 
delivered  ("sold")  them  into  the  hands  of  the 
heathen.  C.-r.  is  the  first  whose  name  is  given  in 
this  connection.  Barring  this  short  passage  in  Jgs 
nothing  is  known  of  the  man.  Eight  years  the 
Israelites  were  under  his  dominion,  when  the  Lord 
raised  up  a  deliverer  to  them,  Othniel,  the  son  of 
KenaZj  Caleb's  younger  brother — the  first  of  the 
judges.  William  Baur 

• 

CUSHI,  ku'shi :  This  name  represents  *^V0 ,  kushlf 
in  the  original  (LXX  Xovo-cC,  Chouself  Xovo-C, 
Chousi),  either  with  or  without  the  art.  With  the 
art.  (so  in  2  S  18  21-32  seven  out  of  eight  times, 
aU  readings  supported  by  LXX)  it  simply  indi- 
cates that  the  person  so  designated  was  of  the  Cush- 
ite people,  as  in  Jer  38  7  ff.  Its  use  without  the 
art.  has  doubtless  developed  out  of  the  foregoing 
according  to  a  familiar  process.  For  the  Cush  of 
Ps  7,  title  read  "Cushi"  with  LXX. 

(1)  The  messenger  (RV  "the  Cushite")  sent  by 
Joab  to  acquaint  David  with  the  victory  over 
Absalom.  That  this  man  was  in  fact  a  foreigner  is 
indicated  by  his  ignorance  of  a  shorter  path  which 
Ahimaaz  took,  by  his  being  unrecognized  by  the 
watchman  who  recognizes  Ahimaaz,  and  by  his 
ignorance,  as  compared  with  Ahimaaz,  of  the  senti- 
ments of  David,  whom  he  knows  only  as  a  king 
and  not  as  a  man.  2  S  18  21  (twice,  the  second 
tune  without  the  art.),  22.23.31  (twice),  32  (twice). 

(2)  The  great-grandfather  of  Jehudi,  a  contem- 
porary of  Jeremian  (Jer  36  14).  The  name  Jehudi 
itself  ("a  man  of  Judah")  is  sufficient  refutation  of 
the  opinion  that  the  use  of  C.  as  or  in  lieu  of  a  proper 
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name  "seems  to  show  that  there  were  but  few  Cush- 
ites  among  the  Israelites/' 

(3)  The  father  of  Zephaniah  the  prophet  (Zeph 
11).  J.  Oscar  Boyd 

CUSHION,  kd6sh'un  (irpoo-icf^^aiov,  proske- 
phdlaion):  In  NT,  only  in  Mk  4  38  RV.  The 
word  means  lit.  a  cushion  for  the  head  (AV  "pillow") 
but  was  also  used  of  one  for  sitting  or  reclining  upon, 
e.g.  of  a  rower's  cushion.  The  art.  used  with  it 
in  this  passage  suggests  that  it  was  one  of  the  cus- 
toniary  furnishings  of  the  boat,  and  it  was  probably 
similar  to  the  cushion  placed  for  the  comfort  of 
passengers  in  the  stem  of  modern  boats  on  the  Sea 
of  GaJUee.  "Silken  cushions"  of  Am  3  12  RV  is 
a  rendering  of  the  Heb  dhneahel^  from  its  supposed 
connection  with  damask.  These  cushions  formed 
the  divan,  often  the  only  article  of  fiu*niture  in  an 
oriental  reception  room.  "Cushions"  occurs  further 
in  the  somewhat  doubtful  RVm  rendering  of  Prov 
7  16;  31  22.  Benjamin  Reno  Downer 

CUSHITE,  kush'It:  Whereas  '^Tp'lS ,  kuahl,  is  ebe- 
where  rendered  Ethiopian,  in  2  S  18  21-32  it  is 
rendered  Cushite  in  the  RV  (see  Cushi  and  cf 
CuBHiTE  Woman).  Its  pi.,  which  occurs  in  Zeph, 
Dnl  and  2  Ch,  also  in  the  form  D*^^.tP^ ,  kushlylm^ 
in  Am,  is  uniformly  tr^  Ethiopians,  following  LXX. 
The  other  OT  books  use  simply  tD^D,  kUsh,  for 
people  as  well  as  land. 

CUSHITE,  kush'It  (ETHIOPIAN)  WOMAN:  In 
Nu  12  1  Moses  is  condemned  by  his  sister  Miriam 
and  his  brother  Aarpn  "because  of  the  Cush- 
ite woman  [H'^V^n  Hlj^^n ,  hd-ishak&h  ?ia-kuahUh] 
whom  he  had  married":  and  the  narrator  imme- 
diately adds  by  way  of  needed  explanation,  ",for 
he  had  married  a  Cushite  woman"  (n*^!?^  ^^'^^t 
^iahshdh  khushUh),  Views  regarding  this  person 
have  been  of  two  general  classes:  (1)  She  is  to  be 
identified  with  Zipporah  (Ex  2  21  and  elsewhere), 
Moses'  Midianitish  wife,  who  is  here  called  "the 
Cushite,"  either  in  scorn  of  her  dark  complexion 
(cf  Jer  13  23)  and  foreign  origin  (so  most  older 
exepetes).  or  as  a  consequence  of  an  erroneous 
notion  of  the  late  age  when  this  apocryphal  addi- 
tion, "because  of  the  CJushite,"  etc,  was  inserted  in 
the  narrative  (so  Wellhausen).  (2)  She  is  a  woman 
whom  Moses  took  to  wife  after  the  death  of  Zip- 
porah, really  a  Cushite  (Ethiopian)  by  race,  whether 
the  princess  of  Meroe  of  whom  Jos  (Ant,  II,  x,  2) 
romances  (so  Taraum  of  Jonathan),  or  one  of  the 
"mixed  multitude^'  (Ex  12  38;  cf  Nu  11  4)  that 
acoompianied  the  Hebrews  on  their  wanderings  ^so 
Ewald  and  most ) .  Dillmann  suggests  a  compromise 
between  the  two  classes  of  views,  viz.  that  this 
woman  is  a  mere  "variation  in  the  sa^a"  from  the 
wife  elsewhere  represented  as  Midianitish,  yet 
because  of  this  variation  she  was  understood  b^ 
the  author  as  distinct  from  Zipporah.  The  impli- 
cation of  the  passage,  in  any  case,  is  clearly  that  this 
connection  oi  Moses  tended  to  injure  his  prestige 
in  the  eyes  of  race-proud  Hebrews,  and,  equally, 
that  in  the  author's  opinion  such  a  view  of  the 
matter  was  obnoxious  to  God.      J.  Oscar  Boyd 

CUSTODY,  kus't^-di  (^7 ,  yOdh,  mjjfi ,  p'lpid' 
dah):  In  Est  2  3.8  his.U,  yddh,  "the  hand,"  is 
ta**  "custody";  p'Ifudddh,  "numbering,"  "chtirge": 
occurs  in  Nu.  3  36  RV  "the  appointed  charge," 
m,  Heb,  "the  office  of  the  charge. 

CUSTOM,  kus'tum  (tax) :  (a)  ^bn ,  hMakh,  Ezr 
4  13.20;  7  24  AV;  (6)  *lb2l,  b*ld,  Ezr  4  13,  etc; 
(c)  T€\ibptop,  teUhiian,  Mt99;  Mk2  14;  Lk 
6  27,  "receipt  of  custom"  AV,  RV  "place  of  toll," 


the  collectors'  office;  (d)  tAoi,  Ulos,  Mt  17  25  (RV 
"toll");  Rom  IS  7;  1  Mace  11  35  (RV  "tolls"; 
cf  1  Mace  10  31).  The  tax  designated  by  hdl&kh 
in  Ezr  4  13,  etc,  is  usually  taken  to  mean  a  road 
tax,  a  toll,  from  root  hdlakh,  but  cf  AOF,  II, 
463,  which  derives  from  root  Uku,  a  command,  a 
decree,  hence  an  imposed  tax.  BHo  from  root  ydbhoL 
is  supposed  to  be  a  tax  on  merchandise  or  produce 
(as  distinguished  from  "tribute,"  or  the  tax  on 
houses,  lands  and  persons),  usuall>r  paid  in  kind  and 
levied  for  the  support  of  the  native  or  provincial 
government.  See  Kyle,  Cambridge  Bible ,  Ezr-Neh, 
loc.  cit.  Telos  in  NT  and  Mace  is  an  indirect  tax 
farmed  out  to  the  pubUcans. 

Walter  R.  Betteridge 

CUSTOM,  kus'tum  (usage) :  In  the  OT,  except 
Gen  31  35  where  RV  renders,  better,  "manner" 
(=m»  derekh,  "way"),  the  words  tr**  "custom"  are 
ho^f  fiul^lfdhy  "statute,"  and  mishpOt,  "judgment." 
Such  passages  as  Jgs  11  39;  Jer  32  11,  and  esp. 
Ezr  3  4  (AV  "custom  "  RV  "ordinance"),  illus- 
trate the  difficulty  of  deciding  upon  the  proper  tr 
in  cases  where  "custom"  might  become  statute," 
"usage"  establish  itself  as  "law."  In  Lev  18  30; 
Jer  10  3  the  reference  is  to  heathen  religious  prac- 
tices. 

In  the  NT  Lk  1  9;  2  42;  Acts  6  14;  16  1 
(AV  "manner");  16  21;  21  21;  26  3;  28  17 
(iOos,  ithoa)^  and  Lk  2  27  from  the  same  Gr  root, 
refer  Ukewise  to  definitely  established  religious 
practices;  in  every  case  except  Acts  16  21,  those  of 
the  Jewish  law.  The  RV  makes  the  tr  of  ethos 
uniform,  reading  "custom"  in  Lk  22  39  (AV  "wont") 
and  in  Jn  19  40;  Acts  26  16;  He  10  25  (AV 
"manner").  Gr  eZw^j,  eioihds,  from  the  same  root, 
is  rendered  "custom"  in  Lk  4  16  by  EV,  and  by 
RV  also  in  Acts  17  2,  its  only  other  occurrence  in 
the  NT.  In  Jn  18  39;  1  Cor  11  16  "custom"  is 
the  tr  of  Gr  sunitheia,  in  the  sense  of  "usage" 
rather  than  of  "law."  F.  K.  Farr 

CUT,  CUTTING  (Pn?,  karath,  ri?,  gSdha\ 
in^,  kdhadh,  Hip},  ndthah;  diroK6«T«,  apokdptd, 
4kk6«tc»,  ekkdpto) :  Many  Heb  words  are  tr^  "cut." 
Of  these  kdrath,  "to  cut  down,  out,  off,"  is  the 
most  freouent.  As  "cut  off"  it  is  used  in  the 
sense  of  laying  or  destro3ang  (Gen  9  11;  Dt  12 
29;  1  K  11  16;  Ps  101  8,  etc),  abo  for  cutting 
off  transgressors  from  the  community  of  Jeh,  which 
meant  probably  separation,  or  exclusion,  rather 
than  death  or  destruction  (Gen  17  14;  Ex  12  15. 
19).  Other  words  are  ddmam,  "to  be  silent," 
"cease"  (Jer  26  37  AV;  48  2);  ffima^A,  "to  destroy" 
(Ps  54  5AV:  94  23,  etc);  gadhadh,  "to  cut  one's 
self,"  is  used  of  the  cutting  of  one's  flesh  before 
heathen  ^ods  and  in  moumm^  for  the  dead,  which 
was  forbidden  to  the  Israehtes  (Dt  14  1;  IK 
18  28;  Jer  16  6;  41  5;  47  5);  sere^,  sdreieth,  "in- 
cision," are  also  used  of  those  "cuttings  of  the  flesh" 
(Lev  19  28;  cf  21  5).  See  Cuttings  in  the 
Flesh.  The  cutting  of  the  hair  of  head  and  beard 
in  mourning  for  the  dead  is  referred  to  in  Isa  16  2; 
"Every  beard  is  cut  off"  (gadha'),  and  Jer  7  29, 
gazaz,  "Cut  off  thy  hair  [RVm  "thy  crown"],  O  Jeru- 
salem" (cf  Isa  22  12;  Jer  16  6;  Ezk  7  18;  Am  8 
10).  This  early  and  widespread  practice  was  also 
forbidden  to  the  Israelites  as  being  unworthv  of 
them  in  their  relation  to  Jeh  (Lev  19  27  j  Dt  l4  1). 

Hdroshethy  "carving  "  "engraving,"  is  used  for 
the  "cutting  of  stones^*  (Ex  31  5;  36  33). 

In  the  NT  we  have  apokopto,  "to  cut  away" 
(Mk  9  43.45;  Gal  6  12  AV;  see  Concision); 
diaprioy  "to  saw  through"  (Acts  6  33,  "they  were 
cut  to  the  heart");  dichoUmUo,  "to  cut  in  two" 
(Mt  24  51);  sunt^no,  "to  cut  together"  (Rom 
9  28),  "finishing  it  and  cutting  it  short,"  i.e. 
"making  it  conclusive  and  brief." 
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Among  the  changes  of  RV  are  "brought  to  si- 
lence" for  "cut  down"  (Jer  26  37),  also  for  "cut 
off"  (Jer  49  26;  50  30);  "sore  wounded"  for  "cut 
in  pieces"  (Zee  12  3);  for"cutoflf,"  "pass  through" 
(Job  11  10),  "gone"  (Ps  90  10);  "rolled  up"  (Isa 
38  12);  "cut  off"  for  "destroy"  (Ps  18  40;  69 
4;  118  10.11.12);  for  "cut  them  in  the  head" 
(Am  9  1),  "break  them  in  pieces  on  the  head  of"; 
for  "in  the  cutting  ofif  of  my  days"  (Isa  38  10; 
Heb  d-wi,  "silence,"  "rest"),  "noontide,"  m  "Or, 
tranquillity"  (Gesenius,  Delitzsch,  etc,  "in  the  quiet 
of  my  days");  instead  of.  "I  would  that  they  were 
even  cut  off  which  trouble  you"  (Gal  6  12),  ERV 
has  "cut  themselves  off,"  m  "mutilate  themselves," 
ARV  "go  beyond  circumcision,"  m  "Gr  mutilate 
themselves."  W.  L.  Walker 

CUTH,  kuth,  CUTHAH,  ku'tha  (Pl'lS,  kuih, 
n^^3,  kvihdh;  XovA,  Chovd,  XovvOd,  Chounlhd): 
The  longer  writing  is  the  better  of  the  two,  and  gives 
the  Heb  form  of  the  name  of  one  of  the  cities  from 
which  Sargon  of  Assyria  brought  colonists  to  fill 
the  places  of  the  Israelites  which  he  deported  from 
Samaria  in  772  BC  (2  K  17  24.30).  Probably  in 
consequence  of  their  predominating  numbers,  the 
inhabitants  of  Samaria  in  general  were  then  called 
kuthlylm,  or  Cutheans. 

From  contract-tablets  found  at  Td-Ihrahtm  by 

the  late  Hormuzd  Rassam.  on  which  the  ancient 

name  of  the  place  is  given  as  Gudua 

1.  The  or  Kuldy  it  would  seem  that  that  is  the 
Ruins  of  site  which  has  to  be  identified  with  the 
Cuth«h  Bib.  Cuthah.    It  lies  to  the  N.E.  of 

Babylon,  and  was  one  of  the  most 
important  cities  of  the  Bab  empire.  The  explorer, 
describes  the  ruins  as  being  about  3,000  ft.  in  cir- 
cumference and  280  ft.  high,  and  adjoining  them  on 
the  W.  lies  a  smaller  mound,  crowned  with  a  sanc- 
tuary dedicated  to  Ibrahim  (Abraham).  From  the 
nature  of  the  ruins,  Rassam  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  citv  was  much  more  densely  i>opulated 
after  the  fall  of  Babylon  than  in  earlier  times.  A 
portion  of  the  ruins  were  in  a  very  perfect  state, 
and  sugg&sted  an  unfinished  building. 

The  great  temple  of  the  city  was  called  fl-meh- 
lanif  and  was  dedicated  to  Nergal  (cf  2  K  17  30), 

one  of  whose  names  was  Me§lam-ta-^. 

2.  The  Both  city  and  temple  would  seem  to 
Temple         have  been  old  Sumerian  foundations, 

as  the  name  Gvdua  and  its  later  Sem 
form,  Kutilf  imply. 

LiTBBATURE. — Soo  Rassam,  A»9hur  and  the  Land  of 
Nimrod,  396,  409,  and,  for  details  of  the  worship  of 
Nergal,  PSBA,  December,  1906,  203-18. 

T.  G.  Pinches 
CUTHA,  kQ'tha  (KovOd,  KotUhd;  1  Esd  6  32,  AV 
Coutha) :  Head  of  a  family  of  temple  servants  who 
returned  with  Zerubbabel  from  Babylon;  not  men- 
tioned in  the  canonical  lists. 

CUTHAH.    See  Cuth,  Cuthah. 

CUTHEAN,  kfl-th5'an,  CUTHITE,  kuth'It.  See 
Cuth;  Samaritans. 

CUTTING  ASUNDER.  See  Asunder;  Pun- 
ishments. 

CUTTING  OFF.   See  Concision;  Punishments. 

CUTTINGS  IN  THE  FLESH  (t3nip ,  seret,  r\'D'W , 
aareieth):  For  relatives  or  friends  to  cut  or  beat 
themselves  even  to  free  blood-flowing,  especially 
in  the  violence  of  grief  in  mourning  for  their  dead 
(see  Burial;  Mouknin«),  was  a  Widely  prevalent 
custom  among  ancient  peoples,  and  is  well-nigh  uni- 
versal among  uncivilized  races  today  (see  Spencer, 


Cutting  the  Flesh. 


Prin,  of  Soc.y  3d  ed,  I,  163  ff).  The  fact  is  abun- 
dantly attested  for  most  of  the  nations  of  antiquity, 
but  there  are  two  notable  exceptions,  the  Egyptians 
(Herod.  ii.61,  85;  Wilk.,  Anc.  Egyp,  II,  374),  and 
the  Hebrews  (Dt  14  1;  Lev 
21  5).  According  to  Plutarch 
{Sol.  21)  Solon  forbade  the 
women  of  Athens  to  beat  them- 
selves to  the  e£fusion  of  blood, 
and  the  laws  of  the  Twelve 
Tables,  quoted  by  Cic.  (De  leg, 
ii.23)  contained  a  like  injunc- 
tion. Among  the  ancient  Arabs 
the  forbidden  practice  was  as- 
sociated, as  among  the  He- 
brews, with  the  cutting  ofif  of 
the  hair  (Wellhausen,  Skizzen, 
IILieOf). 

That  the  prohibition  among 
the  Hebrews  was  urgently  called 
for  is  made  clear  by  the  way  it  is 
dealt  with  by  the  Law  and  the 
prophets.  The  Law  of  Holiness  reads:  "Ye  are 
the  children  of  Jeh  your  God:  ye  shall  not  cut 
yourselves"  (Dt  14  1),  or  "make  any  incision" 
(Onip,  seret;  Lev  19  28,  fltt'lTp,  sdreteth;  LXX 
itn-ofdt^  eniomia)  in  the  flesh  "for  the  dead."  Prob- 
ably the  earliest  reference  to  the  custom  as  actually 
prevalent  among  the  Hebrews  is  in  Hos  7  14(ERVm). 
It  was  widely  prevalent  in  the  time  of  Jeremiah  among 
his  countrymen,  even  as  among  the  Philis  (Jer  47  5) 
and  the  Moabites  (48  37;  cf  Am  8  10;  Isa  3  24; 
16  2;  22  12;  Mic  1  16;  Ezk  7  18). 

In  seeking  for  the  reason  or  purpose  underlying 
all  such  prohibitions,  we  may  note,  first,  that  the 
"cuttings  and  "baloness"  forbidden  are  alike  said 
to  be  "for  the  dead."  Not  less  explicitljr  are  they 
said  to  be  incompatible  with  Israel's  unique  rela- 
tion to  Jeh — a  relation  at  once  of  sonship  (Dt  14 
1)  and  of  consecration  (14  2).  Moreover  such 
mutilations  of  the  body  are  always  dealt  with  as 
forming  part  of  the  religious  rites  of  the  heathen 
(as  of  the  Canaanitish  Baal  [1  K  18  28]  note  "after 
their  manner,"  see  art.  in  HDB,  s.v.).  Both  such 
shedding  of  blood  and  the  dedication  of  the  hair  are 
found  in  almost  all  countries  of  that  day  in  intimate 
connection  with  the  rituals  of  burial  and  the  pre- 
vailing belief  in  the  necessity  of  propitiating  the 
spirit  of  the  deceased.  The  conclusion,  then,  seems 
clearly  warranted  that  such  tokens  of  grief  were  pro- 
hibit^ because  they  carried  with  them  inevitably 
ideas  and  associations  distinctly  heathen  in  char- 
acter and  so  incompatible  with  the  pure  reUgion  of 
Jeh,  and  unworthy  of  those  who  had  attained  to  the 
dignity  of  the  sons  ("children")  of  Jeh.  See  also 
Mark;  Stigmata. 

Literature. — Benzinger,  Heb  ArcA.,  J23;Nowack,  Heb 
Arch.,  I,  33  f ;  Tylor.  Prim.  CuU^  W.  R.  Smith.  Rel  Sem, 
Lect  IX;  and  Comm..  Knobel-DIUmann.  Ex- Let  on  Lev 
19  28;  Driver,  Dt  on  14  1;  and  Lightfoot.  Gal  on  6  17. 

Geo.  B.  Eager 

CYAMON,  sT'a-mon  (Kva|ii6v,  Ktiam&n,  Jth  7 
3):  Probably  identical  with  Jokneam  (q.v.). 

CYMBAL,  sim'bal.    See  Music. 

CYPRESS,  sl'pres.    See  Holm  Tree. 

CYPRIANS,  sip'ri-ans  (KWptoi,  Kuprioi):  Oc- 
curs in  2  Mace  4  29.  Menelaus  who  was  high 
priest  at  Jerus,  and  Sostratus  who  was  governor  of 
the  citadel,  were  summoned  by  King  Antiochus 
to  appear  before  him.  "Menelaus  left  his  own 
brother  Lysimachus  for  his  deputy  in  the  high- 
priewthood;  and  Sostratus  left  Crates,  who  was  over 
the  Cyprians."  The  Cyprians  were  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  island  of  Cypras.  Biirnabas,  who  was 
Paul's  associate  on  his  first  missionary  journey,  was 
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a  Cyprian  (K-uprios;  see  AcW  i  36).  RV  desig- 
nates him  as  a  man  of  Cyprus.  The  governor  of 
the  island  was  called  a  Cypriarch  (aoe  2  Mace  IS 
2,  and  cf  Abiarch).  A.  W.  Fortune 

CYPRUS,  sl'prus  (K^pM,  K^pros):   An  island 
ntuated  near  the  N.E.  corner  of  the  Levant,  in  an 

angle  formed  by  the  coasts  of  Cilicia 
1.  Name       and  Syria.     In  the  OT  it  is  called  Eit- 

tim,  after  the  name  of  its  Phoen  capital 
Kition.  The  identification  is  expressly  made  by 
Job  (AtU,  I,  vi,  1)  and  by  the  Cyprian  "bishop  Epi- 
phanius  {Haer.,  kxs.25).  In  the  tablets  from  Tell  ■ 
el-Amama  It  is  referred  to  as  Alashia  (E.  Meyer, 
Geach.  dea  Allertkuma,  I',  §499),  in  Egyp  records  as 
Aai,  while  in  the  Assjr  cuneiform  inscnptions  it  is 
named  Yavnan. 

The  [sluid  la  tbs  Isrgwt  In  the  Mediterranean  with  the 
exception  of  Sardinia  and  Sidl]'.  lis  area  belns  about 

3,584  «.  miles.  It  Ile«  In  34°  SC-M"  41' 
9.  Reov-  N.  latitude  and  32°  16'-34''  36'  B.  lougl- 
A.  UBOg  j^^g_  jj^jy  ^  ^j[^  distant  from  the  near- 
npby  est  point  ol  the  ClUdan  coaat  and  60  miles 

Irom  the  9)^an.    Thus  from  the  northern 
re  o(  the  taland  the  laalnland  ot  Ada  Minor  Is  clearlr 


TldtdD  and  Ml.  Lebiuion  can  be  seen  Ir 


nOy. 


ably  lertlle. 

Crprus  Ih  rlchlr  endowed  bj'  nature.  Its  tmita  and 
flowen  were  famous  In  antiquity.  StrabO,  writing  under 
AuKustui.  sp^UcB  of  It  as  produdng  wine 
9.  Products  and  oil  in  abundance  and  com  suffldenC 
for  the  needs  ol  Its  Inhabitants  (XIV. 
684).  The  elder  Pliny  reTarH  to  Cyprian  salt,  alum, 
Kypsum.  mica,  unguentB,  laudanum,  Btorai,  revin  and 
predouB  stonea.  Including  agate,  jaaper,  amethyat,  lapli 
lazuU  and  Beveral  apedeH  of  rodnxygtal.  His  list 
Includes  the  diamond  (ixxvUfiS)  and  the  emerald 
(xiivll.S,  68).  but  there  la  reason  to  believe  Chat  under 
these  names  a  variety  of  rock-crystal  and  tjie  beryl  are 
Intended.  The  chief  source  of  the  Island's  wealth,  bow- 
ever,  lav  In  its  mines  and  foresU.  Sliver  Is  mentioned 
by  StrabO  (loc.  dt.)  among  its  [k«<Iuc(b;  copper,  which 
was  <»lled  by  ttie  Greeks  after  the  name  of  the  island. 
waseiteoslvMy  mined  there  from  the  earlleM  period  down 
to  the  Middle  Ages;  Iron  too  was  found  in  considerable 
quantities  from  the  0th  cent.  untU  Bom  times.  Scared 
less  important  were  the  forests,  which  at  an  early  date 
are  Bald  to  have  covered  almost  the  whole  island.  The 
cypress  aeems  to  have  been  the  principal  tree,  but  Pliny 
tdts  of  a  giant  cedar,  130  Bom  feet  In  height,  failed  In 
Cyprus  <ivl.203).  and  the  Island  aupplled  limber  tor 
■hlpbulldlng  to  many  successive  powers. 

The  ori^al  inhabitants  of  Cyprus  appear  to 
have  been  a  race  akin  to  the  peoples  of  Asia  Minor. 

Its  vast  resources  in  copper  and  timber 
4.  Early  gained  for  it  a  considerable  importance 
HivtOiT  and   wide  commercial   relations  at  a 

very  remote  period.  Its  wealth  at- 
tracted the  attention  of  Baoylonia  and  Egypt,  and 
there  is  reason  to  believe  that  it  was  conquered  by 
Sargon  l^ina  of  Accad,  and  about  a  millennium 
later  by  ThotWes  III,  of  the  XVIIIth  Egyptian 
Dj^iaBty  (1501-1447  BC).  But  the  influences 
vhich  molded  its  dvilization  came  from  other 
quarteni  also.  Excavation  has  shown  that  in 
Cyprus  were  several  seats  of  the  Minoan  culture, 
ana  there  can  be  httle  doubt  that  it  was  deeplv 
influenced  by  Crete.  The  Minoan  writingmay  well 
be  the  source  of  the  curious  Cyprian  syllabic  script, 
which  continued  in  use  for  the  representation  of  the 
Grianguagedown  to  the4thcent.  BC  (A.  J.  Evans, 


Scripla  Minoa,  I).  But  the  Minoan  origin  of  the 
Cyprian  Hyllabary  is  atill  doubtful,  for  it  may 
have  been  derived  from  the  Hittite  hieroglyphs. 
Phoen  influences  too  were  at  nark,  and  the  Phoen 
settiemenis — Cilium,  Amathua,  Paphos  and  others 
— go  back  to  a  very  early  date.  The  break-up  of 
the  Minoan  civilization  was  followed  by  a  "Dark 
Age,"  but  later  the  island  received  a  number  of  Gr 
Eettlers  from  Arcadia  and  other  Hellenic  states,  as 
we  judge  nut  only  from  Gr  tradition  but  from  the 
evidenoeof  the  Cyprian  dialent,  which  is  closely  akin 
to  the  Arcadian.  In  700  BC  Sorgon  II  of  Assyria 
made  himself  master  of  Cyprus,  and  tribute  was 
paid  by  its  seven  princes  to  him  and  to  his  grand- 
son, iWhaddon  (681-067  BC).  The  overthrow 
of  the  Assyr  Empire  probably  brought  with  it  the 
independence  of  Cyprus,  but  it  was  conquered 
afresh  by  Aahmes  (Amaais)  of  Egypt  {Herod,  ii. 
1S2)  who  retained  it  till  his  death  in  626  BC:  but 
in  the  following  year  the  defeat  of  his  son  and  suc- 
cessor Psamtek  111  (Psammenitus)  by  Cambysee 
brought  the  island  under  Pers  dominion  (Herod. 
iu.19,  91). 

In  501  the  Gr  inhabitants  led  by  Onesilus,  brother 
of  the  reigning  prince  of  Salamia,  rose  in  revolt 

against  the  Persians,  but  were  deeisive- 
B.  Cyprus  ly  beaten  (Herod.  v.l04  ff),  and  in  480 
and  the  we  find  150  Cyprian  ships  in  the  navy 
Greeks  with   which    Xerxes   attacked   Greece 

(Herod .  vii.90) .  The  attempts  of 
Pausanias  and  of  Cimon  to  win  Cyprus  tor  the 
Hellenic  cause  met  with  but  poor  success,  and  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Athenian  forces  from. the  Levant 
after  their  great  naval  victory  oS  Salamis  in  449 
was  followed  by  a  stronK  anti-Hellenic  movement 
throughout  the  island  led  by  Abdemoii,  prince  of 
Citium.  In  411  Euagoras  ascended  the  throne  of 
Salamis  and  set  to  work  to  assert  Hellenic  influence 
and  to  champion  Hellenic  civilization.  He  joined 
with  Pharnabazus  the  Pers  satrap  and  Conon  the 
Athenian  to  overthrow  the  naval  power  of  Sparta 
at  the  battle  of  Cnidus  in  394,  and  in  3ST  revolted 
from  the  Persians.  He  was  followed  by  his  son 
Nicocles,  to  whom  laocrates  addressed  the  famous 
pan^ync  of  Euagoras  and  who  formed  the  subject 
of  an  enthusiastic  eulogy  by  the  same  writer. 
Cyprus  seems  later  to  liave  fallen  once  again  under 
Pers  rule,  but  after  the  battle  of  Issus  (333  BC)  it 
voluntarily  gave  in  its  submission  to  Alexander  the 
Great  and  rendered  him  valuable  aid  at  the  siege 
of  Tyre.  On  his  death  (323)  it  fell  to  the  share  of 
IHolemy  of  Egypt.  It  was,  however,  seized  by 
Demetrius  Pohorcetes,  who  defeated  Ptolemy  in  a 
hotly  contested  battle  off  Satamis  in  306.  But 
eleven  ^ears  later  it  came  into  the  hands  of  the 
Ptolemies  and  remained  a  province  of  I^ypt  or  a 
separate  but  dependent  kingdom  until  the  inter- 
vention of  Rome  (cf  2  Mace  10  13).  We  hear 
of  a  body  of  Cyprians,  under  the  command  of  a 
certain  Crates,  serving  among  the  troops  of  An- 
tiochus  Epiphanes  of  Syria  and  forming  part  of  the 
'son  of  Jerus  about  172  BC  (2  Mace  «  29). 
interpretation  of  the  passage  seems  preferable 
to  that  according  to  which  Crates  had  been  governor 
of  Cyprus  under  the  Ptolemies  before  entering  the 
service  of  Antiochus. 

In  58^  BC  the  Romans  resolved  to  incorporate 
Cyprus  in  their  empire  and  Marcus  Porciua  Cato 

was  intrusted  with  the  task  of  its 
6.  Cyprus  annexation.  The  rdgning  prince,  a 
and  Rome     brother  of  Ptolemy  Auletes  of  Egypt, 

received  the  offer  of  an  honoraole 
retirement  as  high  priest  of  Aphrodite  at  Paphos, 
but  he  preferred  to  end  hia  life  by  poison,  and  treas- 
ures amounting  to  some  7,000  talents  passed  into 
Rom  hands,  together  with  the  island,  which  was 
attached  to  the  province  of  Olitna.     In  the  parti- 
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tion  of  the  Kom  empire  between  Senate  and  Em- 
peror, Cyprus  was  at  first  (27-22  BC)  an  imperial 

J--1  fjyj^  Cassius  Iiii.l2),  administered  oy  " 


to  the  Senate  together  with  southern  Gaul  in  ex- 
change for  Dalmatia  (Dio  Caaaius  liii.12;  Uv.4) 
and  was  Bubaequently  governed  by  ex-praetors 
bearing  the  honorary  title  of  proconsul  and  residing 
at  Paphoa.  The  names  of  aoout  a  score  of  these 
governors  are  known  to  ue  from  ancient  authors, 
inscriptions  and  coins  and  will  be  found  in  D.  G. 
Hogarth,  Devia  Cypria,  App.  Among  them  is  Ser- 
giuB  Paulus,  who  wasproconsulat  the  time  of  Paul's 
.  visit  to  PaphoB  in  46  or  47  AD,  and  we  may  notice 
that  the  title  applied  to  him  by  the  writer  of  the 
Acts  (13  7)  ia  stnctly  accurate. 


Coin  ol  Cyprus  under  Emperor  Clkudius. 


The  pro^dmity  of  Cyprus  to  the  Syrian  coast 
rendered  it  easy  of  access  from  Pal,  and  Jews  had 

Erobably  begun  to  settle  there  evtn 
efore  the  tinie  of  Alexander  the  Great. 
Mid  tho  Certainly  the  number  of  Jewish  resi- 

Tewfl  dents  under  the  Ptolemies  was  con- 

siderable (1  Mace  IS  23;  2  Mace  13 
2)  and  it  must  have  been  increased  later  when  the 
copper  mines  of  tbe  island  were  farmed  to  Herod 
the  Great  (Jos,  Ant,  XVI,  iv,  5;  XIX,  xxvi  28; 
ct  CIG,  2628).  We  shall  not  be  surprised,  there- 
fore, to  find  that  at  Salamis  there  was  more  than 
one  synagogue  at  the  time  of  Paul's  visit  (Acts  18 
6).  In  116  AD  the  Jews  of  Cyprus  rose  in  revolt 
and  massacred  no  fewer  than  240,000  Gentiiee. 
Hadrian  crushed  the  rising  with  great  severity  and 
drove  all  the  Jews  from  the  island.  Henceforth 
no  Jew  might  set  foot  upon  it,  even  under  stress  of 
shipwreck,  on  pain  of  death  (Dio  Casaius  Ixviii.32), 
In  the  life  of  the  early  church  Cyprus  played  an 
important  part.  Among  the  Chnstiaos  who  fied 
from  Judaea  in  consequence  of  the 
8.  The  persecution  which  followed  Stephen's 

Qiurch  death  were  some  who  "travelled  as  far 

in  Cyprus  as  Phoenicia,  and  Cyprus"  (Acts  11 
19)  preaching  to  the  Jews  only. 
Certain  natives  of  Cyprus  and  Cyrene  took  a 
further  momentous  step  in  preaching  at  Antioeh 
to  the  Greeks  also  (Acts  11  20).  Even  before 
this  time  Joseph  Barnabas,  a  Levite  bom  in 
CVprus  (Acts  1  36),  was  prominent  in  the  early 
Christian  community  at  Jems,  and  it  was  in  his 
native  island  that  he  and  Paul,  accompanied  by 
Barnabas'  nephew,  John  Mark,  began  their  first 
missionary  journey  (Acts  13  4).  After  landing  at 
Salamis  they  passed  "through  the  whole  island  '  to 
Paphos  (Acts  IS  6),  probably  visiting  the  Jewish 
synagogues  in  its  cities.  The  Peutingcr  Table  tells 
ua  of  two  road's  from  Salamis  to  Paphos  in  Eom 
times,  one  of  which  ran  inland  by  way  of  Tre- 
mithus,  Tamassus  and  SoU,  a  journey  of  about  4 
days,  while  the  other  and  easier  route,  occupying 
some  3  days,  ran  along  the  south  coast  by  way  of 
Otium,  Amathus  and  Curium.  Whether  the 
"early  disriple,"  Mnason  of  Cyprus,  was  one  of  the 
converts  made  at  this  time  or  had  previously  em- 
braced Christianity  we  cannot   determine    (Acts 


21  16).  Barnabas  and  Mark  revisited  Cyprus  later 
(Acts  IB  39),  but  Paul  did  not  again  land  on  the 
island,  though  he  sighted  it  when,  on  his  last  journey 
to  Jerus,  he  sailed  south  of  it  on  his  way  from  Patara 
in  Lycia  to  Tyre  (Acts  21  3),  and  again  when  on 
his  journey  to  Home  he  sailed  "under  the  lee  of 
Cyprus,"  that  is,  along  its  northern  coast,  on  the 
way  from  Sidon  to  Myra  in  Lycia  (Acts  37  4). 
In  401  AD  the  Council  of  Cyprus  was  convened, 
chiefly  in  consequence  of  the  efforts  of  TheophiJua 
of  Alexandria,  the  inveterate  opponent  of  Ori- 
senism,  and  took  measures  to  check  the  reading  of 
Origen  s  works.  The  island,  which  was  divided 
into  13  bishoprics,  was  declared  autonomous  in  the 
fith  cent,,  after  the  alleged  discovery  of  Matthew's 
Gospel  in  the  tomb  of  Barnabas  at  Salamis.  The 
bishop  of  Salamis  was  made  metropolitan  by  the 
emperor  Zeno  with  the  title  "archbishop  of  aJl 
Cyprus,"  and  his  successor,  who  now  occupies  the 
see  of  Nicosia,  still  enjoys  the  privilege  of  signing 
his  name  in  red  ink  and  is  primate  over  the  three 
other  bishops  of  the  island,  those  of  Paphos,  Kition 
and  Kyrenia,  all  of  whom  are  of  metropolitan  rank. 
Cyprus  remained  la  tbe  possession  of  the  Rom  and 
tbeu  of  the  Byzantine  emperon.  though  twice  overrun 

and  temporajlly  occupleiTby  the  SanKens. 
A  Later  until  11S4.  when  Its  ruler,  Isaac  Caaui»- 
S-rr!  nu«,  broke  away  from  ConMantinople  aitd 

uisroiy  declared  hinueli  an  Independent  emperor. 

Prom  him  It  was  wrested  In  1191  by  the 
Crusaders  under  Richard  I  ot  Eoglaod,  who  bestowed 
It  on  Guy  de  Luslgnan.  the  titular  long  of  Jerus.  and  his 
doKendoDts.  In  1489  It  wu  ceded  to  tbe  Venetians 
by  Catherine  ComarOi  widow  of  Jamee  II.  tbn  last  ot 
tbe  Luslgnan  Idngs.  and  nmained  In  their  bands  until 
It  waa  captured  by  tba  Ottoman  Turks  under  8u]ud 
Sellm  tl.  who  invaded  and  subJugiLtod  the  Island  In  1570 
and  laid  etege  to  Paniagllsta,  which,  after  a  heroic 
defence,  catdtulated  on  August  l.  1571.  Since  that  time 
Cyprus  has  formed  part  of  the  Turkish  emidre.  In  spite 
of  serious  revolts  In  17M  and  1823;  aIncel878.however.it 
baa  been  occupied  and  administered  by  the  British  irav- 
.   subject  to  an  annual  paynieiit  to,the  Sutumie 


than  a  Bfth  were  Moslems  and  the  remainder  chleQy 
members  of  tbo  Or  Orthodox  church. 

exhaustive   bibliography   will   be 

im.  An  AUempI  at  a  BibUoffraphy  of 

i^uprui,  miiiBiB,  vui  ed.  1900.  The  following  worlu 
may  be  specially  mentioned:  E.  Oliorhummer,  Aix 
Ciipera,  Berlin,  1890-OZ:  Sludien  lur  alien  Ceoirrapjti* 
ron  Kiiprot.  Munich,  1891:  A.  SakeUarloa,  Td  Ku.p«i<i. 
Athens,  ISSO-ei.  Roferonces  in  ancient  sources  are 
co1loct«d  In  J.  Meursius,  C]/pra».  Amsterdam,  1Q75,  and 
W.  Engel.  Kuproi.  Berlin,  1»41.  Per  Cyprian  archae- 
ology see  P.  Gardner,  Itiic  Chapleri  in    Or    Hiiloru.  ch 

vi,   London,    '    ■      ■'     "---•-■'-- 
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HilUnic  Sludia.  IX.  XI,_XII,  XVII,  and  Exra«uionii» 
Cvprui.  London  (Brilisb  Museum],  1900:  for  art.  G,  Per- 
rot  and  C,  Chlpiez,  Art  <n  PKotniexa  and  Cvprm,  ET, 
London,  IfSS:  for  coins.  B.  V.  Head,  H>.lma  N^^morum. 
Oxford.  1911:  for  Inscriptions.  SammUna  der  aritclt. 
Dialiki-Inickrijitn,  I.  GmUngen,  1SS3;  tor  the  Cyprian 
church,  J.  Hacketl.  HUlory  of  IKi  Orlhodat  Church  of 
Cyprui,  London,  1901 ;  for  authorities  on  mediaeval  and 
modem  history,  C.  D.  Cobham.  Enc  Bril.  11th  ed.  VII. 
701. 

MARcua  N.  Tod 
CYRAHA,  si-ra'ma,  ur'a-ma.    See  Kiraiu. 

CYKEHE,  Bl-re'n6  (SMffirt],  Kurini,  "wall"): 
Cyrene  was  a  city  of  Libya  in  North  Africa,  lat.  SZ" 

W  N.,  long.  22°  15'  E.  It  lay  W.  of 
1.  Location   ancient    Ekypt,    from    which    it    was 

separated  ^  a  portion  of  the  Libyan 
desert,  and  occupied  the  territory  now  belonging  to 
Barca  and  Tripoli.  It  was  situated  upon  an  ele- 
vated plateau  about  2,000  ft.  above  the  sea,  from 
which  it  was  distant  some  10  miles.  A  high  range 
of  mountains  lies  to  the  S.,  about  00  miles  inland. 
This  shelters  the  coast  Wd  from  the  scorching 
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heat  of  the  Sahara.  The  range  drope  down  toward 
the  N.  in  a  Beriea  of  terrace-like  elevations,  thus 
^ving  to  the  re^on  a  great  variety  of  climate  and 
VKetataon.    The  soil  is  fertile, 

Cyrene  was  originally  a  Gr  coIodv  founded  by 
Battus  in  630  BC.  Because  of  the  fertility  of  the 
soil,  the  great  variety  in  climate  and 
2.  Sstoiy  v^etation,  together  with  its  commer- 
cial advantages  in  location,  the  city 
soon  rose  to  great  wealth  and  importAnce.  Greater 
fame,  however,  came  to  it  through  its  diatinguiahed 
dtJc^.  It  was  the  home  of  Callimachus  the  poet, 
Cameacles  the  founder  of  the  New  Academy  at 
Athens,  and  Eratosthenes  the  mathematician.  To 
these  must  be  added,  from  later  timM,  the  elegant 
ancient  Christian  writer  Syneaius.  So  important 
did  this  Gr  colony  become  that,  in  little  more  than 
half  a  century,  Amasis  11  of  ^to'Pt  formed  an 
alliance  with  Cyrene,  marryinK  a  Gr  lady  of  noble, 
perhaps  royal,  birth  (Herod,  ii.181).  Ptolemy  III 
(Euergetes  I),  231  BC,  incorporated  Cyrene  with 
Egypt.  The  city  continued,  though  with  much 
restlessness,  a  part  of  the  Eg™  empire  until  Apion, 
the  last  of  the  Ptolemies,  willed  it  to  Rome.  It 
henceforth  belonged  to  a  Rom  province. 

In  the  middle  of  the  7th  cent.,  the  conquering 
Saracens  took  possesdon  of  Cyrene,  and  from  that 
time  to  this  it  has  been  the  habitation  of  wandering 
tribes  of  Arabs, 

Cyrene  comes  into  importance  in  Bib.  histoiy 
through  the  dispersion  of  the  Jews.  Ptolemy  1, 
son  of  Lagus,  transported  Jews  to  this 
a.  Bfbliaa  and  other  cities  of  Libya  (Job,  CAp, 
Importance  II,  4)  and  from  this  time  on  Jews  wore 
very  numerous  there.  By  the  return 
of  the  Jews  of  the  Dispersion  to  the  feasts  at  Jerus, 
CMenians  came  t«  hare  a  conspicuous  place  in  the 
NT  history.     "A  man  of  Cyrene,  Simon  by  name," 


in  his  sermon  on  that  occamon  (Acts  3  10).  Cy- 
renian  Jews  were  of  sufficient  importance  in  those 
days  to  have  their  name  associated  with  a  syna- 
gf^ue  at  Jerus  (6  9).  And  when  the  persecution 
aroee  about  Stephen,  some  of  these  Jews  of  Cyrene 
who  had  been  converted  at  Jerus,  were  scattered 
abroad  and  came  'with  others  to  Antioch  and 
TO<eached  the  word  "unUt  the  Jews  only"  (11  19. 
20  AV},  and  one  of  them,  Lucius,  became  a  prophet 
Id  the  early  church  there.  In  this  case,  as  in  so 
man^  others,  the  wise  providence  of  God  m  the  dis- 
persion of  the  Jews  in  preparation  for  the  spread 
of  the  gospel  of  the  MeaaiaJi  is  seen. 


Coin  ot  Cyrene. 

In  the  ruins  of  Cvrene  are  to  be  seen  the  remains 
of  some  beautiful  Suildings,  and  a  few  seuiptures 

have  been  removed.  The  most  inter- 
4.  Archae-  esting  remains  of  the  wondrous  civil- 
olog;  ization  of  this  Gr  colony  are  in  a  great 

system  of  tombs,  some  built,  but  the 
finest  cut  in  the  solid  rock  of  the  cliff.    Doric  archi- 


tecture  and   brilliant  decorative   painting  adorn 
these  tombs. 

Lite  HA  TDRR.— Herod,  lij  Job.  CAp;  Thrlge,  Rti  Ctfr*> 

"""'"""'  M.  G.  Ktu! 

CYKERUIT,  fd-re'ni-an,  CTREIIIANS  (Kvpn- 
vatoti  Kurinaios,  "a  native  or  inhabitant  of 
Cyrene"):  Two  Jews  of  Cvrene  are  mentioned  in 
the  NT,  viz.  Simon  (Mk  16  21  and  Lk  33  26  AV) 
who  was  impressed  to  bear  the  Lord's  cross  (Mk 
IB  21  RVm),  and  Lucius,  a  Christian  teacher  at 
Antioch  (Acta  13  1).    See  Cybene;  Lucius;  SlMON. 

For  Cyrenians  see  Cvrene. 


CTRIA,  sir'i-a  (Kupta,  KiiHa) :  The  word  means 
"lady,"  feminine  of  lord,  and  it  is  so  tr^  in  AV  and 
(he  text  of  RV  (2  Jn  ver  5  RVm).  But  it  is 
possible  that  the  word  is  a  proper  name,  and  this 
possibility  is  recognized  by  placing  Cjfria,  the  usual 
transliteration  of  the  word,  in  the  marfpn  by  RV. 

CYS.DS,  sl'rus  (ITl'O,  kSre»h;  Old  Pers  Kurul; 
Bab  Kur\T](a,  Kur\r]ahi;  Gr  KOpot,  K^ro*.  2  Ch 
30  22,  etc): 

1.  Genealogy  of  Cynu 

2.  HIb  Country.  Auiui  or  Anian 

3.  HlH  Origin  (HerodoCia) 

4.  "'         '"      iXenophonl 

B.      "         "       (Nieolaia  of  DamMCUB) 

B.      ■■         ■'      (CMBlas) 

7.  Battylonlui  Records  o(  RU  Reign — the  Cylinder  <rt 


10.  The  Cylinder  of  Cyrus 


— The  Capture  of  Babylon 


tsbyloniuu  Accept  Him  T 


The  son  ot  the  earlier  Cambygcs,  of  the  royal  race 
of  the  Achemenians.     His  genealogy,  as  given  by 

himself,  is  as  follows:  I  am  (^rus, 
1.  Gene~  king  of  the  host,  the  great  king,  the 
alogy  of  mighty  king,  king  of  Tindir  (Babylon], 
Cyrus  king  of  the  land  of  Sumem  and  AkkadQ, 

king  of  the  four  rc^ons,  son  of  Cam- 
byses,  the  great  king,  king  of  the  city  AnSan,  grand- 
son of  Cyrus,  the  great  king,  king  of  the  city  Anfnn, 
;a1>^randson  of  SiSpiS  [Teispes],  the  great  king. 


are; 


ot  the  city  A 


1,  the  all-enduT 


royal  seed 


sovereignty  Bel  and  Nebo  love,    etc  (WAI, 
V,  pi.  35,  20-22). 

As,  in  the    Bab    inscriptions,    Ai$an    ^Ani&n, 
Anzan)  is  eiqilained  as  Elam — the  dty  was,  in  tact, 
the    capital    of    that    country — it    is 
S.  His  probable  that  Cyrus'  name  was  Elam- 

Countiy,  it«;  but  the  meaning  is  doubtful.  The 
Anian  or  old  Gr  etymology  connecting  it  with 
Anzan  khor.  "the  sun,"  in  Perman,  may  there- 

fore be  rejected.  According  to  Strabo, 
he  was  at  first  called  AgradatSs,  the  name  by  which 
he  was  universally  known  being  taken  from  that 
of  the  river  Cyrus.  This,  however,  is  more  likely 
lo  have  been  the  reason  why  his  grandfather  (after 
whom  he  was  probably  named)  was  called  Cyrus, 

Several  versions  o!  hia  birth  and  rise  to  power  are 
recorded.     Herodotus  (i.95)   mentions  three.     In 
that  which  he  quotes  (i.lOTfF),  it  is  said 
3>  His  that  Mandane  was  the  dat^ter  of  the 

Origin  Median  king  Astyages,  who,  in  eon- 

(Herodotus)  sequence  ot  a  dream  which   he  bad 
had,  furetelUng  the  ultimate  triumph 
of  her  son  over  his  dynasty,  gave  her  in  marriage  to 
a  Persian  named  Cambyses,  who  was  not  one  ot  his 


Cyrus 
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peers.  A  second  dream  caused  him  to  watch  for 
her  expected  ofTspring,  and  when  C^^us  came  into 
the  world  Astyages  delivered  the  child  to  his  rela- 
tive, Harpagus,  with  ordex^  to  destro>r  it.  Being 
un^mling  to  do  this,  he  handed  the  infant  to  a 
shepherd  named  Mitradates^  who,  his  wife  having 
brou^t  forth  a  still-bom  child,  consented  to  spare 
the  hfe  of  the  infant  C3ms.  Later  on,  in  conse- 
quence of  his  imperious  acts,  C3rrus  was  recognized 
by  Astyages.  who  came  to  learn  the  whole  story, 
and  spar^  liim  because,  having  once  been  made 
king  by  his  companions  in  play,  the  Magians  held 
the  predictions  concerning  his  ultimate  royal  state 
to  have  been  fulfilled.  The  venp^eance  taken  by 
Astyages  upon  Htirpagus  for  his  apparent  dis- 
obedience to  orders  is  well  known:  nis  son  was 
slain,  and  a  portion,  disguised,  given  him  to  eat. 
Though  filled  with  grief,  Harpagus  concealed  his 
feeUngs,  and  departed  with  the  remains  of  his  son's 
body;  and  C>tus,  in  due  course,  was  sent  to  stay 
with  his  parents,  Cambvses  and  Mandane.  Later 
on,  Harpagus  persuadea  Cyrus  to  induce  the  Per- 
sians to  revolt,  and  Astyages  having  blindly  ap- 
pointed Harpagus  commander-in-chief  of  the 
Median  anny,  the  last-named  went  over  to  the  side 
of  Cyrus.  The  result  was  an  easy  victory  for  the 
latter,  but  Astyages  took  care  to  impale  the  Magians 
who  had  advised  him  to  spare  his  grandson .  Having 
gathered  another,  but  smaller,  army,  he  took  the 
field  in  person,  but  was  defeated  and  captured. 
Cyrus,  however,  who  became  king  of  Media  as  well 
as  of  Persia,  treated  him  honorably  and  well. 

According  to  Xenophon,  Cyropaedia  i.  §  2,  Cam- 
byses,  the  father  of  Cyrus,  was  king  of  Persia.^ 
Until  his  12th  year,  C3rrus  was  educa- 
4.  His  ted  in  Persia,  when  he  was  sent  for. 

Origin  with  his  mother,  by  Astyages,  to  whom 

(Xenophon)  he  at  once  manifested  much  affection. 
Astyages  is  said  to  have  been  succeeded 
by  his  son  Cyaxares,  and  Cyrus  then  became  his 
commander-in-chief,  subduing,  amon^  others,  the 
Lydians.  He  twice  defeated  the  Assynans  ( «  Baby- 
lonians), his  final  conquest  of  the  country  being 
while  the  Median  king  was  still  alive.  As,  however, 
the  Cyropaedia  is  a  romance,  the  historical  details 
are  not  of  any  great  value. 

Nicolaus  of  Damascus  describes  Cyrus  as  the 
son  of  a  Mardian  bandit  named  Atradates,  his 
mother's  name  being  ArgostS.  While 
6.  Nicolaus  in  service  in  the  palace  of  Astyages, 
of  Dam&s-  he  was  adopted  by  Artembares,  a 
Ctts  cupbearer,  and  thus  obtained  promi- 

nence. Cyrus  now  made  his  bandit- 
father  satrap  of  Persia,  and,  with  base  ingratitude, 
plotted  against  his  king  and  benefactor.  The 
preparations  for  a  revolt  haying  been  made,  he  and 
his  general  Oibaras  were  victorious  at  Hyrba,  but 
were  defeated  at  Parsagadae,  where  ms  father 
Atradates  was  captured  and  later  on  died.  Cyrus 
now  took  refuge  in  his  mountain  home^  but  the 
taunts  of  the  women  sent  him  and  his  helpers 
forth  again,  this  time  to  victory  and  dominion. 

Ctesias  also  states  that  there  was  no  relation- 
ship between  Cyrus  and  Astyages  (Astyigas),  who, 
when  Cyrus  conquered  Media,  fled  to 
6.  His  Ecbatana,  and  was  there  hidden  by 

Origin  his  daughter  Am3rtis,  and  Spitamas  her 

(Ctesias)  husband.  Had  not  Astyages  yielded. 
Cyrus,  it  is  said,  would  have  tortured 
them,  with  their  children.  Cyrus  afterward  libera- 
ted Astyages,  and  married  his  daughter  Amytis, 
whose  husband  he  had  put  to  death  for  telling  a 
falsehood.  The  Bactrians  are  said  to  have  been  so 
satisfied  at  the  reconciliation  of  Cyrus  with  Asty- 
ages and  his  daughter,  that  they  voluntarily  sub- 

1  He  may  have  added  Persia  to  his  dominion,  but  ao- 
cordlDg  to  Cyrus  himseLf,  he  was  king  of  AnSan  or  Elam. 


mitted.  Cyrus  is  said  by  Ctesias  to  have  been 
taken  prisoner  by  the  Sacae,  but  he  was  ransomed. 
He  died  from  a  wound  received  in  battle  with  the 
Derbices,  assisted  by  the  Indians. 

In  the  midst  of  so  much  uncertainty,  it  is  a  relief 
to  turn  to  the  contemporary  documents  of  the  Baby- 
lonians, which,   though  they  do  not 

7.  Baby-  speak  of  Cyrus'  youth  in  detail,  and 
Ionian  refer  only  to  other  periods  of  his  career 
Records  of  in  which  they  were  more  immediately 
His  Reign  interested,  may  nevertheless,  being 
— ^the  CvU  contemporary,  be  held  to  have  an 
inder  of  altogether  special  authority.  Accord- 
Nabonidtts    ing  to  the  inscriptions,  the  conflict  with 

Astyages  took  p\&ce  in  549  BC. 
From  the  cylinder  of  Nabonidus  we  learn  that 
the  Medes  had  been  very  successful  in  their  war- 
like operations,  and  had  gone  even  as  far  afield 
as  Haran,  which  they  had  besieged.  The  Baby- 
lonian King  Nabonidus  desired  to  carry  out  the 
instructions  of  Merodach,  revealed  in  a  dream, 
to  restore  the  temple  of  Sin,  the  Moon-god,  in  that 
city.  This,  however,  in  consequence  of  the  si^e, 
he  could  not  do,  and  it  was  revealed  to  him  in  a 
dream  that  the  power  of  Astyages  would  be  over- 
thrown at  the  end  of  three  years^  which  happened 
as  predicted.  "They  [the  gods  Sm  and  Merodach] 
then  caused  Cyrus,  king  of  Anzan,  his  [Merodach's] 
young  servant^  witn  his  little  army,  to  rise  up  against 
him  [the  Median];  he  destroyed  the  wide-spreading 
Umman-manda  [Medes],  IStuwegu  [Astyages],  king 
of  the  Medes,  he  captured,  and  took  [himj  prisoner 
to  his  [own]  land.''  The  account  of  this  engagement 
in  the  Babylonian  Chronicle  (which  is,  perhaps,  Cy- 
rus' own),  is  as  follows:  "[Astyages]  gathered  his 
army,  and  went  against  Cyrus,  kmg  of  AnSan,  to 

capture  him,  and  [as  for]  Astyages,  his 

8.  The  army  revolted  against  him  and  took 
Babylonian  him,  and  gave  him  to  Cyrus.  Cyrus 
Chronicle      went  to  the  land  of  EcbatanaMiis  royal 

city.  He  carried  off  from  Ecbatana 
silver,  gold,  furniture,  merchandise,  and  took  to  the 
land  of  An§an  the  furniture  and  merchandise  which 
he  had  captured." 

The  above  is  the  entry  for  the  6th  year  of  Na- 
bonidus, which  corresponds  with  549  BC;  and  it 
will  be  noticed  that  he  is  here  called  "king  of  Anfian." 
The  next  reference  to  Cyrus  in  the  Bab  Chronicle 
is  the  entry  for  Nabonidus'  9th  year  (646  BC) .  where 
it  is  stated  that  "Cyrus,  king  of  the  land  of  Parsu 
[Persia],  fathered  his  army,  and  crossed  the  Tigris 
below  Arbela,"  and  in  the  following  month  (lyyar) 
entered  the  land  of  I§- .  •  •  •  i  where  someone  seems 
to  have  taken  a  bribe,  garrisoned  the  place,  and 
afterward  a  king  ruled  there.  The  passage,  how- 
ever, is  imperfect,  and  therefore  obscure,  but  we 
may,  perhaps,  see  therein  some  preparatory  move 
on  the  part  of  Cyrus  to  obtain  possession  of  the 
tract  over  which  Nabonidus  claimed  dominion. 

The  next  year  (545  BC)  there  seems  to  have  been 
another  move  on  the  part  of  the  Persians,  for  the 
Elamite  governor  (7)  is  referred  to,  and  had  appar- 
ently some  dealings  with  the  governor  of  Erech. 
All  this  time  thin^  seem  to  have  been  the  same  in 
Babylonia,  the  kmg's  son  (he  is  not  named,  but 
apparently  Belshazzar  is  meant)  and  the  soldiers 
remaining  in  Akkad  (possibly  used  in  the  old  sense 
of  the  word,  to  indicate  the  district  around  Sippar), 
where  it  was  seemingly  expected  that  the  main 
attack  would  be  delivered.  The  reference  to  the 
governor  of  Erech  might  imply  that  some  con- 
spiracy was  on  foot  more  to  the  south — a  movement 
of  which  the  native  authorities  possibly  remained  in 
ignorance. 

After  a  gap. which  leaves  four  years  unaccounted 
for,  we  have  traces  of  four  lines  which  mention  the 
goddess  I§tar  of  Erech,  and  the  gods  of  the  land 
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Cyrus 


of  Par  ....  (?Persia)  are  referred  to.    After  this 
comes  the  long  entry,  which,  though  the  date  is 
broken  away,  must  refer  to  the  17th 
9.  The  year  of  Nabonidus.     A  royal  visit  to  a 

Chronicle —  temple  is  referred  to,  and  there  is  men- 
the  Capture  tion  of  a  revolt.  Certain  religious  cere- 
of  Babylon  monies  were  then  performed,  and  others 
omitted.  In  the  month  Tanmiuz,  Cyrus 
seems  to  have  fought  a  battle  in  Opis,  and  succeeded 
in  attacking  the  army  of  Akkaa  situated  on  the 
Tigris.  On  the  14th  of  the  month,  Sippar  was  taken 
without  fighting,  and  Nabonidus  ned.  On  the  16th 
Ugbaru  (Gobryas)  governor  of  Media,  entered  Baby- 
lon, with  the  army  of  Cyrus,  without  fighting,  and 
there  Nabonidus  was  captured  with  his  followers. 
At  this  time  E-saggil  and  the  temples  of  the  land 
seem  to  have  been  closed,  possibly  to  prevent  the 
followers  of  Nabonidus  from  taking  sanctuary 
there,  or  else  to  prevent  plotters  from  coming  forth; 
and  on  the  3d  of  Marcheswan  (October),  Cyrus 
entered  Babylon.  "Crowds  collected  before  him, 
proposing  peace  for  the  city;  Cyrus,  conmiand  the 
peace  of  Babylon,  all  of  it."  Gobryas,  his  vice- 
regent,  then  appomted  governors  in  Babylon,  and 
the  gods  whom  Nabonidus  had  taken  down  to 
Babylon,  were  returned  to  their  shrines*.  On  the 
night  of  the  11th  of  Marcheswan,  Ugbaru  went 
against  (some  part  of  Babylon),  and  the  son  of  the 
kmg  died;  and  there  was  mourning  for  him  from 
the  27th  of  Adar  to  the  3d  of  Nisan  (six  days). 
There  is  some  doubt  as  to  whether  the  text  speaks 
of  the  king  or  the  son  of  the  king,  but  as  there  is  a 
record  that  Nabonidus  was  exiled  to  Carmania,  it 
would  seem  most  likely  that  the  death  of  Belshazzar 
**in  the  night"  is  here  referred  to.  The  day  after 
the  completion  of  the  mourning  (the  4th  of  Nisan), 
Cambyses,  ^n  of  Cyrus,  performed  ceremonies  in 
the  temple  E-nig-^ad-kalamma,  probably  in  con- 
nection with  the  new  year's  festival,  for  wmch  Cyrus 
had  probably  timed  his  arrival  at  Babylon.  Accord- 
ing to  Herodotus  (i.l91),  Babylon  was  taken  dur- 
inga  festival,  agreeing  with  Dnl  6  1  fif. 

The  other  inscription  of  Cyrus,  discovered  by 
Mr.  H.  Rassam  at  Babylon,  is  a  kind  of  proclamation 

Sstifying  his  seizure  of  the  crown, 
e  states  that  the  gods  (of  the  various 
Cylinder  cities  of  Babylonia)  forsook  their 
of  Cyrus  dwellings  in  anger  that  he  (Nal^onidus) 
had  made  them  enter  within  Su-anna 
(Babylon).  Merodach,  the  chief  divinity  of  Baby- 
lon, sought  also  a  just  king,  the  desire  of  his  heart, 
whose  hand  he  might  hold — Cyrus,  king  of  AnSan, 
he  called  his  title — ^to  all  the  kingdoms  together 
(his)  name  was  proclaimed. 

The  glory  of  Cyrus'  conquests  probably  appealed 
to  the  Babylonians,  for  Cyrus  next  states  that  Mer- 
odach placed  the  whole  of  the  troops  of  Quttl  (Media) 
under  his  feet,  and  the  whole  of  the  troops  of  the 
Manda  (barbarians  and  mercenaries).  He  also 
caused  his  hands  to  hold  the  people  of  the  dark  head 
(Asiatics,  including  the  Babylonians) — in  righteous- 
ness and  justice  he  cared  for  them.  He  commanded 
that  he  shoiild  go  to  his  city  Babylon,  and  walked 
by  his  side  like  a  friend  and  a  companion — ^without 
fighting  and  battle  Merodach  caused  him  to  enter 
§u-anna.  By  his  high  conmiand,  the  kings  of 
every  region  from  the  upper  sea  to  the  lower  sea 
(the  Mediterranean  to  the  Persian  Gulf),  the  kings 
of  the  Amorites,  and  the  dwellers  in  tents,  brought 
their  valuable  tribute  and  kissed  his  feet  within 
Su-anna  (Babylon).  FVom  Nineveh(?),  the  city 
Afidur,  Susa,  Asad^,  the  land  of  E&nunnak,  Zamban, 
M6-Tumu.  and  D6ii,  to  the  borders  of  Media,  the 
gods  inhabiting  them  were  returned  to  their  shrines, 
and  all  the  people  were  collected  and  sent  back  to 
their  dwelhngs.  He  finishes  by  soliciting  the 
prayers  of  the  gods  to  Bel  and  Nebo  for  length 


of  days  and  happiness,  asking  them  also  to  appeal 
to  Merodach  on  behali  of  Cyrus  "his  worshipper," 
and  his  son  Cambyses. 

It  was  probably  between  the  defeat  of  Astyages 

and  the  capture  of  Babylon  that  Cyrus  defeated 

Croesus  and  conquered  Lydia.     After 

11.  Cjrrus'  preparing  to  attack  the  Gr  cities  of 
History  from  Asia  Minor,  he  returned  to  Ecbatana, 
Greek  taking  Croesus  with  him.  The  states 
Sources         which  had  formed  the  Lydian  empire, 

however,  at  once  revolted,  and  had 
again  to  be  reduced  to  submission,  this  time  by 
Harpagus,  his  faithful  general,  after  a  determined 
resistance.  It  was  at  this  period  that  Cyrus  sub- 
dued the  nations  of  Upper  Asia,  his  next  objective 
being  Babylonia  (§9  and  the  two  preceding  para- 
graphs), in  this  connection  it  is  noteworthy  that, 
m  the  Bab  official  account,  there  is  no  mention  oi 
his  engineering  works  preparatory  to  the  taking  of 
Babylon — ^the  turning  of  the  waters  of  the  Gyndes 
into  a  number  of  channels  in  order  to  cross  (Herod. 
i.l89);  the  siege  of  Babylon,  lone  and  difficult,  and 
the  final  capture  of  the  city  by  changing  the  course 
of  the  Euphrates,  enabling  his  army  to  enter  by  the 
bed  of  the  river  (Herod.  1.190-91).  There  may  be 
some  foundation  for  this  statement,  but  if  so,  the 
king  did  not  boast  of  it— perhaps  because  it  did 
not  entail  any  real  labor,  for  the  irrigation  works 
already  in  existence  may  have  been  nearly  sufficient 
for  the  purpose.  It  seems  Ukely  that  the  conquest 
of  Babylon  opened  the  way  for  other  military  ex- 
ploits.   Herodotus  states  that  he  next  attacked 

the    MaBsagetae,    who    were    located 

12.  The  beyond  the  Araxes.  One-third  of  their 
Massagetae  army  was  defeated,  and  the  son  of 

Tomyris,  the  queen,  captured  by  a 
strata^^m:  but  on  being  freed  from  his  bonds,  he 
committed  suicide.  In  another  exceedingly  fierce 
battle  which  followed,  the  Pers  army  was  destroyed, 
and  Cyrus  himself  brought  his  life  to  an  end  there, 
after  a  reign  of  29  years.  (He  had  ruled  over 
Media  for  11,  and  over  Babylonia  [and  As83rria]  for 
9  years.)  According  to  the  Bab  contract-tablets, 
Cambyses,  his  son,  was  associated  with  him  on  the 
throne  during  the  first  portion  of  his  1st  year  of 
rule  in  Babylon. 

According  to  Ctesias,  Cyrus  made  war  with  the 

Bactrians  and  the  Sacae,  but  was  taken  prisoner 

by    the    latter,    and    was    afterward 

13.  The  ransomed.  He  died  from  a  wound  re- 
Sacae,  Bar-  ceived  in  battle  with  the  Berbices. 
biceSi  etc      Diodorus  agrees,  in   the   main,   with 

Herodotus,  but  relates  that  Cyrus  was 
captured  by  the  Scythian  oueen  (apparently 
Tomyris),  who  crucified  or  impaled  him. 

It  is  strange  that,  in  the  case  of  such  a  celebrated 
ruler  as  Cyrus,  nothing  certain  is  known  as  to  the 

manner  of  his  death.    The  accounts 

14.  Doubt  which  have  come  down  to  us  seem  to 
as  to  tlie  make  it  certain  that  he  was  killed  in 
Manner  of  battle  with  some  enemy,  but  the  state- 
His  Dealii    ments  concerning   his   end   are   con- 

fficting.  This  absence  of  any  account 
of  his  death  from  a  trustworthy  source  implies  that 
Herodotus  is  right  in  indicating  a  terrible  disaster 
to  the  Pers  arms,  and  it  is  therefore  probable  that 
he  fell  on  the  field  of  battle — ^perhaps  in  conffict 
with  the  Massagetae,  as  Herodotus  states.  Sup- 
posing that  only  a  few  of  the  Pers  army  escaped,  it 
may  be  that  not  one  of  those  who  saw  him  fall  lived 
to  tell  the  tale,  and  the  world  was  dependent  on 
the  more  or  less  trustworthy  statements  which  the 
Massagetae  made. 

That  he  was  considered  to  be  a  personage  of  noble 
character  is  clear  from  all  that  has  come  down  to  us 
concerning  him,  the  most  noteworthy  being  Xeno- 
phon's  Cyropaedia  and  Institution  oj  Cyrus.    The 
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Bab  inscriptions  do  not  reproduce  Bab  opinion, 
but  the  fact  that  on  the  occasion  of  the  siege  of 
Babylon  the  people  trusted  to  his 
16.  Cyras'  honor  and  came  forth  asking  peace  for 
Reputation  the  city  (apparently  with  every  confi- 
dence that  their  request  would  be 
granted);  and  that  the  Babylonians,  as  a  whole, 
were  contented  under  his  rule,  may  be  regarded  as 
tacit  confirmation.  Nabonidus,  before  the  invasion 
of  his  territory  by  the  Pers  forces,  was  evidently 
well  disposed  toward  him,  and  looked  upon  him,  as 
we  have  seen,  as  "the  young  servant  of  Merodach," 
the  patron  deity  of  Babylon.  It  is  not  altogether 
clear,  however,  why  the  Babylonians  submitted  to 
him  with  so  little  resistance — their  inscriptions 
contain  no  indication  that  thev  had  real  reason  to  be 
dissatisfied  with  the  rule  of  Nabonidus — he  seems 
to  have  been  simply  regarded  as 
16.  Why  Did  somewhat  unorthodox  in  his  worship 
the  Baby-  of  the  gods;  but  could  they  expect 
lonians  an  aUen,  of  a  different  religion,  to  be 

Accept  better  in  that  respect?    Dissatisfac- 

Him?  tion  on  the  part  of  the  Babylonian 

priesthood  was  undoubtedly  at  the 
bottom  of  their  discontent,  however,  and  may  be 
held  to  supply  a  sufficient  reason,  tnough  it  does 
not  redound  to  the  credit  of  Bab  patriotism.  It 
has  been  said  that  the  success  of  Cyrus  was  in  part 
due  to  the  aid  given  him  by  the  Jews,  who,  recog- 
nizing him  as  a  monotheist  like  themselves,  gave 
liiTn  more  than  mere  sympathy;  but  it  is  probable 
that  he  could  never  have  conquered  Babylonia  had 
not  the  priests,  as  indicated  by  their  own  records, 
spread  discontent  among  the  people.  It  is  doubtful 
whether  we  may  attribute  a  higher  motive  to  the 
priesthood,  though  that  is  not  altogether  impossible. 
The  inner  teaching  of  the  Bab  polytheistic  faith 
was,  as  is  now  wellknown,  monotneistic,  and  there 
may  have  been,  among  the  priests,  a  desire  to  have 
a  ruler  holding  that  to  be  the  true  faith,  and  also 
not  so  inclined  as  Nabonidus  to  nm  counter  to 
the  people's  (and  the  priests')  prejudices.  Jewish 
influence  would,  in  some  measure,  account  for 
this. 

If  the  Jews  thought  that  they  would  be  more 
sympathetically  treated  under  Cyrus*  rule,  they 
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were  not  disappointed.  It' was  he  who  gave  orders 
for  the  rebuilding  of  the  Temple  at  Jerus  (2  Ch 
36  23;  Ezr  1  2*  6  13;  6  3),  restored 
the  vesseb  of  the  House  of  the  Lord 
which  Nebuchadnezzar  had  taken  away 
(Ezr  1  7),  and  provided  funds  to  bring 
cedar  trees  from  Lebanon  (3  7).  But 
he  also  restored  the  temples  of  the  Babylonians, 
and  brought  back  the  images  of  the  gods  to  their 
shrines.  I^evertheless  the  Jews  evidently  felt  that 
the  favors  he  panted  them  showed  sympathy  for 
them,  and  this  it  probably  was  which  caused  Isaiah 
(44  28)  to  see  in  him  a  "shepherd"  ^of  the  JLord, 
and  an  anointed  king  (Messiah,  t<}  xp^^'^'V  f»»t 
td  Chriaid  mott,  Isa  46  1) — a  title  suggesting  to  later 
writers  that  he  was  a  type  of  Christ  (Hieron.,  Comm. 
on  Isa  44  1). 

From  Persia  we  do  not  get  any  help  as  to  his 
character,  nor  as  to  the  estimation  in  which  he  was 
held.  His  only  inscription  extant 
is  above  his  idealized  bas-relief  at 
Murgh&b,  where  he  simply  writes: 
"I  am  Cyrus,  the  Achemenian."  The 
stone  shows  Cyrus  standing,  looking 
to  the  right,  draped  in  a  fringed  gar- 
ment resembling  those  worn  by  the  ancient  Baby- 
lonians, reaching  to  the  feet.  His  hair  is  combed 
back  in  the  Pers  style,  and  upon  his  head  is  an 
elaborate  Egyp  crown,  two  horns  extending  to  front 
and  back,  with  a  uraeus  serpent  rising  from  each 
end,  and  between  the  serpents  three  vase-like  ob- 
jects, with  discs  at  their  bases  and  summits,  and 
serrated  leaves  between.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
this  crown  is  symboUcal  of  his  dominion  over 
Egypt,  the  three  vase-like  objects  being  modifi- 
cations of  the  triple  helmet-crown  of  the  Egyp 
deities.  The  king  is  represented  as  four-winged 
in  the  Assyro-Babylonian  style,  probably  as  a  claim 
to  divinity  in  their  hier£U*chy  as  well  as  to  dominion 
in  the  lands  of  Merodach  and  A§§ur.  In  his  right 
hand,  which  is  raised  to  the  level  of  his  shoulder,  he 
holds  a  kind  of  scepter  seemingly  terminating  in  a 
bird's  head — ^in  all  probability  also  a  symbol  of 
Bab  dominion,  though  the  emblem  of  the  Bab  cities 
of  the  South  was  most  commonly  a  bird  with  wings 
displayed.  T.  G.  Pinches 
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DABAREH,  dab'a-re.    See  Daberath. 

DABB£SH£TH,dab'e-shetb,  (n^^l,  ddbbeshetk; 
Aapflur6aC,  Dabasthal;  AV  Dabbashetfa,  dab'arsheth) : 
A  town  on  the  western  boundary  of  Zebulun  (Josh 
19  11).  It  is  probably  identical  with  the  modern 
Dabsheh,  a  ruined  site  to  the  E.  of  Acre. 

DABERATH,  dab'6-rath  (TIWH,  horddbh^ralh, 
"pasture";  AePcipAO,  Dabeirdth):  A  city  in  the  ter- 
ritory of  Issachar,  on  the  boundary  between  that 
tribe  and  Zebulun  (Josh  19  12).  It  was  assigned 
to  the  Gershonite  Levites  (Josh  21  28;  1  Ch  6  72). 
The  most  probable  identification  is  with  Daburiyehy 
a  village  on  the  lower  western  slopes  of  Tabor. 

DABRIA,  da'bri-a:  One  of  the  five  who  wrote 
down  the  visions  of  Esdras,  described  (2  Esd  14  24) 
as  "ready  to  write  swiftly." 

DACUBI,  da-kft'bl,  AV  Dacobi,  dA-kO'bl:  Head 
of  a  family  of  gate-keepers  (1  Esd  6  28).  See 
Ajckub;  Dakubi. 

DADDEUSf  da-dg'us,  RV  LODDEUS  (Ao88ato«, 
Loddaio8)t  which  see. 


DAGGER,  dag'Sr.    See  Armor,   Arms. 

m 

DAGON,  d&'gon  (T^^^,  ddghon;  apparently  de- 
rived from  y^ ,  ddgk,  "fish") :  Name  of  the  god  of  the 
PhiUs  (according  to  Jerome  on  Isa  46  1  of  the  Philis 
generally);  in  the  Bible  Dagon  is 
associated  with  Gaza  (Jgs  lo)  but 
elsewhere  with  Ashdod  (cf  1  S  6 
and  1  Mace  10  83f;  11  4);  in  1  Ch 
10  10  there  is  probably  an  error  (cf 
the  II  passage  1  S  31  10).  The  god 
had  his  temple  ("thehouseof  Dagon") 
and  his  priests.  When  the  ark  was 
captured  by  the  Philis,  it  was  con- 
ducted to  Ashdod  where  it  was  placed 
in  the  house  of  Dagon  by  the  side  of 
the  idol.  But  on  the  morrow  it  was 
found  that  the  idol  lay  prostrate  be- 
fore the  ark  of  the  Lord.  It  was 
restored  to  its  place;  but  on  the  fol- 
lowing day  Dagon  again  lay  on  the 
ground  before  the  ark,  this  time 
with  the  head  and  both  hands  severed  from  the  body 
and  lying  upon  the  miphtdn  (the  word  is  commonly 
interpreted  to  mean  "threshold";  according  to 
Winckler,  it  means  "pedestal");    the  body  aJone 
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remained  intact.  The  Heb  says:  ''Dagon  alone 
remained."    Whether  we   resort  to  an  emendation 

■ 

C^'^y  ddghd,  '*hi8  fish-part")  or  not,  commen- 
tators appear  to  be  right  in  inferring  that  the  idol 
was  hall  man,  half  fish.  Classic  authors  give  this 
form  to  Derceto.  The  sacred  writer  adds  that  from 
that  time  on  the  priests  of  Dagon  and  all  those  that 
entered  the  house  of  Dagon  refrained  from  stepping 
upon  the  miphtdn  of  Dagon.  See  1  S  6  1-5.  The 
prophet  Zepnaniah  (1  9)  speaks  of  an  idolatrous 
practice  which  consisted  in  leaping  over  the  miph- 
tdn. The  Septuagint  in  1  S  indeed  adds  the  clause: 
^Ijut  they  were  wont  to  leap."  Leapii^  over  the 
threshold  was  probably  a  feature  of  the  Phili  ritual 
which  the  Hebrews  explained  in  their  way.  A  god 
Dagon  seems  to  have  been  worshipped  by  the  Ca- 
naanites;  see  Beth-dagon. 

LxTBBATUBB. — Ck>mm6ntarie8  OH  Jgsand  1  S;  Winck- 
ler,  AUorierUal*  Portchungen^  III,  383. 

Max  L.  Margolis 
DAILY,  dS'li:  This  word,  coming  as  it  does  from 

the  Heb  Oi"^ ,  yom,  "day,"  and  the  Gr  4l<^P^  ^^- 
mira.  suggests  either  day  h^  dav  (Ex  6  13),  that 
whicn  is  prepared  for  one  dsuly  (Neh  6  18),  as  e.g. 
our  "daily  bread."  meaning  bread  sufficient  for 
that  day  (Mt  6  11);  or  day  by  day  continuouslv, 
one  day  after  another  in  succession,  as  "the  daily 
burnt  offering"  (Nu  29  6  AV),  "daily  ministra- 
tion" (Acts  6  1),  and  "daily  in  the  temple"  (Acts 
5  42  AV).  The  meaning  of  the  word  "daily"  as 
used  in  the  Lord's  Prayer  (Mt  6  11)  seems  to  indi- 
cate sufficient  for  our  need,  whether  we  consider 
that  need  as  a  day  at  a  time,  or  day  after  day  as  we 
are  permitted  to  tive.  "Give  us  bread  sufficient 
for  our  sustenance."  William  Evans 

DAILY  OFFERING,  or  SACRIFICE.    See  Sao 

RIFICE. 

DAINTIES,  dSn'tis,  DAINTY  (BfEATS) 
(PTSlTpQ,  maf^ammdtk,  "things  full  of  taste," 
0*^^)9  y  man^ammim,  1*770 ,  ma^ddhdn;  Xiirap6s, 
lipards,  "fat."  "shining"):  Jacob  is  represented  as 
predicting  ol  Asher,  "He  shall  yield  royal  d."  ((3en 
49  20;  cf  II  clause,  "His  bread  shall  be  fat/'  and 
Dt  83  24,  "Let  him  dip  his  foot  in  oil").  David, 
praying  to  be  deUvered  from  the  ways  of  "men  that 
work  inquity,"  cries,  "Let  me  not  eat  of  their  d." 
(Ps  141  4).  The  man  who  sitteth  "to  eat  with  a 
ruler"  (Prov  23 1-3)  is  counseled,  "If  thou  be  a 
man  given  to  appetite,  be  not  desirous  of  his  d. ;  see- 
ing they  are  deceitful  food"  (cf  John's  words  in  the 
woes  upon  Babylon  [Rev  18  14],  "All  things  that 
were  d.  and  sumptuous  are  penshed  from  thee," 
and  Homer's  Iliaa  [Pope],  xviii.456).  "Dainties," 
then,  are  luxuries,  costly,  delicate  and  rare.  This 
idea  is  common  to  all  the  words  thus  rendered; 
naturally  associated  with  kings'  tables,  and  with 
the  lives  of  those  who  are  lovers  of  pleasure  and 
luxury.  By  their  associations  and  their  softening 
effects  they  are  to  be  abstained  from  or  indulged  in 
moderately  as  "deceitful  food"  by  those  who  would 
live  the  simple  and  righteous  life  which  wisdom  sanc- 
tions. They  are  also  "offered  not  from  genuine 
hospitality,  but  with  some  by-ends."  He  should 
also  shun  the  dainties  of  the  niggard  (Prov  23  6). 
who  counts  the  cost  (ver  7  RVm)  of  every  morsel 
that  his  guest  eats.    See  Delicate:  Food,  etc. 

Geo.  B.  Eager 

DAISAN.  da'san,  da'i-san  (Aauri^v,  Daiadn): 
Head  of  a  family  of  temple  servants  (1  Esd  6  31) 
called  Rezin  in  Ezr  2  48:  Neh  7  50,  the  inter- 
change of  D  and  R  in  Heb  oeing  not  uncommon. 

DAKUBI,  darktll)i,  da-koo'bi  (AaxoiiP,  DahrHh, 
Aaacovpc,  Dakovki;  AV  Dacobi):   Head  of  a  family 


of  gate-keepers  (1  Esd  6  28)  caUed  "Akkub"  in  the 
canonical  lists. 

DALAIAH,  da-la'a,  da-l&-I'a.    See  Delaiah. 

DALAN,  da'lan  (AaX<iv,  DMn;  AV  Ladan): 
Head  of  a  family  that  returned  to  Jems,  but  which 
"could  shew  neither  their  families,  nor  their  stock, 
how  they  were  of  Israel"  (1  Esd  6  37) ;  corresponds 
to  Delaiah  (Ezr  2  60).    Another  reading  is  "Asan." 

DALE,  d&l,  KING'S  (^bpn  ppy,  'imei  hor 
mdehh): 

(1)  "Absalom  in  his  lifetime  had  taken  and  reared 
up  for  himself  the  pillar,  which  is  in  the  king's  dale" 
(2  S  18  18).  According  to  Jos  (Ant,  VII,  x,  3) 
this  was  a  marble  pillar,  which  he  calls  "Absalom's 
hand"  and  it  was  two  furlongs  from  Jems.  Warren 
suggests  that  this  dale  was  identical  with  the 
King's  Garden  (q.v.),  which  he  places  at  the  open 
valley  formed  at  the  junction  of  the  Tyropoeon 
with  the  Kidron  (see  Jerusalem).  The  so-called 
Absalom's  Pillar,  which  the  Jews  still  pelt  with 
stones  in  reprobation  of  Absalom's  disobedience, 
and  which  a  comparatively  recent  tradition  asso- 
ciates with  2  S  18  18,  is  a  very  much  later  stmcture, 
belon^ng  to  the  Graeco-Rom  p>eriod,  but  showing 
Egyp  influence. 

(2)  King's  Vale  (Gen  14  17;  AV  dale).  See 
King's  Vale;  Vale.  E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

DALETH,  da'leth  (^ ,  ^) :  The  4th  letter  of  the 
Heb  alphabet,  and  as  such  used  in  Ps  119  to 
designate  the  4th  section;  transUterated  in  this 
Encyclopaedia  with  the  dagesh  as  d,  and,  without, 
asdh  {^thm  the).  It  came  also  to  be  used  for  the 
number  four  (4),  and  with  the  dieresis  for  4,000. 
With  the  apostrophe  it  is  sometimes  used  as  abbre* 
viation  for  the  tetragrammaton.  For  name,  etc, 
see  Alphabet. 

DALLY,  dal'i:  Occurs  in  Wisd  12  26:  "But  they 
that  would  not  be  reformed  by  that  correction 
wherein  he  daUied  with  them"  (wcuyviott  ^in/ui^fwf, 
paignlois  epitimJ^edSf  "child  play  of  correction"), 
the  reference  being  to  the  earlier  and  Ughter  plagues 
of  Eevpt;  RV  renders  "by  a  mocking  correction  as 
of  chudren,"  "by  a  correction  which  was  os  children's 
play,"  Gr  (as  above).  He  first  tried  them  by  those 
ughter  inflictions  before  sending  on  them  the  heavier. 
In  later  usage  "dally"  implies  delay. 

DALMANUTHA,  dal-ma-ntl'tha.  See  Maga- 
dan.   Cf  Mk  8  10;  Mt  16  39. 

DALMATIA,  dal-ma'shi-a  (AaX)iar(a,  DalmaHaf 
"deceitful"):  A  district  of  the  Rom  empire  lying 
on  the  eastern  shore  of  the  Adriatic.  Writing  from 
Rome  to  Timothy  during  his  second  imprisonment 
(in  66  or  67  AD.  according  to  Ramsay's  chronology), 
Paul  records  tne  departure  of  Titus  to  Dalmatia 
(2  Tim  4  10).  No  mention  is  made  of  his  special 
mission,  and  we  cannot  tell  whether  his  object  was 
to  traverse  regions  hitherto  unevangelized  or  to 
visit  churches  already  formed.  Nor  can  we  deter- 
mine with  certainty  the  meaning  of  the  word  Dal- 
matia as  here  used.  Originally  it  denoted  the  land 
of  the  barbarous  Dalmatae  or  Delmatae,  a  warlike 
lUyrJan  tribe  subjugated  by  the  Romans  after  a 
long  and  stubborn  resistance;  it  was  then  applied 
to  the  southern  portion  of  the  Rom  province  of 
Illyricum,  lying  between  the  river  Titius  (mod. 
Kerka)  and  the  Macedonian  frontier;  later  the 
name  was  extended  to  the  entire  province.  On  the 
whole  it  seems  most  probable  that  the  apostle  uses 
it  in  this  last  sense.    See  further  s.v.  Illyricum. 

Mabctus  N.  Tod 
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DALPHON,  dal'fon  Oisb'^ ,  dalphan,  "crafty") : 
The  second  of  the  ten  sons  of  Haman,  slain  by  the 
Jews  (Est  9  7). 

DAM  (D^J ,  *em,  ordinary  Heb  word  for  "mother") : 
Heb  law  prohibited  the  destruction  of  the  "dam" 
and  the  young  of  birds  at  the  same  time,  conmiand- 
ing  that  if  the  yoimgbe  taken  from  a  nest  the  dam  be 
allowed  to  escape  (Dt  22  6.7).  In  the  same  spirit 
it  enjoined  the  taking  of  an  animal  for  slau^ter 
before  it  had  been  seven  days  with  its  "dam"  (Ex 
22  30;  Lev  22  27;  cf  Ex  23  19). 

DAMAGE,  dam'ftj  (Kb;in ,  MbhcUd') :  This  word 
expresses  any  inflicted  loss  of  value  or  permanent 
injury  to  persons  or  things.  "Why  should  damage 
CTOW  to  the  hurt  of  the  kings?"  (Ezr  4  22).  In 
Prov  26  6  "damage"  means  "wrong,"  "injury" 
(Heb  Opn ,  hdmd^) .  The  tr  of  Est  7  4  is  doubtful : 
"Although  the  adversary  could  not  have  compen- 
sated for  the  king's  damage"  (RVm  "For  our  afflic- 
tion is  not  to  be  compared  with  the  king's  damage"; 
AV  "could  not  countervail  the  king's  damage"); 
but  Heb  pJJ.,  nezeii  (Est  7  4)  and  Aram.  pTJ , 
nazi]^  (Dnl  6  2)  have  the  meaning  of  "molestation" 
or  "annoyance  (see  Ges.-Buhl  Diet,  [15th  ed]  489, 
806,  908).  We  therefore  ought  to  read  'for  that 
oppression  would  not  have  been  worthy  of  the  mo- 
lestation of  the  king'  (Est  7  4)  and  'that  the  king 
should  have  no  molestation*  (Dnl  6  2).  The  Gr 
foMo-i  zemia,  "loss"  and  ^7A"^,  zemiddf  "to  cause 
loss";  RV  therefore  translates  Acts  27  10  "will 
be  with  injury  and  much  loss"  (AV  "damage"),  and 
2  C>>r  7  9  "that  ye  might  suffer  loss  by  us  in 
nothing"  (AV  "damage").  A.  L.  Bresugh 

DAMARIS,  dam'a-ris  (Ai£|ULpi«,  DdmariSj  pos- 
sibly a  corruption  of  8d)taXit,  ddmalia,  "a  heifer") : 
The  name  of  a  female  Christian  of  Athens,  converted 
by  Paul's  preaching  (Acts  17  34).  The  fact  that 
she  is  mentioned  in  this  passage  together  with  Dio- 
nysius  the  Areopagite  has  led  some,  most  probably 
in  error,  to  regwtl  ner  as  his  wife.  The  singling  out 
of  her  name  with  that  of  Dionysius  may  indicate 
some  personal  or  social  distinction.    Cf  Acts  17  12. 

DAMASCENES,  dam-a-sSnz',  dam'&-senz  (t^v 
ir6Xiv  Aa(uio-ici|vAv,  thivdlin  Damasken&n,  "the  city 
of  the  Damascenes") :  The  inhabitants  of  Damascus 
under  Aretas  the  Arabian  are  so  called  (2  Cor  11 
32). 

DAMASCUS,  da-mas'kus: 

1.  Name 

2.  Situation  and  Natural  Features 

3.  The  City  Itself 

4.  Its  History 

(1)  The  Early  Period  (to  cir  960  BC) 

(2)  The  Aramaean  Kingdom  (cir  950-732  BC) 

(3)  The  Middle  Period  (732  BC-660  AD) 

(4)  Under  Islam 

The  Eng.  name  is  the  same,  as  the  Gr  Aoiua<r«c6«, 
Damaskds.   The  Heb  name  is  pVpi » DammeseJ^j  but 

the  Aram,  form  pTpPT'l ,  DarmeseJp,  oc- 
1.  Name       curs  in  1  Ch  18  5;  2  Ch  28  5.    The 

name  appears  in  E^rp  inscriptions  as 
Ti^mas-ku  (16th  cent.  BC),  BXidSa^a-^mas-ki  (13th 
cent.  BC),  which  W.  M.  Mtiller,  Asien  u.  Europa, 
227,  regards  as  representing  Ti-ro-WMW-A^,  conclud- 
ing from  the  'Va'  in  this  form  that  Damascus  had 
by  that  time  passed  under  Aram,  influence.  In  the 
Am  Tab  the  forms  TirTna-cti-gi  and  Dirma^-ka  occur. 
The  Arab,  name  is  Dimaahk  eshSham  (^'Damascus 
of  Syria")  usually  contrasted  to  EshSham  simply. 
The  meaning  of  the  name  Damascus  is  unknown. 
EshSham  (Syria)  means  "the  left,"  in  contrast  to 
the  Yemen  (Arabia)  =  "the  right." 


Damascus  is  situated  (33**  30'  N.  lat.,  36**  18'  E. 

long.)  in  the  N.W.  comer  of  the  Ghuta,  a  fertile 

plain  about  2,300  ft.  above  sea  level, 

2.  Situation  W.  of  Mt.  Hermon.  The  part  of 
and  Natural  the  Ghuta  E.  of  the  citv  is  called  d- 
Features       A/cr/,  the '  'meadow-land   of  Damascus . 

The  river  Barada  (see  Abana)  flows 
through  Damascus  and  waters  the  plain,  through 
which  the  Nahr  el-Awaj  (see  Pharpab)  also  flows, 
a  few  miles  S.  of  the  city.  Surrounded  on  three 
sides  by  bare  hills,  and  bordered  on  the  E.,  its  open 
side,  by  the  desert,  its  well-watered  and  fertile 
Ghuta,  with  its  streams  and  fountains,  its  fields 
and  orchards,  makes  a  vivid  impression  on  the  Arab 
of  the  desert.  Arab.  lit.  is  rich  m  praises  of  Damas- 
cus, which  is  described  as  an  earthly  paradise.  The 
European  or  American  traveler  is  apt  to  feel  that 
these  praises  are  exaggerated,  and  it  is  perhaps 
only  in  early  summer  that  the  beauty  of  the  in- 
numerable fruit  trees — apricots,  pomegranates,  wal- 
nuts and  many  others — ^justifies  enthusiasm.  To 
see  Damascus  as  the  Arab  sees  it,  we  must  approach 
it,  as  he  does,  from  the  desert.  The  Barada  (Abana) 
is  the  life  blood  of  Damascus.  Confined  in  a  narrow 
fiorge  until  close  to  the  city,  where  it  spreads  itself 
m  many  channels  over  the  plain,  only  to  lose  itself 
a  few  miles  away  in  the  marshes  that  fringe  the 
desert,  its  whole  strength  is  expended  in  maMng  a 
small  area  between  the  hill?  and  the  desert  really 
fertile.  That  is  why  a  city  on  this  site  is  inevitable 
and  permanent.  Damascus,  almost  defenceless 
from  a  militanr  point  of  view,  is  the  natural  mart 
and  factory  of  inland  Syria.  In  the  course  of  its 
long  history  it  has  more  than  once  enjoyed  and 
lost  political  suprema.cy,  but  in  all  the  vicissitudes 
of  political  fortime  it  has  remained  the  natural 
harbor  of  the  Syrian  desert. 

Damascus  lies  along  the  main  stream  of  the  Bara- 
da, almost  entirely  on  its  south  bank.     The  city  is 

about  a  mile  long  (E.  to  W.)  and  abiout 

3.  The  City  half  a  mile  broad  (N.  to  S.).  On  the 
Itself  south  side  a  long  suburb,  consisting 

for  the  most  part  of  a  single  street, 
called  the  MeidaUf  stretches  for  a  mile  beyond  the 
line  of  the  city  wall,  terminating  at  the  Bavnoabet 
Allah,  the  '^Gate  of  God,"  the  starting-point  of  the 
Hajf  the  annual  pilgrimage  to  Mecca.  The  city  has 
thus  roughly  the  shape  of  a  broad-headed  spoon,  of 
which  the  Meidan  is  the  handle.  In  the  Gr  period, 
a  long,  colonnaded  street  ran  through  the  city, 
doubtless  the  ^  Street  which  is  call^  Straight" 
(Acts  9  11).  This  street,  along  the  course  of  which 
remains  of  columns  have  been  discovered,  runs 
westward  from  the  BabeshSherkiy  the  "East  Gate." 
Part  of  it  is  still  called  Derh  eh-Muatahim  (''Straight 
Street"),  but  it  is  not  certain  that  it  has  borne  the 
name  through  all  the  intervening  cents.  It  runs 
between  the  Jewish  and  Christian  quarters  (on  the 
left  and  right,  respectively,  going  west),  and  ter- 
minates in  the  Svk  el-Mtdhaliyeh^  a  bazaar  built 
by  Midhat  Pasha,  on  the  north  of  which  is  the  main 
Moslem  quarter,  in  which  are  the  citadel  and  the 
Great  Mosque.  The  houses  are  flat-roofed,  and  are 
usually  built  roimd  a  courtyard,  in  which  is  a  foun- 
tain. The  streets,  with  the  exception  of  Straight 
Street,  are  mostly  narrow  and  tortuous,  but  on  the 
west  side  of  the  city  there  are  some  good  covered 
bazaars.  Damascus  is  not  rich  in  antiquities.  The 
Omayyad  Mosque,  or  Great  Mosque,  replaced  a 
Christian  church,  which  in  its  time  had  taken  the 
place  of  a  pagan  temple.  The  site  was  doubtless 
occupied  from  time  inmiemorial  by  the  chief  reli- 

g'ous  edifice  of  the  city.     A  small  part  of  the  ancient 
hristian  church  is  still  extant.     Part  of  the  city 
wall  has  been  preserved,  with  a  foundation  going 
back  to  Rom  times,  surmounted  by  Arab  work. 
I  The  traditional  site  of  Paul's  escape  (Acts  9  25; 
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2  Cor  11  33)  and  of  the  House  of  Naaman  (2  K  S) 
are  pointed  out  to  the  traveler,  but  the  traditions 
are  valueless.  The  charm  of  Damascus  lies  in  the 
life  of  the  bazaars,  in  the  variety  of  types  which  may 
be  seen  there — the  Druse,  the  Kurd,  the  Bedouin 
and  nioDV  others — and  in  ila  historical  associations. 
It  had  always  been  a  manufacturing  city.  Our 
word  "damask"  bears  witness  to  the  fame  of  its 
textile  industry,  and  the  "Damascus  blades"  of  the 
Crusading  period  were  equally  famous;  and  thou^ 
Timur  (Tamerlane)  deatroyed  the  trade  in  arms  m 
1399  by  carrying  away  the  armorers  to  Samarcand, 
Damascus  is  stiU  a  city  of  busy  crafteroen  in  cloth 
and  wood.  l\a  antiquity  casts  a  spell  of  romance 
upon  it.  After  a  traceable  history  of  thirty^^ve 
cenla.  it  is  still  a  populous  and  nourishing  city, 
and,  in  spite  of  the  advent  of  the  railway  and  even 
the  electric  street  car,  it  still  preserves  the  flavor 
of  the  East. 


kingdom  in  Damascus.  R«Eoa,  son  of  Eliada,  an 
officer  in  the  army  of  Hadadezer,  king  of  Zobab, 
escaped  in  the  hour  of  defeat,  and  became  a  captain 
of  banditti.  Later  be  established  himself  in  Da- 
mascus, and  became  ila  kmg  (1  K  11  23S).  He 
cherished  a  not  unnatural  animosity  against  Israel, 
and  the  rise  of  a  powerful  and  hostile  kingdom  in 
the  Israelitisb  frontier  was  a  constant  source  of 
anxiety  to  Solomon  (1  K  11  25). 

(2)  The  Aramaean  kin^m  (eir  960-7SS  BC).— 
Whether  Rezon  was  himself  the  founder  of  a  dy- 
nasty is  not  clear.  He  has  been  identified  with 
Hezion,  father  of  Tab-rim mon,  and  grandfather 
of  Ben-hadad  (1  K  IS  IS),  but  the  identification, 
though  a  natural  one,  is  insecure.  Ben-hadad  (Bir- 
idri)  is  the  first  king  of  Damascus,  after  Recon, 
of  whom  we  have  any  detailed  knowledge.  The 
disruption  of  the  Heb  kii^om  afforded  the  Ara- 
maeans an  opportunity  of  playing  oS  the  rival  Heb 


(1)  The  earli/  period  ((o  cir  950  BC).— The  origin 
of  Damascus  is  unknown.     Mraition  has  alre^y 

been  made  (jl)  of  the  references  to  the 
4.  Its  city  to  Egyp  inscriptions  and  in  the  Am 

~"  Tab.    '■  ..... 


Hislorjr 


It  appears  oi 


14  15  we  read  that  Abraham  pursued  the  four  kings 
as  far  as  Hobah,  "which  is  on  the  left  hand  [i.e.  the 
north]  of  Damascus."  But  this  is  simply  a  geo- 
graphical note  which  shows  only  that  Damascus 
waa  well  known  at  the  time  when  Gen  14  was 
written.  Greater  interest  attaches  to  Gen  IS  2. 
where  Abraham  complains  that  he  is  childless  and 
that  his  heir  is  "Dammeaek  Eliezer"  (ERV),  for 
which  the  Syr  ver6tonreadB"Elieier  the  Damaschul." 
The  clause,  however,  is  hopelessly  obscun;,  and  it  is 
doubtful  whether  it  contains  any  reference  to  Da- 
maficua  at  all.  In  the  time  of  David  Damascus  wns 
an  Aramaean  city,  which  assisted  the  neighboring 
Aramaean  states  in  their  unsuccessful  wars  against 
David  (2  8  8  6f).  These  campaigns  resulted  in- 
directly in  the  establishment  of  a  powerful  Aramaean 


States  against  each  other,  and  of  bestowing  their 
favors  now  on  one,  and  now  on  the  other.  Ben- 
hadad  was  induced  by  Asa  of  Judah  to  accept  a 
large  bribe,  or  tribute,  from  the  Temple  treasures, 
and  relieve  Asa  by  attackii^  the  Northern  Kii^om 
(1  K  IS  18  ff).  Some  years  later  (cir  880  BC) 
Ben-hadad  (or  his  successor?)  defeated  Omri  of 
Israel,  annexed  several  Israelitish  cities,  and  secured 
the  right  of  having  Syrian  "streets"  (i.e.  probably  a 
bazaar  for  Syrian  merchants)  in  Samaria  (1  K  20 
34).  Ben-hadad  il  (according  to  Winckler  the 
two  Ben-hadads  are  really  identical,  but  this  view, 
though  yasi,  possible  chronologically,  conflicts  with 
1  K  30  34)  waa  the  great  antagonist  of  Ahab.  His 
campaigns  against  I^ael  are  narrated  in  1  K  20  22. 
At  first  successful,  he  was  subsequently  twice  de- 
feated by  Ahab,  and  after  the  rout  at  Aphek  was 
at  the  mercy  of  the  conqueror,  who  treated  him 
with  generous  leniency,  claiming  only  the  restora- 
tion of  the  lost  Israehtish  towns,  and  the  right  of 
establishing  an  Israelitish  bazaar  in  Damascus. 
On  the  renewal  of  hostilities  three  years  later  Ahab 
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(ell  before  Ramotb-nlead,  and  his  death  relieved 
B^-hadad  of  the  only  neighboring  monarch  who 
could  ever  challenge  the  Buperiority  of  Damascus. 
Further  light  ia  thrown  upon  the  history  of  Damaa- 
cua  at  this  time  by  the  AsByrian  inscriptions.  In 
854  BC  the  Aseyrians  defeated  a  coahtion  of  Syrian 
and  Palestine  states  (including  Israel)  under  the 
leadership  of  Ben-hadad  at  Kar^.  In  849  and 
846  BC  renewed  attacks  were  made  upon  Damascus 
by  the  Assyrians,  who,  however,  did  not  effect  any 
considerable  conquest.  From  this  date  until  the 
fall  of  the  city  in  732  DC  the  power  of  the  Aramaean 
kingdom  depended  upon  the  activity  or  quiescence 
of  A883Tia.  Hazael,  who  murdered  Ben-hadad 
and  usurped  his  throne  cir  844  BC,  was  attacked 
in  842  and  839,  but  during  the  next  thirty  years 
Assyria  made  no  further  advance  westward.  Hazael 
was  able  to  devote  all  his  energies  to  his  western 
neighbors,  and  Isiael  BufTercd  8e\'ere1v  at  his  bands. 


made  tributary  to  Rammiin-nirari  III  of  Assyria. 
This  blow  wo^enod  Aram,  and  afforded  Jeroboam 
II  of  Israel  an  opportunity  of  avenging  the  defeats 
inflicted  upon  his  country  by  Hazael.  In  773 
Assyria  aaain  invaded  the  territory  of  Damascus. 
Tiglath-pileser  III  (745-727  BC)  pushed  vigorously 
westward,  and  in  738  R«zin  of  Damascus  paid  trib- 
ute. A  year  or  two  later  he  revolted,  and  attempted 
in  concert  with  Pekah  of  Israel,  to  coerce  Judah 
into  joining  an  anti-Assyrian  league  (2  K  IS  37; 
IS  5;  Isa  7),  His  punishment  was  swift  and  de- 
cisive. In  734  the  Assyrians  advanced  and  laid 
siege  to  Damascus,  which  fell  in  732.  Rezin  was 
executed,  his  kingdom  was  overthrown,  and  the 
city  suffered  the  fate  which  a  tew  years  later  befell 
Samaria. 

(4)  The  middle  period  (cir  7S$  BC-6S0  AD).— 
Damascus  bad  now  lost  its  political  importance, 
and  for  more  than  two  cents,  we  have  only  one  or 
two  inconsiderable  references  to  it.  It  is  men- 
tioned in  an  inscription  of  Sargon  (722-705  BC)  as 
having  taken  part  in  an  unsuccessful  insurrection 
along  with  Hamatli  and  Arpad.  There  are  inci' 
dental  references  to  it  in  Jer  49  23  ff  and  Eik  27 
18:  47  16  ff.  in  the  Pers  period  Damascus,  if  not 
poutically  of  great  importance,  was  a  prosperous 
city.  The  overthrow  of  the  Pers  empire  by  Alex- 
ander was  soon  followed  (301  BC)  by  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Seleucid  kii^om  of  Syria,  with 
Antioch  as  its  capital,  and  Damascus  lost  its  posi- 
tion as  the  chief  city  of  Syria.  The  center  of  gravity 
was  moved  toward  the  sea,  and  the  maritime  com- 
merce of  the  Levant  became  more  important  than 
the  trade  of  Damascus  with  the  interior.  In  111 
BC  the  Syrian  kingdom  was  divided,  and  Antiochus 
Cyxicenus  became  king  of  Coelc-Syria,  with  Da- 
mascus as  his  capital.  His  successors,  Demetrius 
Eucaerus  and  Antiochus  Dionysus,  had  troubled 
careers,  being  involved  in  domestic  conflicts  and 
in  wars  with  the  Parthians,  with  Alexander  Jan- 
naeus  of  Judaea,  and  with  Aretas  the  Nabataean, 
who  obtained  posseaaion  of  Damascus  in  85  BC. 
Tigranes,  being  of  Armenia,  held  Syria  for  some 
years  after  this  date,  but  was  defeated  by  the 
Romans,  and  in  64  BC  Pompey  finally  annexed  the 
country.  The  position  of  Damascus  during  the 
first  cent,  and  a  naif  of  Rom  rule  in  Syria  is  obscure. 
For  a  time  it  was  in  Rom  hands,  and  from  31  BC- 
33  AD  its  coins  bear  the  names  of  Aug:ustus  or  Ti- 
berius, Subsequently  it  was  again  in  the  hands 
of  the  Nabataeans,  and  was  ruled  by  an  ethnarch, 
r  governor,  appointed  by  Aretas,  the  Nabataean 


king, 

again  became  a  Rom  city.     In  the  early  history  of 
CSiristianity  Damascus,  as  compared  with  Antioch, 


played  a  vray  minor  part.  But  it  is  memor^le  in 
Christian  history  on  account  of  its  associations  with 
Paul's  conversion,  and  as  the  scene  of  his  earliest 
Christian  preaching  (Acts  9  1-25).  AlltheNTref- 
erences  to  the  city  relate  to  this  event  (Acts  0  1- 
25;  22  5-11;  3S  12.20;  2  Cor  11  32  f;  Gal  1  17). 


Traditional  House  of  Ananlu. 

Afterward,  under  the  early  Byzantine  emperor, 
Damascus,  thou^  important  as  an  outpost  of  civiU- 
lation  on  the  ,eage  of  the  desert,  continued  to  be 
second  to  Antioch  both  politically  and  ecclesiasti- 
cally, Itwasnotuntil  the  Arabian  conquest  (634  AX) 
when  it  passed  out  of  Christian  huids,  and  re- 
verted to  the  desert,  that  it  once  more  became  a  true 
capital. 

(4)  Under  lilam. — Damascus  hM  now  been  a  Moslem 
dty.  or  rather  a  city  uDdor  Moalem  rule,  [or  nsaxly  thir- 
teen centuries ,  Foratmut  t,  cent,  tttter  050  AD  It  was  the 
■eat  of  the  Omayyad  caliphs,  and  enjoyixl  a  posltiaD  of 
preemineace  In  the  Moslem  world.  Laler  It  was  sup- 
planted by  Budad.  and  Id  the  lOCh  cent.  It  cams  under 
the  rule  oi  the  Fatlmltea  of  Egypt,  Toward  the  close  of 
the  llth  cent,  the  Seljuk  Tui^s  entered  Syria  and  cap- 
tured Damascus.  In  the  period  of  the  Crusades  the 
city,  tlioush  never  of  dedslva  Importaoce.  piayed  ■  con- 
Btdersble  mrt,  and  was  for  a  Uma  the  headquart«n  of 
Saladln.  In  1300  it  was  plundered  by  the  Tartui. 
and  in  1399  Tlmur  exacted  an  enormous  ransom  from 
It,  and  carried  oft  its  famous  armorers,  thus  robbing 
It  of  one  of  Its  most  important  IndustrlM.  Finally. 
In  1516  AD,  the  Oanuuill  Turks  under  Sultan  Sellm  con- 
quered Syria,  and  Damascus  became,  and  still  is.  the 
capital  of  a,  province  of  the  Ottoman  Empire. 

C.  H,  Thomson 
DAMHESEK  ELIEZER  (G«n  IS  2  ERV).    See 

EUEZGB  (1), 

DAMN,  dam,  DAMNATION,  dam-nft'shun, 
DAMNABLE,dam'na-b'l:  These  words  have  undei^ 
gone  a  chaise  of  meaning  since  the  AV  was  made. 
They  are  derived  from  Lat  dam7iare="to  inflict  a 
loss,  "to  condemn,"  and  that  was  their  ori^nal 
meaning  in  En^.  Now  they  denote  exclusively  ihe 
idea  of  everlastmg  punishment  in  hell.  It  is  often 
difficult  (^  determine  which  meaning  was  intended 
bv  the  translators  in  AV.  They  have  been  excluded 
altogether  from  RV.  The  words  for  which  they 
stand  in  AV  are: 

(1)  iliriiX««i,  apdleia,  "destruction,"  tr^  "damna- 
ble" and  "damnation"  only  in  2  Pet  21  3  (RV 
"destructive,"  "destruction").  False  prophets 
taught  doctrines  calculated  to  destroy  others,  and 
themselves  incurred  the  sentence  of  destruction 
such  as  overtook  the  fallen  angeis,  the  world  in  the 
Deluge^  and  the  cities  of  the  Plain,  Ap6leia  occurs 
otherwise  16  times  in  the  NT,  and  is  always  tH  in 
AV  and  RV  by  either  "perdition"  or  "destruction"; 
twice  of  waste  of  treasure  (Mt  26  8  — Mk  14  4): 
twice  of  the  beast  that  comes  out  of  the  abyss  and 
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Some  men  are  '^vessels  of  wrath  fitted  unto  de- 
struction'' (Rom  9  22),  and  others,  their  ''end  is 
perdition"  (Phil  3  19).  It  is  the  antithesis  of  sal- 
vation (He  10  39;  Phil  1  28).  Of  the  two  ways  of 
life,  one  leads  to  aestruction  (Mt  7  13).  Whether 
it  is  utter,  final  and  irretrievable  destruction  is  not 
stated. 

(2)  jcp/w,  krino.  tr<*  "damned"  only  in  AV 
of  2  Thess  2  12  (RV  "judged")  means  *^to  judge" 
in  the  widest  sense,  "to  form  an  opinion"  (Lk  7  43), 
and  forensically  "to  test  and  try"  an  accused  person. 
It  can  only  acquire  the  sense  of  "judging  guOty"  or 
"condemmng"  from  the  context. 

(3)  KaraKplpta^  kcUakrind,  tr**  "damned"  only  in 
AV  of  Mk  16  16;  Rom  14  23  ("condemned'^'  m 
RV),  means  properly  "to  give  judgment  against" 
or  "to  condemn  and  is  so  tr°  17  t  in  AV  and 
always  in  RV. 

(4)  KpUrts,  krisis,  tr**  "damnation"  in  AV  of 
Mt  28  33 :  Mk  3  29;  Jn  6  29  (RV  "judgment," 
but  in  Mk  3  29,  "sin"  for  d/udpri^jua,  namdrtema), 
means  (a)  judgment  in  general  like  krinOf  and  is 
so  used  about  17  t,  besides  14  t  in  the  phrase  "day 
of  judgment";  (h)  "condemnation,"  Hke  AxitoMnd, 
about  14  t. 

(5)  KplfjM,  krima,  tr**  in  AV  "damnation"  7  t  (Mt 
23  14  =  Mk  12  40»Lk  20  47;  Rom  3  8;  13  2;  1 
Cor  11  29;  1  Tim  6  12),  "condemnation"  6 1,  "judg- 
ment" 13  t,  "law"  and  "avenged"  once  each;  m 
RV  "condemnation"  9  t  (Mt  23  14  only  inserted 
in  m),  "judgment"  17  t,  and  once  in  m,  "lawsuit" 
and  "sentence"  once  each.  "Judgment"  may  be 
neutral,  an  impartial  act  of  the  judge  weighing  the 
evidence  (so  in  Mt  7  2;  Acts  24  25;  Rom  11  33; 
He  6  2;  1  Pet  4  17;  Rev  20  4)  and  'lawsuit"  (1 
Cor  6  7) ;  or  it  may  be  inferred  from  the  context 
that  judgment  is  unto  condemnation  (so  in  Rom  2 
2.3;  6  16;  Gal  5  10;  2  Pet  2  3;  Rev  17  1;  18 
20,  and  RV  Rom  13  2;  1  Cor  11  29).  In  places 
where  hrima  and  hrisis  are  rightly  tr**  "condem- 
nation," and  where  "judgment  regarded  as  an  ac- 
complished fact  involves  a  sentence  of  guilt,  they 
together  with  kcUakrind  define  the  relation  of  a  per- 
son to  the  supreme  authority,  as  that  of  a  crimmal, 
found  and  held  guilty,  and  liable  to  punishment. 
So  the  Rom  empu*e  regarded  Jesus  Christ,  and  the 
thief  on  the  cross  (Lk  23  40;  24  20).  But  gener- 
ally these  words  refer  to  man  as  a  sinner  against 
God,  judged  guilty  by  Him,  and  liable  to  the  just 
penalty  of  sin.  They  imply  nothing  further  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  penalty  or  the  state  of  man  under- 
going it.  nor  as  to  its  duration.    Nor  does  the  word 

eternal"  (ali&v,  cUdvws,  aidn^  aU^ioSj  often  wrongly 
tr*  "everlasting"  in  AV)  when  added  to  them,  deter- 
mine the  question  of  duration.  Condemnation  is 
an  act  in  the  moral  universe,  which  cannot  be  deter- 
mined under  categories  of  time. 

These  terms  d^ne  the  action  of  God  in  relation 
to  man's  conduct,  as  that  of  the  Supreme  Judge, 
but  they  express  only  one  aspect  of  that  relation 
which  is  only  fully  conceived,  when  co5rdinated  with 
the  more  fundamental  idea  of  God's  Fatherhood. 
See  Eschatology;  Judgment. 

LiTBRATUBB. — Salmoiid,  Chriatian  Doctrine  of  Immor- 
tality; Charles,  Eachatology, 

T.  Rees 
DAMSEL,  dam'zel:  A  young,  unmarried  woman; 
a  girl  (lass);  maiden  (cf  I^.  demoiaelle) .  RV  in  Mt 
86  69;  Jn  18  17;  Acts  12  13:  16  16  gives  "maid" 
for  TcuSlaKtij  paidiskej  "a  girl,  i.e.  (spec.)  a  maid- 
servant or  young  feniale  slave  (AV  "damsel"),  and 
"child"  for  raidlov^  paidioUf  "a  half-grown  boy 
or  girl,"  in  Mk  6  39.40&i8.41. 

DAN  (H,  dan,  "judge";  A«£v,  Ddn)\  The  fifth 
of  Jacob's  sons,  the  first  borne  to  him  b^  Bilhah, 
the  maid  of  Rachel,  to  whom,  as  the  child  of  her 


slave,  he  legally  belonged.    At  his  birth  Rachel, 

whose  barrenness  had  been  a  sore  trial  to  her, 

exclaimed  "God  hath  judged  me  ...  . 

1.  Name       and  hath  given  me  a  son,   so  she  called 

his  name  Dan.  i.e.  "judg^"  (Gen  80 
6).  He  was  full  brother  oi  Naphtali.  In  Jacob's 
Blessing  there  is  an  echo  of  Rachel's  words,  "Dan 
shall  judge  his  people"  (Gen  49  16).  Of  the  pa- 
triarch Dan  almost  nothing  is  recorded.  Of  nis 
sons  at  the  settlement  in  Egypt  only  one,  Hushim. 
is  mentioned  (Gen  46  23).  The  name  in  Nu  2q 
42  is  Shuham.  The  tribe  however  stands  second 
in  point  of  numbers  on  leaving  Egypt,  furnishing 

62,700  men  of  war  (Nu  1  39);    and 

2.  The  at  the  second  census  they  were  64,400 
Tribe  strong  (26  43).    The  standard  of  the 

camp  of  Dan  in  the  desert  march,  with 
which  were  Asher  and  Naphtali,  was  on  the  north 
side  of  the  tabernacle  (Nu  2  25;  10  25;  cf  Josh 
6  9  AVm  "gathering  host").  The  prince  of  the 
tribe  was  Ahiezer  (Nu  1  12).  Among  the  spies 
Dan  was  represented  by  Ammiel  the  son  of  Gemalli 
(18  12).  CK  the  tribe  of  Dan  was  Oholiab  (AV 
"Aholiab")  one  of  the  wise-hearted  artificers  en- 
gaged in  the  construction  of  the  tabernacle  (Ex  81 
6).  One  who  was  stoned  for  blasphemy  was  the 
son  of  a  Danite  woman  (Lev  24  10  f).  At  the 
ceremony  of  blessing  and  ciu*8ing,  Dan  and  Naphtali 
stood  on  Mount  Ebal,  while  the  other  Rachel  tribes 
were  on  Gerizim  (Dt  27  13).  The  prince  of  Dan 
at  the  division  of  the  land  was  Bukki  the  son  of 
Jogli  (Nu  84  22). 

The  portion  assigned  to  Dan  adjoined  those  of 
Ephraim,  Benjamin  and  Judah,  and  lay  on  the  west- 
em  slopes  of  the  mountain.  The 
8.  Territoiy  reference  in  Jgs  6  17:  "And  Dan, 
why  did  he  remain  in  ships?"  seems  to 
mean  that  on  the  W.  Dan  had  reached  the  sea.  But 
the  passage  is  one  of  difficultv.  We  are  told  that 
the  Amontes  forced  the  children  of  Dan  into  the 
moimtain  (Jgs  1  34)^  so  they  did  not  enjoy  the 
richest  part  of  their  ideal  portion,  the  fertile  plain 
between  the  moimtain  and  the  jsea.  The  strong  hand 
of  the  house  of  Joseph  kept  the  Amorites  tributary, 
but  did  not  drive  them  out.  Later  we  find  Dan 
oppressed  by  the  Philis,  against  whom  the  heroic 
exploits  of  Samson  were  performed  (Jgs  14 ff). 
The  expedition  of  the  Danites  recorded  in  Jgs  18 
is  referred  to  in  Josh  19  47  ff .  The 
4.  The  story  affords  a  priceless  glimpse  of  the 

Danite  Raid  conditions  prevailing  in  those  days. 
Desiring  an  extension  of  territory,  the 
Danites  sent  out  spies,  who  recommended  an  attack 
upon  Laish,  a  city  at  the  north  end  of  the  Jordan 
valley.  The  i)eople,  possibly  a  colony  from  Sidon. 
were  careless  in  their  fancied  security.  The  land 
was  large,  and  there  was  "no  want  of  an3rthing  that 
was  in  the  earth."  The  expedition  of  the  600,  their 
dealings  with  Micah  and  his  priest,  their  capture 
of  Laish,  and  their  founding  of  an  idol  shrine  with 
priestly  attendant,  illustrate  the  strange  mingUng 
of  lawlessness  and  superstition  which  was  charac- 
teristic of  the  time.  The  town  rebuHt  on  the  site 
of  Laish  they  called  Dan — see  following  art.  Per- 
haps 2  Ch  2  14  may  be  taken  to  indicate  that  the 
Danites  intermarried  with  the  Phoenicians.  Di- 
vided between  its  ancient  seat  in  the  S.  and  the  new 
territory  in  the  N.  the  tribe  retained  its  place  in 
Israel  for  a  time  (1  Ch  12  35;  27  22),  but  it  played 
no  part  of  importance  in  the  subsequent  history. 
The  name  disappears  from  the  genealogical  lists 
of  Ch;  and  it  is  not  mentioned  among  the  tribes  in 
Rev  7  6  ff . 

Samson  was  the  one  great  man  produced  by  Dan, 
and  he  seems  to  have  embodied  tne  leading  charac- 
teristics of  the  tribe:  unsteady,  unscrupulous,  vio- 
lent, possessed  of  a  certain  grim  humor;  stithy 
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in  tactics — ''a  serpent  in  the  way,  an  adder  in  the 
path"  (Gen  49  17) — ^but  swift  and  strong  in  strik- 
ing— "a  lion's  whelp,  that  leapeth  forth  from  Ba- 
shan"  (Dt  33  22).  Along  with  Abel,  Dan  ranked 
as  a  city  in  which  the  true  customs  of  old  Israel  were 
preserved  (2  S  20  18  LXX).  W.  Ewinq 

DAN:  A  city  familiar  as  marking  the  northern 
limit  of  the  land  of  Israel  in  the  conmion  phrase 
"from  Dan  even  to  Beer-sheba"  (J^  20  1:1  S3 
20,  etc).  Its  ancient  name  was  Laish  or  Leshem 
(Jgs  18  7.  etc).  It  was  probably  an  outl3ring  set- 
tlement of  Tyre  or  Sidon.  Its  inhabitants,  pursu- 
ing the  ends  of  peaceful  traders,  were  defenceless 
against  the  onset  of  the  Danite  raiders.  Having 
captured  the  city  the  Danites  gave  it  the  name  of 
their  own  tribal  ancestor  (Jgs  18).  It  lay  in  the 
valley  near  Beth-rehob  (ver  &).  Jos  places  it  near 
Mt.  Lebanon  and  the  fountain  of  the  lesser  Jor- 
dan, a  day's  journey  from  Sidon  (Ant,  V,  iii,  1: 
VIII,  viii,  4;  BJ,  IV,  i,  1).  Onom  savs  it  lay  4 
Rom  miles  from  Paneas  on  the  way  to  T}^^,  at  the 
source  of  the  Jordan.  This  points  decisively  to 
Tell  d'K&iy,  in  the  plain  W.  of  Banias.  The  moimd 
of  this  name — ^cUiy  is  the  exact  Arab,  equivalent  of 
the  Heb  Dan — arises  from  among  the  bushes  and 
reeds  to  a  height  varying  from  40  to  80  ft.  The 
largest  of  all  the  springs  of  the  Jordan  rises  on  the 
west  side.  The  waters  join  with  those  of  a  smaller 
spring  on  the  other  side  to  form  Nahr  d-Ledd&n 
which  flows  southward  to  meet  the  streams  from 
B&niOa  and  Hasheiyeh,  The  mound,  which  is  the 
crater  of  an  extinct  volcano^  has  certain  ancient 
remains  on  the  south  side,  while  the  tomb  of  Sheikh 
Marzuk  is  sheltered  by  two  holy  trees.  The  sanc- 
tuary and  ritual  established  by  the  Danites  per- 
sisted as  long  as  the  house  of  God  was  in  Shiloh,  and 
the  priesthood  in  this  idolatrous  shrine  remained 
in  the  family  of  Jonathan  till  the  conquest  of  Tig- 
lath-pileser  (Jgs  18  30;  2  K  15  29).  Here  Jero- 
boam I  set  up  the  golden  calf.  The  ancient  sanctity 
of  the  place  would  tend  to  promote  the  success  of 
hid  scheme  (1  K  12  28  f,  etc).  The  calf,  according 
to  a  Jewish  tradition,  was  taken  awav  by  Tiglath- 
pileser.  Dan  fell  before  Benhadad,  King  of  Syria 
(1  K  15  20;  2  Ch  16  4).  It  was  regained  bv 
Jeroboam  II  (2  K  14  25).  It  shared  the  country  s 
fate  at  the  hands  of  Tiglath-pileser  (2  K  15  29). 

It  was  to  this  district  that  Abraham  pursued  the 
army  of  Chedorlaomer  (Gen  14  14).  For  Dr.  G. 
A.  smith's  suggestion  that  Dan  may  have  been  at 
Banias  see  HGHL\  473,  480  f .  W.  Ewing 

DAN  (Ezk  27  19  AV).    See  Vedan. 

DANCING,  dan'sing.    See  Games. 

DANDLE,  dan'd'l  (79^9,  8hd'dsha\  a  Pulpal 
form,  from  root  y?Tp ,  ah&Wf  with  sense  of  to  "be 
caressed'^.  Occurs  in  Isa  66  12,  "shall  be  dandled 
upon  the  knees.'' 

DANGER,  dan'jgr:  Dan^^er  does  not  express  a 
state  of  reality  but  a  possibility.  In  Mt  5  21  f, 
however,  and  also  AV  Mk  3  29  (RV  "but  is  guilty 
of  an  eternal  sin")  the  expression  "dancer"  refers 
to  a  certainty,  for  the  danger  spoken  oi  is  in  one 
case  judgment  which  one  brings  upon  himself,  and 
in  the  other  the  committing  of  an  unpardonable 
sin.  Both  are  the  necessarv  conseauences  of  a 
man's  conduct.  The  reason  for  translating  the  Gr 
Iwxof,  ^nochoa  (lit.  "to  be  held  in  anything  so 
one  cannot  escape")  by  "is  in  d^ger,"  instead  of 
"guilty"  or  "liable,"  may  be  due  to  the  translat- 
or's conception  of  these  passages  as  a  warning 
against  sucn  an  act  rather  than  as  a  statement  of  the 
judgment  which  stands  pronounced  over  every  man 
who  commits  the  sin.  A.  L.  Bbeslich 


DANIEL,  dan'yel  (^K^J'^,  danlye%  ^'^f^ ,  d&ni'U, 
"God  is  my  judge";  Aaia^iX,  DaniU): 

(1)  One  of  the  sons  of  David  (1  Ch  3  1). 

(2)  A  Levite  of  the  family  of  Ithamar  (Ezr  8  2; 
Neh  10  6). 

(3)  A  prophet  of  the  time  of  Nebuchadnezzar 
and  Cyrus,  the  hero  and  author  of  the  Book  of  Dnl. 

We  know  nothing  of  the  early  life  of 

1.  Early        Daniel,  except  what  is  recorded  in  the 
Life  book  Searing  his  name.    Here  it  is 

said  that  he  was  one  of  the  youths  of 
royal  or  noble  seed,  who  were  carried  captive  by 
Nebuchadnezzar  in  the  third  year  of  Jehoiakim, 
king  of  Judah.  These  ^rouths  were  without  blem- 
ish, well-favored,  skilful  in  all  wisdom,  endued  with 
knowledge,  and  understanding  science,  and  such 
as  had  ability  to  stand  in  the  king's  palace.  The 
king  commanded  to  teach  them  the  knowledge  and 
tongue  of  the  Chaldaeans;  and  appointed  for  them 
a  (^ily  portion  of  the  king's  food  and  of  the  wine 
which  he  drank.  After  having  been  thus  nourished 
for  three  years,  they  were  to  stand  before  the  king. 
Ashpenaz,  the  master  or  chief  of  the  eunuchs  ^  into 
whose  hands  they  had  been  intrusted,  following  a 
custom  of  the  time,  gave  to  each  of  these  youths  a 
new  and  Bab  name.  To  Daniel,  he  gave  the  name 
Belteshazzar.  In  Bab  this  name  was  probably 
Belu-Uta-sharri-usur,  which  means  "O  Bel,  protect 
thou  the  hostage  of  the  king,"  a  most  appropriate 
name  for  one  in  the  place  which  Daniel  occupied 
as  a  hostage  of  Jehoiakim  at  the  court  of  the  king 
of  Babylon.  The  youths  were  probably  from  12 
to  15  years  of  age  at  the  time  when  they  were  carried 
captive.  (For  changes  of  names,  cf  Jos^h  changed 
to  Zaphenath-paneah  [Gen  41  45];  Eliakim,  to 
Jehoiakim  [2  K  23  34];  Mattaniah,  to  Zedddah 
[2  K  24  17);  and  the  two  names  of  the  high  priest 
Johanan's  brother  in  the  Sachau  Papyri,  i.e.  Ostan 
and  Anani.) 

Having  purposed  in  his  heart  that  he  would  not 
defile  himself  with  the  food  and  drink  of  the  king, 
Daniel  requested  of  Ashpenaz  permission  to  eat 
vegetables  and  drink  water.  Through  the  favor  of 
G<xl,  this  request  was  granted,  notwithstanding  the 
fear  of  Ashpenaz  that  ms  head  would  be  endangered 
to  the  king  on  account  of  the  probably  resulting 
poor  appearance  of  the  youths  living  upon  this 
bloodKliluting  diet,  in  comparison  with  the  expected 
healthy  appearance  of  the  others  of  their  class. 
However,  ten  days'  trial  having  been  first  granted, 
and  at  the  end  of  that  time  their  countenances 
having  been  found  fairer  and  their  fiesh  fatter  than 
the  other  youths',  the  permission  was  made  perma- 
nent; and  God  gave  to  Daniel  and  his  companions 
knowledge  and  skill  in  all  learning  and  wisdom,  and 
to  Daniel  understanding  in  all  visions  and  dreams; 
so  that  at  the  end  of  the  three  years  when  the  king 
communcKl  with  them,  he  found  them  much  superior 
to  all  the  magicians  and  enchanters  in  every  matter 
of  wisdom  and  understanding. 

Daniel's  public  activities  were  in  harmony  with 
his  education.  His  first  appearance  was  as  an  in- 
terpreter of  the  dream  recorded   in 

2.  Dream-    Dnl  2.    Nebuchadnezzar  having  seen 
Interpreter    in  his  dream  a  vision  of  a  great  image, 

excellent  in  brightness  and  terrible  in 
appearance,  its  head  of  fine  ^old,  its  breast  and  its 
arms  of  silver,  its  belly  and  its  thighs  of  brass,  its 
legs  of  iron,  its  feet  part  of  iron  and  part  of  clay, 
beheld  a  stone  cut  out  without  hands  smiting  the 
image  and  breaking  it  in  pieces,  until  it  became  like 
chaff  and  was  earned  away  by  the  wind;  while  the 
stone  that  smote  the  image  became  a  great  mountain 
and  filled  the  whole  earth.  When  the  king  awoke 
from  his  troubled  sleep,  he  forgot,  or  feigned  that 
he  had  forgotten,  the  dream,  and  summoned  the 
wise  men  of  Babylon  both  to  tell  him  the  dream  and 
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to  give  the  interpretation  thereof.  The  wise  men 
having  said  that  they  could  not  tell  the  dream,  nor 
interpret  it  as  long  as  it  was  untold,  the  king  threat- 
ened them  with  death.  Daniel,  who  seems  not  to 
have  been  present  when  the  other  wise  men  were 
before  the  lung,  when  he  was  informed  of  the  threat 
of  the  kine,  and  that  preparations  were  being  made 
to  slay  alTof  the  wise  men  of  Babylon,  himself  and 
his  three  companions  included,  boldly  went  in  to  the 
king  and  requested  that  he  would  appoint  a  time 
for  him  to  appear  to  show  the  interpretation.  Then 
he  went  to  his  house,  and  he  and  his  companions 
prayed,  and  the  dream  and  its  interpretation  were 
made  known  unto  Daniel.  At  the  appointed  time, 
the  dream  was  explained  and  the  four  Hebrews  were 
loaded  with  wealth  and  given  high  positions  in  the 
service  of  the  king.  In  the  4th  chapter,  we  have 
recorded  Daniel's  interpretation  of  the  dream  of 
Nebuchadnezzar  about  tne  great  tree  that  was  hewn 
at  the  command  of  an  angel,  thus  prefiguring  the 
insanity  of  the  king. 

Daniel's  third  great  appearance  in  the  book  is 

in  ch  6,  where  he  is  called  upon  to  explain  the 

extraordinary  writing  upon  the  wall 

8.  Inter-        of  Belshazzar's  palace,  which  foretold 

Sreter  of        the  end  of  the  Bab  empire  and  the  in- 
igns  coming  of  the  Modes  and  Persians. 

For  this  service  Daniel  was  clothed 
with  purple,  a  chain  of  gold  put  around  his  neck, 
and  he  was  made  the  third  ruler  in  the  kingdom. 

Daniel,  however,  was  not  merely  an  interpreter 
of  other  men's  visions.    In  the  last  six  chapters  we 
have  recorded  four  or  five  of  his  own ' 

4.  Seer  of     visions^  all  of  which  are  taken  up  with 
Visions  revelations  concerning  the  future  his- 
tory of  the  great  world  empires,  esp. 

in  their  relation  to  the  people  of  God,  and  predic- 
tions of  the  final  triumph  ot  the  Messiah's  kingdom. 
In  addition  to  his  duties  as  seer  and  as  inter- 
preter of  signs  and  dreams,  Daniel  also  stood  high 
in  the  governmental  service  of  Nebu- 

5.  Official  chadnezzar,  Belshazzar,  and  Darius 
of  the  the  Mede,  and  perhaps  also  of  Cyrus. 
Kings  The  Book  of  Dnl,  our  only  rehable 

source  of  information  on  this  subject, 
does  not  tell  us  much  about  his  civil  duties  and  per- 
formances. It  does  say,  however,  that  he  was  cnief 
of  the  wise  men,  that  he  was  in  the  gate  of  the  king, 
and  that  he  was  governor  over  the  whole  province 
of  Babylon  under  Nebuchadnezzar;  that  Belshaz- 
zar made  him  the  third  ruler  in  his  kingdom;  and 
that  Darius  made  him  one  of  the  three  presidents  to 
whom  his  himdred  and  twenty  satraps  were  to  give 
account;  and  that  he  even  thought  to  set  him  over 
his  whole  kingdom.  In  all  of  these  positions  he 
seems  to  have  conducted  himself  with  faithfulness 
and  judgment.  While  in  the  service  of  Darius  the 
Mede,  he  aroused  the  antipathy  of  the  other  presi- 
dents and  of  the  satraps.  Unable  to  find  any  fault 
with  his  official  acts,  they  induced  the  kins  to  make 
a  decree,  apparently  general  in  form  and  purpose, 
but  really  aimed  at  Daniel  alone.  They  saw  that 
they  coiAd  find  no  valid  accusation  against  him, 
unless  they  found  it  in  connection  with  something 
concerning  the  law  of  his  God.  They  therefore 
caused  the  king  to  make  a  decree  that  no  one  should 
make  a  request  of  anyone  for  the  space  of  thirty 
days,  save  of  the  king.  Daniel,  having  publicly 
prayed  three  times  a  day  as  he  was  in  the  habit  of 
aoing,  was  caught  in  the  act,  accused,  and  on 
account  of  the  irrevocability  of  a  law  of  the  Medes 
and  Persians,  was  condemned  in  accordance  with 
the  decree  to  be  cast  into  a  den  of  lions.  The  king 
was  much  troubled  at  this,  but  was  unable  to  with- 
hold the  punishment.  However,  he  expressed  to 
Daniel  his  betief  that  his  God  in  whom  ne  trusted 
continually  would  deliver  him;    and  so  indeed  it 


came  to  pass.  For  in  the  morning,  when  the  king 
drew  near  to  the  mouth  of  the  den,  and  called  to 
him,  Daniel  said  that  God  had  sent  His  angel  and 
shut  the  mouths  of  the  lions.  So  Daniel  was  taken 
up  unharmed^  and  at  the  command  of  the  king  his 
accusers,  having  been  cast  into  the  den,  were  de- 
stroyed before  they  reached  the  bottom. 

Literature. — Besides  the  commentaries  and  other 
works  mentioned  in  the  art.  on  the  Book  of  Dnl,  valuable 
Information  may  be  fomid  in  Jos  and  in  Payne  Smith's 
Lectures  on  Daniel.  _     ._%  <v<>t 

R.  Dick  Wilson 
DANIEL,  dan'yel,  BOOK  OF: 

I.  Name 

II.  Place  in  the  Canon 

III.  Divisions  of  the  Book 

IV.  Lanouaqbs 

V.     Purpose  or  the  Book 
VI.     Unity 
VII.     Genuineness 

1.  The  Predictions 

2.  The  Miracles 

3.  The  Text 

4.  The  Language 

6.  The  Historical  Statements 
VIII.     Interpretation 
IX.     Doctrines 
Literature 
X.     Apocryphal  Additions 
Lxtebaturb 

/•  Name, — The  Book  of  Dnl  is  rightly  so  called, 
whether  we  consider  Daniel  as  the  author  of  it,  or 
as  the  principal  person  mentioned  in  it. 

//.  Place  in  the  Canon, — In  the  En^.  Bible,  Dnl 
is  placed  among  the  Major  Prophets,  inmiediately 
after  Ezk,  thus  following  the  order  of  the  Sept  and 
of  the  Lat  Vulg.  In  the  Heb  Bible,  however,  it  is 
placed  in  the  third  division  of  the  Canon,  called 
the  Kethuvim  or  writing,  by  the  Hebrews,  and  the 
hagiographaj  or  holy  writings,  by  the  Seventy.  It 
has  been  clauned,  that  Dnl  was  placed  by  the  Jews 
in  the  third  part  of  the  Canon,  either  because  they 
thought  the  mspiration  of  its  author  to  be  of  a  lower 
kind  than  was  tnat  of  the  other  prophets,  or  because 
the  book  was  written  after  the  second  or  prophetical 
part  of  the  Canon  had  been  closed.  It  is  more 
probable,  that  the  book  was  placed  in  this  part  of 
the  Heb  Canon,  because  Daniel  is  not  called  a 
ncAhV  ("prophet");  but  was  rather  a  hozeh  ("seer") 
and  a  h&kh&m  ("wise  man").  None  but  the  works 
of  the  Wbhl'lm  were  put  in  the  second  part  of  the 
Jewish  Canon,  the  third  being  reserved  for  the 
heterogeneous  works  of  seers,  wise  men,  and  priests, 
or  for  those  that  do  not  mention  the  name  or  work 
of  a  prophet,  or  that  are  poetical  in  form.  A  con- 
fusion has  arisen,  because  the  Gr  word  prophet  is 
used  to  render  the  two  Heb  words  ndbht*  and  hozeh. 
In  the  Scriptures,  God  is  said  to  speak  to  the  former, 
whereas  the  latter  see  visions  and  dream  dreams. 
Some  have  attempted  to  explain  the  position  of 
Daniel  by  assunimg  that  he  had  the  prophetic 
gift  without  holding  the  prophetic  office.  It  must 
be  kept  in  mind  that  all  reasons  given  'to  account 
for  the  order  and  place  of  many  of  the  books  in  the 
Canon  are  purely  conjectural,  since  we  have  no 
historical  evidence  bearing  upon  the  subject  earlier 
than  the  time  of  Jesus  ben  Sirach,  who  wrote  prob- 
ably about  180  BC. 

ilL  DadnonM  of  thm  Book, — ^According  to  its  sub- 
ject-matter, the  book  falls  naturally  into  two  great 
divisions,  each  consisting  of  six  chapters,  the  first 
portion  containing  the  mstorical  sections,  and  the 
second  the  apoc^yptic,  or  predictive,  portions; 
though  the  former  is  not  devoid  of  predictions,  nor 
the  latter  of  historical  statements.  More  specifi- 
cally, the  first  chapter  is  introductory  to  the  whole 
booK;  chs  2-6  describe  some  marvelous  events  in 
the  history  of  Daniel  and  his  three  companions  in 
their  relations  with  the  rulers  of  Babylon;  and  chs 
7-12  narrate  some  visions  of  Daniel  concerning  the 
great  world-empires,  esp.  in  relation  to  the  kingdom 
of  God. 
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According  to  the  languages  in  which  the  book  is 
written,  it  may  be  divided  into  the  Aram,  portion, 
extending  from  2  46  to  the  end  of  ch  7,  and  a  Heb 
portion  embracing  the  rest  of  the  book. 

IV.  Ixmgttagea. — The  language  of  the  book  is 
partly  Heb  and  partly  a  dialect  of  Aram.,  which 
nas  been  called  Chaldee,  or  Bib.  Aram.  This  Aram, 
is  almost  exactly  the  same  as  that  which  is  found  in 

S)rtions  of  Ezr.  On  account  of  the  lar^e  number  of 
ab  and  Pers  words  characteristic  of  this  Aram,  and 
of  that  of  the  papyri  recently  found  in  Egypt,  as 
well  as  on  account  of  the  general  similarity  of  the 
nominal,  verbal  and  other  forms,  and  of  the  syn- 
tactical construction,  the  Aram,  of  this  period  might 
properly  be  called  tne  Bab-Pers  Aram.  With  the 
exception  of  the  sign  used  to  denote  the  sound  dhj 
and  of  the  use  of  ^oph  in  a  few  cases  where  Dnl  has 
^ayin,  the  spelling  in  the  papyri  is  the  same  in  gen- 
eral as  that  in  the  Bib.  books.  Whether  the  change 
of  spelling  was  made  at  a  later  time  in  the  MSS  of 
Dnl,  or  whether  it  was  a  peculiarity  of  the  Bab  Aram, 
as  distinguished  from  tne  Egyp,  or  whether  it  was 
due  to  the  unifying,  scientific  genius  of  Daniel  him- 
self, we  have  no  means  at  present  to  determine.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Elephantine  Papyri  fre- 
quently employ  the  d  sign  to  express  the  dh  sound, 
and  that  it  is  always  employed  in  Ezr  to  egress  it; 
in  view  further  of  the  fact  that  the  z  sign  is  found 
as  late  as  the  earliest  Nabatean  inscription,  that  of 
70  BC  (see  Euting,  349:  1,  2,  4)  to  express  the  dh 
sound,  it  seems  fatuous  to  insist  on  the  ground  of  the 
writing  of  these  two  soimds  in  the  Book  of  Dnl,  that 
it  cannot  have  been  written  in  the  Pers  period.  As 
to  the  use  of  f^vh  and  ^ayin  for  the  Aram,  sound 
which  corresponos  to  the  Heb  gadhe  when  equiva- 
lent to  an  Arab,  dad,  any  hasty  conclusion  is  de- 
barred by  the  fact  that  the  Aram^apyri  of  the  5th 
cent.  BC,  the  MSS  of  the  Sam  Tg  and  the  Man- 
daic  MSS  written  from  600  to  900  AD  all  employ 
the  two  letters  to  express  the  one  sound.  The 
writing  of  *&leph  and  hi  without  any  proper  dis- 
crimination occurs  in  the  papyri  as  well  as  m  Dnl. 
The  only  serious  objection  to  the  early  date  of  Dnl 
upon  the  ground  of  its  spelling  is  that  which  is 
based  upon  the  use  of  a  mial  n  in  the  pronominal 
suffix  ot  the  second  and  third  persons  masc.  pi. 
instead  of  the  m  of  the  Aram.  pap3rri  and  of  the 
Zakir  and  Sendschirli  inscriptions.  It  is  possible 
that  Dnl  was  influenced  in  this  by  the  correspond- 
ing forms  of  the  Bab  language.  The  Syr  and  Man- 
daic  dialects  of  the  Aram,  agree  with  the  Bab  in 
the  formation  of  the  pronominal  suffixes  of  the 
second  and  third  persons  masc.  pi.,  as  against  the 
Hebj  Arab.,  Minaean,  Sabaean  and  Ethiopic.  It  is 
possible  that  the  occurrence  of  m  in  some  west  Aram, 
documents  may  have  arisen  through  the  influence 
of  the  Heb  and  Phoen,  and  that  pure  Aram,  always 
had  n  just  as  we  find  it  in  Assvr  and  Bab,  and  m 
all  east  Aram,  documents  thus  far  discovered. 

The  supposition  that  the  use  of  2/  in  Dnl  as  a  pre- 
formative  of  the  third  p^'son  masculine  of  the  im- 
perfect proves  a  Palestinian  provenience  has  been 
shown  to  be  untenable  by  the  discovery  that  the 
earliest  east  Syr  also  used  y.  (See  M.  Pognon,  /n^ 
scnptions  shniiiquesy  premiere  partie,  17.) 

Tliis  inscription  is  dated  73  AD.  This  proof  that 
in  the  earlier  stages  of  its  history  the  east  Aram, 
was  in  this  respect  the  same  as  that  found  in  Dnl  is 
confirmed  by  the  fact  that  the  forms  of  the  3d 
person  of  the  imperiect  found  in  the  proper  names 
on  the  Aram,  dockets  of  the  Assyr  inscriptions  also 
have  the  preformative  y.     (See  CIS,  II,  47.) 

K.  Farpo9€  of  ihm  Book. — The  book  is  not  in- 
tended to  give  an  account  of  the  life  of  Daniel.  It 
gives  neither  his  lineage,  nor  his  age,  and  recounts 
ut  a  few  of  the  events  of  his  long  career.  Nor  is  it 
meant  to  give  a  record  of  the  history  of  Israel  during 


the  exile,  nor  even  of  the  captivity  in  Babylon.  Its 
purpose  is  to  show  how  by  His  providential  guid- 
ance, His  miraculous  interventions,  His  foreknowl- 
edge and  almighty  power,  the  God  of  heaven  controls 
and  directs  the  forces  of  Nature  and  the  history  of 
nations,  the  Uves  of  Heb  captives  and  of  the  mist- 
iest of  the  kings  of  the  earth,  for  the  accomplish- 
ment of  His  Divine  and  beneficent  plans  for  His 
servants  and  people. 

V7.  Uniiy. — ^The  unity  of  the  book  was  first 
denied  by  Spinoza,  who  suggested  that  the  firstpart 
was  taken  from  the  chronological  works  of  the  Qial- 
daeans,  basing  his  supposition  upon  the  difference 
of  language  Mtween  the  former  and  latter  parts. 
Newton  followed  Spinoza  in  su^esting  two  parts, 
but  b^an  his  second  division  witn  ch  7,  where  the 
narrative  passes  over  from  the  3d  to  the  1st  person. 
Kohler  follows  Newton,  claiming,  however,  that  the 
visions  were  written  by  the  Darnel  of  the  exile,  but 
that  the  first  6  chapters  were  composed  by  a  later 
writer  who  also  redacted  the  whole  work.  Von 
Orelli  holds  that  certain  prophecies  of  Daniel  were 
enlarged  and  interpolated  oy  a  Jew  living  in  the  time 
of  Antiochus  Epiphanes,  in  order  to  show  his  con- 
temporaries the  Gearing  of  the  predictions  of  the 
book  upon  those  times  of  oppression.  Zockler  and 
Lanse  nold  to  the  unity  of  the  book  in  general;  but 
the  former  thought  that  11  5-45  is  an  interpola- 
tion; and  the  latter,  that  10  1—11  44  and  12  5-13 
have  been  inserted  in  the  original  work.  Meinhold 
holds  that  the  Aram,  portions  existed  as  early  as 
the  times  of  Alexander  the  Great — a  view  to  which 
Strack  also  incUnes.  Eichhom  held  that  the  book 
consisted  of  ten  different  original  sections,  which 
are  bound  together  merely  by  the  circumstance  that 
they  are  all  concerned  with  Daniel  and  his  three 
friends.  Finally,  De  Lagarde,  believing  that  the 
fourth  kingdom  was  the  llom,  held  that  ch  7  was 
written  about  69  AD.  (For  the  best  discussion  of 
the  controversies  about  the  unity  of  Dnl,  see  Eich- 
hom, EinleUung,  H  612-19,  and  Buhl  ia  RE,  IV, 
449-61.) 

V7/.  GmnainmnmaB. — ^With  the  exertion  of  the 
neo-Platonist  Porph3rry,  a  Gr  non-C5hristian  phi- 
losopher of  the  3d  cent.  AD,  the  genuineness  of  the 
Book  of  Dnl  was  denied  by  no  one  until  the  rise 
of  the  deistic  movement  in  the  17th  cent.  The 
attacks  upon  the  genuineness  of  the  book  have  been 
based  upon  (1)  the  predictions,  (2)  the  miracles. 
(3)  the  text,  (4)  the  language,  (5)  the  historical 
statements. 

The  assailants  of  the  genuineness  of  Dnl  on  the 
ground  of  the  predictions  found  therein,  may  be 
divided  into  two  classes — those  who 
1.  The  Pre-  deny  prediction  in  general,  and  those 
dictions  who  claim  that  the  apocalyptic  char- 
acter of  the  predictions  of  Dnl  is  a 
sufficient  proof  of  their  lack  of  genuineness.  The 
first  of  these  two  classes  includes  properly  those 
onlv  who  deny  not  merely  Christianity,  but  theism; 
and  the  answering  of  them  may  safely  be  left  to 
those  who  defend  the  doctrines  of  theism,  and  par^ 
ticularly  of  revelation.  The  second  class  of  as- 
sailants is,  however,  of  a  different  character,  since 
it  consists  of  those  who  are  sincere  believers  in 
Christianitv  and  predictive  prophecy.  They  claim, 
however,  that  certain  characteristics  of  definiteness 
and  detail,  distinguishing  the  predictive  portions  of 
the  Book  of  Dnl  from  other  predictions  of  the  OT, 
bring  the  genuineness  of  Dnl  into  question. 

The  kind  of  prediction  found  nere,  ordinarily 
called  apocalyptic,  is  said  to  have  arisen  first  in  the 
2d  cent.  BC,  when  parts  of  the  Book  of  En  and  of 
the  Sibylline  Oracles  were  written;  and  a  main 
characteristic  of  an  apocalypse  is  said  to  be  that  it 
records  past  events  as  if  they  were  still  future,  throw- 
ing the  speaker  back .  into  some  distant  past  time, 
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for  the  purpose  of  producing  on  the  reader  the  im- 
pression that  the  book  contains  real  predictions, 
thus  gaining  credence  for  the  statements  of  the 
writer  and  giving  consolation  to  those  who  are  thus 
led  to  believe  in  the  providential  foresight  of  God 
for  those  who  trust  in  Him. 

Since  those  who  believe  that  God  has  spoken  unto 
man  by  His  Son  and  through  the  prophets  will  not 
be  able  to  set  limits  to  the  extent  and  definiteness 
of  the  revelations  which  He  may  have  seen  fit  to 
make  through  them,  nor  to  prescribe  the  method, 
style,  time  and  character  oi  the  revelations,  this 
attack  on  the  genuineness  of  Dnl  may  safelv  be  left 
to  the  defenders  of  the  possibility  and  the  fact  of  a 
revelation.  One  who  believes  in  these  may  logically 
believe  in  the  g^uineness  of  Dnl,  as  far  as  this  ob- 
jection goes.  That  there  are  spurious  apocalypses 
no  more  proves  that  all  are  spurious  than  that  there 
are  spurious  gospels  or  epistles  proves  that  there 
are  no  genuine  ones.  The  spurious  epp.  of  Philaris 
do  not  prove  that  Cicero's  Letters  are  not  genuine; 
nor  do  the  false  statements  of  2  Mace,  nor  the  many 
spurious  Acts  of  the  Apostles,  prove  that  1  Mace  or 
Luke's  Acts  of  the  Apostles  is  not  genuine.  Nor 
does  the  fact  that  the  oldest  portions  of  the  spurious 
apocal3rp8es  which  have  been  preserved  to  our  time 
are  thought  to  have  been  written  in  the  2d  cent. 
BC,  prove  that  no  apocal3rp6es,  either  genuine  or 
spurious,  were  written  b^ore  that  time.  There 
must  have  been  a  be^nning,  a  first  apocalypse,  at 
some  time,  if  ever.  Besides,  if  we  aomit  that  the 
earliest  parts  of  the  Book  of  En  and  of  the  Sibyl- 
line Oracles  were  written  about  the  middle  of  the 
2d  cent.  BC,  whereas  the  Book  of.  Esd  was  written 
about  300  AD,  450  years  later,  we  can  see  no  good 
literary  reason  why  Dnl  may  not  have  antedated 
En  by  350  years.  The  pcaiod  between  500  BC  and 
150  BC  is  so  almost  entirely  devoid  of  all  known 
Heb  literary  productions  as  to  render  it  exceedingly 
precarious  for  anyone  to  express  an  opinion  as  to 
what  works  may  have  characterized  that  long  space 
of  time. 

Secondhr,  as  to  the  objections  made  against  the 
Book  of  Dnl  on  the  ground  of  the  number  or  char- 
acter of  the  miracles  recorded,  we  shall 
2.  The  only  say  that  they  affect  the  whole 

Miracles  Christian  system,  which  is  full  of  the 
miraculous  from  beginning  to  end.  If 
we  begin  to  reject  the  books  of  the  Bible  because 
miraculous  events  are  recorded  in  them,  where  in- 
deed shall  we  stop? 

Thirdly,  a  more  serious  objection,  as  far  as  Dnl 
itself  18  concerned,  is  the  claim  of  Eichhom  that 
the  original  text  of  the  Aram,  portion 
8.  The  Text  has  be^  so  thoroughly  tampered  with 
and  changed,  that  we  can  no  longer 
get  at  the  genuine  original  composition.  We  our- 
sdves  can  see  no  objection  to  the  belief  that  these 
Aram,  portions  were  written  first  of  all  in  Heb,  or 
even,  if  you  will,  in  Bab;  nor  to  the  supposition  that 
some  Gr  translators  modified  the  meaning  in  their 
version  either  intentionally,  or  through  a  misunder- 
standing of  the  original.  We  claim^  however,  that 
the  composite  Aram,  of  Dnl  agrees  m  almost  every 
particular  of  orthography,  et3rmology  and  syntax, 
with  the  Aram,  of  the  North  Sem  inscriptions  of  the 
9th,  8th  and  7th  cents.  BC  and  of  the  Egyp  papyri 
of  the  5th  cent.  BC,  and  that  the  vocabulaiy  of  Dnl 
has  an  admixture  of  Heb,  Bab  and  Pers  words  simi- 
lar to  that  of  the  papyri  of  the  5th  cent.  BC;  where- 
as, it  differs  in  composition  from  the  Aram,  of  the 
Nabateans,  which  is  devoid  of  Pers,  Heb,  and  Bab 
words,  and  is  full  of  Arabisms,  and  also  from  that  of 
the  Palmyrenes,  which  is  full  of  Gr  words,  while  hav- 
ing but  one  or  two  Pers  words,  and  no  Heb  or  Bab. 
As  to  different  recensions,  we  meet  with  a  similar 
difficulty  in  Jeremiah  without  anyone's  impugning 


on  that  account  the  genuineness  of  the  work  as  a 
whole.  As  to  interpolations  of  verses  or  sections, 
thev  are  found  in  the  Sam  recension  of  the  Heb  text 
and  in  the  Sam  and  other  Tgs,  as  also  in  certain 
places  in  the  text  of  the  NT,  Jos  and  many  other 
ancient  literary  works,  without  causing  us  tO  dis- 
believe in  the  genuineness  of  the  rest  of  their  works, 
or  of  the  works  as  a  whole. 

Fourthly,  the  objections  to  the  genuineness  of 

Dnl  based  on  the  presence  in  it  of  three  Gr  names  of 

musical  instruments  and  of  a  number 

4.  The  of  Pers  words  do  not  seem  nearly  as 
Language      weighty  today  as  they  did  a  hundred 

years  ago.  The  Gr  inscriptions  at 
Abu  Simbal  in  Upper  Egypt  dating  from  the  time 
of  Psamtek  II  in  the  early  part  of  the  6th  cent.  BC, 
the  discovery  of  the  Minoan  inscriptions  and  ruins 
in  Crete,  the  revelations  of  the  wide  commercial 
relations  of  the  Phoenicians  in  the  early  part  of  the 
1st  millennium  BC.  the  lately  published  inscriptions 
of  Sennacherib  about  his  campaigns  in  Cilicia 
against  the  Gr  seafarers  to  which  Alexander  Pol}^- 
histor  and  Abydenus  had  refeixed,  telling  about  lus 
having  carried  many  Greeks  captive  to  Nineveh 
about  700  BC,  the  confirmation  of  the  wealth 
and  expensive  ceremonies  of  Nebuchadnezzar  made 
by  his  own  building  and  other  inscriptions,  all 
assure  us  of  the  possibility  of  the  use  of  Gr  musical 
instruments  at  Babylon  in  the  6th  cent.  BC.  This, 
taken  along  with  the  well-known  fact  that  names 
of  articles  of  commerce  and  esp.  of  musical  instru- 
ments go  with  the  thing,  leave  no  room  to  doubt 
that  a  writer  of  the  6th  cent.  BC  may  have  known 
and  used  borrowed  Gr  terms.  The  Aramaeans 
being  the  great  commercial  middlemen  between 
Egypt  and  Greece  on  the  one  hand  and  Babylon 
and  the  Orient  on  the  other,  and  being  in  addition 
a  subject  people,  would  naturally  adopt  many  for- 
eign words  into  their  vocabulary. 

As  to  the  presence  of  the  so-called'  Pers  words  in 
Dnl,  it  must  be  remembered  that  many  words  which 
were  formerly  considered  to  be  such  have  been  found 
to  be  Bab.  As  to  the  others,  perhaps  all  of  them 
may  be  Median  rather  than  Pers;  and  if  so,  the 
children  of  Israel  who  were  carried  captive  to  the 
cities  of  the  Medes  in  the  middle  of  the  8th  cent. 
BC,  and  the  Aramaeans,  many  of  whom  were  sub- 
ject to  the  Medes,  at  least  from  the  time  of  the  fall  of 
Nineveh  about  607  BC,  may  well  have  adopted 
many  words  into  their  vocabulary  from  the  lan- 
guage of  their  rulers.  Daniel  was  not  writing 
merely  for  the  Jews  who  had  been  carried  captive 
by  Nebuchadnezzar,  but  for  all  IsraeUtes  through- 
out the  world.  Hence,  he  would  properly  use  a 
language  which  his  scattered  readers  would  under^ 
stand  rather  than  the  purer  idiom  of  Judaea.  Most 
of  his  foreign  terms  are  names  of  officials,  legal  terms, 
and  articles  of  clothing^  for  which  there  were  no 
suitable  terms  existing  m  the  earlier  Heb  or  Aram. 
There  was  nothing  for  a  writer  to  do  but  to  invent 
new  terms,  or  to  transfer  the  current  foreign  words 
into  his  native  language.  The  latter  was  the  pref- 
erable method  and  the  one  which  he  adopted. 

Fifthly,  objections  to  the  genuineness  of  the  Book 

of  Dnl  are  made  on  the  ground  of  the  historical 

misstatements  which  are  said  to  be 

5.  Histori-  found  in  it.  These  may  be  classed  as 
cal  State-  (1)  chronological,  (2)  geographical,  and 
ments  (3)  various. 

(1)  Chronological  objections. — The 
first  chronological  objection  is  derived  from  Dnl 
1  1,  where  it  is  said  that  Nebuchadnezzar  made  an 
expedition  against  Jerus  in  the  3d  year  of  Jehoiakim, 
whereas  Jeremiah  seems  to  imply  that  the  expedition 
was  made  in  the  4th  year  of  that  king.  As  Daniel 
was  writing  primarily  for  the  Jews  of  Babylon,  he 
would  naturally  use  the  system  of  dating  that  was 
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employed  there;  and  this  83rstem  differed  in  its 
method  of  denoting  the  Ist  year  of  a  reign  from  that 
used  by  the  Esyptians  and  by  the  Jews  of  Jerus  for 
whom  Jeremiah  wrote. 

The  second  objection  is  derived  from  the  fact 
that'  Daniel  is  said  (Dnl  1  21)  to  have  lived  unto 
the  Ist  year  of  C3mis  the  king,  whereas  in  10  1  he 
is  said  to  have  seen  a  vision  in  the  3d  year  of  Cyrus, 
long  of  Persia.  These  statements  are  eajsily  recon- 
ciled by  supposing  that  in  the  former  case  it  is  the 
Ist  year  of  Cyrus  as  king  of  Babylon,  and  in  the 
second,  the  3d  year  of  Cyrus  as  king  oi  Persia. 

The  third  chronological  objection  is  based  on 
6  28,  where  it  is  said  that  Daniel  prospered  in  the 
kingdom  of  Darius  and  in  the  kingdom  of  Cyrus 
the  Persian.  This  statement  is  harmonized  with 
the  facts  revealed  bv  the  monuments  and  with  the 
statements  of  the  book  itself  by  supposing  that 
Darius  reigned  synchronously  with  Cyrus,  out  as 
sub-king  under  him. 

The  fourth  objection  is  based  on  8  1,  where 
Daniel  is  said  to  have  seen  a  vision  in  the  tmrd  year 
of  Belshazzar  the  king.  If  we  suppose  that  Bel- 
shazzar  was  king  of  the  Chaldaeans  while  his  father 
was  king  of  Babylon,  just  as  Cambyses  was  king  of 
Babylon  while  his  father.  Cyrus,  was  king  of  the 
lands,  or  as  Nabonidus  II  seems  to  have  been  king 
of  Harran  while  his  father,  Nabonidus  I,  was  king 
of  Babylon,  this  statement  will  harmonize  with  the 
other  statements  made  with  regard  to  Belshazzar. 

(2)  Geographical  objections, — As  to  the  geograi)hi- 
cal  objections,  three  only  need  be  considered  as  im- 
portant. The  first  is,  that  Shushan  seems  to  be 
spoken  of  in  7  2  as  subject  to  Babylon,  whereas  it 
is  supposed  by  some  to  have  been  at  that  time  sub- 
ject to  Media.  Here  we  can  safely  rest  upon  the 
opinion  of  Winckler,  that  at  the  division  of  the 
Assyr  dominions  among  the  allied  Medes  and  Baby- 
lonians, Elam  became  subject  to  Babylon  rather 
than  to  Media.  If,  however,  this  opinion  could  be 
shown  not  to  be  true,  we  must  remember  that  Daniel 
is  said  to  have  been  at  Shushan  in  a  vision. 

The  second  geographical  objection  is  based  on 
the  supposition  that  Nebuchadnezzar  would  not 
have  gone  against  Jerus,  leaving  an  Egyp  garrison 
at  Carchemish  in  his  rear,  thus  endangering  his  Une 
of  communication  and  a  possible  retreat  to  Babylon. 
This  objection  has  no  weight,  now  that  the  position 
of  Carchemish  has  been  shown  to  be,  not  at  Cires- 
sium,  as  formerly  conjectured,  but  at  Jirabis,  150 
miles  farther  up  the  Euphrates.  Carchemish  would 
have  cut  off  a  retreat  to  Nineveh,  but  was  far  re- 
moved from  the  direct  line  of  communication  with 
Babylon. 

The  third  geographical  objection  is  derived  from 
the  statement  that  Darius  placed  120  satraps  in,  or 
over,  all  his  kingdom.  The  objection  rests  upon  a 
false  conception  of  the  meaning  of  satrap  and  of  the 
extent  of  a  satrapy,  there  being  no  reason  why  a 
sub-king  under  Danus  may  not  have  had  as  many 
satraps  under  him  as  Sargon  of  Assyria  had  govern- 
ors and  deputies  under  him;  and  the  latter  king 
mentions  117  peoples  and  countries  over  which  he 
appointed  his  deputies  to  rule  in  his  place. 

(3)  Other  otfjectiona. — ^Various  other  objections 
to  the  genuineness  of  Dnl  have  been  made,  the  prin- 
cipal beins  those  derived  from  the  supposed  non-ex- 
istence of  Kings  Darius  the  Mede  and  Belshazzar  the 
Chaldaean,  from  the  use  of  the  word  Chaldaean  to 
denote  the  wise  men  of  Babylon,  and  from  the  silence 
of  other  historical  sources  as  to  many  of  the  events 
recorded  in  Dnl.  The  discussion  of  the  existence 
of  Belshazzar  and  Darius  the  Mede  will  be  found 
under  Belshazzar  and  Dariub.  As  to  the  argu- 
ment from  silence  in  general,  it  may  be  said  that  it 
reduces  itself  in  fact  to  the  absence  of  all  reference 
to  Daniel  on  the  monuments,  in  the  Book  of  Ecclus, 


and  in  the  post-exilic  lit.  As  to  the  latter  books  it 
proves  too  much;  for  Hag,  Zee,  and  Mai,  as  well 
as  Ezr,  Neh,  and  Est,  refer  to  so  few  of  the  older 
canonical  books  and  earlier  historical  persons  and 
events,  that  it  is  not  fair  to  expect  them  to  refer  to 
Daniel — at  least,  to  use  their  not  referring  to  him  or 
his  book  as  an  argument  against  the  existence  of 
either  before  the  time  when  they  were  written.  As 
to  Ecclus,  we  might  have  expected  him  to  mention 
Daniel  or  the  Tluree  Children;  but  who  knows  what 
reasons  Ben  Sira  may  have  had  for  not  placing  them 
in  his  list  of  Heb  heroes?  Perhaps,  smce  he  held 
the  views  which  later  characterized  the  Sadducees, 
he  may  have  passed  Daniel  by  because  of  his  views 
on  the  resurrection  and  on  angels.  Perhaps  he 
failed  to  mention  any  of  the  four  companions  be- 
cause none  of  their  deeds  had  been  wrought  in  Pal; 
or  because  their  deeds  exalted  too  highly  the  heathen 
monarchies  to  which  the  Jews  were  subject.  Or, 
more  Ukely,  the  book  may  have  been  unknown  to 
him,  since  very  few  copies  at  best  of  the  whole  OT 
can  have  existed  in  his  time,  and  the  Book  of  Dnl 
may  not  have  gained  general  currency  in  Pal  before 
it  was  made  so  preeminent  by  the  fulfilment  of  its 
predictions  in  the  Maccabean  times. 

It  is  not  satisfactory  to  say  that  Ben  Sira  did 
not  mention  Daniel  and  his  companions,  because 
the  stories  concerning  them  had  not  yet  been  im- 
bedded in  a  canonical  book,  inasmuch  as  he  does 
place  Simon,  the  high  priest,  among  the  greatest  of 
Israel's  great  men.  although  he  is  not  mentioned  in 
any  canonical  book.  In  conclusion,  it  may  be  said, 
that  while  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  determine  why 
Ben  Sira  does  not  mention  Daniel  and  his  three 
companions  among  his  worthies,  if  their  deeds  were 
known  to  him,  it  is  even  more  impossible  to  under- 
stand how  these  stories  concerning  them  cannot 
merely  have  arisen  but  have  been  accepted  as  true, 
between  180  BC,  when  Ecclus  is  thought  to  have 
been  written,  and  169  BC,  when,  according  to  1 
Mace,  Matthias,  the  first  of  the  Asmoneans.  ex- 
horted his  brethren  to  follow  the  example  ot  the 
fortitude  of  Ananias  and  his  friends. 

As  to  the  absence  of  all  mention  of  Daniel  on  the 
contemporary  historical  documents  of  Babylon 
and  Persia,  such  mention  is  not  to  be  expected,  inas- 
much as  those  documents  give  the  names  oi  none 
who  occupied  positions  such  as,  or  similar  to,  those 
which  Daniel  is  said  to  have  filled. 

VIIL  Interpretation, — Questions  of  the  interpre- 
tation of  particular  passages  may  be  looked  for  in 
the  commentaries  and  special  works.  As  to  the 
general  question  of  the  kmd  of  prophecy  found  in 
the  Book  of  Dnl,  it  has  already  been  discussed  above 
under  the  caption  of  "Genuineness."  As  to  the 
interpretation  of  the  world  monarchies  which  pre- 
cede the  monarchy  of  the  Messiah  Prince,  it  may 
be  said,  however,  that  the  latest  discoveries,  ruling 
out  as  they  do  a  separate  Median  empire  that  in- 
cluded Babylon,  support  the  view  that  the  four 
monarchies  are  the  Bab,  the  Pers,  the  Gr,  and  the 
Rom.  According  to  this  view,  Darius  the  Mede 
was  only  a  sub-king  under  Cyrus  the  Pers.  Other 
interpretations  have  been  made  by  selecting  the  four 
empires  from  those  of  Assyria,  Babylonia,  Media, 
Persia,  Medo-Persia,  Alexander,  the  Seleucids,  the 
Romans,  and  the  Mohammedans.  The  first  and 
the  last  of  these  have  generally  been  excluded  from 
serious  consideration.  The  main  dispute  is  as  to 
whether  the  4th  empire  was  that  of  the  Seleucids, 
or  that  of  the  Romans,  the  former  view  being  held 
commonly  by  those  who  hold  to  the  composition 
of  Dnl  in  the  2d  cent.  BC,  and  the  latter  by  those 
who  hold  to  the  traditional  view  that  it  was  written 
in  the  6th  cent.  BC. 

IX.  Doctrines, — It  is  universally  admitted  that 
the  teachings  of  Daniel  with  regard  to  angels  and 
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the  resurrection  are  more  explicit  than  those  found 
elsewhere  in  the  OT.  As  to  angels,  Daniel  attrib- 
utes to  them  names,  ranks,  and  functions  not  men- 
tioned by  others.  It  has  become  common  in  certain 
quarters  to  assert  that  these  peculiarities  of  Daniel 
are  due  to  Pers  influences.  The  Bab  monuments, 
however,  have  revealed  the  fact  that  the  Babylo- 
nians believed  in  both  good  and  evil  spirits  with 
names,  ranks,  and  different  functions.  These 
spirits  correspond  in  several  respects  to  the  Heb 
angels,  and  may  well  have  affordea  Daniel  the  back- 
ground for  his  visions.  Yet,  in  all  such  matters,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  Daniel  purports  to  give 
us  a  vision,  or  revelation;  and  a  revelation  cannot 
be  bound  by  the  ordinary  laws  of  time  and  human 
influence. 

As  to  the  doctrine  of  the  resurrection,  it  is  gen- 
erally admitted  that  Daniel  adds  some  new  and 
distinct  features  to  that  which  is  taught  in  the  other 
canonical  books  of  the  Old  Testament.  But  it  will 
be  noted  that  he  does  not  dwell  upon  this  doctrine, 
since  he  mentions  it  only  in  12  2.  The  materials 
for  his  doctrine  are  to  be  found  in  Isa  26  14.21  and 
66  24;  Ezk  37  1-14,  and  in  Job  14  12;  19  25; 
Hos  6  2;  1  K  17;  2  K  4,  and  8  1-5.  as  well  as 
in  the  use  of  the  words  for  sleep  and  awakening  from 
sleep,  or  from  the  dust,  for  everlasting  life  or  ever- 
lasting contempt  in  Isa  26  19;  Ps  76  6;  13  3; 
127  2;  Dt  81  16;  2  S  7  12;  1  K  1  21;  Job  7 
21,  and  Jer  20  11;  28  40.    The  essential  ideas  and 

Shraseology  of  Daniers  teachings  are  found  in  Isa, 
er,  and  Ezk.  The  first  two  parts  of  the  books  of 
En  and  2  Mace  make  much  of  the  resurrection; 
but  on  the  other  hand,  Eccl  seems  to  believe  not 
even  in  the  immortality  of  the  soul^  and  Wisd  and 
1  Mace  do  not  mention  a  resurrection  of  the  body. 
That  the  post-exilic  prophets  do  not  mention  a 
resurrection  does  not  prove  that  they  knew  nothing 
about  Dnl  any  more  than  it  proves  that  they  knew 
nothing  about  Isa,  Jer,  and  Ezk. 

There  are  resemblances,  it  is  true,  between  the 
teachings  of  Daniel  with  regard  to  the  resurrection 
and  those  of  the  Avesta.  But  so  are  there  between 
his  doctrines  and  the  ideas  of  the  Egyptians,  which 
had  existed  for  millenniums  before  his  time.  Besides 
there  is  no  proof  of  any  derivation  of  doctrines  from 
the  Persians  by  the  writers  of  the  canonical  books 
of  the  Jews;  and,  as  we  have  seen  above,  both  the 
ideas  and  verbiage  of  Daniel  are  to  be  found  in  the 
acknowledgedly  early  Heb  literature.  And  finally, 
this  attempt  to  find  a  natural  origin  for  all  Bib.  ideas 
leaves  out  of  sight  the  fact  that  the  Scriptures  con- 
tain revelations  from  God,  which  transcend  the 
ordinary  course  of  human  development.  To  a 
Christian,  therefore,  there  can  be  no  reason  for 
believing  that  the  doctrines  of  Dnl  may  not  have 
been  promulgated  in  the  6th  cent.  BC. 

The  best  oommentarles  on  Dnl  from  a  oonBervatlve 
point  of  view  are  those  by  Calvin,  Moses  Stuart,  Keil, 

Zdckler,  Strong  in  Lange's  Bibelwerk, 
Commen-  Puller  in  the  Speaker's  Commentary, 
fariflke  anrl  Thomson  In  the  PtUpit  Commentary,  and 
unes  aua  bright.  Daniel  and  Hie  CrUiee.  The 
Introauc-  best  defences  of  Daniel's  authenticity  and 
tions  genuineness    are    Hengstenberg,    AtUhen- 

ticity  of  the  Book  of  Daniel,  Tregelles,  De- 
fense of  the  Authenticity,  Auberlen.  The  Prophecies  of 
Daniel,  Puller,  Essay  on  the  Authenticity  of  Daniel,  Pusey, 
Daniel  the  Prophet  (stlU  the  best  of  all).  C.  H.  H.  Wright, 
Daniel  and  His  Critics,  Kennedy,  The  Book  of  Daniel  from 
the  Christian  Standpoint,  Joseph  Wilson,  Daniel,  and  Sir 
Robert  AndOTSon.  Daniel  in  the  Critics*  Den.  One  should 
consult  also  Pinches,  The  Old  Testament  in  the  Light  of  the 
Historical  Records  of  Assyria  and  Babylonia,  Clay,  Light 
on  the  Old  Testament  from  Babel,  and  Orr,  The  Problem 
of  the  OT.  For  Eng.  readers,  the  radical  school  is  best 
represented  by  Driver  in  his  Lit.  of  the  OT  and  in  his 
Daniel;  by  Bevan,  The  Book  of  Daniel;  by  Prince, 
Commentary  on  Daniel,  and  by  Comill  in  his  Intro  to 
the  OT. 

X,  Apocryphai  AdditionM, — In  the  Gr  translations 
of  Dnl  three  or  four  pieces  are  added  which  are  not 


found  in  the  original  Heb  or  Aram,  text  as  it  has 
come  down  to  us.  These  are  The  Prayer  of  Azarias, 
The  Song  of  the  Three  Holy  Children,  Susanna, 
and  Bel  and  the  Dragon.  These  additions  have  all 
been  rejected  from  the  Canon  by  the  Protestant 
churches  because  they  are  not  contained  in  the  Heb 
Canon.  In  the  Church  of  England  they  are  "read 
for  example  of  life  and  instruction  of  manners."  The 
Three  was  "ordered  in  the  rubric  of  the  first  Prayer 
Book  of  Edward  VI  (AD  1549)  to  be  used  in  Lent 
as  a  responsory  to  the  OT  Lesison  at  the  Morning 
Prayer."  It  contains  the  Prayer  of  Azarias  from 
the  midst  of  the  fiery  furnace,  and  the  song  of 
praise  by  the  three  children  for  their  deliverance: 
the  latter  being  couched  largely  in  phrases  borrowed 
from  Ps  148.  Sus  presents  to  us  the  story  of  a 
virtuous  woman  who  resisted  the  seductive  attempts 
of  two  judges  of  the  elders  of  the  people,  whose 
machinations  were  exposed  through  the  wisdom  of 
Daniel  who  convicted  them  of  false  witness  by  the 
evidence  of  their  own  mouth,  so  that  they  were  put 
to  death  according  to  the  law  of  Moses;  and  from 
that  day  forth  Daniel  was  held  in  ^at  reputation 
in  the  sight  of  the  people.  Bel  contains  three  stories. 
The  first  relates  how  Daniel  destroyed  the  image  of 
Bel  which  Nebuchadnezzar  worshipped,  by  showing 
by  means  of  ashes  strewn  on  the  floor  of  the  temple 
that  the  offerings  to  Bel  were  devoured  by  the  priests 
who  came  secretly  into  the  temple  by  nieht.  The 
second  tells  how  Daniel  killed  the  Dragon  D^r  throw- 
ing lumps  of  mingled  pitch,  fat  and  hair  into  his 
mouth,  so  causine  the  Dragon  to  burst  asunder. 
The  tlurd  gives  a  detailed  account  of  the  lions'  den. 
stating  that  there  were  seven  lions  and  that  Daniel 
lived  in  the  den  six  days,  being  sustained  bv  broken 
bread  and  pottage  whlcn  a  prophet  named  Habak- 
kuk  brou^t  to  him  throu^  the  air,  an  angel  of  the 
Lord  havmg  taken  him  by  the  arm  and  borne  him 
by  the  hair  of  his  head  and  through  the  vehemenoy 
of  his  spirit  set  him  in  Babylon  over  the  den,  into 
which  he  dropped  the  food  for  Daniel's  use. 

LiTBRATURB. — For  ooDunentaries  on  the  additions  to 
the  Book  of  Dnl.  see  the  works  on  Dnl  cited  above,  and 
also  7*^0  Apocrypha  by  Churton  and  others;  the  volume 
on  the  Apocrypha  in  Lange's  Commentary  by  Bissell; 
"The  Apocrypha"  by  Wace in  the  Speaker* s  Commentary, 
and  Schttrer,  History  of  the  Jewish  People. 

DANITES,  dan'Its  OJ^n,  ha^anl):  Occurs  as 
describing  those  belonging  to  Dan  in  Jgs  18  2; 
18  1.11;  1  Ch  12  35. 

DAN-JAAN,  dan-ja'an  QTl  H,  dan  ya'an;  B, 
Adv  ElSdv  Kal  O^Bw,  Ddn  Eiddn  kcA  Ouddn) :  A 
place  visited  by  Joab  and  his  officers  when  taking 
the  census  (2  S  24  6).  It  is  mentioned  between 
Gilead  and  Sidon.  Some  would  identify  it  with 
Khdn  Ddnidn,  a  ruined  site  N.  of  Achzib.  The 
text  is  probably  corrupt.  Klostermann  would  read 
''toward  Dan  and  Ijon''  (cf  1  K  16  20). 

DANNAH,  dan'a  (H^l,  danndh):  One  of  the 
cities  in  the  hill  country  of  Judah  (Josh  15  49) 
between  Socoh  and  Kiriath-sannah  (Debir),  prob- 
ably Idhna — the  ledna  of  the  Onam — 8  miles  W.  of 
Hebron.    See  PEF,  III,  305,  330. 

DAPHNE,  daf'n6  (Ael+vn,  Ddphne,  "bay-tree"): 
A  suburb  of  Antioch  on  the  Orontes,  according  to 
Strabo  and  the  Jerus  itinerary^  about  40  furlongs, 
or  5  miles  distant.  It  is  identified  with  Beit  d-Md 
on  the  left  bank  of  the  river,  to  the  S.W.  of  the  city. 
Here  were  the  famous  grove  and  sanctuary  of 
Apollo.  The  grove  and  shrine  owed  their  origin 
to  Seleucus  Nicator.  It  was  a  place  of  great  natural 
beaut>^,  and  the  Seleucid  kings  spared  no  outlay 
in  adding  to  its  attractions.  The  precincts  enjoyed 
the  right  of  asylum.    Hither  fled  Onias  the  high 
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priest  (171  BC)  from  the  wrath  of  Menelaus  whom 
he  had  offended  by  plain  speech.  To  the  disgust 
and  indignation  of  Jew  and  Gentile  alike,  he  was 
lured  from  the  sanctuary  by  Andronicus  and  basely 
put  to  death  (2  Mace  4  33-38).  It  sheltered  fugi- 
tives dyed  with  villainy  of  every  shade.  It  was  the 
great  pleasure  resort  of  the  citizens  of  Antioch; 
and  it  gained  an  evil  repute  for  immorality,  as 
witnessed  by  the  proverbial  Daphnid  mores.  In 
Tiherim  defluxit  OronteSj  says  Juvenal  (iii462),  indi- 
cating one  main  source  of  the  corruption  that  de- 
moraSzed  the  imperial  city.  The  decline  of  Daphne 
dates  from  the  days  of  Christian  ascendency  in  the 
reign  of  Julian.  The  place  is  still  musical  with 
fountains  and  luxuriant  with  wild  vegetation;  but 
nothing  now  remains  to  suggest  its  former  splendor. 
See  Antioch;  Gibbon,  Decline  and  Foil,  ch  xxiii. 

W.  EWING 

DARA,  ddr'a  (rn'^J ,  ddra*).    See  Darda. 

DARDA,  dar'da  {Tr\^,,  darda\  "pearl  of  wis- 
dom'0  :  One  of  the  wise  men  to  whom  Solomon  is 
compared  (1  K  4  31).  He  was  either  a  son  of 
Mahol  (ibid)  or  a  son  of  Zerah,  son  of  Judah  (1  Ch 
2  6,  where  the  corresponding  name  in  the  same  list 
is  given  as  Dara).  In  raboinic  lore  the  name  has 
been  interpreted  as  dor  dg**,  "the  generation  of 
knowledge  — the  generation  of  the  wilderness. 

DARE,  d&r:  The  expression  "to  dare''  in  the 
Scriptures  never  has  the  meaning  of  "to  defy,"  "to 
challenge,"  or  "to  terrify."  It  is  always  found  as 
the  tr  ofroXfidw,  lolmdOf '  *to  manifest  courage. ' '  This 
b  particularly  evident  from  2  Cor  10  12,  "for  we  are 
not  bold  to  number  or  compare  ourselves"  (AV  "for 
we  dare  not  make  ourselves  of  the  number  ). 

DARIC,  dar'ik  (ptt^n^,  dark^on,  and  I'DinS, 
'adharkon;  8apciK6«,  dareikds):  A  Pers  gold  coin 
about  a  guinea  or  five  dollars  in  value.  The  first 
form  of  the  word  occurs  in  1  Ch  29  7;  Ezr  2  69, 
and  Neh  7  70-72^  the  second  in  Ezr  8  27  and  is 
rendered  "dram"  m  AV  and  "daric"  in  RV.  In  the 
passage  in  Ch.  it  must  refer  to  a  weight,  since  at  the 
time  of  David  there  were  no  coins,  but  in  the  days 
of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah  the  Pers  darics  were  current. 
See  Money. 

DARIUS,  da-ri'us:  The  name  of  three  or  four 
kings  mentioned  in  the  OT.  In  the  original  Pers 
it  is  spelled  "Darayavaush" ;  in  Bab,  usually  "Dari- 
amusn";  in  Susian(?),  "Tariyamaush";  in  Egyp, 
"Antaryuash";  on  Aram,  inscriptions,  tDliT^lt  or 

tJini'^'l'l ;  in  Heb,  '?'3'?1^>  ddr*yaioesh;  in  Gr, 
AapcMf,  Dareios;  in  Lat,  "Darius."  In  meaning  it 
is  probably  connected  with  the  new  Pers  word  Dara, 
"kmg."  Herodotus  says  it  means  in  Gr,  'Epfefiyf, 
ErxeliSf  coerdtoTf  "restrainer,"  "compeller,"  "com- 
mander." 

(1)  Darius  the  Mede  (Dnl  6  1;  11  1)  was  the 
son  of  Ahasuerus  (Xerxes)  of  the  seed  of  the  Medes 
(Dnl  9  1).  He  received  the  government  of  Bel- 
shazzar  the  Chaldaean  upon  the  death  of  that  prince 
(Dnl  5  30.31;  6  1),  and  was  made  king  over  the 
kingdom  of  the  Chaldaeans. 

From  Dnl  6  28  we  may  infer  that  Darius  was 
king  contemporaneously  with  Cjrus.  Outside  of 
the  Book  of  Dnl  there  is  no  mention  of  Darius  the 
Mede  by  name,  though  there  are  good  reasons  for 
identifymg  him  with  Gubaru,  or  Ugbaru,  the  gov- 
ernor of  Gutium,  who  is  said  in  the  Nabunaid-Cyrus 
Chronicle  to  have  been  appointed  by  Cyrus  as  his 
governor  of  Babylon  after  its  capture  from  the 
Chaldaeans.  Some  reasons  for  this  identification  are 
as  follows: 

(a)  Gubaru  is  possibly  a  tr  of  Darius.  The  same 
radical  letters  in  Arab,  mean  "king,"  "compeller," 


"restrainer."  In  Heb,  derivations  of  the  root  mean 
"lord."  "mistress,"  "queen";  in  Aram.,  "mighty," 
"almighty." 

(6)  Gutium  was  the  designation  of  the  country  N. 
of  Babylon  and  was  in  all  possibility  in  the  time  of 
C3TUS  a  part  of  the  province  of  Media. 

(c)  But  even  if  Gutium  were  not  a  part  of  Media 
at  that  time,  it  was  the  custom  of  Pers  kings  to 
appoint  Medes  as  well  as  Persians  to  satrapies  and 
to  the  command  of  armies.  Hence  Darius-Gubani 
may  have  been  a  Mede,  even  if  Gutium  were  not  a 
part  of  Media  proper. 

(d)  Since  Daniel  never  calls  Darius  the  Mede 
king  of  Media,  or  king  of  Persia,  it  is  immaterial 
what  his  title  or  position  may  have  been  before  he 
was  made  king  over  the  realm  of  the  Chaldaeans. 
Since  the  realm  of  the  Chaldaeans  never  included 
either  Media  or  Persia,  there  is  absolutely  no  evi- 
dence in  the  Book  of  Dnl  that  its  author  ever  meant 
to  imply  that  Darius  the  Mede  ever  ruled  over 
either  Media  or  Persia. 

(e)  That  Gubaru  is  called  governor  (pihaiu).  and 
Darius  the  Mede,  king,  is  no  objection  to  this  identi- 
fication; for  in  ancient  as  well  as  modern  oriental 
empires  the  governors  of  provinces  and  cities  were 
often  called  kings.  Moreover,  in  the  Aram,  lan- 
guage, no  more  appropriate  word  than  "king"  can 
be  found  to  designate  the  ruler  of  a  sub-kingdom,  or 
province  of  the  empire. 

(f)  That  Darius  is  said  to  have  had  120  satraps 
under  him  does  not  conflict  with  this;  for  the  Pers 
word  "satrap"  is  indefinite  as  to  the  extent  of  his 
rule,  just  like  the  Eng.  word  "governor."  Besides, 
Gubaru  is  said  to  have  appointed  viheUus  under 
himself.  If  the  kingdom  of  the  Chaldaeans  which 
he  received  was  as  large  as  that  of  Sargon  he  may 
easily  have  appointed  120  of  these  sub-rulers;  for 
Sargon  names  117  subject  cities  and  countries  over 
which  he  appointed  his  prefects  and  governors. 

(g)  The  peoples,  nations  and  tongues  of  ch  6  are 
no  objection  to  tnis  identification:  for  Babylonia 
itself  at  this  time  was  inhabited  oy  Babylonians, 
Chaldaeans,  Arabians,  Aramaeans  and  Jews,  and  the 
kingdom  of  the  Chaldaeans  embraced  also  Assprrians, 
Elamites,  Phoenicians  and  others  within  its  hmits. 

(h)  This  identification  is  supported  further  by 
the  fact  that  there  is  no  other  person  known  to  his- 
tory that  can  well  be  meant.  Some,  indeed,  have 
thought  that  Darius  the  Mede  was  a  reflection  into 
the  past  of  Darius  Hystaspis;  but  this  is  rendered 
impossible  inasmuch  as  the  character,  deeds  and 
empire  of  Darius  Hystaspis,  which  are  well  known 
to  us  from  his  own  monuments  and  from  the  Gr 
historians,  do  not  resemble  what  Daniel  says  of 
Darius  the  Mede. 

(2)  Darius,  the  fourth  king  of  Persia,  called 
Hystaspes  because  he  was  the  son  of  a  Pers  king 
named  Hystaspis,  is  mentioned  in  Ezr  (4  5,  et  al.). 
Hag  (1  1)  and  Zee  (11).  Upon  the  death  of 
Cambvses,  son  and  successor  to  Cyrus,  Smerdia 
the  Magian  usurped  the  kingdom  and  was  de- 
throned by  seven  Pers  nobles  from  among  whom 
Darius  was  selected  to  be  king.  After  numy  rebel- 
lions and  wars  he  succeeded  in  establishing  himself 
firmly  upon  the  throne  (Antf  XI,  i).  He  reorgan- 
ized and  enlarged  the  Pers  empire.  He  is  best 
known  to  general  history  from  his  conflict  with 
Greece  culminating  at  Marathon,  and  for  his  re-dig- 
ging of  the  Suez  Canal.  In  sacred  history  he  stands 
fortn  as  the  king  who  enabled  the  Jews  under  Jeshua 
and  Zerubbabel  to  rebuild  the  temple  at  Jems. 

(3)  Darius,  called  by  the  GreeKs  Nothus,  was 
called  Ochus  before  he  became  king.  He  reigned 
from  424  to  404  BC.  In  the  Scriptures  he  is  men- 
tioned only  in  Neh  12  22,  where  he  is  called  Darius 
the  Pers.  probably  to  distinguish  him  from  Darius 
the  Mcae.     It  is  not  necessary  to  suppose  that 
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Darius  Codomannus  who  reigned  from  336  to  330 
BC,  is  meant  by  the  author  of  Neh  12,  because  he 
mentions  Jaddua;  for  (a)  Johanan,  the  father  of 
this  Jaddua,  was  high  priest  about  408  BC,  as  is 
clear  from  the  Aram,  papyrus  from  Elephantine 
lately  published  bv  Professor  Sachau  of  Berlin,  and 
Jaddua  may  well  have  succeeded  him  in  those 
troublous  times  before  the  death  of  Darius  Nothus 
in  404  BC.  And  (6)  that  a  high  priest  named 
Jaddua  met  Alexander  in  332  BC,  is  attested  only 
by  Jos  (Ant,  XI,  viii,  5).  It  is  not  fair  to  take  the 
testimony  of  Jos  as  to  Jaddua  without  taking  his 
testimony  as  to  the  meeting  with  Alexander  and  as 
to  the  appeal  of  Jaddua  to  the  predictions  of  the 
Book  of  JJnl.  But  even  if  Jos  be  right,  there  may 
have  been  two  Jadduas,  one  high  priest  in  404  BC, 
and  the  other  in  332  BC;  or  the  one  who  was  alive 
and  exercising  his  functions  in  404  BC  may  still 
have  been  high  priest  in  332  BC.  He  need  not 
have  exceeded  90  years  of  age.  According  to  the 
Efihki  Harran  inscription,  w£ach  purports  to  have 
been  written  by  himself  the  priest  of  the  temple 
in  that  city  had  served  for  104  years.  In  our  own 
time  how  many  men  have  been  vigorous  in  mind 
and  body  at  the  age  of  90,  or  thereabouts;  Bismarck 
and  Gladstone,  for  example?       R.  Dick  Wilson 

DARK,    dSrk,    DARKNESS,   dark'nes    OPpH, 

hdthekk;  oictfTo«,  akdtos) :  The  day  and  night,  light 

and  darkness,  are  notable  antitheses 

1.  Dark-  in  Pal.  There  the  day  does  not  slowly 
ne88  and  fade  away  into  the  night  after  a  period 
Light  in  of  twilight,  but  before  sunset  there  is 
Pfdestine      the  brightness  of  day,  and  when  the 

sun  has  disappeared  everything  has 
changed  and  night  is  at  hand.  From  sunset  until 
the  darkness  of  night  is  less  than  an  hour. 

In  the  Bible  the  main  use  of  darkness  is  in  con- 
trast to  light.     light  is  the  symbol  of  God's  purity, 

wisdom  and  glory.    Darkness  is  the 

2.  Symbolic  opposite.  Miraculous  occmrence  of 
Uses  darkness  in  the  land  of  Egjrpt  for  three 

days  is  recorded  in  Ex  10  21.22,  and 
at  the  death  of  Christ  (Mt  27  45).  See  Plaques; 
Eclipse. 

The  fig.  uses  of  darkness  are  many  and  various. 
It  is  used  as  a  symbol  (a)  of  moral  depravity  and  its 
punishment.  The  wicked  walk  and  work  m  dark- 
ness (Ps  82  5;  Prov  2  13;  Jn  8  19;  Rom  18  12). 
and  their  reward  is  to  ''sit  m  darkness''  (Ps  107  10) 
or  to  be  "cast  forth  into  the  outer  darkness"  (Mt 
8  12);  (6)  of  things  mysterious  or  inexplicable 
(1  K  8  12;  Ps  97  2);  (c)  of  trouble  and  affliction 
?2  8  22  29;  Job  5  14;  Prov  20  20;  Isa  9  2;  cf 
Gen  16  12);  (d)  of  punishment  (Lam  8  2;  Ezk 
82  8;  Zeph  1  15);  (e)  of  death  (1  S  2  9;  Job  10 
21  f;  Eccl  11  8);  (J)  of  nothingness  (Job  8  4-6); 
(o)  of  himian  ignorance  (Job  19  8;  1  Jn  2  11). 

"A  dark  [RVm  "squaUd")  place"  (2  Pet  1  19) 
refers  esp.  to  the  state  of  thinigs  described  in  ch  2. 

Alfred  H    Joy 

DARKLY,  dark'li:  The  word  occurs  in  1  Cor  18 
12,  *'For  now  we  see  in  a  mirror,  darkly,"  in  tr  of  the 
words  iv  aMyfULTi^  en  ainigmatiy  RVm  "in  a  riddle." 
The  contrast  is  with  the  "face  to  face"  vision  of 
Divine  things  in  eternity.  Earth's  best  knowledge 
is  partial,  obscure,  enigmatic,  a  broken  reflection  of 
the  complete  truth  ("broken  ughts  of  Thee"). 

DARKON,  daxOcon  dV")*! ,  daridn,  "carrier") : 
Ancestor  of  a  subdivision  of  "Solomon's  servants," 
so  called,  in  post-exilic  times  (Ezr  2  56;  Neh  7  58; 
Lozon,  1  Esd  5  33). 

DARK  SAYINGS  (Prov  1  6;  Ps  78  2;  sing.,  Ps 
49  4[51;  niTn,  hidhdth,  sing.  TTpVl,  hWidh,  else- 
where rendered  "riddle,"  "proverb"):  In  the  head- 


ing to  the  canonical  Book  of  Prov,  the  general  term 
"proverbs"  is  made  to  include  "a  proverb  [^ipp, 

ma8hal\y  and  a  figure  [or,  an  interpretation,  H^'^bp, 
mHlgah],  the  words  [sing,  n^*! ,  ddbhar]  of  the  wise, 
and  their  dark  sayings  [or,  riddles]."  The  "prov- 
erb" is  either  a  saying  current  among  the  pieople 
(cf  1  S  10  12;  "the  proverb  of  the  ancients"  24 
13[14]),  or  a  sentence  of  ethical  wisdom  composed 
by  the  order  of  wise  men  (D'^ppn,  h^h&mlm).    Of 

the  latter  kind  are  the  sententious  maxims  of  the 
Wisdom  lit.  (chiefl^r  Prov,  but  also  Job,  Eccl,  and 
among  the  uncanonical  writings  Ecclus).  They  are 
characterized  by  a  secular  touch;  wisdom,  moreover, 
flourished  omong  the  neighbors  of  Israel  as  well: 
so  in  Edom  and  elsewhere.  Whatever  the  date  oi 
the  collection  known  as  the  "Proverbs  of  Solomon," 
the  wise  men  existed  in  Israel  at  a  very  early  period; 
the  prophets  allude  to  them.  But  the  Heb  mdshoL 
is  sometimes  of  a  more  elaborate  character  corre- 
sponding to  our  "parables" ;  frequently  a  vein  of 
taunt  runs  through  them,  and  they  played  an  im- 
portant part  in  compositions  directed  against  other 
nations  (cf  Nu  21  27).  The  prophets  are  fond  of 
employing  this  genre  of  Hterary  production;  in 
theur  hands  the  m&shdl  becomes  a  fig.  or  allegorical 
discourse  (cf  Ezk  21  5ff  [8ff]).  The  m(Mdl  in 
the  sense  of  a  didactic  poem  occurs  also  in  the 
Psalms  (Pss  49  and  78).  Hence  it  is  that  "prov- 
erb" and  "figure,"  or  "proverb"  and  "dark  saying" 
are  interchangeable  terms.  The  "dark  saying"  is 
the  popular  "riddle"  (cf  Jgs  14)  raised  to  the 
dignit}^  of  elaborate  production.  It  is  in  short  an 
allegorical  sentence  requiring  interpretation.  Both 
prophets  and  psalmists  avail  themselves  thereof. 
The  word  of  God  comes  to  the  prophet  in  the  form 
of  a  vision  (cf  the  visions  of  Amos  or  Jeremiah),  i.e. 
the  truth  presents  itself  to  them  in  the  form  of  a 
simile.  To  the  perfect  prophet  of  the  type  of  Moses 
the  revelation  comes  direct  in  the  shape  of  the  naked 
truth  without  the  mediation  of  figures  of  speech  or 
obscure  utterances  reouiring  elucidation  (cf  Nu  12). 
In  the  same  way  St.  Paul  (1  Cor  13)  distinguishes 
between  the  childish  manner  of  speaking  of  things 
spiritual  and  the  manner  of  a  man:  "For  now  we 
see  in  a  mirror,  darkly  [Gr  "in  a  riddle"];  but  then 
face  to  face."  The  rabbis  say  that,  whereas  all  the 
other  prophets  saw  God  and  things  Divine  in  a  dim 
mirror,  Moses  saw  them  in  a  polished,  clear  mirror. 
Both  St.  Paul  and  the  rabbis  feel  the  difference 
between  mediate  and  immediate  vision,  the  reve- 
lation which  requires  dark  fig.  language  as  a  vehicle 
and  the  clear  perception  which  is  the  direct  truth. 

Max  L.  Mabgolis 
DAWNING,  dar'Hng  (T>n: ,  ydhUh,  "only,"  AVm 

"only  one" ;  ARVm  *'dear  life") :  Used  poetically  for 
the  life  or  soul  (Ps  22  20;  86  17). 

DART,  dart  CTTf ,  he^;  p^os,  h&m) :  A  pointed 
missile  weapon,  as  an  arrow  or  light  spear  (2  S  18 
14;  Job  41  26).  See  Armor,  Arms,  III,  4;  Ar- 
row. 

Figurative:  (1)  Of  the  penalty  of  mn  (Prov  7  23 
AV);  (2)  of  strong  suggestions  and  fierce  tempta^ 
tions  to  evil  (Eph  6  16;  cf  1  Mace  6  51). 

DART-SNAKE,  dart'snake  (Isa  84  15).  See 
Arrowsnake. 

DASH:  The  idea  of  "to  throw  violently"  or  "to 
strike"  with  purpose  of  causing  destruction  is  usually 
connected  with  the  word  "to  dash."  There  is  per- 
haps but  one  exception  to  this:  Ps  91  12  and  the 
quotations  of  this  passage  in  the  NT  (Mt  4  6;  Lk 
4  11,  TpwTK&KTfa^  'pro8k6ptd)f  have  the  meaning  "to 
strike  against  accidentally"  and  not  intentionally. 
Nah  2  1,  "he  that  dasheth  in  pieces"  is  doubtful. 
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''He  that  scatters"  would  be  in  better  harmony 
with  the  Heb  y^lS^lQ ,  mephlQ,  and  the  following  de- 
scription of  destruction.  In  all  other  cases  "to 
dash"  is  connected  with  the  idea  of  destruction,  esp. 
the  infliction,  of  punishment  which  is  usually  ex- 
pressed by  tJ^l,  rdtashf  "to  dash  to  the  ground" 
(2  K  8  12;  Isa  13  16  ff,  et  al.,  "to  dash  in  pieces/' 
AV  simply  "to  dash"),  but  also  by  75?  >  naphoQf  "to 
break  to  pieces"  (Ps  2  9;  137  9,  et  al.)-  See  also 
Punishments.  A.  L.  Bresuch 

DATES,  d&ts  (pyi,  d'bJuuh):  Arab,  dibbs  (2  Ch 
31  6  AVm);  EV  Honey  (q.v.).  See  also  Palm 
Tbee. 

DATHAN,  d&'than  (1^*1,  ddthdrif  meaning  and 
derivation  unknown,  though  the  name  is  found  in 
Assyr,  in  the  records  of  Shaimanezer  II) :  The  son 
of  Eliab  the  son  of  Pallu  the  son  of  Reuben  (Nu  26 
5flf;  Dt  11  6;  Ps  106  17).  He  and  his  brother 
Abiram,  with  others,  followed  Korah  the  Levite  in 
disputing  the  authority  of  Moses  and  Aaron  in  the 
wUderness  (Nu  16-17,  26;  Dt  11  6:  Ps  106  17). 
Other  followers  of  Korah  perished  by  fire  before 
the  tent  of  meeting,  but  Dathan  and  Abiram  were 
swallowed  up  by  the  earth,  with  their  families  and 
their  goods,  at  their  tents.    See  Korah. 

Willis  J.  Beecher 

DATHEMA,  dath'^ma  (Aoecito,  Ddthtma):  A 
stronghold  (1  Mace  6  29)  in  Gilead  to  which  the 
Jews  fled  for  refuge  from  the  heathen  (ver  9) .  They 
were  delivered  by  Judas  and  Jonathan  his  brother. 
It  was  within  a  night's  march  from  Bosora.  It 
may  possibly  be  identical  with  ^Atham&n  which  lies 
E.  of  elrMuzirlb. 

DAUB,  d6b:  "To  daub"  always  has  the  meaning 
"to  cover,"  "to  smear  with"  in  the  Scriptures.  Ezk 
compares  the  flatteries  of  the  false  prophets  to  a 
slight  wall  covered  with  whitewash  (lit.  "spittle''). 
See  Ezk  13  lOff;  22  28.  In  Ex  2  3  "daubed  it 
with  slime  and  with  pitch"  (Heb  H^JpHril,  wot" 
tahmTdhf  denom.  of  ^l^U ,  ftem&r,  "bitumen"  or  "as- 
phalt"), "to  daub"  has  the  same  meaning  as  in  the 
Ezk  passage. 

DAUGHTER,  d6'tgr  (PS,  bath;  Ovydrvip,  thu- 
ffdier):  Used  in  Scriptures  in  several  more  or  less 
distinct  senses:  (a)  for  daughter  in  the  ordinary, 
literal  sense  (Gen  46  25;  Ex  1  16);  (b)  daughter- 
in-law  (Ruth  2  2):  (c)  granddaughter  or  other 
female  descendant  (Ex  21;  Lk  1  5;  13  16);  (d)  the 
women  of  a  country,  or  of  a  place,  taken  collectively 
(Lk  23  28),  of  a  particular  religion  (Mai  2  11); 
(e)  all  the  population  of  a  place,  taken  collectively, 
esp.  in  Prophets  and  poetic  books  (Ps  9  14;  Isa  23 
10;  Jer  46  24;  Mt  21  5);  (/)  used  in  familiar 
address.  "Daughter,  be  of  good  comfort"  (Mt  9  22 
AV;  Mk  6  34;  Lk  8  48);  (g)  women  in  general 
(Prov  31  29);  (h)  the  personification  of  towns  or 
cities,  as  of  the  female  sex  (Isa  47  1;  Ezk  16 
44.46;  cf  Nah  3  4.7),  esp.  of  dependent  towns  and 
villages  (Ps  48  11;  Nu  21  25m;  Jgs  1  27m); 
(i)  in  Heb  idiom  for  person  or  thing  belonging  to 
or  having  the  characteristics  of  that  with  which  it 
is  joined,  as  "daughter  of  ninety  years,"  of  Sarah. 
ninetyyearsold(Gen  17  17);  "daughters  of  music, 
singing  birds,  or  singing  women  (Eccl  12  4); 
daughters  of  a  tree,  i.e.  branches;  daughter  of  the 
eye,  i.e.  the  pupil. 

Daughters  were  not  so  highly  prized  as  sons,  not 
being  usually  mentioned  by  name.  A  father  might 
sometimes  sell  his  daughter  as  bondwoman  (Ex  21 
7);  though  not  to  a  foreigner  (ver  8);  daughters 
might  sometimes  inherit  as  did  sons,  but  could  not 
take  the  inheritance  outside  of  the  tribe  (Nu  36 
1-12).  Edward  Baqby  Pollard 


DAUGHTER-IN-LAW.  See  Relationships, 
Family. 

DAVID,  da'vid  C^rl ,  datmdh,  or  T^Tl ,  daiMh, 
"beloved";  AaviCS,  Daueld,  also  in  NT,  Dauid, 
Dabid;  see  Thayer's  Lex.): 

/.  Ntunm  and  Gmnmalogy. — ^This  name,  which  is 
written  "defectively"  in  the  older  boolu,  such  as 
those  of  S,  but  pl^  with  the  yodh  in  Ch  and  the 
later  books,  is  derived,  like  the  simiUur  name  Jedi- 
diah  (2  S  12  25),  from  a  root  meaning  "to  love." 
The  only  person  who  bears  this  name  in  the  Bible  is 
the  son  of  Jesse,  the  second  king  of  Israel.  His 
genealo^  is  given  in  the  table  appended  to  the 
Book  of  Ruth  (4  18-22).  Here  the  following  points 
are  to  be  noted:  David  belonged  to  the  tnbe  of 
Judah:  his  ancestor  Nahshon  was  chieftain  of  the 
whole  tribe  (Nu  1  7;  2  3;  1  Ch  2  10)  and  brother- 
in-law  of  Aaron  the  high  priest  (Ex  6  23).  As  no 
other  descendants  of  Nahshon  are  mentioned,  his 
authority  probably  descended  to  Jesse  by  right  of 

grimogeniture.  This  supposition  is  countenanced 
y  the  fact  that  Salma  (Salmon),  the  name  of  the 
son  of  Nahshon  and  father  of  Boaz,  is  also  the  name 
of  a  grandson  of  Caleb  who  became  "father"  of 
Bethlehem,  the  home  of  Jesse  (1  Ch  2  51).  David 
was  closelv  connected  with  the  tribe  of  Moab,  the 
mother  of  his  grandfather  Obed  being  Ruth  the 
Moabitess.  Of  the  wife  or  wives  of  Jesse  we  know 
nothing,  and  consequently  are  without  information 
upon  a  most  interesting  point — ^the  personality  of 
the  mother  of  David;  but  that  she  too  may  have 
been  of  the  tribe  of  Moab  is  rendered  probable  b^ 
the  fact  that,  when  hard  pressed,  David  placed  his 
parents  under  the  protection  of  the  king  of  that 
countnr  (1  S  22  3.4). 

//.  £ariy  Yean. — ^The  home  of  David  when  he 
comes  upon  the  stage  of  history  was  the  picturesque 
town  of  Bethlehem.  There  his  family 
1.  Shepherd  had  been  settled  for  generations,  in- 
deed ever  since  the  Israelite  nation  had 
overrun  the  land  of  Canaan.  His  father  was  appaiv 
ently  not  only  the  chief  man  of  the  place,  but  he 
seems  to  have  been  chieftain  of  the  whole  clan  to 
which  he  belonged — the  clan  of  Judah.  Although 
the  country  round  Bethlehem  is  more  fertile  than 
that  in  the  neighborhood  of  Jerus,  the  inhabitants 
joined  to  the  cultivation  of  the  soU  the  breeding  of 
cattle  (Lk  2  8).  David's  father,  not  only  culti- 
vated his  ancestral  fields,  but  kept  flocks  of  sheep 
and  goats  as  well.  The  flocks  were  sent  out  every 
day  to  pasting  in  the  neighboring  valleys  attended 
by  the  herdsmen  armed  so  as  to  defend  themselves 
and  their  charge,  not  only  against  marauders  from 
the  surrounding  deserts,  but  also  from  the  lions 
and  bears  with  which  the  country  was  then  infested. 
David  seems  to  have  been  in  the  habit  of  accom- 
pan3ring  his  father's  servants  in  their  task  (1  S  17 
20.22),  and  on  occasion  would  be  left  in  full  charge 
by  himself.  Nor  was  his  post  at  such  times  a  sine- 
cm^.  He  had  not  only  to  keep  a  sharp  lookout 
for  thieves,  but  on  more  than  one  occasion  had  with 
no  other  weapon  than  his  shepherd's  club  or  staff 
to  rescue  a  lamb  from  the  clutches  of  a  lion  or  a 
bear  (vs  34  ff).  Such  adventures,  however,  must 
have  been  rare,  and  David  must  often  have  watched 
eagerly  the  lengthening  of  the  shadow  which  told 
of  the  approach  of  sunset,  when  he  could  drive  his 
charge  into  the  zariba  for  the  night  and  return  home. 
There  is,  indeed,  no  life  more  monotonous  and  en- 
ervating than  that  of  an  eastern  shepherd,  but  David 
must  have  made  good  use  of  his  idle  time.  He 
seems,  in  fact,  to  have  made  such  good  use  of  it  as 
to  have  neglected  his  handful  of  sheep.  The  inci- 
dents of  which  he  boasted  to  Saul  would  not  have 
occurred,  had  his  proper  occupation  taken  up  all 
his  thoughts;  but,  like  King  Alfred,  his  head  seems 
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to  have  been  filled  with  ideas  far  removed  from  his 
humble  task. 

David,  like  Nelson,  does  not  seem  to  have  known 
what  it  was  to  be  afraid,  and  it  was  not  to  be  ex- 
pected that  he  could  be  satisfied  with 
2.  Stinger  the  lot  of  the  youngest  of  eight  sons 
of  the  now  aged  chief  (1  S  17  12; 
1  Ch  2  13  ff).  In  the  East  every  man  is  a  soldier, 
and  David's  bent  was  in  that  direction.  The  tribes- 
men of  Benjamin  near  whose  border  his  home  was 
situated  were  famed  through  all  Israel  as  slingers, 
some  of  whom  could  sling  at  a  hair  and  not  miss 
(Jgs  20  16).  Tau^t,  perhaps,  by  one  of  these, 
but  certainly  by  dmt  of  constant  practice,  David 
acquired  an  accuracy  of  aim  which  reminds  one  of 
tales  of  William  Tell  or  Robin  Hood  (1  S  17  49). 

Another  of  the  pastimes  in  the  pursuit  of  which 
David  spent  many  an  hour  of  his  youthful  days 
was  music.  The  instrument  which  he 
8.  Harpist  used  was  the  ^'harp^'  (Heb  kinndr). 
This  instrument  had  many  forms, 
which  may  be  seen  on  the  As^  and  Egyp  monu- 
ments; but  the  kind  used  bv  David  was  probably 
like  the  modem  Arab,  rubdbaf  having  onlv  one  or 
two  strings,  played  not  with  a  plectrum  {Ant,  VII, 
xii,  3)  but  by  the  hand  (cf  1  S  16  23,  etc,  which 
do  not  exclude  a  quill).  Whatever  the  nature  of  the 
instrument  was,  D.  acquired  such  proficiency  in 
playine  it  that  his  fame  as  a  musician  soon  spread 
throughout  the  countryside  (ver  18).  With  the 
passing  of  time  be  becomes  the  Heb  Orpheus,  in 
whose  music  birds  and  mountains  joined  (cf  Korftn, 
ch21). 

To  the  accompaniment  of  his  lyre  David  no  doubt 
sang  words,  either  of  popular  songs  or  of  lyrics  of 
his  own  composition,  in  that  wailing 
4.  Poet  eastern  key  which  seems  to  be  an  imi- 
tation of  the  bleating  of  fiocks.  The 
verses  he  sang  would  recount  his  own  adventiu*es 
or  the  heroic  prowess  of  the  warrior  of  his  clan^  or 
celebrate  the  loveHness  of  some  maiden  of  the  tnbe, 
or  consist  of  elesdes  upon  those  slain  in  battle. 
That  the  name  of  D.  was  long  connected  with  music 
the  reverse  of  sacred  appears  from  the  fact  'that 
Amos  denoimces  the  people  of  luxury  of  his  time  for 
improvising  to  the  sound  of  the  viol,  inventing  in- 
struments of  musiCj  like  D.  (6  5).  (It  is  not  clear 
to  which  clause  ''like  D.''  belongs,  probably  to 
both.)  The  only  remains  of  the  secular  poetry  of 
D.  which  have  come  down  to  us  are  his  elegies  on 
Saul  and  Jonathan  and  on  Abner  (2  S  1  19-27; 
8  33.34),  which  show  him  to  have  been  a  true  poet. 
Did  D.  also  compose  religious  verses?  Was  he 
"the  sweet  psaknist  of  IsraeP  (2  S  23  1)?  In  the 
oldest  account  which  we  have,  con- 
6.  Psalmist  tained  in  the  books  of  S,  D.  appears 
as  a  musician  and  as  a  secular  poet 
only,  for  it  is  obvious  the  poetical  passages,  2  S  22 
1 — 28  7,  do  not  belong  to  the  origmal  form  of  that 
book  but  are  thrust  in  in  the  middle  of  a  long  list  of 
names  of  D.'s  soldiers.  The  position  is  the  same 
in  Am  (6  5).  It  is  in  the  later  books  and  passages 
that  sacred  music  and  psalms  begin  to  be  ascribed 
to  him.  Perhaps  the  earliest  instance  is  the  pas- 
sage just  cited  containing  the  ''last  words"  of  D. 
(2  S  28  1-7).  The  Chronicler  (about  300  BC) 
seems  to  put  parts  of  Pss  105,  96  and  106  into  the 
mouth  of  D.  (1  Ch  16  7  ff),  and  Nehemiah  (12  36) 
regards  him  apparently  as  the  inventor  of  the  instru- 
ments used  in  the  Temple  service  (1  Ch  23  5),  or 
as  a  player  of  sacred  music.  So  too  in  the  LaX 
psalter  (161  2)  we  read,  "My  hands  made  an  organ, 
my  fingers  fashioned  a  psaltery" ;  and  gradually  the 
whole  of  the  Psalms  came  to  be  ascribed  to  D.  as 
author.  In  regard  to  this  question  it  must  be 
remembered  that  in  the  East  at  any  rate  there  is 
no  such  distinction  as  that  of  sacred  and  secular. 


By  sacred  poetry  we  mean  poetry  which  mentions 
the  name  of  God  or  quotes  Scripture,  but  the  Heb 
or  Arab  poet  will  use  the  name  of  God  as  an  accom- 
paniment to  a  dance,  and  will  freely  sprinkle  even 
comic  poetry  with  citations  from  ms  sacred  book. 
D.  must  have  composed  sacred  poems  if  he  com- 
posed at  all,  and  he  would  use  his  musical  gift  for 
the  purposes  of  religion  as  readily  as  for  those  of 
amusement  and  pleasure  (2  S  6  14.15).  Whether 
any  of  our  psalms  was  comix)8ed  by  D.  is  another 
question.  The  titles  cannot  be  considered  as  con- 
clusive evidence,  and  internal  proofs  of  his  author- 
ship are  wanting.  Indeed  the  only  psalm  which 
daima  to  have  been  written  b^  D.  is  the  18th  (  — 
2  S  22).  One  cannot  help  wishing  that  the  23d 
were  simg  by  the  little  herd  lad  as  he  watched  his 
father's  flocks  and  guarded  them  from  danger. 

There  are  sayings  of  Mohammed  that  the  iiappiest 
life  is  that  of  the  shepherd,  and  that  no  one  became 

a  prophet  who  had  not  at  one  time 
6.  Tribes-  tended  a  flock  of  sheep.  What  Mo- 
man  hammed  meant  was  that  the  shepherd 

enjoys  leisure  and  solitude  for  reflec- 
tion and  for  plimging  into  those  day  dreams  out  of 
which  prophets  are  made.  If  D.,  like  the  Arab  poet 
Tarc^a,  indulged  in  eportf  in  music  and  in  poetry, 
even  to  the  neglect  of  his  charge,  he  must  have  sought 
out  themes  on  which  to  exercise  his  muse;  andf  it 
must  have  been  with  no  little  chagrin  that  he  leamt 
that  whereas  the  tribes  of  Ephraim,  Benjamin, 
Naphtali,  Manasseh,  Issachar.  Zebulun,  Levi,  Dan, 
ana  even  the  non-Is'aelite  tribes  of  Kenaz  and  the 
debatable  land  of  Gilead  could  boast  of  having  held 
the  hegemony  of  Israel  and  led  the  nation  in  battle, 
his  own  tribe  of  Judah  had  played  a  quite  subor- 
dinate part,  and  was  not  even  mentioned  in  the 
national  war  song  of  Deborah.  As  contrasted  with 
the  poets  of  these  tribes  he  could  boast  in  his  verses 
only  of  Ibzan  who  belonged  to  his  own  town  of 
Bethlehem  (Jgs  12  8).  The  Jerahmeelites  were 
no  doubt  a  powerful  clan,  but  neither  they  nor  any 
other  of  the  subdivisions  of  Judah  had  ever  done 
anything  for  the  common  good.  Indeed,  when  the 
twelve  pathfinders  had  been  sent  in  advance  into 
Canaan,  Judah  had  been  represented  bv  Caleb,  a 
member  of  the  Uitlander  tribe  of  Kenaz  (Nu  18  6). 
He  became  apparentlv  the  adopted  son  of  Hezron 
and  so.  D.  might  claim  kinship  with  him,  and  through 
him  with  Otnniel  the  first  of  the  judges  (J09  1  13). 
D.  thus  belonged  to  the  least  efiicient  era  all  the 
Israelitish  tribes  except  one,  and  one  which,  con- 
sidering its  size  and  wealth,  had  till  now  failed  to 
play  a  worthy  part  in  the  confederacy.  It  is  diffi- 
cult to  believe  that  the  young  D.  never  dreamed  of 
a  day  when  his  own  tribe  should  take  its  true  place 
amon^  its  fellows,  and  when  the  deliverer  of  Israel 
from  its  oppressors  should  belong  for  once  to  the 
tribe  of  Judah. 

///•  in  the  Service  of  SaaL — ^The  earliest  events 
in  the  career  of  D.  are  involved  in  some  obscurity. 

This  is  due  mainly  to  what  appears  to 
1.  David  be  an  insoluble  difficulty  in  ens  16  and 
First  Meets  17  of  1  S.  In  ch  16,  D.  is  engaged 
Saul  to  play  before  Saul  in  order  to  dispel 

his  melancholy,  and  becomes  his  squire 
or  armor-bearer  (16  21),  whereas  in  the  following 
chapter  he  is  unknown  to  Saul,  who,  after  the  death 
of  Goliath,  asks  Abner  who  he  is,  and  Abner  replies 
that  he  does  not  know  (17  55).  This  apparent 
contradiction  may  be  accounted  for  by  the  f olfowins 
considerations:  (a)  16  14-23  may  be  inserted  out^ 
its  chronological  order  for  the  sake  of  the  contrast 
with  the  section  immediately  preceding — "the  spirit 
of  JHVH  came  mightily  upon  D.  from  that  day  for- 
ward ....  the  spirit  of  JHVH  departed  from  Saul" 
(16  13.14);  (6)  the  fact  of  D.  becoming  Saul's 
squire  does  not  imply  constant  personal  attendance 
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upon  him;  the  text  says  D.  became  an  (not  his) 
armor-bearer  to  Saul.  The  king  would  have  many 
such  squires:  Joab,  though  only  commander-in- 
chief,  had)  it  seems,  eighteen  (2  S  23  37  reads  'W- 
mor-oearers");  (fi)  D.  would  not  play  before  Saul 
every  day:  his  presence  might  not  be  required  for 
a  space  of  weeks  or  months;  (d)  Saul's  failure  to 
recognize  D.  may  have  been  a  result  of  the  'evil 
spirit  from  JHVH'  and  Abner's  denial  of  knowl- 
edge may  have  been  feigned  out  of  jealousy.  If 
we  accept  all  the  statements  of  the  dramatis  per- 
sonae  in  these  narratives  we  shall  not  get  very  far. 
The  facts  seem  to  have  been  somewhat  as  follows: 
It  had  become  evident  that  Saul  was  not  equal  to 

the  task  to  which  he  had  been  set — 
2.  His  First  the  task  of  breaking  the  Phili  power, 
Exploit  and  it  became  the  duty  of  Samuel,  as 

the  vicar  of  Jeh  and  as  still  homing 
very  large  powers,  to  look  about  for  a  successor.  He 
turned  to  the  tribe  of  Judah  (the  full  brother  of  his 
own  ancestor  Levi),  a  tribe  which  was  fast  becoming 
the  most  powerful  member  of  the  federation.  The 
headman  of  this  clan  was  Jesse  of  Bethlehem.  His 
name  was  well  known  in  the  country — Saul  does  not 
require  to  be  told  who  he  is  (1  S  16  18;  17  68) — ^but 
he  was  by  this  time  advanced  in  years  (17  12).  He 
had,  however,  many  sons.  Old  men  in  the  East 
often  foretell  a  great  future  for  a  young  boy  (cf  Lk 
2  34).  Samuel  saw  that  D.  was  formed  of  other 
clay  than  his  brothers,  and  he  anointed  him  as  he 
had  done  Saul  (1  S  10  1).  But  whereas  the 
anointing  of  Saul  was  done  surreptitiously  and  for 
a  definite  purpose  which  was  explained  at  the  time 
(10  1),  that  of  D.  was  performed  before  his  whole 
family,  but  with  what  object  he  was  not  told  (16 
13).  His  brothers  do  not  seem  to  have  thought  the 
matter  of  much  consequence  (cf  17  28),  and  all  D. 
could  conclude  from  it  was  that  he  was  destined  to 
some  high  office — perhaps  that  of  SamueFs  succes- 
sor (cf  1  K  19  15.16).  It  would  have  the  effect 
of  nerving  him  for  any  adventure  and  raising  his 
hopes  high  and  steeling  his  courage.  Whether  by  ac- 
cident or  by  contrivance  he  became  attached  to  Saul 
as  minstrel  (cf  2  K  8  15)  and  subsequently  as  one 
of  his  armor-bearers.  He  would  probably  be  at  this 
time  about  twenty  years  of  age.  It  must  have  been 
after  an  interval  of  some  months  that  an  event  hap- 
pened which  made  it  impossible  for  Saul  ever  again 
to  forget  the  existence  of  D.  This  was  the  famous 
duel  between  D.  and  the  Phili  Goliath,  which  saved 
the  situation  for  Saul  for  the  time  (ch  17).  In 
regard  to  this  narrative  it  must  be  noted  that  vs 
12-31.41.50.55-58  and  the  first  five  verses  of  ch  18 
are  wanting  in  the  best  MS  of  the  LXX,  that  is, 
the  sending  of  D.  from  Bethlehem  and  his  fresh 
introduction  to  Saul  and  Saul's  failure  to  recognize 
him  are  left  out.  With  the  omission  of  these  verses 
all  the  difficulties  of  the  narrative  vanish.  For 
the  reason  whv  D.  could  not  wear  the  armor  offered 
him  was  not  because  he  was  still  a  child,  which  is 
absurd  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Saul  was  excep- 
tionally tall  (1  S  9  2),  but  because  he  had  had  no 
practice  with  it  (17  39).  It  is  ridiculous  to  sup- 
pose that  D.  was  not  at  this  time  full-grown,  and 
that  two  armies  stood  by  while  a  child  advanced  to 
engage  a  giant.  The  event  gained  for  D.  the  repu- 
tation won  in  modem  times  at  the  cannon's  mouth, 
but  also  the  devoted  friendship  of  Jonathan  and 
the  enmity  of  Saul  (1  S  18  1-9). 

The  next  years  of  D.'s  life  were  spent  in  the  serv- 
ice of  Saul  in  his  wars  with  the  rhilis.  D.'s  suc- 
cess where  Saul  had  failed,  however,  instead  of 
gratifying  only  inflamed  the  jealousy  of  the  latter, 
and  he  determined  to  put  D.  out  of  the  way.  More 
than  once  he  attempted  to  do  so  with  his  own  hand 
(18  11 ;  19  10),  but  ne  also  employed  stratagem.  It 
came  to  his  ears  that  his  daughter  Michai,  as  well 


as  his  son  Jonathan,  loved  D.,  and  Saul  undertook 
to  give  her  to  D.  on  condition  of  his  killing  a  hundred 
Philis.  The  gruesome  dowry  was  paid, 
3.  Envy  of  and  D.  became  Saul's  son-in-law.  The 
Saul  and  Heb  text  states  that  Saul  first  offered 
Flight  of  his  elder  daughter  to  D.,  and  then 
David  failed  to  implement  his  promise  (18 

17-19.216),  but  this  passage  is  not 
found  in  the  Gr.  D.'s  relation  to  Saul  did  not 
mitigate  the  hatred  of  the  latter;  indeed  his  enmity 
became  so  bitter  that  D.  determined  upon  fiisht. 
With  the  help  of  stratagem  on  the  part  of  Michai, 
this  was  effected  and  D.  betook  himself  to  Samuel 
at  Ramah  for  counsel  and  advice  (19  18).  Thither 
Saul  pursued  him,  but  when  he  came  into  the  pres- 
ence of  the  prophet  his  courage  failed  and  he  was 
overcome  by  the  contagion  of  the  prophetic  ecstasy 
(19  24)  as  he  had  been  on  a  previous  occasion  (10 
11).  D.  returned  to  Gibeah,  while  the  coast  was 
clear,  to  meet  Jonathan,  but  Saul  also  returned 
immediately,  his  hatred  more  intense  than  before. 
D.  then  continued  his  flight  and  came  to  Ahimelech. 
the  priest  at  Nob  (21  1).  It  is  sometimes  supposea 
that  we  have  here  two  inconsistent  accounts  of  D.'s 
ffight,  according  to  one  of  which  he  fled  to  Samuel  at 
Ramah,  and  according  to  the  other  to  Ahimelech 
at  Nob;  but  there  is  no  necessity  for  such  a  suppo- 
sition, and  even  if  it  were  correct,  it  would  not  clear 
up  all  the  difficulties  of  the  narrative.  There  is 
evidently  much  in  these  narratives  that  is  left  imtold 
and  our  business  should  be  to  fill  up  the  ga]>s  in  a 
way  consistent  with  what  we  are  given.  That  Saul 
made  sure  that  D.  would  not  return  is  shown  by 
the  fact  that  he  gave  his  daughter  Michai  to  a  man 
of  the  tribe  of  Benjamin  as  wife  (25  44). 

The  relation  existing  between  Jonathan  and  David 
was  one  of  pure  friendship.  There  was  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  so.  A  heredi- 
4.  Jonafhan  tary  monarchy  did  not  yet  exist  in 
and  David  Israel.  The  only  previous  attempt 
to  establish  such  an  institution — ^that 
of  Gideon's  family  (Jgs  9) — thou^  not  of  Gideon 
himself  (8  23) — ^had  ended  in  failure.  TTie  prin- 
ciple followed  hitherto  had  been  that  of  election  by 
the  sheikhs  or  caids  of  the  clans.  To  this  Saul  owed 
his  position,  for  the  lot  was  a  kind  of  ballot.  More- 
over, behind  all  national  movements  there  lav  the 
gower  of  the  prophets,  the  representatives  of  Jeh. 
aul  was  indeoted  for  his  election  to  Samuel,  just 
as  Barak  was  to  Deborah  (Jgs  4  6).  like  the 
judges  who  preceded  him  he  had  been  put  forward 
to  meet  a  definite  crisis  in  the  national  affairs — ^the 
rise  of  the  Phili  power  (9  16).  Had  he  succeeded 
in  crushing  these  invaders,  the  newly  established 
kingdom  would  in  the  absence  of  this  bond  of  union 
have  dissolved  again  into  its  elements,  as  had  hap- 
pened on  every  similar  occasion  before.  He  was 
the  only  judge  who  had  failed  to  accomplish  the 
task  for  which  he  was  appointed,  and  he  was  the 
only  one  who  had  been  appointed  on  the  imder- 
standing  that  his  son  shoulcl  succeed  him,  for  this 
constitutes  the  distinction  between  king  and  judge. 
Moreover,  not  only  was  Saul  aware  that  he  had 
failed,  but  he  saw  before  him  the  man  who  was  readv 
to  step  into  his  place  and  succeed.  Hia  rival  hadf. 
besides,  the  backing  of  the  mass  of  the  people  and 
of  Samuel  who  was  still  virtual  head  of  the  state 
and  last  coiu*t  of  appeal.  It  is  not  to  be  wonder^ 
at  that  Saul  was  hostile  to  D.  Jonathan,  on  the 
other  hand,  acquiesced  in  the  turn  things  had  taken 
and  bowed  to  what  he  believed  to  be  the  inevitable. 
Such  was  his  love  for  D.  that  he  asked  only  to  be  his 
wazeer  (vizier)  when  D.  came  to  the  throne  (1  S  23 
17) .  D.'s  position  was  perhaps  the  most  difficult  im- 
aginable. He  had  to  fight  the  battles  of  a  king  whose 
one  idea  was  to  bring  about  his  ruin.  He  was  the 
bosom  friend  of  a  prince  whom  he  proposed  to  sup- 
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plant  in  his  inheritance.  His  hope  of  salvation  lay 
m  the  death  of  his  king,  the  father  of  his  wife  and 
of  his  best  friend.  The  situation  would  in  ordinary 
circumstances  be  intolerable,  and  it  would  have  been 
impossible  but  for  the  fact  that  those  concerned 
were  obsessed  by  a  profound  belief  in  Fate.  Jona- 
than bore  no  grudge  against  D.  for  aimine  at  the 
throne  because  to  the  throne  he  was  destined  by  the 
will  of  Jeh.  To  D.  it  would  never  occur  that  he 
had  the  choice  of  declining  the  high  destiny  in 
store  for  him.  Had  he  had  thepower  to  refuse  what 
he  believed  to  be  the  decree  of  Fate,  he  would  hardly 
escape  censure  for  his  ambition  and  disloyalty. 

IV.  Daoid  in  Exile. — ^From  the  moment  of  his 

flight  D.  became  an  outlaw  and  remained  so  until 

the  death  of  Saul.    This  period  of  his 

1.  David  career  is  full  of  stirring  adventures 
as  Outlaw     which  remind  us  of  Robert  Bruce  or 

William  Wallace  of  Scotland.  Like 
King  Arthur  and  other  heroes  he  carried  a  famous 
sword — the  sword  of  Goliath  (21  9).  Having  ob- 
tained it  of  Ahimelech,  he  for  the  first  time  left  Is- 
raelite territory  and  betook  himself  to  the  Phili  city 
of  Gath  (21  10).  Not  feeling  safe  here  he  left  and 
took  up  his  abode  in  the  cave  of  Adullam  (22  1)  in 
the  country  of  Judah,  almost  within  sight  of  his 
native  Bethlehem.  This  cave  was  admirably  suited 
to  the  outlaw's  purpose  and  no  doubt  D.  had  many 
a  time  explored  its  recesses  when  a  boy.  Here  he 
was  joined  by  his  parents  and  brothers,  with  their 
servants,  as  well  as  by  all  sorts  of  persons  who  were 
at  war  with  the  government,  debtors,  fugitives  from 
justice,  and  discontented  persons  generally .  D .  thus 
became  the  chief  of  a  band  of  outlaws  who  num- 
bered about  400.  Of  such  stuff  some  of  his  bravest 
soldiers  were  made  (2  S  23  13  ff).  He  had  an 
augur,  too,  to  direct  his  actions^  and.  after  the  mas- 
sacre of  the  priests  at  Nob,  a  pnest,  Abiathar.  carry- 
ing an  ephod  with  which  to  cast  lots  (1  S  22  5; 
23  6).  During  this  period  he  supported  himself 
and  his  men  bv  making  raids  on  the  Phili  outposts 
and  levying  blackmail  on  his  own  countrymen  (25 
2  ff)  in  rotum  for  giving  them  his  protection  from 
the  Philis  (23  Iff).  Hard  pressed  both  by  Saul 
and  the  PhiUs  (who  had  established  themselves  even 
in  Bethlehem)  he  committed  his  parents  to  the  keep- 
ing of  the  king  of  Moab,  and  began  to  rove  as  a  free- 
b(x>ter  through  the  coimtry  (23  5.15.25.29).  On 
two  occasions  D.  had  Saul  in  hiis  power,  but  refused 
to  seize  the  opportunity  of  taking  his  life  (24-26). 
Here  again  there  are  no  adequate  grounds  for  sup- 
posing we  have  two  accounts  of  one  and  the  same 
mcident.  During  his  wandering  D.'s  followers  in- 
creased in  numbers  (cf  22  2;  23  13;  25  13).  His 
chief  lieutenant  was  his  nephew  Abishai,  the  son  of 
his  sister  Zermah,  but  his  brothers  Joab  and  Asahel 
do  not  seem  to  have  joined  D.  yet.  Another  of  his 
nephews,  Jonathan  the  son  of  Shimei  (Shammah), 
is  mentioned  (2  S  21  21;  cf  1  S  16  9)  and  the 
Chronicler  thinks  many  other  knightsjoined  him 
during  this  period  (1  Ch  11  10  ff).  The  position 
of  D.  at  this  time  was  very  similar  to  that  of  the 
brigand  Raisuli  of  late  in  Morocco.  That  there  was 
some  stability  in  it  is  shown  by  his  taking  two  wives 
at  this  time — ^Ahinoam  and  Abigail  (1  S  25  42.43). 
D.  now,  abandoning  all  hope  of  ever  conciliating 
the  king  (1  S  27  1),  made  a  move  which  shows  at 

once  his  reckless  daring  and  consum- 

2.  David  mate  genius.  He  offered  the  services 
Joins  the  of  himself  and  his  httle  army  of  600 
Philistmes     men  to  the  enemies  of  his  coimtry. 

The  town  of  Gath  appears  to  have  been 
an  asylum  for  furtive  Israelites  (1  K  2  39).  D.'s 
first  impulse  on  his  flight  from  Saul  had  been  to  seek 
safety  there  (1  S  21  10-15).  Then,  however,  he 
was  the  hero  of  Israel,  whose  assassination  would 
be  the  highest  gain  to  the  Philis;  now  he  was  the 


embittered  antagonist  of  Saul,  and  was  welcomed 
accordingly.  Achish  placed  at  his  disposal  the 
fortified  town  of  Ziklag  in  the  territory  of  the  now 
extinct  tribe  of  Simeon,  and  there  he  and  his  follow- 
ers, each  of  whom  had  his  family  with  him,  took  up 
their  quarters  for  sixteen  months  (27  6.7).  The 
advantages  to  D.  were  many.  He  was  safe  at  last 
from  the  persecution  of  Saul  (27  4) ;  he  could  secure 
ample  supplies  by  making  raids  upon  the  Ama- 
lekites  and  other  tribes  hostile  to  Israel  toward  the 
S.  (27  8);  and  if  the  opportunity  presented  itself 
he  could  deal  a  serious  blow  at  the  Phili  arms.  The 
position  was  no  doubt  a  precarious  one.  It  could 
last  i  us  t  as  long  as  D.  could  hoodwink  Achish  by  per- 
suacun^  him  that  his  raids  were  directed  against  his 
own  tnbe  (27  10).  This  he  succeeded  in  doing  so 
completely  that  Achish  would  have  taken  him  with 
him  on  the  campaign  which  ended  in  the  decisive 
battle  of  Gilboa,  out  the  other  chiefs,  fearing  treach- 
ery, refused  to  allow  him  to  do  so.  D.  was  forced 
to  return  with  his  followers  to  Ziklag.  only  to  find 
that  town  razed  to  the  ground  and  all  the  women 
and  children  carried  off  by  his  old  enemies  the 
Amalekites  (SO  1.2).  By  the  time  he  had  recovered 
the  spoil  and  returned  in  triumph  to  Ziklag  the  battle 
of  Gilboa  had  been  fought  and  Saul  was  slain.  The 
conduct  of  D.  in  his  relations  with  the  Philis  was  not 
more  reprehensible  than  that  of  the  Cid  who  allied 
himself  with  Al-Mu'taman  of  Saragossa,  or  of 
Coriolanus  who  went  over  to  the  Volsci.  D.  com- 
posed upon  the  death  of  Saul  and  Jonathan  an  elegy 
every  sentence  of  which  has  become  classic. 

V.  David  €u  King. — D.  immediately  removed 

from  Ziklag  and  took  up  his  quarters  at  Hebron, 

where  he  was  at  once  anointed  king 

1.  Civil  over  his  own  tribe  of  Judah.  Thus 
War  began  the  cleavage  between  Judah  and 

Israel.  Here  he  was  joined,  appar- 
ently for  the  first  time,  by  his  nephew  Joab.  Abner. 
however,  loyal  to  his  former  master,  had  Esh-baal 
(1  Ch  8  33),  son  of  Saul,  anointed  king  over  the 
remaining  tribes  at  Mahanaim,  a  fortifi^  town  E. 
of  the  Jordan.  War  continued  between  D.  and 
Abner  for  several  years,  fortune  always  favoring  D. 
Seeing  things  were  goine  against  him  Abner  forced 
Esh-baal  into  a  personal  cjuarrel  with  himself  and 
then  transferred  his  allegiance  and  persuaded  his 
side  to  transfer  theirs  to  D.  (2  S  8  21).  He  did 
not  reap  the  fruit  of  his  defection,  as  he  was  imme- 
diately after  assassinated  by  Joab  in  revenge  for  the 
death  of  Asahel  whom  Abner  had  killed  in  self- 
defence  (8  27).  Deprived  of  his  chief  support 
Esh-baal  also  fell  a  victim  to  assassination  (4  2  ff). 
D.  denounced  both  crimes  with  apparent  sincerity. 
He  composed  an  elegy  and  fasted  for  Abner  (8  33  ff) 
and  avenged  the  death  of  Esh-baal  (4  9ff).  Yet 
these  acts  of  violence  laid  the  sovereignty  of  all 
Israel  at  his  feet.  Of  the  male  heirs  of  Saul  there 
remained  only  a  son  of  Jonathan,  Merib-baal  (1  Ch 
8  34)  who  was  a  crippled  child  of  7.  D.  was  there- 
fore elected  king  over  the  nation  (2  S  5  1  ff).  His 
sovereignty  of  Judah  is  said  to  have  lasted  7}  years 
and  that  over  the  undivided  people  33.  maiung  a 
reign  of  40  years,  beginning  from  D/s  30tn  year  (5  5; 
1  Ch  8  4;  m  2  S  2  10  the  text  is  probably  corrupt). 
These  are  round  numbers. 

King  of  all  the  Israelitish  tribes,  D.  found  his 

hands  free  to  expel  the  foreigners  who  had  invaded 

the  sacred   territory.     His  first  step 

2.  Con-  was  to  move  his  headquarters  from  the 
quests  Southern  Hebron,  which  he  had  been 
Abroad          compelled  at  first  to  make  his  capital, 

to  the  more  central  Jems.  The  fort 
here,  which  was  still  held  by  the  aboriginal  Jebusites, 
was  stormed  by  Joab^  D.'s  nephew,  who  also  super- 
intended the  rebuilding  for  D.  He  was  in  conse- 
quence   appointed    commander-in-chief    (1  Ch  11 
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6.8),  a  post  which  he  held  as  long  as  D.  lived.  The 
materifius  and  the  skilled  workmen  for  the  erection 
of  the  palace  were  supplied  by  Hiram  of  Tyre 
(2  S  5  II).  p.  now  turned  his  attention  to  the 
surrounding  tribes  and  peoples.  The  most  for- 
midable enemy,  the  Philis,  were  worsted  in  several 
campaigns,  ana  their  power  crippled  (2  S  6  17  ff; 
8  1).  In  one  of  these  D,  so  nearly  came  by  his 
death,  that  his  people  would  not  afterward  permit 
him  to  take  part  in  the  fighting  (21  16.17).  One  of 
the  first  countries  against  which  D.  turned  his  arms 
was  the  land  of  Moab,  which  he  treated  with  a 
severity  which  would  suggest  that  the  Moabite 
king  had  ill-treated  D.'s  father  and  mother,  who 
had  taken  refuge  with  him  (8  2).  Yet  his  conduct 
toward  the  B*ne  ^Ammdn  was  even  more  cruel  (12 
31),  and  for  a  less  cause  (10  1  ff).  The  king  of 
Zobah  (Chalkis)  was  defeated  (8  3),  and  Israel te 
garrisons  were  placed  in  Syria  of  Damascus  (8  6) 
and  Edom  (8  14).  The  6*ne  ^ Amman  formed  a 
league  with  the  Syrian  kingdoms  to  the  N.  and  E. 
of  Pal  (10  6.16),  but  these  also  had  no  success.  All 
these  people  became  tributary  to  the  kingdom  of 
Israel  imder  D.  (10  18.19)  except  the  B^n^^Ammdn 
who  were  practically  exterminated  for  the  time 
being  (12  31).  Thus  Israel  became  one  of  the 
"great  powers"  of  the  world  during  the  reign  of  D. 
and  his  inmiediate  successor. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  the  expansion  of  the  bound- 
aries of  Israel  at  this  period  almost  to  their  ideal 
limits  (Dt  11  24,  etc)  was  largely  due 

3.  Political    to  the  fact  that  the  two  great  empires 
Situation       of  Egypt  and  Assyria  were  at  the  mo- 
ment  passing    through   a   period   of 

weakness  and  decay.  The  Assyr  monarchy  was 
in  a  decadent  state  from  about  the  year  1050  BC. 
and  the  22d  Dynasty — ^to  which  Shishak  belongea 
(1  K  14  25) — ^had  not  yet  arisen.  D.,  therefore, 
had  a  free  hand  when  his  time  came  and  found  no 
more  formidable  opposition  than  that  of  the  petty 
states  bordering  upon  Pal.  Against  the  combined 
forces  of  all  the  Israelitish  tribes  these  had  never 
been  able  to  effect  much. 

It  had  been  the  custom  of  the  Israelites  on  setting 

out  upon  expeditions  in  which  the  nation  as  a  whole 

took  part  to  carry  with  them  the  sacred 

4.  The  Ark  box  or  "ark"  wmch  contained  the  two 

stone  tables  (Josh  4  7,  etc).  When 
D.  had  secured  the  fortress  of  Jebus  for  his  metropo- 
lis one  of  his  first  thoughts  was  to  bring  into  it  tnis 
emblem  of  victorv.    It  was  then  l3ring  at  Kiriath- 

J'earim,  possiblv  Abu  Gosh  about  8  noiles  N.W.  of 
ferus  (cf  Ps  132).  Owing  to  the  sudden  death  of 
one  of  the  drivers,  which  he  interpreted  as  indica- 
tive of  anger  on  the  part  of  Jeh,  D.  left  the  ark  at 
the  house  of  a  Phili  which  happened  to  be  near 
at  hand.  As  no  misfortune  befell  this  person,  but 
on  the  contrary  much  pjrosperity,  D.  took  coura^ge 
after  three  months  to  bring  the  sacred  chest  and  its 
contents  into  his  royal  city.  The  ceremony  was 
conducted  with  military  honors  (2  S  6  1)  and  with 
religious  dancing  and  music  (6  5.14)  and  festivity 
(6  18.19).  A  tent  was  pitched  for  it,  in  which  it 
remained  (7  2),  except  when  it  was  sent  with  the 
army  to  the  seat  of  war  (11  11;  15  24).  D.,  how- 
ever, had  flJready  built  for  himself  a  stone  palace, 
and  he  wished  now  to  add  to  it  a  chapel  royal  in  the 
shape  of  a  small  temple,  such  as  the  neighboring 
kings  had.  He  was  the  more  anxious  to  so  do  as  he 
had  much  of  the  material  ready  to  hand  in  the  pre- 
cious metals  which  formed  the  most  valuable  part 
of  the  spoil  of  the  conquered  races,  such  as  bronze 
from  ChaJkis  (8  8),  gold  and  silver  (8  11)  and  the 
vessels  which  he  had  received  as  a  present  from  the 
king  of  Hamath  (8  10).  He  was  persuaded,  how- 
ever, by  the  prophet  Nathan  to  forego  that  task, 
on  the  ground  of  his  having  shed  much  human 


blood,  and  to  leave  it  to  his  successor  (1  Ch  22 
8;  28  3). 

V7.  DofneUic   Life* — In   accordance   with    the 

practice  of  the  kings  of  his  time  D.  had  sevconal 

wives.    His  first  wife  was  Michal,  the 

1.  His  younger  daughter  of  Saul.  When  D. 
Wives  and  fled  from  Saul  she  was  dven  to  Phal- 
Children       tiel,  but  was  restored  to  D.  after  Saul's 

death.  She  does  not  appear  to  have 
borne  any  children.  In  2  S  21  8  "Michal"  should 
be  Merab  (1  S  18  19).  During  the  period  of  separ 
ration  from  Michal,  D.  took  to  wife  Ahinoam 
of  Jezreel  and  Abigail  the  wife  of  Nabal  (1  S  25 
43.42),  who  accompanied  him  to  Ziklag  (27  3  ff), 
when  they  were  among  those  captured  by  the  Ama- 
lekites  (30  5).  A  fourth  wife  was  the  daughter  of 
TaJmai  of  Oeshur,  Maacah,  whom  he  had  captured 
in  war  (27  8;  2  S  3  3).  When  he  removed  to 
Hebron  Ahinoam  bore  him  his  eldest  son  Amnon, 
and  Abigail  his  second  son  Chileab  or  Daniel  (2  S  8 
2.3;  1  Ch  3  1);  his  third  son  was  Absalom,  whose 
mother  was  Maacah,  and  his  fourth  Adonijah.  His 
mother's  name  was  Haggith;  nothing  is  known  about 
her.  Two  other  sons,  Shephatiah  and  Ithream  were 
also  bom  in  Hebron  (2  S  3  2-5:  1  Ch  3  1-4). 
When  D.  added  the  kingdom  of  Israel  to  that  of 
Judah,  he,  in  accordance  with  custom,  took  more 
wives  with  a  view  to  increase  his  state  and  dignity. 
One  of  these  was  Bathsheba,  who  became  the  mother 
of  Solomon  (2  S  5  13  ff ;  1  Ch  3  5  ff ;  14  3  ff). 
D.'s  sons  discharged  priestly  functions  (2  S  8  18; 
cf  Nathan  in  Zee  12  12). 

It  was  perhaps  inevitable  that  in  so  large  a  house- 
hold the  usual  dissensions  and  crimes  of  the  hainm 

should  have  sprung  up  in  plenty.    A 

2.  Domestic  most  unvamisned  account  of  these  is 
Troubles       given    in    2  S  11-20— it     has     been 

suggested  by  Abiathar  the  priest  in 
order  to  avengenimself  on  Solomon  for  his  disgrace 
(1  K  2  26.27),  Solomon's  mother  being  Bath£eba 
(2  S  11,  12).  Ch  13  recounts  the  wrong  done  to 
Tamar,  the  daughter  of  D.  and  Maacah,  and  sister 
of  Absalom,  and  how  the  last  named,  having  avenged 
his  sister's  honor  by  killinjg  Amnon,  Qs  elc^t 
brother,  fled  for  asylum  to  his  mother's  father,  the 
king  oi  Geshur.  Thence  after  two  years  he  re- 
turned (ch  14),  only  to  foment  rebellion  against  his 
father  (ch  15),  leading  to  civil  war  between  D.  and 
Judah  on  the  one  side  and  Absalom  and  Israel  on 
the  other  (chs  16,  17),  and  ending  in  the  death  of 
himself  (ch  18)  and  of  Amasa,  D.^s  nephew,  at  the 
hands  of  his  cousins  Joab  and  Abishai  (20  7  ff), 
as  well  as  nearly  precipitating  the  disruption  of  the 
newly  foimded  kingdom  (19  43).  The  rebeUion  of 
Absalom  was  probably  due  to  the  fact  of  Solomon 
having  been  designated  D.'s  successor  (cf  12  24; 
1  Ch  22  9),for  Absalom  had  the  best  claim,  Amnon 
being  dead  and  Chileab  apparently  of  no  account. 

VU.  HtM  OfRdaU, — ^As   D.'s  circumstances  im- 
proved he  required  assistance  in  the  management 

of  his  affairs.    The  beginning  of  his 

1.  Prophets  good  fortune  had  been  the  friendship 

of  the  prophet  Samuel  (1  S  16  13; 
19  18).  The  prophet  or  seer  was  keeper  of  the 
king's  conscience  and  was  not  appointed  by  him. 
but  claimed  Divine  authority  (2  S  7  3.5ff;  12 
Iff;  24  11  ff).  Among  the  persons  who  discharged 
this  duty  for  D.  were  Gad  the  seer  (1  S  22  5)  and 
Nathan  the  prophet  (1  K  1  11  ff).  All  these  are 
said  to  have  written  memoirs  of  their  times  (1  Ch 
29  29;  2  Ch  9  29). 

Next  to  the  prophet  came  the  priest.    The  ko- 
hen  (priest)  was,  as  the  name  indicates,  a  soothsayer 

or   diviner.    The  duty  of  Abiathar, 

2.  Priests     D.'s  first  priest  (1  S  22  20  ff),  was  to 

carry  the  ephod — an  object  used  for 
casting  lots  (23  6  ff),  in  order  to  decide  what  to  do 
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in  cases  where  there  was  no  other  way  of  making 
up  one's  mind  (SO  7).  It  is  not  to  be  confused  with 
the  dress  of  the  same  name  (1  S  2  18).  Later,  at 
Hebron.  Abiathar  was  given  a  colleague,  Zadok 
(1  Ch  12  28),  and  it  became  their  duty  to  carry 
the  ark  in  exoeditions  (2  S  15  24).  Shortly  after 
the  death  of  D.,  Abiathar  was  deposed  by  Solomon 
for  his  part  in  Adonijah's  attempt  to  seize  the 
throne  ( 1  K  2  26.27),  and  Zadok  remained  sole 
priest  to  the  king  (2  35).  D.'s  sons  also  acted  in 
the  same  capacity  (2  S  8  18).  An  extra  private 
priest  is  mentioned  in  2  S  20  26  (cf  28  26.38). 

When  still  an  outlaw  D.  required  the  services  of 
a  henchman  to  take  command  of  his  men  in  his 

absence.  This  post  was  held  at  first 
8.  Military  by  different  pereons  according  to  cir- 
Officers         cumstances,  but  generally,  it  seems, 

by  his  nephew  Abishai  (1  S  26  6). 
It  was  only  after  the  death  of  Saul  that  his  brother 
Joab  threw  in  his  lot  with  D.  His  great  military 
talents  at  once  gave  him  a  leading  place,  and  as  a  re- 
ward for  the  captiu^  of  Jebus  he  was  given  the  chief 
conmiand,  which  he  held  against  all  rivals  (2  S  3 
27;  20  10)  during  the  whole  reign.  D.'s  special 
body-^piard  of  Pmli  troops — ^the  Cherethites  and 
Pelethites — were  conmianded  by  Benaiah,  who  in 
the  following  reign,  succeeded  Joab  (1  K  2  35). 

The  office  of  recorder  or  maaister  memoriae  was 
held  during  this  reign  and  in  the  following  by  Je- 

hoshaphat  (2  S  8  16):     and   that  of 

4.  Other  secretary  by  Seraiah  (2  S  8  17),  also 
Officials        called  Shavsha  (1  Ch  18  16)  or  Shisha 

(1  K  4  3).  There  were  also  the  coun- 
sellors, men  noted  for  their  great  acumen  and 
knowledge  of  himian  natiu*e,  such  as  Ahithophel  and 
Hushai. 

It  was  natural  that  there  should  be  much  mutual 
jealousy  and  rivalry  among  these  officials,  and  that 

some  of  them  should   attach   them- 

5.  Mutual     selves  to  one  of  D.'s  many  sons,  others 
Rivalry  to  another.    Thus  Amnon  is  the  spe- 
cial patron  of  D.'s  nephew  Jonaoab 

(2  S  13  3;  cf  21  21),  and  Absalom  is  backed  by 
Amasa  (17  25).  The  claim  of  Adonijah  to  the 
throne  is  supported  Iw  Joab  and  Abiathar  (1  K  1 
7),  as  against  that  of  Solomon  who  is  backed  by 
Nathan,  Benaiah,  Zadok  (ver  8)  and  Hushai  (cf 
Ant,  VII,  xiv,  4).  Ahithophel  sides  with  Absa- 
lom; Hushai  with  D.  (2  S  16  12.32). 

Viil.  Penonai  Character  of  DtwitL—We  should 
obtain  a  very  different  idea  of  the  personal  character 

of  D.  according  as  we  drew  our  con- 
1.  Chroni-  elusions  from  the  books  of  S  and  K  or 
des  from  the  books  of  Ch.    There  is  no 

doubt  whatever  that  the  former  books 
are  much  truer  to  fact,  and  any  estimate  or  appre- 
ciation of  D.  or  of  any  of  the  other  characters  de- 
scribed must  be  based  upon  them.  The  Chronicler, 
on  the  other  hand,  is  biased  by  the  religious  ideas 
of  his  own  time  and  is  prejudiced  in  favor  of  some  of 
those  whose  biographies  he  writes  and  against  others. 
He  accordingly  suppresses  the  dark  passages  of 
D.'s  life,  e.g.  the  miuxier  of  Uriah  (1  Ch  20),  or 
sets  them  in  a  favorable  light,  e.g.  by  laying  the 
blame  of  the  census  upon  Satan  (1  Ch  21  1).  D.'s 
success,  esp.  as  against  SauFs  misfortune,  is  greatly 
exaggerated  (12  2.22).  Ceremonial  functions  are 
greatly  elaborated  (ch  16;  cf  2  S  6).  The  various 
orders  of  priests  and  singers  in  the  second  temple 
have  their  origin  traced  back  to  D.  (16  4  ff.37  ff ; 
chs  28-27),.  and  the  temple  of  Solomon  itself  is  to 
all  intents  and  purposes  built  by  him  (chs  212,  28). 
At  the  same  time  there  may  be  much  material  in 
the  shape  of 'names  and  isolated  statements  not 
found  in  the  older  books,  which  so  long  as  they  are 
not  tinged  with  the  Chronicler's  pragmatism  or 
"tendency,"  may  possibly  be  authentic  records  pre- 


served within  the  circle  of  the  priestly  caste,  e.g.  we 
are  told  that  SauPs  skull  was  fastened  in  the  temple 
of  Dagon  (1  Ch  10  10).  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
true  names  of  Ish-bosheth.  Mephibosheth  and  Eliada 
(2  S  2  8:  4  4:  6  16)wereIsh-baal(£sh-baal),Merib- 
baal  and  Beeliada  (1  Ch  8  33;  9  39:  8  34;  9  40; 
14  7);  that  the  old  name  of  Jerusalem  was  Jebus 
(11  4.5;  cf  Jgs  19  10.11);  perhai>sasonofD.  called 
Nogah  has  to  be  added  to  2  S  5  15  from  1  Ch  8 
7;  14  6:  in  2  S  8  8  and  21  18,  for  Betah  and  Gob 
read  Tebah  (Tibhath)  and  Gezer  (1  Ch  18  8;  Gen 

22  24:  1  Ch  20  4).  The  incident  recounted  in 
2  S  28  9  ff  happened  at  Pasdammim  (1  Ch  11  13). 
Shammah  the  Harodite  was  the  son  of  EUka  (2  S 

23  25;  cf  1  Ch  11  27),  and  other  names  in  this 
list  have  to  be  corrected  after  the  readings  of  the 
Chronicler.  Three  (not  seven)  years  of  famine 
was  the  alternative  offered  to  D.  (2  S  24  13;  cf 
1  Ch  21  12). 

If  we  could  believe  that  the  Book  of  Pas  was  In  whole 

or  In  part  the  work  of  D..  It  would  throw  a  flood  of  light 

upon  the  religious   side    of   his   nature. 

2.  Psalms      indeed,  we  should  know  as  much  about  his 

religious  life  as  can  well  be  known  about 
anyone.  Unfortimately  the  date  and  authorship  of  the 
Pss  are  questions  regarding  which  the  most  divergent 
opinions  are  held.  In  the  early  Christian  centuries  all 
the  Pss  were  ascribed  to  D.  and,  where  necessary,  ex- 
plained as  prophecies.  The  author  of  the  Ep.  to  the  He 
speaks  of  the  Book  of  Pss  simply  as  "  David  (4  7).  The 
6r  text,  however,  of  that  book  ascribes  only  some  87 
of  the  poems  to  D.,  and  the  Heb  only  73.  Some  of  these 
are  not  D.'s,  and  in  the  whole  book  there  is  only  one 
which  professes  from  its  contents  to  be  his.  namely,  Ps  18 
(»2  S  28).  The  ocea«ton  on  which  a  psalm  was  composed 
is  stated  only  in  the  case  of  13  psalms,  all  of  which  are 
ascribed  to  D.  Each  of  these  is  referred  to  some  incident 
recorded  in  the  books  of  S,  although  sometimes  the  cita- 
tion is  erroneous  (see  Psalmb).  The  LXX  supplies 
occasions  to  two  or  three  more  psalms;  but  all  such  state- 
ments are  merely  the  conjectures  of  readers  and  scribes 
and  are  of  no  historical  vuue. 

To  form  a  correct  opinion  of  anyone  is  much  more 

difficult  than  to  state  the  facts  of  his  life;  to  form 

an  opinion  which  will  be  generally 

3.  Complex  accepted  is  impossible.  Of  D.'s  char- 
Character     acter  the  most  opposite  estimates  have 

been  formed.  On  one  hand  he  is  ex- 
tolled as  a  saint^^and  vet  few  men  have  committed 
worse  crimes.  The  character  of  D.  must  remain, 
like  that  of  everyone,  an  insoluble  enigma.  A  per- 
son is  to  be  judged  by  his  motives  rather  than  by  his 
actions,  and  one's  true  motives  are  unknown  even 
to  oneself  (Jer  17  9).  There  are  several  sides  of 
D.'s  nature  in  regard  to  which  there  cannot  be  two 
opinions. 

Perhaps  the  feature  of  his  character  which  stands 

out  most  prominentl]^  in  his  earlier  years,  at  any 

rate,  is  ms  boundless  physical  courage. 

4.  Physical  He  never  shirked  danger  (1  S  17  28. 
Courage        34  IT)   and   delighted   m   hairbreadth 

escapes  (26  6).  ^  Like  most  Semites  he 
was  fond  of  gamoling  and  liked  to  take  risks  (18 
26;  cf  23  9;  30  7),  even  when  modesty  would  have 
led  him  to  decline  them  (17  32:  cf  Jgs  8  20).  A 
native  indifference  to  the  shedding  of  blood  grew 
into  a  liking  for  it,  giving  rise  to  acts  of  gross  cruelty 
(1  S  27  9;  2  S  8  2;  16  7,  etc).  He  had  need, 
indeed,  to  be  a  brave  man,  considering  the  charac- 
ter of  the  men  whom  he  ruled  (1  S  22  2).  Yet  he 
coiild  rule  them  by  gentleness  as  well  as  by  force 
(30  23).  All  classes  had  unboimded  confidence  in 
his  personal  courage  and  soldierly  qualities  (2  S  18 
3),  and  were  themselves  driven  to  restrain  his  mili- 
tary ardor  (21  17). 

Whether  D.  possessed  moral  courage  to  an  equal 
degree  is  another  matter.    Had  he  done  so  he  would 

hardly  have  permitted  the  execution 

5.  Moral  of  seven  sons  of  Saul  (2  S  21  Iff), 
Courage        and  that,  too,  at  the  cost  of  breaking 

his  plighted  word  (1  S  24  21);  he 
would  not  have  stood  in  awe  of  the  sons  of  his  sister 
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Zeruiah  (2  S  3  39)^  and  would  have  punished  Joab 
instead  of  weakly  invoking  an  imprecation  on  his 
head  (ver  29),  however  much  he  might  have  felt 
the  loss  of  his  services.  But  in  manv  matters  his 
natural  sense  of  justice  was  blunted  by  the  super- 
stitions of  the  age  in  which  he  lived. 

But  D.  was  even  more  prudent  than  courageous. 

He  is  so  described  by  the  person  who  reconunended 

him  (somewhat  eulogistically)  to  Saul 

6.  Prudence  (1  S  16  18).    Prudence    or    wisdom 

was  indeed  what  his  biographer  most 
remarks  in  him  (18  5.30),  and  situated  as  he  was 
he  could  not  have  too  much  of  it.  It  shows  itself 
in  the  fact  that  he  consistently  made  as  many  friends 
and  as  few  enemies  as  was  possible.  His  wonderful 
foresight  is  shown  in  such  acts  as  his  conciliating 
the  Judaean  chiefs  with  gifts  taken  from  his  spoO 
(30  26  ff),  in  his  commendation  of  the  men  of  Ja- 
besh-gilead  (2  S  2  5-7),  and  in  his  reception  of 
Abner  (3  20).  Yet  it  must  be  confessed  that  this 
constant  looking  forward  to  the  future  takes  away 
from  the  spontaneity  of  his  virtue.  His  gratitude 
is  often  a  keen  sense  of  favors  to  come.  His  kind- 
ness to  Merib-baal  did  him  no  harm  and  some 
advantage  (ch  9;  19  24ff),  and  his  clemency  to 
Shimei  helped  to  win  him  the  tribe  of  Benjamin 
(19  16  ff).  Even  in  his  earliest  youth  he  seems 
to  have  preferred  to  attain  his  ends  by  roundabout 
ways.  The  means  by  which  he  obtained  introduc- 
tion or  reintroduction  to  Saul  (1  S  17  26  ff)  afford 
some  justification  for  the  opinon  which  his  eldest 
brother  held  of  him  (ver  28).  Perhaps  nothing 
proves  the  genius  of  D.  better  than  his  choice  of 
Jebus  as  the  capital  of  the  country — ^which  it  still 
continues  to  be  after  a  lapse  of  three  thousand 
years. 

Yet  it  must  be  confessed  that  D.'s  prudence  often 
degenerates  into  cunning.    With  true  oriental  sub- 

tletv  he  beheved  firmly  in  keeping 

7.  Strategy  one  s  secret  to  oneself  at  all  costs  (IS 

21  2).  The  manner  in  which  he  got 
himself  out  of  Gath  after  this  first  visit  there  (21  13) 
and  the  fact  that  he  hoodwinked  Aclush  during 
sixteen  months  (ch  27 ;  28  1 ;  29)  may  excite  our 
admiration  but  not  our  respect.  The  Oriental, 
however,  delishts  in  a  display  of  cunning  and  makes 
use  of  it  without  shame  (2  S  15  34),  just  as  the 
European  does  in  secret.  There  is  something  ciui- 
ously  modern  in  the  diplomacy  which  D.  employed 
to  ensure  his  own  return  in  due  state  (19  11  ff). 
We  must  remember,  however,  that  D.  lived  among 
persons  hardly  one  of  whom  he  could  trust.  Joab 
accuses  Abner  of  deceit,  while  he  himself  was  faith- 
ful to  none  except  D.  (2  S  3  25).  Ziba  accuses 
Merib-baal  of  treachery,  and  Merib-baal,  Ziba  of 
falsehood,  and  D.  cannot  tell  which  is  speaking  the 
truth  (2  S  16  1  ff;  19  24flf).  D.  himself  is  out- 
witted by  Joab,  though  with  a  friendly  purpose 
(2  S  14  1  AT).  The  wonder,  therefore,  is,  not  that 
D.  was  guilty  of  occasional  obliquity,  but  that  he 
remained  as  straighforward  and  simple  as  he  was. 
D.  was,  indeed,  a  man  very  much  ahead  of  the 
times  in  which  he  Uved.    His  fine  elegies  upon  the 

death  of  Saul  and  Jonathan,  Abner 

8.  Nobility   and  Absalom  show   that  his  nature 

was  untainted  with  mahce.  It  was 
no  superstitious  fear  but  a  high  sense  of  honor  which 
kept  him  back  from  putting  out  of  his  way  his  arch- 
enemy when  he  had  him  in  his  power  (IS  24-26). 
He  even  attempts  to  find  an  excuse  for  him  (26  19), 
while  depreciatmg  himself  (24  14;  26  20)  in  phrases 
which  are  more  than  a  mere  oriental  metonymy 
(2  S  9  8).  It  was  the  ambition  of  his  life  to  be  the 
founder  of  a  permanent  dynasty  (2  S  7  29),  yet 
he  was  willing  that  his  house  should  be  sacrificed 
to  save  his  nation  from  destruction  (24  17).  Like 
most  Orientals  he  was  endowed  with  a  refinement  of 


feeling  unknown  in  the  West.  His  refusal  to  drink 
of  water  obtained  at  the  cost  of  bloodshed  has  be- 
come classic  (2  S  23  17).  And  he  seems  to  have 
been  gifted  with  the  saving  sense  of  humor  (1  S  26 
15).  That  he  was  a  religious  person  goes  without 
saying  (2  S  7:  8  11).  He  did  not  probably  believe 
that  outside  tne  land  of  Israel  Jeh  ceased  to  rule: 
the  expression  used  in  1  S  26  19  is  not  a  term  of 
dogmatic  theology.  Like  other  Hebrews  D.  had 
no  theolo^^.  Hebelieved  in  Jeh  alone  as  the  ruler, 
if  not  of  the  universe,  at  any  rate  of  all  the  world 
known  to  him.  He  certainl}^  did  not  believe  in 
Chemosh  or  Miloom,  whether  in  the  lands  of  Moab 
and  Ammon  or  out  of  them  (2  S  12  30;  for  ''their 
king''  read  Malcam  [Milcom]). 

D.  discharged,  as  most  ChientaJs  do,  his  duty 

toward  his  parents   (1  S  22  3).    To   Michal  his 

nrst  wife  his  love  was  constant  (2  S 

9.  David  in  8  13).  although  she  did  not  bear  him 
Relation  to  any  children.  In  accordance  with  the 
His  Family   custom  of  the  times,  as  his  estate  im- 

§  proved,  he  took  other  wives  and  slave- 

'rls.  The  lavorite  wife  of  his  latter  days  was 
athsheba.  His  court  made  some  show  of  splendor 
as  contrasted  with  the  dwellings  of  the  peasantry 
and  the  farmer  class  (19  28.35),  but  his  palace  was 
always  small  and  plain,  so  that  it  could  be  left  to 
the  keeping  of  ten  women  when  he  removed  from  it 
(16  16).  D.  and  Michal  seem  to  have  Uved  on 
terms  of  perfect  equality  (6  20  ff).  In  this  he  con- 
trasts somewhat  with  Ahab  (1  K  21  5ff).  D.'s 
chief  weakness  in  regard  to  his  family  was  his  indul- 
gence of  some  of  his  sons  and  f avormg  some  above 
others,  and  want  of  firmness  in  regard  to  them.  He 
could  refuse  them  nothing  (2  S  13  27).  His  first 
favorite  was  his  eldest  son  Amnon  (13  21  LXX). 
After  the  death  of  Amnon,  Absalom  became  the 
favorite  (18  33),  and  after  the  death  of  Absalom, 
Adoni|ah  (1  K  1  6).  Yet  D.  lived  for  two  whole 
vears  m  Jems  along  with  Absalom  without  seeing 
him  (2  S  14  28),  and  he  was  succeeded  not  by 
Adonijah,  but  bv  Solomon,  whose  mother  was  the 
favorite  wife  of  his  later  years. 

Not  only  did  D.  know  the  value  of  having  many 

friends,  but  he  was  capable  of  sincere  attachment. 

There  is  no  reason  to  doubt  the  sin- 

10.  David  in  cerity  of  his  love  for  Jonathaji,  al- 
Relation  to  though  it  is  not  so  completely  cut  off 
His  Friends  from  all  suspicion  of  self-interest  as  is 

that  of  Jonathan  for  him.  D.,  indeed, 
had  the  faculty  of  winning  the  confidence  and  love  of 
all  sorts  and  conditions  of  people,  not  only  of  Jona- 
than (1  S  18  Iff;  20;  23  16 ff),  butof  J.'s  sister 
Michal  (18  20),  of  the  whole  people  (18  28  LXX; 
2  S  19  14),  and  even  of  his  people's  enemies  (2  S 
17  27  ff).  His  friendship  lasted  as  long  as  the  ob- 
ject of  it  lived  (2  S  1  17  ff ;  10  1  f).  In  the  case 
of  his  officers  this  was  partly  due  to  his  faculty  for 
choosing  good  men  (2  S  8  16  ff),  so  that  the  same 
persons  often  held  the  same  offices  dining  D.'s  life 
(20  23  ff).  Yet  the  services  of  one  of  them  at  least 
were  retained  more  by  compulsion  than  by  choice 
(2  S  8  39).  He  seems,  indeed,  to  have  continu^ 
Joab  in  his  post  because  he  felt  he  could  not  do  with- 
out him.  Joab  was  devoted  to  D.  with  the  devotion 
of  Caleb  Balderstone  to  his  master,  and  he  was  as 
utterly  unscrupulous.  He  did  not  nesitate  to  com- 
mit any  crime  that  would  benefit  D.  The  latter 
dared  not  perpetrate  these  atrocities  himself,  but 
he  did  not  mind  taking  advantage  of  such  a  useful 
instrument,  and  never  punished  Joab  for  them, 
save  with  an  impotent  curse  (3  29).  He  dealt 
otherwise  with  malefactors  who  could  be  better 
spared  (2  S  1  14ff;  4  9ff).  Indeed,  a  suspicious 
juryman  might  find  that  D.  put  both  Abner  and 
Amasa  in  tine  way  of  Joab  (3  23  ff;  19  13;  20 
4  ff).    It  does  not  say  much  for  D.  that  he  fell  so 
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low  as  to  fear  losing  the  good  opinion  even  of  Joab, 
this  ready  instrument  of  lus  worst  crime  (11  25). 

One  reason  for  the  high  position  D.  held  in  the 
popular  estimation  was  no  doubt  his  almost  unin- 
terrupted success.    He  was  regarded 

11.  "Bib  as  the  chosen  of  Heaven,  by  friend  and 
Success         foe  alike  (1  S  23  17).    Fortune  seemed 

to  favor  him.  Nothing  could  have 
been  more  timely  than  the  death  of  Saul  and  Jona- 
than, of  Ishbaai  and  Abner,  of  Absalom  and  Amasa, 
and  he  did  not  raise  his  hand  against  one  of  them. 
As  a  guerilla  chief  with  his  600  bandits  he  could 
keep  at  bay  Saul  with  his  3,000  picked  men  (IS 
24  2;  26  2),  but  he  was  not  a  great  general.  Most 
of  the  old  judges  of  Israel  did  in  one  pitched  battle 
what  D.  effected  in  a  campaign  (1  S  18  30;  19  8; 
23  Iff;  2  S  6  17ff:  21  15 ff).  Most  of  his  con- 
quests  were  won  for  nim  by  Joab  (1  Ch  11  6;  2  S 
11  1),  who  willingly  accorded  D.  the  credit  of  what 
he  himself  had  done  (2  S  12  27.28;    cf  2  S  8  13; 

I  Ch  18  11  with  the  title  of  Ps  60).  And  to  crown 
all,  when  he  came  to  turn  lus  arms  east  and  west, 
he  found  his  two  most  formidable  opponents  in  these 
directions  crippled  and  harmless.  That  he  ever 
survived  Saul  he  owed  to  a  timely  incursion  of  the 
Philis  (1  S  23  24  ff).  and  his  whole  career  is  largely 
to  be  explained  by  the  fact  that,  at  the  moment,  the 
tribe  of  Judah  as  a  whole  was  passing  from  insig- 
nificance to  supremacy. 

In  the  prosecution  of  his  military  achievements 

D.  employed  everyone  who  came  to  his  hand  as  an 

instrument  without  any  question  of 

12.  ffis  nationality.  This  is  not  to  impugn 
Foreign  his  patriotism.  Eastern  peoples  are 
Friends         united  not  by  the  ties  of  country  but 

of  religion.  Still  it  does  seem  strange 
that  two  of  D.'s  best  friends  were  two  enemies  of  his 
nation — Nahash,  king  of  the  B*ne  ^Ammon  (1  S  11 
1;  2  S  10  1  ff)  and  Achish,  lord  of  Gath  (1  S  21 
10;  27;  28  1  ff;  29).  He  appears  to  have  found 
the  Philis  more  reliable  and  trustworthy  than 
the  Hebrews.  When  he  became  king  his  personal 
body-guard  was  composed  of  mercenaries  of  that 
nation — ^the  Cherethites  and  Pelethites — ^with  whom 
he  had  become  acquainted  when  at  Ziklag  (1  S  30 
14;  2  S  8  18^  20  23).  It  was  to  a  native  of  Gath 
that  he  committed  the  care  of  the  sacred  ark  on  its 
passage  from  Kiriath-jearim  to  Jems  (2  S  6  10.11). 
When  the  rebellion  broke  out  under  Absalom,  he  com- 
mitted one-third  of  his  forces  to  a  banished  soldier 
of  the  same  town,  who  had  come  to  him  a  little 
while  before  with  a  band  of  followers  (2  S  16  19  ff; 
18  2).  Some  of  the  soldiers  in  whom  he  placed  the 
greatest  confidence  were  Hittites  (1  S  26  6;    2  S 

II  6),  and  his  commissariat  was  furnished  by  persons 
outside  of  Israel  (2  S  17  27;  the  Machir  tribe 
were  half  Syrian;  Gilead  is  the  son  of  Machir,*  1  Ch 
7  14) .  The  threshing-floor  of  a  Jebusite  became  the 
site  of  the  temple  of  Solomon  (2  S  24  18  ff). 

D.  was  a  strong  believer  in  the  power  of  Nemesis, 

and  that  daughter  of  Night  played  a  considerable 

part  in  his  life.    He  felt  a  peculiar 

13.  Neme-  satisfaction  in  being  undeservedly 
sis  cursed  by  Shimei,  from  a  conviction 

that  poetic  justice  would  in  the  end 
prevail  (2  S  16  12).  He  must  have  felt  that  the 
same  unseen  power  was  at  work  when  his  own  eldest 
son  was  guilty  of  a  crime  such  as  his  father  had  com- 
mitted before  him  (2  S  13  and  11),  and  when  the 
grandfather  of  the  wife  of  Uriah  the  Hittite  became 
the  enemy  whom  he  had  most  to  fear  (2  S  11  3; 
23  34;  cf  Ps  41  9;  65  12  f).  And  D.'s  own  last 
hours,  instead  of  being  spent  in  repose  and  peace 
following  upon  a  strenuous  and  successful  life,  were 
passed  in  meting  out  vengeance  to  those  who  had 
incurred  his  displeasure  as  well  as  commending 
those  who  had  done  him  service  (1  K  2  5  ff). 


Even  as  early  as  Ezekiel  D.  became  the  ruler  who 
was  to  govern  the  restored  people  of  Israel  (34  23. 

24;  37  24).  If  there  were  to  be  a  rul- 
14.  Refer-  ing  house  it  must  be  the  Davidic 
ences  in  dynasty;  it  did  not  occur  to  the  Jews 
the  NT  to  think  of  any  other  solution  (Am 

9  11:  Hos  3  5;  Jer  30  9;  Zee  12  8). 
That  Jesus  was  descended  from  D.  (Mt  9  27,  etc) 
is  proved  by  the  fact  that  his  enemies  did  not  deny 
that  he  was  so  (22  41  ff).  In  the  NT,  D.  is  re- 
garded as  the  author  of  the  Pss  (Acts  4  25;  Rom 
4  6;  He  4  7).  He  is  also  one  of  the  OT  saints 
(He  11  32)  whose  actions  (unless  otherwise  stated) 
are  to  be  imitated  (Mt  12  3);  but  yet  not  to  be 
compared  with  the  Messiah  (Acts  2  29  ff;  13  36) 
who  has  power  over  the  life  to  come  (Rev  3  7) 
and  who  is  "the  Root  of  David"  (6  5;  22  16). 

Literature. — See  the  commentaries  on  the  books  of 
S.  K.  Ch.  and  Pss,  and  histories  of  the  kingdoms  of 
Israel  and  Judah,  esp.  Wellhausen  and  Kittel.  A  sketch 
of  the  life  and  historical  position  of  David  from  the 
modem  Continental  point  of  view  will  be  foimd  in  G. 
Beer,  Saul,  David,  Salomo,  published  by  Mohr,  Tttbingen, 
1906. 

Thomas  Hunter  Weir 
DAVID,  CITY  OF.    See  Zion. 

DAVID,  ROOT,  root,  OF  (4|  fila.  AavcCS,  he 
rhiza  Daueidy  Rev  6  5;  22  16):  Root  here  means 
stock,  family,  descendant,  hence  ''the  Root  of 
David''  is  that  which  descended  from  David,  not 
that  from  which  David  descended.  Jesus  Christ 
in  His  human  nature  and  family  connections  was 
a  descendant  of  David,  a  member  of  his  family. 

DAVID,  TOWER,  tou'6r,  OF.    See  Jerusalem. 

DAWN,  d6n,  DAWNING:  The  word  means  the 
approach  of  the  morning  light,  the  breaking  of  the 
day.  There  are  several  words  in  the  Bible  that  indi- 
cate this.  C)tnj,  nesheph,  ''twiUght"  of  the  morn- 
ing (Job  7  4:  Ps  119  147).  The  same  word  is 
used  for  evemng  twilight  (1  S  30  17;  2  K  7  5.7); 

*\fjSin  niSlp ,  p*nolh  fia-bdier,  "the  turning"  of  the 
morning,  the  change  from  darkness  to  light,  approach 
of  the  morning  (Jgs  19  26);  *\ntJ  ''BJB?,  ^apk^appe 
BhahaTf  "the  eyeUds"  of  the  morning  (Job  8  9;  41 
18  [10]) ;  nnign  nnby,  *<tt5/AAa-«^Aar,  "the  ascent" 
or  "rise"  of  the  morning  (Josh  6  15);  ^irt0(4<ricw,  epi- 
ph&akOf  "to  grow  Hght,"  the  approach  of  the  dawn 
(Mt  28  1:  Lk  28  54  m):  diavydi;io^  diaugdzo,  "to 
grow  bright,"  "lustrous'^  (2  Pet  1  19),  "until  the 
day  dawn";  fig.  of  the  Second  Coming  of  Christ 
(cf  ver  16).  H.  Porter 

• 

DAY,  d&  (Uy^ ,  yom;  ^fi^pa,  henUra) :  This  com- 
mon word  has  caused  some  trouble  to  plain  readers, 
because  the^  have  not  noticed  that  the  woi^d  is  used 
in  several  different  senses  in  the  Eng.  Bible.  When 
the  different  uses  of  the  word  are  understood  the 
difficulty  of  interpretation  vanishes.  We  note 
several  different  uses  of  the  word: 

(1)  It  sometimes  means  the  time  from  daylight 
till  dark.  This  popular  meaning  is  easily  discovered 
by  the  context,  e.g.  Gen  15;  8  22,  etc.  The 
marked  periods  of  this  daytime  were  morning,  noon 
and  night,  as  with  us.  See  Ps  66  17.  The  earlv 
hours  were  sometimes  called  "the  cool  of  the  day 
(Gen  3  8).  After  the  exile  the  day  or  daytime 
was  divided  into  twelve  hours  and  the  night 
into  twelve  (see  Mt  20  1-12;  Jn  11  9;  Acts  28 
23) :  6  AM  would  correspond  to  the  first  hour,  9 
AM  to  the  third ;  12  M  to  the  sixth,  etc.  The  hours 
were  longer  during  the  longer  days  and  shorter 
during  the  shorter  days,  as  they  always  counted  12 
hours  Detween  sunrise  and  sunset. 

(2)  Day  also  means  a  period  of  24  hours,  or  the 
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time  from  sunset  to  sunset.  In  Bible  usage  the 
day  begins  with  sunset  (see  Lev  23  32:  Ex  12  15- 
20;  2  Cor  11  25,  where  night  is  put  before  day). 
See  Day  and  Night. 

(3)  The  word  "day''  is  also  used  of  an  indefinite 
period,  e.g.  "the  day"  or  "day  that"  means  in 
gencotil  '^hat  time"  (see  Gen  2  4;  Lev  14  2): 
^day  of  trouble"  (Ps  20  1):  "day  of  his  wrath'' 
(Job  20  28);  "day  of  Jehovah"  (Isa  2  12);  "day  of 
the  Lord"  (1  Cior  6  6:  1  Thess  6  2;  2  Pet  8 
10);  "day  of  salvation"  (2  Cor  6  2);  "day  of  Jesus 
Christ"  (Phil  1  6). 

(4)  It  is  used  figuratively  also  in  Jn  9  4,  where 
"while  it  is  day"  means  "while  I  have  opportunity 
to  work,  as  daytime  is  the  time  for  work."^  In  1 
Thess  6  5.8,  "sons  of  the  day"  means  spiritually 
enlightened  ones. 

(5)  We  must  also  bear  in  mind  that  with  God  time 
is  not  reckoned  as  with  us  (seePs  90  4;  2  Pet  8  8). 
*  (6)  The  apocalyptic  use  of  the  word  "day"  in  Dnl 
12  11;  Rev  2  10,  etc,  is  difficult  to  define.  It  evi- 
dently does  not  mean  a  natural  day.  See  Apoca- 
lypse. 

(7)  On  the  meaning  of  "day"  in  the  story  of 
Creation  we  note  (a)  the  word  day"  is  used  of  the 
whole  period  of  creation  (Gen  2  4);  (6)  these  days 
are  days  of  God.  with  whom  one  day  is  as  a  thousand 
years;  the  whole  a^e  or  period  of  salvation  is  called 
"the  day  of  salvation";  see  above.  So  we  believe 
that  in  narmony  with  Bible  usa^e  we  may  under- 
stand the  creative  days  as  creative  periods.  See 
also  Abtronomt;  (Creation;  Evolution. 

G.  H.  Gerberding 

Figurative :  The  word  "day"  is  used  fig.  in  many 
senses,  some  of  which  are  here  given. 

(1)  The  span  of  human  life. — Gen  6  4:  "And  the 
days  of  Adam  ....  were  eight  hundred  years." 
"And  if  thou  wilt  walk  ....  then  I  will  lengthen 
thy  days"  (1  K  3  14;  cf  Ps  90  12;  Isa  88  5). 

(2)  An  indefinite  time. — Existence  in  general: 
Gen  8  14:  "All  the  days  of  thy  life"  (cf  Gen  21  34; 
Nu  9  19;  Josh  22  3;  Lk  1  24;  Acts  21  10). 

(3)  A  set  time.— Gen  26  24:  "And  when  her 
days  ....  were  fulfilled":  Dnl  12  13:  "Thou 
shalt  stand  in  thy  lot,  at  tne  end  of  the  days"  (cf 
Lev  12  6;  Dnl  2  44). 

(4)  A  historic  veriod. — Gen  6  4 :  "The  Nephilim 
were  in  the  eartn  in  those  days";  Jgs  17  6:  "In 
those  days  there  was  no  king  in  Israel  (cf  1  S  8  1; 
1  Ch  6  17;  Hob  2  13). 

(5)  Past  <im«.— Ps  18  18:  "the  day  of  my  ca- 
lamity"; Pa  77  5:  "I  have  considered  the  days  of 
old"  (cf  Mio  7  20;  Mai  8  7;  Mt  28  30). 

(6)  FtUure  time.—Dt  81  14:  "Thy  days  ap- 
proach that  thou  must  die";  Ps  72  7:  ^'In  ms 
days  shaU  .  .  .  ."  (cf  Ezk  22  14;  Joel  2  29;  Mt 
24  19;  2  Pet  8  3;  Rev  9  6). 

(7)  The  eternal.— In  Dnl  7  9.13,  where  God  is 
called  "the  ancient  of  days." 

(8)  A  season  of  opportunity. — ^Jn  9  4:  "We  must 
work  the  works  of  him  that  sent  me,  while  it  is  day: 
the  night  cometh,  when  no  man  can  work"  (cf  Rom 
18  12.13;   1  Thess  5  5-«).    See  Day  (4),  above. 

(9)  Time  of  «aZi;o/ion.— Specially  referring  to  the 
hopes  and  prospects  of  the  parousia  (see  E^cha- 
TOLOGT  OP  NT).  Rom  18  12:  "The  night  is  far 
spent,  and  the  day  is  at  hand." 

Henrt  E.  Dosker 

DAY  AND  NIGHT:  "Day,"  Ur^.  yOm;  ordi- 
narily, the  Heb  "day"  lasted  from  dawn  to  the 
coming  forth  of  the  stars  (Neh  4  21).  The  con- 
text usually  m^es  it  clear  whether  the  term  "day" 
refers  to  the  period  of  twenty-four  hours  or  to  day- 
time;  when  there  was  a  possibility  of  confusion, 

the  term  nb;«b ,  laylOh,  "night,"  was  added  (Gen  7 
4.12;  81  39).    The  "day"  is  reckoned  from  evening 


to  evening,  in  accordance  with  the  order  noted  in 
the  account  of  Creation,  viz.  "And  there  was  even- 
ing and  there  was  morning,  one  day"  (Gen  1  5): 
Lev  28  32  and  Dnl  8  14  reflect  the  same  mode  or 

reckoning  the  day.  The  phrase  ^tM  yy^,  ^erebh 
bdlper,  "evening-morning,"  used  in  this  last  passage, 
is  simply  a  variation  ofydm  and  laylOh,  "day"  ana 
"nieht";  it  is  the  equivalent  of  the  Gr  wxHf^po^t 
nuMhhneTon  (2  (I!or  11  25).  That  the  custom 
of  reckoning  the  day  as  beginning  in  the  evening 
and  lasting  until  the  following  evemng  was  probably 
of  late  origm  is  shown  by  the  phrase  "tarry  all  night 
(Jgs  19  0-9);  the  context  shows  that  the  day  is 
regarded  as  banning  in  the  morning;  in  the  even- 
ing the  day  "declined,"  and  until  the  new  day 
(morning)  arrived  it  was  necessary  to  "tarry  all 
night"  (cf  also  Nu  11  32). 

The  transition  of  day  to  night  begins  before  sun- 
set and  lasts  till  after  sunset;  the  change  of  night 
to  day  begins  before  sunrise  and  contmues  until 
after  sunrise.  In  both  cases,  neither  ^erebh^  ''even- 
ing," nor  hdlper^  "morning,"  indicate  an  exact  space 
of  time  (cf  Gen  8  11;  Ex  10  13;  Dt  16  6).    The 

term  Dipj ,  nesheph,  is  used  for  both  evening  twilight 
and  morning  dawn  (cf  1  S  80  17;  2  K  7  5.7;  Job 
7  4).  As  there  were  no  definite  measurements  of 
the  time  of  day,  the  various  periods  were  indicated 
by  the  natural  changes  of  the  day;  thus  "midday" 
was  the  time  of  the  day  when  the  sun  mounted  its 
highest  (D7*^il^ ,  QQh&r&yim) ;  afternoon  was  that 
part  of  the  day  when  the  sun  declined  (D^^H  D^I^p , 
n*\M,  ha-vom) ;  and  evening  was  the  time  of  the  going 
down  of  the  sim  (^'J^,  ^erebh).  "Between  the  even- 
ings" (tJ'^S'Wl  ]''3,  hen  hd-^arbayim)  was  the  inter- 
val between  sunset  and  darkness.  The  day  was 
not  divided  into  hours  until  a  late  period.  TM^ , 
sfid^Qh^'Aram.  (Dnl  8  6),  is  common  in  S3nr  and 
in  later  Heb;  it  denoted,  originally,  any  short  space 
of  time,  and  only  later  came  to  be  equivsdent  to  our 
"hour"  (Driver).  The  threefold  oi vision  of  the 
day  into  watches  continued  into  post-exilic  Rom 
times;  but  the  Rom  method  of  four  divisions  was 
also  Imown  (Mk  18  35).  where  all  four  divisions  are 
referred  to:  "at  even"  (i^^,  opsi),  "midnight" 
(fi£<roy6icnotff  mesonuktion)^  "at  cock  crowing"  (dXcic- 
TopwfMavla,  aUktorophdnia),  "in  the  morning"  (irp«{, 
prdi).  These  last  extended  from  six  to  six  o'clock 
(cf  also  Mt  14  25:  Mk  18  35).  Acts  12  4  speaks 
of  foiu*  parties  of  tour  Rom  soldiers  (quatermons), 
each  of  whom  had  to  keep  guard  during  one  watch 
of  the  night.  In  B^dkhoth  86.  Rabbi  Nathan  (2d 
cent.)  knows  of  only  three  night-watches;  but  the 
patriarch.  Rabbi  Judah,  knows  four.    See  also  Day. 

Horace  J.  Wolf 
DAY  BEFORE  THE  SABBATH  (^  irofMunccv^, 
hS  paraskev^,  "jpreparation") :  Considered  as  a  day 
of  preparation,  in  accordance  with  Ex  16  23,  both 
before  the  regular  Sabbath  and  before  a  feast  Sab- 
bath (Mt  27  62;  Mk  16  42;  Lk  28  54;  Jn  19  14. 
31.42).  At  3  PM,  the  Hebrews  began  to  prepare 
their  food  for  the  next  day,  and  to  perform  all 
labors  which  were  forbidden  to  be  done  on  the  Sab- 
bath and  yet  must  be  done.  They  bathed  and  puri- 
fied themselves,  dressed  in  festive  apparel,  set  their 
tables,  and  lighted  their  lamps.  On  the  day  before 
Easter,  the  Hebrews  of  the  later  period  made  it 
their  chief  business  to  remove  all  leaven  from  the 
house  (1  Cor  5  7).  This  custom  of  converting  at 
least  a  portion  of  the  day  before  the  Sabbath  mto 
a  holy  day  was  recognized  by  the  Romans  to  such 
an  extent  that,  according  to  a  rescript  of  Augustus, 
Jews  need  not  appear  in  court  after  3  PM  on  such 
days.  Criminal  cases  were  not  brought  before 
court  on  this  day,  and  journeys  exceeding  12  Rom 
miles  were  prohibited.    The  signal  for  the  prepa- 
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rations  was  given  by  the  priests  by  means  of  trum- 
pets blown  six  times  at  intervals. 

Frank  E.  Hirsch 
DAY,  BRBAK  OF.    See  Break  of  Day. 

DAY,  JOSHUA'S  LONG.  See  Beth-horon, 
Battle  of. 

DAY,  LAST  (4i  loxan)  4||Upa,  he  eschdlS  kenUra) : 
Repeatedlv  used  by  Jesus  in  Jn  (6  39.40.44.54;  11 
24;  12  48)  for  the  day  of  resurrection  and  judgment 
(see  EscHATOLOGT  OF  THE  NT).  Cf  the  usage  in 
the  OT  (Isa  2  2;  Mic  4  1)  and  the  NT  (Acts  2 
17;  2  Tim  8  1;  2  Pet  3  3;  1  Jn  2  18:  Jude  ver 
18)  of  'Oast  days"  and  "last  time"  to  denote  the 
Messianic  age.  See  Latter  Days;  Last  Days; 
Last  Time. 

In  Jn  7  37,  "the  last  day,  the  great  day  of  the 
feast"  refers  to  the  eighth  day  of  the  feast  of  Taber- 
nacles. This  closing  day  was  observed  as  a  Sab- 
bath (Lev  23  36).  On  it  the  libation  of  water 
made  on  other  days  was  not  made;  hence  the  allu- 
sion of  Jesus  to  Himself  as  the  Giver  of  the  living 
water.  James  Orr 

DAY,  LORD'S.    See  Lord's  Day. 

DAY  OF  ATONEMENT.    See  Atonement,  Day 

OF. 

DAY  OF  CHRIST.    See  Day  of  the  Lord. 
DAY  OF  JEHOVAH.    See  Day  of  the  Lord. 
DAY  OF  JUDGBCENT.    See  Judgment,  Last. 

DAY  OF  THE  LORD  (JEHOVAH)  (nyXl  Di*^, 
ydm  YHWH;  ^  ^^^  toO  KvpCov,  he  hemh-a  toiX 
Kwriou) :  The  idea  is  a  common  OT  one.  It  denotes 
the  consummation  of  the  kingdom  of  God  and  the 
absolute  cessation  of  all  attacks  upon  it  (Isa  2  12; 
18  6.9;  84  8;  Ezk  13  5;  30  3;  Joel  1  15;  2  11; 
Am  6  18;  Zeph  1  14;  Zee  14  1).  It  is  a  ''day 
of  visitation*'  (Isa  10  3),  a  day  "of  the  wrath  of  Jeh'^' 
(Ezk  7  19),  a  "great  day  of  Jeh"  (Zeph  1  14). 
The  entire  conception  in  the  OT  is  dark  and  fore- 
boding. 

On  the  other  hand  the  NT  idea  is  pervaded  with 
the  elements  of  hope  and  joy  and  victory.  In  the 
NT  it  is  eminently  the  dav  of  Christ,  the  day  of 
His  coming  in  the  glory  of  His  father.  The  very 
conception  of  Him  as  the  "Son  of  Man''  points  to 
this  day  (E.  Kuehl,  Das  SeJbetbewuestsein  Jesu,  68). 
Jn  6  27:  "And  he  gave  him  authority  to  execute 
judgment,  because  he  is  a  son  of  man''  (cf  Mt  24 
27.30;  Lk  12  8).  It  is  true  in  the  NT  there  is  a 
dark  background  to  the  bright  picture,  for  it  still 
remains  a  "day  of  wrath"  (Rom  2  5.6),  a  "great 
day"  (Rev  6  17;  Jude  ver  6),  a  "day  of  God" 
(2  Pet  8  12),  a  "day  of  judgment"  (Mt  10  15; 
2  Pet  3  7:  Rom  2  16).  Sometimes  it  is  called 
"that  day^'  (Mt  7  22:  1  Thess  6  4;  2  Tim  4  8), 
and  again  it  is  called  the  day"  without  any  quah- 
fication  whatever,  as  if  it  were  the  only  day  worth 
ooimting  in  all  the  history  of  the  world  and  of  the 
race  (1  Cor  8  13).  To  the  unbeliever,  the  NT 
depicts  it  as  a  day  of  terror ;  to  the  behever,  as  a  dav 
of  joy.  For  on  that  day  Christ  will  raise  the  deaa. 
esp.  His  own  dead,  the  bodies  of  those  that  believea 
in  Him — "that  of  all  that  which  he  hath  given  me 
I  should  lose  nothing,  but  should  raise  it  up  at  the 
last  day"  (Jn  6  39).  In  that  day  He  comes  to  His 
own  (Mt  16  27),  and  therefore  it  is  called  "the  day 
of  our  Lord  Jesus"  (2  Cor  1  14),  "the  day  of  Jesus 
Christ"  or  "of  Christ"  (Phil  1  6.10),  the  day  when 
there  "shall  appear  the  sign  of  the  son  of  man  in 
heaven"  (Mt  24  30).    All  Paulinic  Ut.  is  esp.  suf- 


fused with  this  longing  for  the  "parotma,"  the  day 
of  Christ's  glorious  manifestation.  The  entire  con- 
ception of  that  day  centers  therefore  in  Christ  and 
points  to  the  everlasting  establishment  of  the  king- 
dom of  heaven,  from  which  sin  will  be  forever  elim- 
inated, and  in  which  the  antithesis  between  Nature 
and  ^ace  will  be  changed  into  an  everlasting 
synthesis.    See  also  Eschatology  (of  OT  and  NT). 

Henry  E.  Dosker 

DAY'S  JOURNEY,  jiir'ni  (Ur^  ^n^ ,  derekh  y&m, 
Gen  30  36;  Nu  10  33;  11  31;  4||jipa«  &S<S«,  hemSras 
hodds,  Lk  2  44) :  The  common  wav  of  estimating 
distances  in  the  East  is  by  hours  and  days.  This  is 
natur^  in  a  country  where  roads  are  mere  bridle 
paths  or  non-existent,  as  in  the  desert.  The  dis- 
tance traveled  must  of  course  differ  largely  accord- 
ing to  the  difficulties  of  the  way,  and  it  is  more 
important  to  know  where  night  will  overtake  the 
traveler  than  the  actual  distance  accomplished.  A 
day's  journey  is  now  commonly  reckoned  at  about 
3  miles  per  hour,  the  distance  usuallv  covered  by  a 
loaded  mule,  the  number  of  hours  Being  about  8. 
Hence  a  day's  journey  is  about  24  miles,  and  this 
may  be  taken  as  a  fair  estimate  for  Bible  times. 

H.  Porter 

DAYS,  LAST.    See  Last  Days. 

DAYSMAN,  d&z'man  (119^ ,  yakhah,  "to  argue,  de- 
cide, convince,"  RV  UMPIRE) :  The  use  of  this 
word  appears  to  have  been  more  common  in  the  16th 
cent,  than  at  the  later  date  of  the  tr  of  AV,  when  its 
adoption  was  infrequent.  The  oldest  instance  of 
the  term  given  in  the  Oaford  English  Dictionary  is 
PlumpUm  Corresp.  (1489),  p.  82:  "Sir,  the  dayes- 
men  cannot  agre  us."  It  appears  also  in  the  1551 
ed  of  the  OT  in  1  S  2  25,  where  the  EV  "judge" 
is  tr**  "dayes-man."  Tindale's  tr  has  for  Ex  21 
22,  "He  shall  paye  as  the  dayesmen  appoynte  him" 
(EV  as  the  *  'judges  determine") .  See  also  Edmund 
Spenser's  Faerie  QiLeene,  ii.  c.  8,  published  in  1590. 
As  used  in  AV  (Job  9  33)  the  word  means  an  ar- 
bitrator, umpire,  referee;  one  who  stands  in  a  judi- 
cial capacity  between  two  parties,  and  decides  upon 
the  merits  of  their  arguments  or  case  at  law.  "Nei- 
ther is  there  any  daysman  [RV  "umpire"]  betwixt 
us,  that  might  lay  his  hand  upon  us  both"  (cf  Gen 
31  37).  It  was  the  eastern  custom  for  a  judge  to 
lay  his  hands  upon  the  heads  of  the  two  parties  in 
disagreement,  tnus  emphasizing  his  adjudicatory 
capacity  and  his  desire  to  render  an  unbiased  ver- 
dict. Job  might  consider  a  human  judge  as  capa- 
ble of  acting  as  an  umpire  upon  his  own  claims,  but 
no  man  was  worthy  to  question  the  purposes  of  Jeh, 
or  metaphorically,  to  "lay  his  hands  upon"  Him. 

In  the  NT  (1  Cor  4  3,  dv^pwirfi^,  anthr opine, 
iffiipa  hernia)  "man's  judgment"  is  Ut.  "man's 
day,'  in  the  sense  of  a  day  fixed  for  the  trial  of  a 
case.  Both  Tindale  and  Coverdale  so  translate. 
See  also  1  Tim  2  5,  where  the  Saviour  is  termed  the 
"one  mediator  ....  between  God  and  men." 
Here  the  word  understands  a  pleader,  an  advocate 
before  an  umpire,  rather  than  the  adjudicator  him- 
self (see  Job  19  25-27). 

Arthur  Walwyn  Evans 

DAYSPRIN6,  d&'sprin^:  This  beautiful  Eng. 
word,  in  current  use  in  the  time  of  the  AV^  is  found  in 

the  OT  as  the  tr  of  ^tHTp,  s^Aor,  "Hast  thou  .... 
caused  the  da^rspring  to  know  his  place?"  (Job  38 
12  AV) .  This  is  no  doubt  intended  lit.  for  the  dawn. 
The  "place"  of  the  dayspring  is  the  particular  point 
of  the  horizon  at  which  the  sim  comes  up  on  any  given 
day.  This  slowly  changes  day  bjr  day  through  the 
year,  movine  northward  from  midwinter  till  mid- 
summer, and  back  again  southward  from  midsum- 
mer to  midwinter.  See  Astronomy,  I,  2.  Also 
once  in  the  NT  for  dwroXiJ,  anaiM,  "a  rising." 


Day-star 
Dead  Sea 
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"The  dayspring  from  on  high  hath  visited  us"  (AV; 
RV  "shaU  visit  us,"  Lk  1  78).  Also  in  Apoc,  "At 
the  daysprins  pray  unto  thee"  (AV;  RV  "plead 
with  thee  at  the  dawning  of  the  light,"  Wisd  16  28). 
Both  the  Heb  and  Gr  words,  however,  are  of  fre- 
quent occurrence,  but  variously  rendered,  "dawn," 
"break  of  day,  "morning,"  "sunrise,  "east." 
Note  esp.  "the  spring  of  the  day"  (1  S  9  26), 
"the  dav  began  to  spring**  (Jgs  19  25).  Used  with 
hUioUj  "sun,"  for  rising  of  the  sun  (Rev  7  2;  16 
12).  In  LXX  the  same  Gr  word  is  used  for  Heb 
^emahf  "branch,"  to  designate  the  Messiaii  (Jer 
28  5:  iSec  6  12).  But  this  sense  of  the  word  is 
wholly  unknown  in  profane  Gr.  The  word  is  also 
employed  in  LXX  to  express  the  rising  of  a  heavenly 
body,  as  the  moon  (Isa  60  19).  TUs  is  good  Gr. 
See  the  kindred  vb.  anai&lo.  "to  rise"  (LAX,  Isa 
60  1:  Mai  4  2). 

What  is  the  meaning  of  anatole  in  Lk  1  787 
Certainly  not  branch;  that  does  not  fit  anv  of  the 
facts,  unless  it  be  rendered  "branch  of  light"  (see 
Reynolds,  John  the  Baptist^  115).  It  occurs  in 
Zacharias'  hymn  over  the  birth  of  his  son.  The 
ode  consists  of  two  parts,  "The  glory  and  security 
of  the  Messiah's  kingdom,"  and  The  glory  of  the 
Forerunner."  The  expression  before  us  is  in  the 
latter  part.  It  naturally  refers,  therefore,  not  to  the 
Messiah  himself,  but  to  John.  He  is  the  dayspring 
from  on  high  wno  hath  visited  the  people  who  sat 
in  darkness  and  the  shadow  of  death.  With  Godet 
we  beheve  that  the  picture  is  borrowed  from  the 
caravan  which  has  missed  its  way  in  the  desert. 
The  unfortunate  pilgrims,  overtaken  by  the  night, 
are  sitting  down  expecting  death,  when  suddenly  a 
star  brightly  beams  above  them.  They  take  cour- 
age at  the  sight.  The  whole  caravan  leaps  to  its 
feet.  It  is  the  herald  of  the  coming  day  and  soon 
they  see  the  great  orb  himself  filling  the  east  with 
orient  pearl  and  gold.  Is  not  one  tempted  to  go  a 
little  farther  and  see  here  the  morning  star,  herald 
of  the  coming  sun  to  be  obliterated  by  his  rising? 
'He  must  wax,  but  I  must  wane'  (Jn  3  30).  What 
was  John's  work  but,  by  his  own  testimony,  to  guide 
the  benighted  pilgrims  into  the  way  of  peace,  that 
is,  to  Him  who  was  the  Prince  of  Peace?  If,  however, 
as  by  most  commentators,  it  be  taken  to  refer  to  the 
Messiah,  it  probably  implies  prophetic  knowledge 
that  the  conception  of  Jesus  had  already  taken  place, 
and  that  the  Messianic  era  was  at  hand,  when  the 
Jewish  world  should  be  filled  with  spiritual  splendor. 
See  Day-Star.  G.  H.  Trever 

DAY-STAR  (nrnp-ja  bb-^n,  hUel  benrshcJuir,  Isa 
14  12;  ^4»(r4»dpos,  pho8^h6ro8.  2  Pet  1  19):  The 
OT  passage  is  rendered  in  AV  "Lucifer,  son  of  the 
morning,  in  AVm  and  RV  "day-star,"  i.e.  the 
morning  star.  The  reference  is  to  tne  king  of  Baby- 
lon (ver  4).  In  2  Pet  1  19,  "Until  ....  the  day- 
star  arise  in  your  hearts,"  the  word  is  lit.  "light- 
bringer."  It  is  applicable,  therefore,  not  only  to 
the  planet  Venus,  seen  as  a  morning  star,  herald  of 
the  dawn,  but  to  the  sun  itself,  and  is  used  here 
as  a  title  of  Our  Lord.    See  Astronomy,  I,  6. 

DAY,  THAT  (THE).    See  Day  of  the  Lord. 

DEACON,  de'k'n,  DEACONESS,  delc'n-es: 
The  term  didKovot^  didkonosj  and  its  cognates  occur 
many  times  in  the  NT,  as  do  its  synonyms  wirijp^ijj, 
huper^eSf  and  ioOXof,  doiUoSf  with  their  respective 
cognates.  It  may  be  said  in  general  that  the  terms 
denote  the  service  or  ministration  of  the  bondserv- 
ant (doulos),  underling  (kupereles)  or  helper  {dia- 
kono8)t  in  all  shades  and  gradations  of  meaning  both 
literal  and  metaphorical.  It  would  serve  no  useful 
purpose  to  list  and  discuss  all  the  passages  in  detail. 
Chnstianity  has  from  the  beginnmg  stood  for  filial 


service  to  God  and  His  kingdom  and  for  brotherly 
helpfulness  to  man,  and  hence  terms  expressive  of 
these  functions  abound  in  the  NT.  It  behooves  us 
to  inquire  whether  and  where  they  occur  in  a  tech- 
nical sense  sufficiently  defined  to  denote  the  institu- 
tion of  a  special  ecclesiastical  office,  from  which  the 
historical  diaconate  may  confidently  be  said  to  be 
derived. 

Many  have  sought  the  origin  of  the  diaconate 
in  the  institution  of  the  Seven  at  Jerus  (Acts  6), 
and  this  view  was  coimtenanced  by  many  of  the 
church  Fathers.  The  Seven  were  appomted  to 
"serve  tables"  (diakonein  trapizaiB)^  m  order  to 
permit  the  Twelve  to  "continue  stedfastly  in  prayer, 
and  in  the  ministry  [diakonia]  of  the  word."  They 
are  not  called  deacons  (diakonoi),  and  the  qualifica- 
tions required  are  not  the  same  as  those  prescribed 
by  Paul  in  1  Tim  8  8-12;  furthermore,  Stephen 
appears  in  Acts  preeminently  as  a  preacher,  and 
Philip  as  an  evangelist.  Paul  clearly  recognizes 
women  as  deaconesses,  but  will  not  permit  a  woman 
to  teach  (1  Tim  2  12).  The  obvious  conclusion 
is  that  the  Seven  may  be  called  the  first  deacons  only 
in  the  sense  that  they  were  the  earliest  recorded 
helpers  of  the  TVelve  as  directors  of  the  church, 
and  that  they  served  in  the  capacity,  among  others, 
of  specially  appointed  ministrants  to  the  poor. 

Paul  says,  "I  commend  unto  you  Phoebe  our 
sister,  who  is  a  servant  [RVm  "or,  deaconess"]  of 
the  church  that  is  at  Cenchreae"  (Rom  16  1). 
This  is  by  many  taken  as  referring  to  an  officially 
appointed  deaconess:  but  the  fact  that  there  is  in 
the  earlier  ^oup  of  Paul's  epistles  no  clear  evidence 
of  the  institution  of  the  diaconate,  makes  against 
this  interpretation.  Phoebe  was  clearly  an  honored 
helper  in  the  church  closely  associated  with  that 
at  Corinth,  where  likewise  evidence  of  special  eccle- 
siastical organization  is  wanting. 

In  Phil  1  1  Paul  and  Timothy  send  greetings  "to 
all  the  saints  ....  at  Philippi,  with  the  bishops 
and  deacons."  Here  then  we  find  mention  of  "dea- 
cons" in  a  way  to  suggest  a  formal  diaconate;  but 
the  want  of  definition  as  to  their  qualifications  and 
duties  renders  it  impossible  to  affirm  with  certainty 
the  existence  of  the  office. 

In  1-Tim  8  8-12.  after  prescribing  the  qualifi- 
cations and  the  metnod  of  appointment  of  a  bishop 
or  overseer,  Paul  continues:  "Deacons  in  like  man- 
ner must  be  grave,  not  double-tongued,  not  raven  to 
much  wine,  not  greedy  of  filthy  lucre;  holding  the 
mystery  of  the  faith  in  a  pure  conscience.  And  let 
these  also  first  be  proved;  then  let  them  serve  as 
deacons,  if  they  be  blameless.  Women  in  like 
manner  must  be  grave,  not  slanderers,  temperate, 
faithful  in  all  things.  Let  deacons  be  husbands  ot 
one  wife,  ruling  their  children  and  their  own  houses 
well."  Deacons  and  deaconesses  are  here  provided 
for,  and  the  character  of  their  qusdifications  makes 
it  clear  that  they  were  to  be  appointed  as  dispensers 
of  alms^  who  should  come  into  close  personal  rela- 
tions with  the  poor. 

We  conclude,  therefore,  that  the  Seven  and  Phoebe 
did  not  exercise  the  diaconate  in  a  technical  sense, 
which  appears  first  certainly  in  1  Tim  3,  although 
it  is  not  improbably  recognized  in  Phil  1  1,  and 
was  foreshadowed  in  the  various  agencies  for  the 
dispensing  of  alms  and  the  care  of  the  poor  of  the 
church  instituted  in  various  churches  at  an  earlier 
date.  See  also  Bishop;  Church;  Church  Gov- 
ernment. William  Arthur  Heidel 

DEAD,  ded  (H^IQ ,  miUh;  vcKp6«,  nekrds) :  Used 
in  several  senses:  (1)  as  a  substantive,  denoting 
the  body  deprived  of  life,  as  when  Abraham  speaks 
of  burymg  his  dead  (Gen  23);  (2)  as  a  collective 
noun  including  all  those  that  have  passed  away  from 
Ufe  (as  Rev  20  12).    In  several  passages  dead  in 
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thiB  Benae  10  used  in  contrast  to  the  quick  or  Uving 
(as  Nu  16  48).  This  collecUve  mode  of  etpressioa 
is  used  when  reeurreciion  is  dieecribcd  aa  "lismg  from 
the  dead";  (3)  aa  an  adj.,  coupled  with  body,  car- 
case or  man,  aa  Dt  14  8  AV;  (4)  moat  frequently  it 
is  uaed  aa  a  complement  of  the  vb.  ''to  be,  reTemiig 
to  the  condition  of  being  deceased  or  the  period  of 
death,  e.g.  2  S  IS  19:  Mk  S  35;  (6)  in  the  sense 
of  b^ng  Sable  to  death  it  occura  in  Gen  SO  3:  Ex 
IS  33;  2  S  16  9;  (6)  as  an  intensive  adj.  it  is 
uaed  in  the  phrase  "dead  sleep,"  to  mean  profound 
sleep  simulating  death  (Pa  78  6);  (7)  flgiiratively 
"dfid"  is  used  to  express  the  spintual  condition  of 
thoae  who  are  unable  to  attain  to  the  life  of  faith. 
They  are  dead  in  tTe^paBsea,  as  in  Eph  S  1,  or  con- 
vraaelj;,  thoee  who  by  the  New  Birth  are  delivered 
from  sin,  are  said  to  be  dead  to  the  Law  (as  Col  3 
20,  etc).    Afuth  which  does  not  show  its  Ufe  in  the 

ricti(^  Tirtues  of  Christianity  is  called  dead  (Jas 
17);  (8) in  Rom  1  19;  He  11 12,  "dead"  aignifies 
the  senile  condition  of  loss  of  vigor  and  virility. 

The  passage  in  Job  (SB  5),  whendn  in  AV  "dead 
tlungs  seem  to  mean  things  that  never  had  life, 
is  more  accurately  tr^  in  RV  as  "they  that  are  de- 
ceased," i.e.  the  shades  of  the  dead. 

There  are  few  references  to  the  phyrical  accom- 
paniments of  the  act  of  dying.  Deborah  has  a  poet- 
ical account  of  the  death  of  Sisera  (Jgs  6  24  IT),  and 
in  Eccl  12,  where  the  failure  of  the  bodily  faculties 
in  old  age  culminales  in  death,  it  is  piclorially  com- 
pared to  the  breaidng  of  a  lamp  extiiwiishmg  the 
name  ("golden"  being  probably  used  of  oil,"  as  it  is 
in  Zee  1 12),  and  the  loomng  of  the  ^ver  ^kel  or 
chain  hy  which  the  lamp  is  suspended  in  the  tent 
of  the  Arab. 

The  dead  body  defiled  those  who  touched  it  (Lev 
11  31)  and  therefore  sepulture  took  place  speedily, 
as  in  the  case  of  Lazarus  (Jn  11  17-39)  and  Ananias 
and  Sapphira  (Acts  S  6-10).  This  practice  is  still 
folbwed  by  the  fellahin. 

The  uselessness  of  the  dead  is  the  subject  of  a 
proverb  (Eccl  9  4)  and  the  phrase  "dead  dog"  is 
used  OS  a  contemptuous  epithet  as  of  a  person  utterly 
worthless  (1  S  34  14;  2  S  B  8;  16  9). 

Alex.  Macalibter 

DEAD,  BAPTISM  FOR  THE.  See  Bapti&u 
roB  THE  Dead. 

DEAD  BODY.    See  Cobpse. 

DEADLY,  dedli:  In  the  OT  two  words  are  used 
in  the  sense  of  a  "mortal  [Heb  ne^liesh,  "hateful," 
"foul"j  enemy"  (Pa  17  9),  and  m  the  sense  of 
"fatal  disease^"  the  destructiveness  of  which  causes 
a  general  pamc  (Heb  matoeth,  "death,"  I  S  5  11). 

In  the  NT  we  have  in  Rev  IS  3.12  the  ejtpres- 
Bon  "deadly  wound"  (Gr  thdnalos),  better  "death- 
stroke,"  as  in  RV,  and  the  phrases  "deadly  thing," 
i.e.  poison  (Uiandgimdn  H,  Mk  IB  18),  and  "full  of 
deadly  poison"  (meett  wni  thanatephdrou,  Jas  8  8), 
Bud  of  an  unruly  tongue.  Both  Gr  words  convey 
the  idea  of  "causing  or  bringing  death"  and  occur 
in  classical  lit.  in  a  variety  of  usee  in  combination 
with  the  bite  of  venomous  reptiles,  deadly  potions, 
mortal  wounds  and  fatal  cont^on. 

««.»  «T<.   „.„^  H.  L.  E.  LusfuMO 

DEAD  SEA,  THE: 


IIL     Let 


BID    TlHM 


The  name  riven  by  Gr  and  l4it  writers  to  the 
remarkable  inland  lake  occupying  the  deepest  part 

of  the  depression  of  the  Ahabah  (q.v.).  In  the  Bible 
it  ia  called  the  Salt  Sea  (Gen  14  3;  Dt  8  17);  the 
Sea  of  the  Plain  {'AriAkiih)  (Josh  3  16);  and  the 
(East)  Eastern  Sea  (Ezk  47  18:  Jocl320).  Among 
the  Arabs  it  is  still  called  Bahr  Ml  (Sea  of  Lot). 
By  Jos  it  was  called  Lake  Asphaltites  (Ant,  I,  ix) 
from  the  quantities  of  bitumen  or  asphalt  occasion- 
ally washed  upon  its  shores  and  found  in  some  of 
the  tributary  wadies. 

/.  Pratent  Arwi, — The  length  of  the  late  from 
N.  to  S.  is  47  miles;  its  greatest  width  10  miles  nar- 
rowing down  to  less  than  2  miles  opposite  Point 
Molyneux  on  d-Liadn.  Its  area  is  approximately 
300  sq.  miles.  From  various  levelings  its  surface 
is  found  to  be  1,292  ft.  below  that  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean, while  its  greatest  depth,  near  the  eastern 
shore  10  miles  S.  of  the  mouth  of  the  Jordan  is 
1,278  ft.  But  the  level  varies  from  10  to  15  ft. 
semiannually,  and  more  at  longer  intervals;  and 
we  are  not  sure  from  which  one  of  these  levels  the 
above  figures  have  been  derived.  Throughout  the 
northern  half  of  the  lake  on  the  E.  side  the  descent 
to  the  extreme  depth  is  very  rapid;  while  from  the 
wesfem  side  the  depth  increases  more  gradually, 
esp.  at  the  extreme  northern  end,  where  the  lake 
has  been  filled  in  by  the  delta  of  tne  Jordan. 


Jebel  Usdum  from  the  South.  Looking  over  the  Mud 

Flat  (ValB  of  SlddlmJ  Covered  by  (he  Sea  In 

HlEb  Water.    (Fboto.  by  libbey.) 

About  two-thiids  of  the  distance  to  the  southern 

end,  the  peninsula,  el-IA^n  ("the  Tongue"),  pro- 

I'ects  from  the  E.  more  than  half-way  across  the 
ake,  being  in  the  ahape,  however,  of  a  boot  rather 
than  a  tongue,  with  the  toe  to  the  N.,  forming  a  bay 
between  it  and  the  eastern  mainland.  The  head 
of  this  bay  has  been  largely  filled  in  by  the  debris 
brought  down  by  Wady  Kerak,  and  Wady  Ben 
Uamid,  and  shoals  very  gradually  down  to  the 
greatest  depths  to  the  N.  The  toe  of  this  penin- 
sula is  named  Point  Coetigan,  and  the  heel.  Point 
Mol3meux,  after  two  travelers  who  lost  their  lives 
about  the  middle  of  the  19th  cent,  in  pioneer  at- 
tempts to  explore  the  lake.  Over  the  entire  area 
S.  of  Point  Molyneux,  the  water  is  shallow,  being 
nowhere  more  than  15  ft.  deep,  and  for  the  moat 
part  not  over  10  ft.,  and  in  some  t>lacea  less  than  6 
It.  In  high  water  the  lake  extenos  a  mile  or  more 
beyond  low-water  mark,  over  the  Mud  Flat  {Seh- 
kak)  at  the  south  end. 

lYom  the  history  of  the  crossing  of  the  Jordan  by 
Joshua  and  the  expedition  of  Chedorlaomer  when 
Lot  was  captured,  it  is  evident  that  the  outlines  of 
the  sea  were  essentially  the  same  3,500  years  ago 
as  thev  are  now,  showing  that  there  has  been  no 
radical  change  in  climatic  conditions  since  then. 

//,  former  Etdargament. — But  if  we  go  back  a 
few  thousand  years  into  prehistoric  times  the  evi- 
dence is  abundant  that  the  valley  has  witneroed 
remarkable  climatic  changes  (see  AjtAHAu).  At  Ain 
Aim  Werideh,  about  40  miles  beyond  the  south 
end  of  the  lake.  Hull  in  1883  discovered  deposits 
of  an  abandonea  shore  line  1,400  ft.  above  its  level 
(see  A&abah).    A  pronounced  abandoned  shore 
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line  at  the  650  ft.  level  had  been  observed  first 
by  Tristram,  and  noted  afterward  by  many  trav- 
cIciB.    But  from  the  more  detailea  examination 


Romnuit  of  the  650-tt.  Abandoned  Shore  Line  at 
S.  W.  Comer  of  Dead  Sea.  Surmounted  by  Cru- 
saders' Caitle  and  In  Ptscag  Excavated  to  Fumlah 
Places  of  Shelter.    (Pboto.  by  F,  B.  Wrigbt.) 

Burrounding  the  valley  at  the  following  approjd- 
mate  heights  above  the  present  level  ot  the  lake: 
1,430,  640,  430,  300  and  250  ft.  He  writes  that 
"at  its  greatest  exl«nt  the  eea  stretched  at  least 
30  miles  south  of  its  present  termination,  while 
northward  it  probably  covered  the  Sea  of  Galilee 
and  the  Watersof  Merom,  and  sent  an  arm  into  the 

Vale  of  Jezreel Lacustrine  deposits  exist  in 

the  Jordan  valley  shortly  south  of  the  Sea  of  Gali- 
lee. A  mile  north  of  Jiar  el-M'ujamii/eh,  as  the 
modem  railroad  bridge  is  called,  a  tilted  series    ' 


vatjon  here  is  about  840  ft.  below  that  of  the 
Mediterranean  Sea,  or  450  above  the  Dead  Sea. 
.  .  .,  So  far  as  can  be  detected  by  the  aneroid  the 
highest  depositfl  [about  the  Dead  Sea]  lie  at  the 
same  elevation  on  all  sides  of  the  lake," 

There  are  also  numerous  minor  strands  below  the 
250  ft.  major  strand.  These  are  estimated  by 
Huntington  as  210,  170,  145,  115,  90,  70,  56,  40,  30 
and  12  ft.  above  the  lake  succesaively.  It  is  noted, 
also,  that  the  lower  beaches  all  show  less  erosion 
than  those  above  them.  This  certainlv  points  to  a 
gradual  diminution  of  the  water  in  the  basin  during 
the  prehistoric  period,  while  on  the  other  hand  there 
is  much  evidence  that  there  has  been  a  considerable 
rise  in  the  water  within  the  historic  period.  Date 
palms  and  tamarisks  are  seen  standing  out  from  the 
water  in  numerous  places  some  little  distance  from 
the  present  shore  where  the  water  is  several  feet 
deep.  These  are  of  such  size  as  to  show  that  for 
many  years  the  soil  in  which  they  grew  was  not 
subject  to  overflow.  As  long  ago  as  1876  Merrill 
noticed  such  trees  standing  in  the  water  40  ft.  from 
the  shore,  near  the  N.E.  comer  of  the  lake  (Eagt 
of  the  JoTdan,224) .    Numerous  trunks  of  date  palms 


and  tamarisks  can  now  be  s 
similar  extent  along  the  western  shore.  In  1818 
Irby  and  Mattes  (TrtaieU,  454}  saw  a  company  of 
Arabs  ford  the  lake  from  Point  Molyneux  to  the 
west  side,  and  noted  that  the  line  of  the  ford  was 
marked  by  branches  of  trees  which  had  been  stuck 
into  the  Dottom.  In  1838  Robinson  found  the 
water  at  such  a  stage  that  the  ford  was  impracti- 
cable and  BO  it  has  oeen  reported  by  all  travelers 
since  that  time.  But  Mr.  A.  Forder,  having  re- 
cently examined  the  evidence  for  the  Pol  Explora- 
tion Fund,  leams  from  the  older  Arabs  that  formerly 
there  was  a  well-known  causeway  leading  from  «- 
Lisdn  opposite  Wady  Kerak  to  Wady  Umnt  Baghek, 
across  wnich  sheep,  goats  and  men  could  pass,  while 
camels  and  mules  et)uld  be  driven  across  anywhere 
in  the  water.  Moreover  the  Arab  guide  said  that 
the  channel  "was  so  narrow  that  the  people  of  Ills 
tribe  used  to  sit  on  the  edge  of  the  Li*/Ln  and  parley 
with  Arabs  from  the  west  as  to  the  return  of  cattle 
that  had  been  stolen  by  one  or  other  of  the  parties." 
(See  PEFS  [April,  1910],  112.) 

III.  Laval  of.  in  Earfy  fStoric  Tunea.— Numer- 
ous general  considerations  indicate  that  in  the  earlv 
historic  period  the  level  of  the  water  was  so  much 
lower  than  now  that  much  of  the  bay  S.  of  Point 
Molvneux  was  dry  land.  In  Josh  15  2.5  f  the 
Boutu  border  of  Judah  is  said  to  extend  from  "the 
bay  [tongue,  Lisdn]  that  looketh  southward":  while 
the  "boiler  of  the  north  quarter  was  from  the  bay 
[tongue,  Ltsdnl  of  the  sea  at  the  end  of  the  Jor- 
dan;   and  the  border  went  up  to  Belh-hoglah,  and 

Eassed  along  by  the  north  of  Belhrarabah.  If  the 
mit«  of  the  north  end  of  the  Dead  Sea  were  the 
same  then  as  now  the  boundary  must  have  turned 
down  to  the  mouth  of  the  Jordan  by  a  sharp  angle. 
But  according  to  the  description  it  runs  almost 
exactly  £.  and  W.  from  beyond  Jems  to  Beth-hog' 
[ah,  and  nothing  is  said  about  any  change  in  direc- 
tion, while  elsewhere,  any  such  abrupt  change  In 
direction  as  is  here  supposed  is  carefully  noted. 
Furthermore,  in  detailing  the  boundary  of  Benja- 
min (Josh  18  19)  we  are  told  that  ''the  border 
passed  along  to  the  side  of  Beth-Logtah  northward; 
and  the  goings  out  of  the  border  were  at  the  north 
bay  [tongue,  Liidn]  of  the  Salt  Sea.  at  the  south  end 
of  the  Jordan:  this  was  the  south  border."  This 
can  hardly  have  any  other  meaning  than  that  the 
north  end  of  the  Dead  Sea  was  at  Beih-hoglak.  fVom 
these  data  Mr.  Clermont-Ganneau  (see  ReeueU 
d'archiologi«  orimtate,  V  [1902],  267-80)  infemd 
that  in  the  time  of  Joshua  the  level  of  the  sea  waa 


Beach  at  Low  Water  at  the  North  End  Of  tbe  Dead 

a«».  Bordering  tho  Plata  ol  Jericho. 

(Ptaoto.  bfUbber.) 

so  much  higher  than  now  that  a  tongue-like  exten- 
sion reached  the  vicinity  of  Belh-hoMi,  while  the 
underlying  topography  was  essentially  the  same  as 
now.  On  the  contrary,  our  present  knowledge  of 
the  geolopic  forces  in  operation  would  indicate  that 
at  that  time  the  Dead  Sea  was  considerably  lower 
than  now.  and  that  its  rise  to  its  present  level  has 
been  partly  caused  by  the  silting  up  of  a  bay  which 
formerly  extended  to  Btik-hoglah. 
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The  geological  evidence  concerning  this  point  is 
so  inl«resting,  and  of  so  much  importance  in  its 
bearing  upon  our  interpretation  of  various  historical 
Statements  concerning  the  re^on,  that  it  is  worth 
while  to  present  it  somewhat  in  detail.  As  already 
stated  (see  Arabkb),  the  present  level  of  the  Dead 
Sea  is  determined  by  the  equilibrium  established 
between  the  evaporation  (estimated  at  20,000,000 
cubic  ft.  per  diem)  over  the  area  and  the  amount  of 


the  extent  to  which  these  encroachments  have 
tended  to  narrow  the  limits  of  the  original  lake. 
The  sediment  deposited  by  the  Jordan,  at  the  north 
end  of  the  Dead  Sea,  is  practically  all  derived  from 
the  pori^on  of  the  drainage  basin  between  it  and  the 
Sea  of  Gahlee — the  latter  serving  as  a  catch-bamn 
to  retain  the  sediment  brought  down  from  the  up- 
per pari;  of  the  valley .  The  Z6r,  or  narrow  cliannel 
which  the  Jordan  has  eroded  in  the  sedimentary 


«iii. 


water  brought  into  the  valley  by  the  tributary 
streams.  Tne  present  area  of  the  sea  is.  in  round 
numbers,  300  sq.  miles.  The  historical  evidence 
^ws  that  this  evaporating  surface  has  not  varied 
(^>preciably  since  the  time  of  Abraham.  But  the 
oicroachments  of  the  delta  of  the  Jordan  upon  this 
ace:a,  as  well  as  of  the  deltas  of  several  other  Htreams, 
must  have  been  very  great  since  that  period.  The 
effect  of  this  would  be  to  limit  the  evaporating  sur- 
face, which  would  cause  the  watw  to  rise  until  it 
oversowed  enough  of  the  low  land  at  the  south  end 
to  restore  the  equilibrium. 

It  is  easy  to  make  an  approximate  calculation  of 


plain  through  which  it  flows  (see  Jordan,  Valx,ET 
of},  is  approximately  half  a  mile  wide,  100  feet  deep, 

and  60  miles  long.  All  the  sediment  which  formerly 
Med  this  has  been  swept  into  the  head  of  the  sea, 
while  the  Jarmuk,  the  JcAbok.  and  a  score  of  smaller 
tributaries  descending  rapidly  from  the  bordering 
heights  of  Gilead,  three  or  four  thousand  ft.  above 
the  valley,  bring  an  abnormal  amount  of  debris 
into  the  river,  as  do  a  large  number  of  short«r  trib- 
utaries which  descend  an  equal  amount  from  the 
mountains  of  Gahlee,  Samaria,  and  Judah.  The 
entire  area  thus  contributing  to  this  part  of  the 
Jordan  is  not  less  than  3,000  sq.  milcx 


Dead  Sea 
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All  writers  are  impressed  by  the  evidence  of  the 
torrential  floods  which  fill  these  water  courses  after 
severe  storms.  The  descent  being  so  rapid,  permits 
the  water  after  each  rainfall  to  run  off  without 
delay,  and  so  intensifies  its  eroding  power.  The 
well-known  figure  of  Our  Lord  (Mt  7  26  ff)  in  de- 
scribing the  destruction  of  the  house  which  is  built 
upon  the  sand,  when  the  rains  descend  and  the  winds 
beat  upon  it,  is  drawn  from  Nature.  The  delta 
terraces  at  the  mouths  of  such  mountain  streams 
where  they  debouch  on  the  lowlands  are  formed 
and  re-formed  with  extreme  rapidity,  each  succeed- 
ing storm  tending  to  wash  the  previous  delta  down 
to  lower  levels  and  carry  away  whatever  was  built 
upon  it. 

The  storms  which  descend  upon  the  plains  of  Gilead, 
as  well  as  those  upon  the  Judaean  hills,  are  exceedinKly 
destructive.  For  though  the  rainfall  at  Jerus,  according 
to  the  observations  of  Chaplin  (see  J.  Glaisher,  "On  the 
FaU  of  Rain  at  Jems,"  PEF3  [January.  1894],  39) 
averages  but  20  inches  annually,  ranging  from  32.21 
inches  in  1878  to  13.39  inches  in  1870,  nearly  all  occurs 
in  the  three  winter  months,  and  therefore  in  quantities 
to  be  most  effective  in  erosive  capacity.  And  this  is 
effective  upon  both  sides  of  the  Jordan  vallev.  in  which 
the  rainfall  is  very  slight.  "  Day  after  day,  Tristram 
remarks,  "we  have  seen  the  clouds,  after  pouring  their 
fatness  on  Samaria  and  Judaea,  pass  over  the  vallev,  and 
then  descend  in  torrents  on  the  hills  of  Gilead  and  Moab," 
a  phenomenon  naturally  resulting  from  the  rising  column 
oi  heated  air  coming  up  from  the  torrid  conditions  of  the 
depressed  Jordan  valley. 

Tristram  {The  Land  of  Moabj  23, 24)  gives  a  vivid 
description  of  the  effect  of  a  storm  near  Jerus.  As 
his  party  was  encamped  during  the  night  the  whole 
slope  upon  which  they  pitched  became  a  shallow 
stream,  while  ''the  deep  ravines  of  the  wilderness  of 
Judah  [were]  covered  with  torrents,  and  tiny  cas- 
cades rolling  down  from  every   rock So 

easily  disintegrated  is  the  soft  limestone  of  these 
wadies,  that  the  rain  of  a  few  hours  ....  did  more 
to  deepen  and  widen  the  channels  than  the  storms 
of  several  years  could  effect  on  a  Northumbrian 
hillside.  No  geologist  could  watch  the  effect  of  this 
storm  without  being  convinced  that  in  calculating 
the  progress  of  denudation,  other  factors  than  that 
of  time  must  be  taken  into  account,  and  that  denu- 
dation may  proceed  most  rapidly  where  rains  are 
most  uncertam." 

Lieutenant  Lynch  writes  that  while  ascending 
the  Kerak  ''there  came  a  shout  of  thunder  from  the 
dense  cloud  which  had  gathered  at  the  summit  of 
the  gorge,  followed  by  a  rain,  compared  to  which 
the  gentle  showers  of  our  more  favoured  clime  are  as 

dew  drops  to  the  overflowing  cistern The 

black  and  threatening  cloud  soon  enveloped  the 
mountain  tops,  the  lightning  pla3dng  across  it  in 
incessant  flashes,  while  the  loud  thunder  reverber- 
ated from  side  to  side  of  the  appalling  chsusm.  Be- 
tween the  peals  we  soon  heard  a  roaring  and  con- 
tinuous sound.  It  was  the  torrent  from  the  rain 
cloud,  sweepin^^  in  a  long  line  of  foam  down  the  steep 
dechvity,  bearmg  along  huge  fragments  of  rocks, 
which,  striking  against  each  other,  sounded  like 
mimic  thunder." 

I  can  bear  similar  testimony  from  observations 
when  traveling  in  Turkestan  where  the  annual  rain- 
fall is  only  about  4  inches.  At  one  time  a  storm 
was  seen  raging  upon  the  mountains  20  miles  away, 
where  it  spent  its  entire  force  without  shedding  a 
drop  upon  the  plain.  Upon  skirting  the  base  of 
the  mountain  the  next  day,  however,  the  railroad 
track  was  covered  for  a  long  distance  2  or  3  ft.  deep 
with  debris  which  had  been  washed  down  by  the 
cloudburst.  No  one  can  have  any  proper  compre- 
hension of  the  erosive  power  of  the  showers  of  Pal 
without  duly  taking  into  account  the  extent  and 
the  steepness  of  the  descent  from  the  highlands  on 
either  side,  and  the  irregularity  of  the  rainfall.  These 
form  what  in  the  Rocky  Mountains  would  be  called 


West 


1.  From  Ain  Feshkhah  to  £.  shore. 


East 


2.  From  Ain  Feshkhah  to  Wady  Zerka  Ma*ain. 


8.  From  Ain  TezAbeh  to  Wady  Zerka. 


4.  From  Ain  Terftbeh  to  Wady  Mojib. 


5.  From  Ain  Jidy  to  Wady  Mojib. 


8.  From  Ain  Jidy  to  the  N.  point  of  PeninsnUu 


7.  From  the  W.  shore  to  the  N.  point  of  Peninsola. 

A- 


-** 


4- 


-I— 


Ford  rear  S.  end 
of  Penlnsul*. 


AeroM  the  LAgoon  from  B.  to  W. 


Transverse  Section  (from  West  to  East)  of  the  Dead 

Sea;  Plotted  from  the  Soundings  Given 

by  Lynch,  1849. 

arroyos.    After  the  debris  has  been  brought  into 
the  Jordan  by  these  torrents,  and  the  rise  of  watei 
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makes  it  "overflow  all  ita  banka,"  the  aediment  is 
then  swept  on  to  the  Dead  Sea  with  great  rapidity. 

All  thesecoiuuderationaiiidicale  that  the  deltas  of 
the  streams  cominR  into  the  valley  of  the  Jordan 
and  the  Dead  Sea  must  be  increasing  at  an  unusually 
rapid  rate.  It  will  be  profitable,  therefore,  to  com- 
paie  it  with  other  deltas  upon  which  direct  obser- 
vations have  been  made.  The  MiBsisaippi  River 
is  sweeping  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  sediment  at  a 
rate  which  represents  one  foot  of  surface  soil  over 
the  whole  drainage  basin,  extending  from  the  Rocky 
Mountains  to  the  Allcghcnies,  in  a  little  less  than 
5,000  years.  The  Hoang-Ho  is  lowering  its  drain- 
age basin  a  foot  in  1,464  ^eare,  while  the  river  Fo 
is  reducing  its  level  a  foot  in  729  years.  So  rapidly 
has  the  river  Po  filled  up  its  valley  that  the  city  of 
Adria,  which  was  a  seaport  2,000  years  ago,  is  now 
14  miles  from  "the  mouth  of  the  nver.  The  Tigris 
and  Euphrates  rivers  have  silted  up  the  head  of  the 
Persian  Gulf  nearly  100  miles.  (See  CroU,  Climate 
and  Tinw,  332,  333;  Darwin,  Formi^ion  o/  VegetaMe 
Mould  through  the  Action  of  Worme,  233.)  From 
these  considerations  it  is  a  conservative  estimate 
that  the  tributaries  of  the  Jordan  valley  between 
the  I-^e  of  Galilee  and  the  Dead  Sea  bring  down 
sediment,  enough  to  lower  the  basin  one  foot  in 
2,000  years,  bo  that  since  the  time  of  Abraham  167,- 
270,400,000  cubic  feet  of  soUd  matter  have  been 
added  to  ita  delta.  This  would  cover  25  sq.  miles 
250  ft.  deep.  Taking  into  consideration  the  prob- 
able depth  of  water  at  the  north  end  of  the  sea,  it  is, 
therefore,  not  aa  extravagant  supposition  that  the 
Jordan  delta  baa  eocroacncd  upon  the  sea  to  the 
extent  of  15  or  20  sq.  miles,  hraiting  the  evapo- 
rating surface  to  that  extent  and  causing  the  level 
of  the  water  to  rise,  and  extend  an  equal  amount 
over  the  low  lands  at  the  south  end. 

At  the  same  time  the  other  streams  coming  direct- 
ly into  the  lake  have  been  contributing  tleltas  to 
oarrow  its  margin  at  various  points.  The  Kerak, 
the  Amon  and  the  Zerka  Maain  bring  in  an  im- 
mense amount  of  sediment  from  the  H.;  el-Heg»i, 
el-Jeib  and  el-Fikri  from  the  S.;  and  Wady  eU 
MukaKw&t,ti-ATeyeh»iiA  the  Kedron,  with  numerous 
smaller  intermediate  streams,  from  the  W.  A  de- 
tiuled  examination  of  theee  deposits  will  serve  the 
double  purpose  of  establishing  the  point  in  question 
and  of  giving  a  vivid  conception  of  the  sea  and  its 
surroundings. 


gorge  caUed  the  Ztr.  whlcb  the  river  .  .  .  _ 
soft  oedlmentkiT  deposltB  which  cover  the  bottom  of  the 
Talley  (or  QhtT)  from  side  to  dde.  Opposite  Jerlcbo  the 
Ohtr  is  about  16  milee  wide.  The  Z6t,  however,  does  nut 
average  more  than  one-holt  mile  In  width  and  Is  about 
100  ft.  towoT  than  Uie  general  level  of  the  Ghd!-.  But  at 
'"the  Jews'  Castle."  about  8  miles  from  the  mouth  of  the 
Jordan,  the  26t  befffna  to  enlarge  aud  merge  Into  a  true 
delta.     The  embankinent  of  the  Zir  alopee  away  In  a 


a.W.  direction  till  II 


Khurbtt  Ku> 
low  land  bel 


in.  10  ni 


0  by  the  small  wadiea  wblch  come 


border  erf  the  Ztr  tbroughout  (] 


of  10  or  15  Hq.  miles.  Again,  upon  the  eastern  Bide  of  the 
Jordan  the  other  limb  of  the  delta,  though  smaller,  Is 
equaUy  In  evidence.  MerriU  {East  d/  tht  Jordan.  223. 
224),  In  descrlbioK  his  survey  of  the  region.  sa>*s  be  was 
compelled  to  walk  far  some  hours  along  the  shore  and 
then  north  to  reach  bis  horses,  which  evidently  had  been 
oondng  over  tbe  harder  and  more  elevated  amrace  of  the 
QMr.  "The  plain."  be  says,  "for  many  sq.  miles  north 
of  the  aaa  Is  like  ashes  In  which  we  otlen  sank  overshoe." 


miles,  the  . 
gravel  averaging  a 
Wadyie  "---■-'  — 


extending  2  miles  farther  south  with  an  average 
width  of  one-half  mile  to  R&s  Feskkah,  which  rises 
abruptly  from  the  wal«r'a  edge,  and  renders  it 
impossible  for  travelers  to  follow  along  the  shore. 
But  just  beyond  RAs  Feshkah  a  delta  half  a  mile  or 
more  in  length  and  width  is  projected  into  the  sea 
at  the  mouUi  of  Wady  en  N&r,  which  comes  down 
from  JeruB  and  is  known  in  its  upper  portions  aa 
Kedron.  This  is  the  wady  which  passes  the  con-' 
vent  of  Mar  Saba  and  is  referred  to  in  such  a  striking 
manner  in  Ezk  47.  Like  most  of  the  other  wadies 
coming  into  the  Dead  S^^  this  courses  the  most  of 
its  way  through  inaccessible  defiles  and  has  built 
up  a  delta  at  its  mouth  covered  with  "fragmenta  of 
rock  or  boulders  swept  along  by  the  torrent  in  its 
periodical  overflows"  (De  Saulcy,  I,  137,  138). 

From  Ada  ^ohtah  to   Rdt    Meriid,  a  distance  of  15 

Is  bordered  wltb  a  deposit  of  sand  and 

'    "  a  mUe  In  wldui,  wiille  opposite 

-,— ..  ^dy  Ilitita  (which  descend  from 

Lud  the  wllderaoas  of  Tekoali)  the  width  Is 

fully  one  mile.  At  the  mouth  of  one  at  the  smaller 
gorges  De  Saulcy  not«d  what  eeologlsts  call  a  "cooe  of 
dejection"  where  "the  gravel  washed  down  from  the 
heights  was  heaped  up  to  tbe  extant  of  nearly  Z50  yards" 
(1.44).  "^ 

Rds  Mersid,  agmn,  obstrucU  the  passage  along 
the  shore  almost  as  effectually  as  did  B&s  Fethkah, 
but  farther  aouth  there  is  no  other  obstruction. 
The  plain  of  En-gedi,  connected  in  such  an  interest- 
ing manner  with  the  history  of  David  and  with 
numerous  other  events  of  national  importance,  is 
described  bv  the  Pal  Exploration  Fund  as  "about 
half  a  mile  Droad  and  a  mile  in  length."  This  con- 
sists of  material  brought  down  for  the  most  part  by 
Wady  el-'  Areijeh,  which  descends  from  tbe  vicinity 
of  Hebron  with  one  branch  pasMng  through  Tekoah. 
The  principal  path  leading  from  the  west  aide  of  the 
Dead  Sea  to  the  hills  of  Judaea  follows  the  direction 
of  this  wady. 

Between  Ea-gedi  and  Stbbth  (Jlfaiada).  a  distance  ot 
10  miles,  the  limestone  cliffs  retreat  till  tbey  are  fully 
I  from  the  shore.    Acavn  this  space  numerous 


a».      ...».»  A»...j,»*»B  »»»_  ..«w  .»,.»wd  by  R< 
Q  aa  he  looked  southward  from  the  height  abovo 
aidi,  but  their  aigniacaiice  waa  not  understood. 

"One  feature  of  the  lea."  he  says,  "struck  us  Imme- 
diately, which  was  miexpectod  to  us.  viz.  the  number  of 
shoal-llke  points  and  peninsulas  which  run  into  Its  soutta- 
ent  part,  appearing  at  first  sight  like  flat  sand-banka  or 
Islands.  Below  us  on  the  S.  were  two  such  projecting 
b&nks  on  tbe  west«n  shore,  composed  probably  of  pebbles 
and  gravel,  extending  out  Into  the  sea  for  a  condderable 
distance.  The  larger  and  more  Important  of  these  Is  on 
~   ot  the  spot  called  Birkel  el-KkUtl.  »  Uttio  bay  w 


Photograph  of  the  Channel  of  Wady 

__    31lftB  on  the^iif t.°"Note~the" hSb 

of  the  Bowlders  Rolled  Along  by  the  Torrent  ot 
Water.    (Photo,  by  Ubbey.l 

Six  miles  S.  of  Masada,  probably  at  the  mouth  of 


D««iJ  S«a 
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oombined  delta  of  the  Wady  Zuvxirah  and  Wady 
Muhauw&t  covers  an  area  or  2  or  3  sq.  miles,  and  is 
dotted  with  bowlders  and  fragmente  of  rock  a.  foot 
or  more  in  diameter,  which  have  been  waslied  over 
the  area  by  the  torrential  floods.  Beyond  Jehel 
Vtdum,  Wady  d-Fikreh,  draining  an  area  of  200 
or  300  sq.  miles,  haa  deposited  an  immense  amount 
of  coarse  sediment  on  the  W.  side  of  the  Sebkah 


the  aepreaaion,  extending  from  the  Sdikak  to  the 
Ascent  of  Akrabbim,  deltas  of  Wady  d-Jeib,  Wady 
d-Khamireh  and  Wady  Tufikh  have  Id  connection 
with  Wady  Fikreh  ennroacbed  upon  the  vaUey  to  the 
extent  of  12  or  15  eq.  milee.  Altogether  these  wadies 
drain  an  area  of  more  than  3,000  sq.  miles,  and  the 
granitic  formations  over  which  they  pass  have  been 
so  diaint^^ated  by  atmospheric  influences  that  an 
excessive  amount  of  coarse  sediment  is  carried  along 
by  them  (see  Hull,  Moani  Seir,  etc,  104-6).  In 
ascending  them,  one  encounters  every  indication  of 
=3nai  destructive  floods. 


Followliig  up  tho  eaiit«ni  shore.   Wadi/  el'th 


dutaa  encroachod  to  the  exu 
the  betid  ol  tho  bay,  projoc 
Point  Conlean.    StilT  Farlt 


■e  of  the  greBtor  depth  ot  th( 
ren  to  thoy  uro  by  m 
rojectmn  a  halt-mile 


EdoiQ  uis  buUt  up  the 

■   -     tho  neck  of   the 

,  miles.     Farther 

'  have  with  their 

3  sq,  milos  upon 

adu    Mojib    (the 
^downfr 

iconstdorable. 
hito  the  lake. 

Putting  all  these  items  together,  there  can  be 
little  doubt  that  the  area  of  the  Dead  Sea  has  been 
encroached  upon  to  the  extent  of  25  or  30  sq.  miles 
wnce  the  time  of  Abraham  and  that  this  has  resulted 
in  a  rise  of  the  general  level  of  the  water  sufficient 
to  overflow  a  considerable  portion  of  the  lagoon  at 
the  S.  end,  thus  keeping  the  evaporating  area  con- 
stant. The  only  escape  from  this  conclusion  is  the 
supposition  that  the  rainfall  of  the  region  is  less 
than  it  was  at  the  dawn  of  history,  and  so  the  smaller 
evaporating  area  mould  be  sufEcient  to  maintain  the 
former  level.  But  of  this  we  have  no  adequate  evi- 
dence. On  the  contrary  there  is  abundant  evi- 
dence that  the  climatic  conditions  connected  with 
the  production  of  the  Glacial  Period  had  passed 
away  long  before  the  conquest  of  the  Vale  of  Sid- 
dim  by  Amraphel  and  his  confederates  (Gen  H). 

The  consequences  of  this  rise  of  water  are  various 
and  significant.  It  lends  credibility  to  the  persist- 
ent tradition  that  the  sites  of  Sodom  and  Gomorrah 
are  covered  by  the  shallow  water  at  the  S.  end  of 
the  sea,  and  also  to  the  statement  of  Scripture  that 
the  region  about  these  cities  (on  the  supposition 
tiiat  lliey  were  at  the  S.  end  of  the  sea)  was  like  the 
garden  of  the  Lord;  for  that  plain  was  then  much 
Eu^er  than  it  is  now,  and  was  well  watered,  and 
possessed  greater  elements  of  fertility  than  are  now 
apparent.  Furthermore,  this  supposed  lower  level 
01  the  lake  in  early  times  may  have  greatly  facili- 
tated the  passage  of  armies  and  caravans  from  one 
end  to  the  other,  thus  rendering  it  more  easy  to 
understand  the  historical  statements  relating  to  the 
earliest  periods  of  occupation.  Even  now  the  road 
at  the  base  of  Jebel  Utdjim  which  is  open  at  low 
water  is  impassable  at  high  water.  On  the  last  of 
December,  1883,  Professor  Hull  (Mount  Seir,  etc, 
133)  traversed  the  shore  at  the  base  of  the  salt  cUffs 
alonff  a  gravel  terrace  100  ft.  wide,  which  "abruptly 
terminated  in  a  descent  of  about  6  ft.  to  the  Une  of 
driftwood  which  marked  the  upper  limit  of  the 
waters."  On  the  1st  of  January,  1901.  the  water 
aJon^  the  base  of  the  salt  cUffs  was  so  deep  that  it 
was  impossible  for  my  party  to  pass  along  the  shore. 
It  is  easy  to  believe  that  the  level  might  have  been 


lowered  sufficiently  to  expose  a  mai^n  of  shore 
which  could  be  traversed  on  the  W.  side  from  one 
end  to  the  other. 

IV,  Contlitation  of  the  Walmr. — As  in  the  case  of 
all  inclosed  basins,  the  waters  of  the  Dead  Sea  are 
impr^nated  to  an  excessive  degree  with  saline 
matter.  "The  salt  which  they  contain,"  however, 
"is  not  whoUy  or  even  principally  common  salt,  but 
is  mostly  the  chloride  and  bromide  of  magnouum  and 
calcium,  bo  that  they  are  not  merely  a  strong  brine, 
but  rather  resemble  the  mother  liquors  of  a  salt- 
pan left  after  the  common  salt  has  cr^tallized  out" 
(Dawson,  Egypt  and  Syria,  123).  The  following 
analysis  is  pven  by  Booth  and  Muckle  of  water 
brought  by  Commander  Lynch  and  taken  by  him 
May  5  from  195  fathoms  aeep  opposite  the  mouth 
of  Wady  Zerka  Ma'ain.  Other  analj'ses  vary  from 
this  more  or  less,  onii^  doubtless  to  the  dinerent 
localities  and  depths  from  which  the  specimens  had 
been  obtained. 

Spedflc  gravity  at  00* .  1.23743 

Cbloride  ol  munealuni 146  8071 

Chloride  ot  c^um .  31.0740 

Chloride  of  sodJum 78.6637 

Chloride  ot  potassium 0.6860 

BroiDlda  of  potaHduoi 1 .  3741 

Sulphate  otlline 0  7013 

204.1807 

WaMo- 73S.8133 

1000.0000 
ToUl  amouiil  of  wild  matter  found 

by  direct  experiment 304.0000 

What  is  here  labeled  bromide  of  potassium,  how- 
ever, is  called  by  most  other  anal3«ts  bromide  of 
magnesium,  it  being  difficult  to  separate  and  dis- 
tinguish these  elements  in  composition.  The  large 
percentage  of  bromide,  of  which  but  a  trace  is  found 
in  the  ocean,  is  supposed  to  have  been  derived  from 
volcanic  emanations.  As  compared  with  sea  water, 
it  is  worthy  of  note  that  that  of  the  Dead  Sea  yields 
26  lbs.  of  salta  to  100  lbs.  of  water,  whereas  that 
of  the  Atlantic  yields  only  6  lbs.  in  the  same  quan- 
tity.   Lake  Urumiah  is  as  salt  aa  the  Dead  Sea. 

As  results  of  this  salinity  the  water  is  excessively 
buoyant  and  is  destructive  of  all  forms  of  animal 
life.  Lynch  found  that  his  metal  boats  sank  an 
inch  deeper  in  the  Jordan  when  equally  heavily 
laden  than  they  did  in  the  Dead  Sea.  All  travelers 
who  bathe  in  it  relate  that  when  they  throw  them- 
selves upon  their  backs  their  bodies  will  be  half  out 
of  the  water.  Jos  (fiJ,  IV,  viii,  4)  relates  that  the 
emperor  Veepaman  caused  certain  men  who  could 


Bathing  at  the  North  End  ot  the  Dead  Sea.  the 

Mountains  ot  Moab  In  the  Background. 

(Photo,  by  F.  B,  WrightT 

not  swim  to  be  thrown  into  the  water  with  thdr 
hands  tied  behind  them,  and  they  floated  on  the 
surface.  Dead  fish  and  various  shells  are  indeed 
often  found  upon  the  shore,  but  liiey  have  evi- 
dently been  brought  in  by  the  tributary  fresh-water 
streams,  or  belong  to  species  which  live  in  the  brack- 
ish pools  of  the  oorderine  lagoons,  which  are  abun- 
dantly supplied  with  fresh  waler.  The  report  ex- 
tensively circulated  in  earlier  times  that  birds  did 
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not  fly  over  the  lake  has  no  fouDdation  in  fact,  as 
Bome  epeciea  of  birds  are  known  even  to  %ht  upon 
the  Burface  and  sport  upon  the  waters.  The  whole 
depression  is  subject  to  frequent  storms  of  wind 
blowing  through  ito  length.  These  produce  waves 
whose  force  is  very  destructive  of  boata  encounter- 
ing them  owing  to  the  high  specific  gravity  of  the 
water;  but  for  the  same  reason  the  waves  rapidly 
subside  after  a  storm,  so  that  the  general  appear- 
ance of  the  lake  is  placid  in  the 


Skit  CattB  on  the  KiM  SMe  <^  Jebel  Umum.  Wubed 

bj-the  Wat«raoftheLake.    Plllarof  SaltReHly 

toFkll.    (Pboto.  by  F.B.  Wright.) 

The  source  from  which  these  saline  matters  have 
been  derived  has  been  a  subject  of  much  speculation 
— some  having  supposed  that  it  was  derived  from 
the  dissolution  of  the  salt  cliffs  in  Jebel  Uadum. 
But  this  theory  is  disproved  by  the  fact  that  com- 
mon salt  forms  but  a  small  portion  of  the  material 
held  in  solution  by  the  water.  It  is  more  correct 
(o  regard  this  salt  mountain  aaadepoait  precipitated 
from  the  saturated  brine  which  had  accumulated, 
as  we  have  supposed,  during  the  Cretaceous  age. 
Probably  salt  is  now  being  deposited  at  the  bottom 
of  the  lake  from  the  present  saturated  solution  to 
appear  in  some  future  age  in  the  wreck  of  progress- 
ive geological  changes.  The  salts  of  the  Dead  Sea, 
like  those  in  all  similarly  inclosed  basins,  have  been 
broueht  in  by  the  streams  of  water  from  all  over 
the  ctainage  basin.  Such  streams  alwa}^  contain 
more  or  leas  solid  matter  in  solutionj  which  becomes 
concentrated  through  the  e^^lI>o^atlDn  which  takes 
place  over  inclosed  oasins.    Tne  ocean  is  the  great 


The  extreme  salinity  of  the  Dead  Sea  water  shows 
both  the  long  continuance  of  the  isolation  of  the 
basin  and  the  abundance  of  soluble  matter  con- 
tained in  the  rocks  of  the  inscribed  area.  The 
great  extent  of  recent  volcanio  rocks,  esp.  in  the 
rt^on  £.  of  the  Jordan,  accounts  for  the  large  rela- 
tive proportion  of  some  of  the  ingredients. 

V.  Climalm. — Owinp  to  the  great  depression 
below  sea  level,  the  chmate  is  exeeBsively  warm,  so 
that  palms  and  other  tropical  trees  flourish  on  the 
borders  of  the  rivers  wherever  freah  water  finds  soil 
on  which  to  spread  itself.  Snow  never  falls  upon 
the  lake,  though  it  frequently  covers  the  hills  of 
Judaea  and  the  plateau  of  Mo^.  As  already  ex- 
plained the  rainfall  in  the  Jordan  valley  is  less  than 
on  the  bordering  mountains.  During  the  winter 
season  the  Arab  tribes  go  down  to  the  valley  with 
their  flocks  of  sheep  and  goata  and  camp  upon  the 
surrounding  plains.  But  the  excesrave  neat  of  the 
summer,  rising  sometin: 
back  to  the  hillB  again. 


VI.  Roadk. — ExceptattheN,  end  the  approaches 
to  the  Dead  Sea  are  few  and  very  difGcuit  to  travel. 
On  the  W.  side  the  nearest  approach  is  at  £n-aedi, 
and  this  down  a  winding  descent  of  2,000  ft.  wnere 
a  few  men  at  the  top  of  the  cliff  could  hold  an  army 


the  S.  end  the  path  leads  up  Wady  Fikrek  for  a  cc_ 
siderable  distance  on  the  W.  side  of  the  Mud  Plat, 
and  then  crossea  over  to  the  Wady  el~Jeib,  up  whose 
torrential  bed  during  the  dry  season  caravans  can 
find  their  way  through  the  ArfAah  to  Ak^ak.  More 
difficult  paths  lead  up  from  the  E.  of  the  Mud  Flat 
into  the  Arabah,  and  tluvu^  the  mountains  of 
Moab  to  Petra  into  the  plains  beyond  and  the  Pil- 
grim route  from  Damascus  to  Mecca.  From  the 
Lisdn  a  difficult  path  leads  up  Wady  Kerak  to  the 
fortress  of  the  same  name  20  mil^  distant  and 
6,000  ft.  above  the  lake.  Another  path  a  little 
farther  north  leads  up  the  Wady  Beni  Hamid  to 
At  of  Moab.  From  the  Amon  to  the  N.  end  of  the 
Dead  Sea  the  mountains  are  so  precijiitous  that 
travel  along  the  shore  is  now  practically  impossible. 
But  there  are,  according  to  Tristram  {Tht  Land  of 
Moab,  355),  remnants  of  an  "old  and  well-en^neered 
road  of  ancient  times"  extending  as  far  S.  at  least 
as  the  Zerka  Ma'ain. 

VII.  lHacaUanaotu  It»ma.—Tbtao  are  numerous 
points  about  the  border  of  the  lake  of  special  inter- 
est.    When  Lot  and  Abraham  looked 
1.  The  down  from  the  heighU  of  Bethel  (Gen 

Plain  of  the  18  10  ff)  the^  are  said  to  have  beheld 
Jordan  "all  the  Flam  of  the  Jordan,  that  it 

was  well  watered  every  where,  before 
Jeh  destroyed  Sodom  and  Gomorr^,  like  the  gar- 
den of  Jeh,  like  the  land  of  ^^^t,  as  thou  goest 
unto  Zoar.  So  Lot  chose  him  all  the  Plain  of  the 
Jordan;  and  Lot  journeyed  east;  ....  and  Lot 
dwelt  in  the  cities  of  the  Plain,  and  moved  his  tent 
as  far  as  Sodom."  The  word  here  tr^  "Pl«n"  is 
kikkSr  (Ciccar),  meaning  "circle,"  and  indicating 
the  appearance  from  Bethel  of  the  Jordan  valley 
surrounding  the  N.  end  of  the  Dead  Sea.  From 
this  fact,  many  recent  writers  have  located  Sodom 
and  Gomorrah  at  that  end  of  the  sea  (see  Cities 
or  TUB  Plain).  But  it  is  by  no  means  certain  that 
it  is  necessary  thus  to  narrow  down  the  meaning  of 
the  phrase.  Though  the  S,  end  of  the  Dead  Sea 
is  not  viable  from  the  heights  of  Bethel,  it  is  so  con- 
nected with  the  general  depression  that  it  may  well 
have  been  in  the  minds  of  Abraham  and  Lot  as  they 
wore  dividing  the  country  between  them,  one  choos- 
ing the  plain,  a  part  of  which  was  visible,  the  otho" 
remaining  on  the  bordering  mountainous  area,  so  dif- 
ferent in  all  its  natural  resources  and  conditions. 
The  extent  of  the  region  chosen  by  Lot  may  there- 
fore be  left  to  be  determined  by  other  considerations. 
Ain  Jidi,  "fount«un  of  the  kid"  (7)  (see  En- 
axni)  is  an  oasis  at  the  base  of  the  western  cliffs 
about  half-way  between  the  N.  and 
3.  Aln  Jidi  the  S.  ends  of  the  lake,  fed  by  springs 
(En-gedi)  of  warm  water  which  burst  from  be- 
neath the  overhanging  cliffs.  The  650 
ft.  shore  line  composed  of  shingle  and  calcareous 
marl  is  here  promment,  and,  as  already  remarked, 
there  is  an  extensive  gravel  terrace  at  the  present 
water  level.  Palms  and  vines  formerly  flourished 
here  (Cant  1  14)^  but  now  onlv  a  few  bushes  of 
acacia  and  tamonsk  are  to  be  found.  From  time 
immemorial,  however,  it  has  been  the  terminus  of 
the  principal  trail  which  Eig-zags  up  the  cliffs  to  the 

K'  iteau,  across  which  paths  lead  to  Hebron  and 
thiehem. 

The  Forirest  of  Maaada  was  the  last  stronghokl 
held  by  the  fanatical  Jews  (Zealots)  after  the  de- 
struction of  Jems  by  the  Romans,  ana  offers  a  bird's- 
eye  view  of  the  D^d  Sea,  which  is  as  instructive  as 
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it  ia  interestiiig.  It  is  aituated  half-way  between 
Jebel    Utdum   and   En-gedi,   directly   opposite    the 

northern  promontory  of  el-Z^fln.  Here 
3.  Tbe  on  a  precipitous  height,  2,000  ft.  above 

Fortress  of  the  sea,  is  a  plateau  about  700  yds. 
Mssada        long,  and  200  wide,  adorned  with  mine 

of  dwellings,  palaces  and  temples  of 
the  Herodian  age.  Standine  upon  this  height 
one  eeea  the  outliDes  of  the  Ram  camp,  near  the 
shore  of  the  sea,  and  those  of  another  camp  in  a 
depresHion  several  hundred  yorda  to  the  W.,  from 
which  tbe  final  attack  of  the  besiegers  was  made 
over  a  pathway  constructed  along  a  sloping  ridge. 


Jebel  fBrfum(Mount  of  Sodom)  isaBalt  m , 

extending  7  or  8  miles  along  the  S.W.  shore  of 

the  lake  and  on  the  W.  side  of  the 
4.  Jebel  Valley  of  Salt  to  its  southern  bound- 
Usdum  ary.     Its   name   is   derived   from   the 

traditional  beUef  that  Sodom  was  lo- 
cated at  the  S.  end  of  the  sea;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  is  not  unlikely  that  the  name  would  become 
attached  t«  it  because  of  its  seeming  to  contain  tbe 
pilkr  of  Halt,  which,  according  to  the  ordinary  tr, 
marked  the  place  where  Lot's  wife  was  overwhelmed. 
The  mountain  rises  600  ft.  above  the  lake,  and  has 
a  general  level  surface  except  where  streams  have 


Here  many  miles  away  from  their  base  of  supplies 
the  Romans  slowly  but  irretuBtibly  drew  in  their  be- 
sieging hues  to  the  final  tragic  consummation  when 
the  last  remnant  of  the  defenders  committed  suicide 
{BJ,  VII,  ix,  1).  The  view  gives  one  a  profound 
impression  of  the  difficulties  attending  military  cam- 
paigns in  all  that  region.  Upon  Ufting  up  one  s  eyea 
to  take  in  the  broader  view,  he  sees  the  Drntd  Sea  in 
its  whole  length  with  the  low  ridge  of  Jebel  Uadum, 
the  Valley  of  Salt,  the  Ascent  of  AkrabUm,  the 
depression  of  the  AroftoA,  and  Mt.  Hor,  to  the  S., 
while  across  the  whole  horizon  to  the  £.  is  the  long 
wall  of  Moab  dissected  by  Wady  Kerak  and  the  river 
Amon,  loading  up  to  the  strongholds  of  Ker,  Aroer 
and  Dibon,  of  Moab;  while  immediately  in  the  front 
are  the  white  clilTs  of  eL-lAs&n,  and  to  the  N.,  near 
by,  the  green  oasis  of  Bn-gedi,  and,  dimmed  by 
distance,  the  plains  of  Jericho,  and  the  cluster  of 
peaks  BiUTountling  Mt.  Pisgah;  while  the  sea  itself 
sparkles  like  a  Rem  of  brilliant  azure  in  the  midst  of 
its  desolate  surroundings,  giving  no  token  of  the 
deadly  elements  which  permeate  its  water. 


worn  furrows  and  gullies  in  it.  The  eastern  face 
presents  a  precipitous  wall  of  rock  salt,  which,  as 
said  above,  at  the  time  of  my  visit  (January,  1901), 
was  washed  by  the  waves  of  the  lake  making  it  im- 
possible to  psss  along  its  base.  At  other  times 
when  the  water  is  low.  travelers  can  pass  along  the 
whole  length  of  the  snore.  This  wall  of  salt  pre- 
sents muc-h  the  appearance  of  a  glacier,  the  salt 
being  as  transparent  as  ice,  while  the  action  of  the 
waves  has  hollowed  out  extensive  and  picturesque 
caverns  and  left  isolated  towers  and  connected  pin- 
nacles of  salt  often  resembling  a  GotJiic  cathedral. 
These  towers  and  pinnacles  are,  of  course,  being 
displaced  from  time  to  time,  while  others  are  formed 
to  continue  the  illusion.  Any  pillar  of  salt  known 
to  the  ancients  must  be  entirely  ditTerent  from  those 
which  meet  the  eye  of  the  modem  traveler.  It 
follows  also  as  a  matter  of  course  that  the  gradual 
dissolution  of  this  salt  must  partly  account  for  the 
excessive  salinity  of  the  Dead  Sea. 

it  is  uncertam  how  deep   the  deposit  extends 
below  the  surface.    It  rises  upward  ^30  or  300  ft.. 
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where  it  is  capped  by  consolidated  strata  of  sedi- 
mentary material,  consisting  of  Band  and  loam, 
which  most  geolo^te  think  was  depodted  at  the 
time  o(  the  formation  of  the  660  ft.  terrace  already 
described,  and  which  they  connect  with  the  climatic 
ooDditiooB  of  the  Glacial  period. 

This  vieir  1b  prwented  as  foIlDWa  by  Profeasor  B.K. 
Emerson:    "In  tbe  e&rUer  portion  of  the  poat-gladal 
■ttullimi,  a  Bnal  BlnklnK  of  k  tnction  at  the  bottom  of  tbe 
' ,  near  Che  S,  end  ol  tbe  lake,  dissected  tbe  low  sale 
I,  Binldns  Its  control  p&rta  beneath  the  salt  «at«rv, 
;  remitln   butbrened  asalnit  the  Breat 
iQch  torming  the  plahu  at  Jebtl   Utdum 
and  the  peninsula   fl-Liain   with   the  swampy    Sibkah 

between It  eipoaed  tile  woDdertuI  eafit«ni  wall 

of  Jtbel    (/•dum;    7  mUes  tons,  with  30-45  m.  ot  clear 


while  tniKmen 
walla  o(  the  W 


12;  2  Ch  S6  II).  This  ia  in  aU  probability  the 
pimn  extending  from  the  southern  end  of  the  Dead 

Sea  to  the  "Ascent  of  Akrabbim"  which 
6.  Vale  at  crosses  the  valley  from  aide  to  side, 
Siddim  and  forms  tbe  southern  margin  of  the 

Gbdr,  At  present  the  area  of  the  vale 
is  about  60  bo,  miles;  but  if  our  theory  concerning 
the  lower  level  of  the  Dead  Sea  in  the  time  of  Abra- 
ham is  correct,  it  may  then  have  included  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  lagoon  S.  of  ^Lisin  and 
BO  have  been  a  third  larger  than  now.  In  Gen  U  10 
the  vale  is  said  to  have  been  full  of  slime  (that  im,  of 
bitumen  or  asphalt)  pits.  In  modern  times  mastes 
of  asphalt  are  occafiionally  found  floating  in  tbe 


blue  salt  at  the  base,  capped  by  125-140  m.  of  gypsum- 
bearlng  marls  Impregnaled  with  sulphur,  and  conglom- 
erates at  times  cemon1«d  by  bllumon"  ("Giiologlcal 
Myths,"  Prot.  Am.  Ataoc.  for  Adi.  o/  Sri.  |1800I,  JIO. 
111).  It  this  was  the  case  there  bat  been  a  doprosslon 
ot  (he  8.  end  of  the  Dead  Sea  to  the  extent  of  several 
hundred  feet  within  a  comparatively  few  thousand  years. 
In  which  csM  the  traditional  view  that  Sodom  and  Go- 
morrah were  overwhelmed  by  Dead  Sea  water  at  (he 
time  ot  their  deetructlOD  would  refer  to  an  occurrence 
exactly  In  line  with  movements  that  have  been  prac- 
tically cnuUnuouB  during  Tertiary.  Oladal.  and  post- 
Glacial  times. 

With  more  reason,  Lartet  contends  that  this  salt 
is  a  Cretaceous  or  Tertiary  depoeit  covered  with 
late  Tertiary  Btrata,  in  which  case  the  sinking  of  the 
block  between  Jd>k  Usdum  and  el-Ldidn,  for  the 
Dioet  part,  took  place  at  a  much  earlier  date  than 
the  formation  of  the  660  ft.  terrace.  A  striking 
corollary  of  this  suppositioD  would  be  that  the  cli- 
matic conditions  have  been  practically  the  same 
during  all  of  the  post-Carboniferous  times,  there 
having  been  cyciea  of  moiat  and  dry  climat*  in  that 
region  succeeding  each  other  during  all  these  geo- 
logical periods. 

The  VaU  of  Siddim  (Gen  14  3.8.10)  is  probably 
tfae  same  as  the  Valley  of  Salt  (2  K  14  7;  1  Ch  U 


southern  part  of  the  Dead  Sea.    After  the  earth- 

auake  of  IS34  a  large  quantity  was  cast  upon  the 
lore  near  the  8,W.  comer  of  the  lake,  3  tons  of 
which  were  brought  to  market  by  the  Arab  natives. 
After  the  earthquake  of  January,  1837,  a  mass  of 
aspiialtum  was  driven  aground  on  the  W.  aide  not 
far  from  i/ej>el  Uadum.  The  neighboring  Arabs  swam 
off  to  it,  cut  it  up  with  axes  and  carried  it  to  market 
by  the  came!  load,  and  sold  it  to  the  value  ot  several 
thousand  dollars.  At  earlier  times  such  occur- 
rences seem  to  have  been  still  more  freauent.  Joa 
affirms  that  "the  sea  in  many  places  sends  up  black 
masses  of  asphaltum  having  the  form  and  size  of 
headless  oxen";  while  Diodorus  Siculus  relates  that 
the  bitumen  (asphaltum)  was  thrown  up  in  masses 
covering  sometimes  two  or  three  acres  and  having 
the  appearance  of  islands  (Jos,  BJ,  IV,  viii,  4; 
Diod.ac.ii,48;  Pliny,  Af//,  vii.13;  Tac.  ffwf.  v.6; 
Dioscor.,  De  re  Med.,  i.99). 

Since  asphalt  ia  a  product  of  petroleum  from  which 
the  volatile  elements  have  been  evaporated,  the 
ultimate  source  of  these  masses  is  doubtless  to  be 
found  in  the  extensive  beds  of  bituminous  limestone 
which  appear  in  numerous  places  on  both  sides  of 
the  Dead  Sea.    An  outcrop  of  it  can  be  observed 
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at  NebyMousa,  on  the  road  from  Jerus  to  Jericho, 
which  Dawson  describes  aa  resembling  dry  chalk 
saturated  with  coal  tar.  When  long  weathered 
this  becomes  white  and  chalky  at  the  surface,  so 
that  a  mass  of  it,  quite  white  externally,  reveals  an 
intense  blackness  when  broken.  It  is  this  that  the 
people  of  Bethlehem  call  ''Dead  Sea  stone,''  and 
which  they  carve  into  various  ornamental  articles 
and  expose  for  sale.  Some  specimens  of  it  are  suffi- 
ciently bituminous  to  bum  with  flame  like  cannel- 
coal.  These  beds  are  still  more  abundant  about 
the  S.  end  of  the  kdce  and  doubtless  imderlie  the 
whole  r^onj  and  for  all  time  must  have  been  ex- 
uding bituminous  and  gaseous  matter,  but  much 
more  abundantly  in  former  times  than  now. 

In  these  accumulations  of  bitumen  at  the  S.  end 
of  the  Ghdr  we  probably  have  the  incentive  which 
led  the  Babylomans  under  Amraphel  and  Chedor- 
laomer  to  make  such  long  expeditions  for  the  sake 
of  conquering  the  region  and  holding  it  under  their 
power.  Bitumen  was  much  in  demand  in  Baby- 
lonia. 

El'Litdn  (the  Tongue),  which  projects  half-way  across 

the  lake  from  the  moutn  of  Wady  Kerak,  is,  like  Jebel 

Uadum,  a  promontory  of  white  calcareous 

6  171  T  «aA«i  sediment  containing  beds  of  salt  and  gyp- 
•  *'*"<»rf*BW*  sum,  and  breaking  off  on  Its  western  side 
In  a  cliff  300  ft.  high.  Its  upper  surface 
rises  in  terraces  to  the  600  ft.  level  on  the  E.,  as  Jebel 
Uadum  does  on  the  W.  The  length  of  the  promontory 
from  N.  to  S.  is  9  miles.  This  corresponds  so  closely 
in  general  structure  and  appearance  to  Jebel  Uadum  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  lake  that  we  find  it  difficult  to 
doubt  the  theory  of  Professor  Emerson,  stated  above, 
that  the  formation  originally  extended  across  and  that 
a  block  of  the  original  bottom  of  the  lake  has  dropped 
down,   leaving  these  remnants  upon  the  sides.     Fre- 

§uent  occurrences  similar  to  this  are  noted  by  the  United 
tates  geoloi^ts  in  the  Rocky  Mountain  region. 

V7//.  HtMiory, — Difficulty  of  access  has  pre- 
vented the  Dead  Sea  from  playing  any  important  part 
in  history  except  as  an  obstruction  both  to  commerce 
and  to  military  movements.  Boats  have  never 
been  used  upon  it  to  any  considerably  extent.  From 
earliest  times  salt  has  been  gathered  on  its  western 
shores  and  carried  up  to  market  over  the  difficult 
paths  leading  to  Jerus.  A  similar  commerce  has 
been  carried  on  in  bitumen:  that  from  the  Dead  Sea 
being  specially  prized  in  Egypt,  while  aa  already 
remarked^  it  is  by  no  means  improbable  that  the 
pits  of  bitumen  which  abounded  in  the  ''Vale  of 
^iddim'^  were  the  chief  attraction  leading  the  kings 
of  Babylonia  to  undertake  long  expeditions  for  the 
conquest  of  the  region.  Productive  aa  may  have 
been  the  plain  at  the  S.  end  of  the  sea,  it  was  too  far 
outside  the  caravan  route  leading  through  Petra 
to  the  S.  end  of  the  Arahah  and  the  mines  of  the 
Sinaitic  Peninsula  to  divert  the  course  of  travel. 
Still  the  settlements  on  the  eastern  border  of  the 
Vale  of  Siddim  were  of  sufficient  importance  in 
mediaeval  times  to  induce  the  Crusaaers  to  visit 
the  region  and  leave  their  marks  upon  it.  The 
Arabian  town  of  ZoghoTf  probably  the  Bib.  Zoar,  ap- 
pears at  one  time  to  have  been  a  most  important 
place,  and  was  the  center  of  considerable  commer- 
cial activity.  Indigo  was  grown  there,  and  the 
oasis  was  noted  for  its  fine  species  of  dates.  The 
coimtry  round  about  abounded  in  springs  and  there 
was  much  arable  land  (see  Le  Strange,  Pal  under  the 
M osteins f  286  ff).  The  hot  springs  upon  the  eastern 
shore  of  the  Dead  Sea  at  Callirrhoe  some  distance 
up  the  Wady  Zerka  Ma^ain  were  much  resorted  to 
for  their  medicinal  properties.  Here  Herod  came 
ajB  a  last  resort^  to  secure  relief  from  his  loathsome 
msdady,  but  failed  of  help.  The  fortress  of  Machae- 
rus,  where  John  the  Baptist  was  imprisoned,  is 
situated  but  a  few  miles  S.  of  the  Zerka  Ma^ain^ 
but  access  to  this  region  is  possible  only  through  a 
difficult  road  leading  over  the  mountains  a  few  miles 
E.  of  the  sea. 


On  four  occasions  important  military  expeditions 
were  conducted  along  the  narrow  defiles  which 
border  the  S.W.  end  of  the  Dead  Sea:  (1)  That  of 
Amraphel  and  his  confederates  from  Babylonia, 
who  seem  first  to  have  opened  the  way  past  Petra 
to  the  mines  of  the  Sinaitic  Peninsula,  and  then 
to  have  swept  northward  through  the  land  of  the 
Amalekites  and  Amorites  and  come  down  to  the 
Dead  Sea  at  En-gedij  and  then  to  have  turned  to 
subdue  the  Cities  of  the  Plain,  where  Lot  was 
dwelling.  This  accomplished,  they  probably  re- 
treated alons  the  west  shore  oi  the  lake,  which  very 
likely  afforded  at  that  time  a  complete  passage- 
way to  the  valley  of  the  Jordan.  Or  they  may  have 
gone  on  eastward  to  the  line  of  the  present  pilgrim 
route  from  Damascus  to  Mecca  and  follow^  it 
northward.  (2)  In  the  early  part  of  the  reign  of 
Jehoshaphat  (2  Ch  20),  the  Moabites,  Ammonites 
and  some  other  tribes  joined  togeth^  forming  a 
large  army,  and,  following  aroimd  the  S.  end  of  the 
Dead  Sea,  marched  along  the  W.  shore  to  En-gedi, 
and  having  ascended  the  zigzag  path  leading  up 
the  precipitous  heists  to  the  wudemess  of  Tekoa, 
were  there  thrown  into  confusion  and  utterly  anni- 
hilated. (3)  Not  many  years  later  Jehoram  and 
Jehoshaphat  "fetched  a  compass  [RV  "made  a 
circuit"!  of  seven  days' journey  (2  K  3  9)  around 
the  S.  end  of  the  Dead  Sea  and  attacked  the  Moab- 
ites in  their  own  country,  but  returned  without 
completing  the  conquest.  The  particulars  of  this 
expedition  are  given  in  2  K  8  ana  in  the  inscription 
on  the  Moabite  Stone.  (4)  The  Romans  shortly 
after  the  destruction  of  Jerus  conducted  a  long  siege 
of  the  fortress  of  Masada,  of  which  an  account  has 
already  been  given  in  a  previous  section  (VII,  3). 
All  their  supplies  must  have  come  down  the  tor- 
tuous path  to  Enrgedi  and  thence  been  brought 
along  the  western  shore  to  the  camp,  the  remains 
of  which  are  still  to  be  seen  at  the  base  of  the 
fortress. 

For  many  cents.,  indeed  for  well-nigh  1,800  years, 
the  Dead  Sea  remained  a  mystery,  and  its  geology 
and  physical  characteristics  were  practically  im- 
known.  The  first  intimation  of  the  depression  of 
the  lake  below  sea  level  was  furnished  in  1837  by 
Moore  and  Beke,  who  made  some  imperfect  experi- 
ments with  boiling  water  from  which  they  inferred 
a  depression  of  ^0  ft.  In  1841  Lieutenant  Sim- 
mons of  the  British  navy,  by  trigonometrical  ob- 
servations, estimated  the  depression  to  be  1,312  ft. 
In  1835  Costigan,  and  agam  in  1847  Lieutenant 
Molyneux  ventured  upon  the  sea  in  boats;  but  the 
early  death  of  both,  consequent  upon  their  ex- 
posures, prevented  their  making  any  full  reports. 
Appropriately,  however,  their  names  have  been  at- 
tached to  prominent  points  on  the  Lisdn.  In  1848 
Lieutenant  Lynch,  of  the  United  States  navy,  was 
dispatched  to  explore  the  Jordan  and  the  Dead 
Sea.  The  results  of  this  expedition  were  most  im- 
portant. Soundings  of  the  depths  were  carefully 
and  S3rstematically  conducted,  and  levels  were  run 
from  the  Dead  Sea  by  Jerus  to  the  Mediterranean, 

§iving  the  depression  at  the  surface  of  the  Dead 
ea  as  1,316.7  ft.,  and  its  greatest  depth  1,278  ft. 
More  recently  Sir  C.  W.  Wilson  in  connection  with 
the  Ordinance  Survey  of  Pal  carried  levels  over  the 
same  route  with  the  result  of  reducing  the  depression 
to  1,292  ft.,  which  is  now  generally  accepted  to  be 
correct.  But  as  already  stated  the  stage  of  water 
in  the  lake  is  not  giveA,  and  that  \a  known  to  vary 
at  least  15  ft.  annually,  and  still  more  at  longer 
intervals. 

Literature. — Hull.  Mount  Seir,  Sinai  and  Weaiern 
Pal,  1889;  Huntington.  Pal  and  Its  Transformation,  1011; 
Lartet,  Voyaged' exploration  dela  Mer  Morle,  1880;  Lynch, 
Report  of  U.S.  Expedition  to  the  Jordan  and  Dead  Sea^ 
1852;  Robinson,  BR,  1841;  De  Saulcy,  Voyage  dans  la 
Syrie,  1853;  Tristram.  Land  of  Israel,  2d  ed.  1872.  Tha 
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Land  of  Moah,  1873;  G.  A.  Smith,  HGHL;  Wright. 
SeierUifie  Confirmations  of  OT  Hi9t,  1006,  and  Journal 
of  Bib.  LU.,  1911. 

George  Frederick  Wright 
DEAD,  STATE  OF  THE.    See  Hades.    . 

DEAF,  def  (tffyi ,  b^Ssh;  Kc^dt ,  k&phds) :  Used 
either  in  the  physical  sense,  or  figuratively  as  ex- 
pressing unwillingness  to  hear  the  Divine  message 
(Ps  68  4),  or  incapacity  to  understand  it  for  want 
of  spirituality  (Ps  88  13).  The  prophetic  utter- 
ances were  simiciently  forcible  to  compel  even  such 
to  hear  (Isa  42  18:  48  8)  and  thereby  to  receive 
the  Divine  mercy  (Isa  89  18:  36  5). 

The  expression  ''deaf  adder  that  stoppeth  her 
ear"  (Ps  68  4)  alludes  to  a  ciuious  notion  that  the 
adder,  to  avoid  hearing  the  voice  of  the  charmer, 
laid  its  head  with  one  ear  on  the  ground  and  stopped 
the  other  with  the  tip  of  its  tail  {Diary  of  John 
Manningharif  1602).  The  adder  is  called  deaf  by 
Shakespeare  (IB  Hen  77,  iii,  2,  76;  Troilua  and  Cres- 
sida,  ii.  2,  172).  The  erroneous  idea  probably  arose 
from  the  absence  of  external  ears. 

Ph3rsical  deafness  was  regarded  as  a  judgment 
from  God  (Ex  4  11;  Mic  7  16),  and  it  was  conse- 
quently impious  to  curse  the  deaf  (Lev  19  14).  In 
NT  times  deafness  and  kindred  defects  were  attrib- 
uted to  evil  spirits  (Mk  9  18  ff).    See  Dumb. 

AXiEX     I^ACALilSTEK 

DEAL,  del:  The  noun  "deal''  is  not  found  in  RV. 
The  AV  tr  of  lW)py,  'iaadrdn,  "the  tenth  deal" 
(Ex  29  40;  Lev  14  10,  et  ai.)  is  rendered  uniformly 
"the  tenth  part"  in  RV  (see  Weights  and  Meas- 
XTREs).  The  vb.  "to  deal"  often  means  "to  appor- 
tion," "to  distribute"  (cf  2  S  6  19;  1  Ch  16  3; 
Isa  68  7;  Rom  12  3).  but  more  frequently  it  is 
used  in  the  sense  of  to  act,"  "to  do,"  "to  have 
transaction  of  any  kind  with."  In  the  Pss  "to  deal" 
always  means  "to  confer  benefit,"  "to  deal  bounti- 
fully," with  the  exception  of  Ps  106  25,  where  it 
means  "to  deal  subtly  with."  The  expression  "to 
deal,"  i.e.  "to  be  engaged  in,"  is  not  found  in  the 
Scriptures.  The  tr  of  ffvyxp^f*^t  sugchrdomaif  in 
Jn  4  9,  "Jews  have  no  deaJings  with  Samaritans," 
conveys  the  idea  that  they  have  nothing  in  common. 

A    I J    Breslicth 

DEAIL  der,  DEARLT,  der'li  ("held  at  a  great 
price,"  "liiKhly  valued"):  In  Acts  20  24,  Paul  does 
not  hold  nis  life  "dear"  (tZ/uos,  UmioSy  "at  a 
price");  cf  1  Cor  3  12,  "costly  stones";  1  Pet  1 
19,  "oredous  blood."  Lk  7  2,  the  servant  was 
"dear  to  the  centurion  (KvTifwSf  Mimoa.  "highly 
prized":  cf  Phil  2  29;  1  Pet  2  6).  1  TTiess  28, 
"very  dear  to  us"  {dyarffrds^  agapetdSj  "beloved"). 
In  RV,  agapStos  is  generallv  ti^  "beloved."  "Dear- 
ly" before  'n:)elovea'  of  AV  is  omitted  in  all  passages 
in  RV.  The  word  "dear"  occurs  but  once  in  the 
OT,  via.  Jer  81  20.  RV  correctly  changes  "dear 
Son"  of  AV  (Col  1  13)  into  "the  Son  of  hw  love." 

H.  £.  Jacobs 

DEARTH,  diirth.    See  Famine. 

DEATH  (n^P,  mdwelh;  Odvorot,  thdnatoa): 
Phtsiolooical  and  Figurative  View 

The  word  ''Death'*  is  used  in  the  sense  of  (1)  the 
process  of  dsdng  (Gen  21  16) ;  (2)  the  period  of  de- 
cease (Gen  27  7);  (3)  as  a  possible  synonym  for 
poison  (2  K  4  40) ;  (4)  as  descriptive  of  person  in 
danger  of  perishing  (Jgs  16  18;  "in  deaths  oft" 
2  Uor  11,2^).  In  this  sense  the  shadow  of  death 
is  a  familiar  expression  in  Job,  the  Psalms  and  the 
Prophets;  (5)  death  is  personified  in  1  Cor  16  55 
and  Rev  20  14.  Deliverance  from  this  catastrophe 
IB  called  the  "issues  from  death"  (Ps  68  20  AV;  tr<i 
"escape"  in  RV).  Judicial  execution,,  "putting  to 
death,"  is  mentioned  39  times  in  the  Levitical  Law. 

Figuratively:  Death  is  the  loss  of  spiritual  life  as  I 


in  Rom  8  6;  and  the  final  state  of  the  unregener- 
ate  is  called  the  "second  death"  in  Rev  20  14. 

Alex.  Macauster 

Theological  View 

According  to  Gen  2  17,  God  gave  to  man,  created 
in  His  own  image,  the  command  not  to  eat  of  the 

tree  of  knowledge  of  good  and  evil,  and 
1.  Concep-  added  thereto  the  warning,  "in  the  dav 
tion  of  Sin  that  thou  eatest  thereof,  thou  shaft 
and  Death    surely  die."    Though  not  exclusively, 

reference  is  certainly  made  here  in  the 
first  place  to  bodily  death.  Yet  because  death  by 
no  means  came  upon  Adam  and  Eve  on  the  day  of 
their  transgression,  but  took  place  hundreds  of  years 
later,  the  expression,  "in  the  day  that,"  must  be 
conceived  in  a  wider  sense,  or  the  delay  of  death 
must  be  attributed  to  the  entering-in  of  mercv  (Cxen 
3  15).  However  this  may  be.  Gen  2  17  places  a 
close  connection  between  man's  death  and  his  trans- 
gression of  God's  commandment,  thereby  attaching 
to  death  a  relimous  and  ethical  significance,  and  on 
the  other  hand  makes  the  life  of  man  dependent  on 
his  obedience  to  God.  This  reli^ous-etnical  natiire 
of  life  and  death  is  not  onl^  decidedly  and  clearly 
expressed  in  Gen  2,  but  it  is  the  fundamental 
thought  of  the  whole  of  Scripture  and  forms  an 
essential  element  in  the  revelations  of  salvation. 
The  theologians  of  early  and  more  recent  times,  who 
have  denied  the  spiritual  significance  of  death  and 
have  separated  the  connection  between  ethical  and 
ph^ical  life,  usually  endeavor  to  trace  back  their 
opinions  to  Scripture;  and  those  passages  which  un- 
doubtedly see  in  death  a  punishment  for  sin  (Gen 
2  17;  Jn  8  44;  Rom  6  12;  6  23;  1  Cor  16  21), 
they  take  as  individual  opinions,  which  form  no 
part  of  the  organism  of  revelation.  But  this  en- 
deavor shuts  out  the  organic  character  of  the  reve- 
lation of  salvation.  It  is  true  that  death  in  Holy 
Scripture  is  often  measured  by  the  weakness  and 
frailty  of  human  nature  (Gen  3  19:  Job  14  1.12; 
Ps  89  5.6;  90  5;  108  14.15;  Eccl  3  20,  etc).  Death 
is  seldom  connected  with  the  transgression  of  the  first 
man  either  in  the  OT  or  the  NT,  or  mentioned  as  a 
specified  punishment  for  sin  (Jn  8  44;  Rom  6  12; 
6  23;  1  Cor  16  21;  Jas  1  15);  for  the  most  part  it 
is  portraved  as  something  natural  (Gen  6  5;  9  29; 
16  15;  26  8,  etc),  a  long  life  being  presented  as  a 
blessing  in  contrast  to  death  in  the  midst  of  days  as 
a  disaster  and  a  judc^ent  (Ps  102  23f;  Isa  66  20). 
But  all  this  is  not  contrary  to  the  idea  that  death  is 
a  consequence  of,  and  a  punishment  for,  sin.  Daily, 
everyone  who  a^ppees  with  Scripture  that  death  is 
held  out  as  a  punishment  for  sin,  speaks  in  the  saxne 
way.  Death,  though  come  into  tne  world  through 
sin,  is  nevertneless  at  the  same  time  a  consequence 
of  man's  physical  and  frail  existence  now;  it  could 
therefore  oe  threatened  as  a  punishment  to  man, 
because  he  was  taken  out  of  the  ground  and  was 
made  a  living  soul,  of  the  earth  earthy  (Gen  2  7; 
1  Cor  16  45.47).  If  he  had  remained  obedient, 
he  would  not  have  returned  to  dust  (Gen  3  19),  but 
have  pressed  forward  on  the  path  of  spiritual  devel- 
opment (1  Cor  16  46.51):  his  return  to  dust  was 
possible  simply  because  ne  was  made  from  dust 
(see  Adam  in  the  NT).  Thus,  althougii  death  is 
in  this  way  a  consequence  of  sin.  yet  a  long  life  is 
felt  to  be  a  blessing  and  death  a  cusaster  and  a  judg- 
ment, above  all  when  man  is  taken  away  in  the 
bloom  of  his  youth  or  the  strength  of  his  years. 
There  is  nothing  strange,  therefore,  in  the  manner 
in  which  Scripture  speaks  about  death;  we  all  ex- 
press ourselves  daily  in  the  same  way,  though  we 
at  the  same  time  consider  it  as  the  wages  of  sin. 
Beneath  the  ordinary,  everyday  expressions  about 
death  lies  the  deep  consciousness  that  it  is  unnatural 
and  contrary  to  our  innermost  being. 
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2.  The 
Meaning 
of  Death 


This  is  decidedly  expressed  in  Scripture,  much 
more  so  even  than  among  ourselves.  For  we  are 
influenced  always  more  or  less  by  the 
Greek,  Platonic  idea,  that  the  body 
dies,  yet  the  soul  is  inmiortal.  Such  an 
idea  is  utterly  contrary  to  the  Israelite 
consciousness,  and  is  nowhere  found  in 
the  OT.  The  whole  man  dies,  when  in  death  the 
spu-it  (Ps  146  4;  Eccl  12  7),  or  soul  (Gen  86  18; 
2  S  1  9;  1  K  17  21;  Jon  4  3),  goes  out  of  a 
man.  Not  only  his  body,  but  his  soul  also  returns 
to  a  state  of  death  and  belongs  to  the  nether-world: 
therefore  the  OT  can  speak  of  a  death  of  one's  soul 
(Gen  87  21  [Heb];  Nu  28  10  m;  Dt  22  21;  Jgs 
16  30;  Job  36  14;  Ps  78  50),  and  of  defilement 
by  coming  in  contact  with  a  dead  body  (Lev  19  28; 
21  11;  22  4;  Nu  6  2;  6  6;  9  6;  19  10  ff;  Dt  14 
1;  Hag  2  13).  This  death  of  man  is  not  annihila- 
tion, however,  but  a  deprivation  of  all  that  makes 
for  life  on  earth.  The  Sheol  {sh'^ol)  is  in  contrast 
with  the  land  of  the  living  in  every  respect  (Job  28 
13;  Prov  16  24:  Ezk  26  20;  32  23);  it  is  an  abode 
of  darkness  ana  the  shadow  of  death  (Job  10  21. 
22;  Ps  88  12;  148  3),  a  place  of  destruction,  yea 
destruction  itself  (Job  26  6;  28  22;  81  12;  Ps 
88  11;  Prov  27  20),  without  any  order  (Job  10 
22),  a  land  of  rest,  of  silence,  of  oblivion  (Job  8 
13.17.18;  Ps  94  17;  116  17),  where  God  and  man 
are  no  longer  to  be  seen  (Isa  88  1 1),  God  no  longer 
praised  or  thanked  (Ps  6  5;  116  17),  His  perfec- 
tions no  more  acknowledged  (Ps  88  10-13;  Isa  88 
18.19),  His  wonders  not  contemplated  (Ps  88  12), 
where  the  dead  are  unconscious,  do  no  more  work, 
take  no  account  of  anything,  possess  no  knowledge 
nor  wisdom,  neither  have  any  more  a  portion  m 
any  thing  that  is  done  under  the  sun  (Eccl  9  5.6.10). 
The  dead  ("the  Shades"  RVm;  cf  art.  Deceased) 
are  asleep  (Job  26  5;  Prov  2  18;  9  18;  21  6: 
Ps  88  11;  Isa  14  9),  weakened  (Isa  14  10)  and 
without  strength  (Ps  88  4). 

The  dread  of  death  was  felt  much  more  deeply 
therefore  by  the  Israelites  than  by  ourselves. 
Death  to  them  was  separation  from 
all  that  they  loved,  from  God,  from 
His  service,  from  His  law,  from  His 
people,  from  His  land,  from  all  the  rich 
companionship  in  which  they  lived. 
But  now  in  this  darkness  appears  the  light  of  the 
revelation  of  salvation  from  on  high.  The  God  of 
Israel  is  the  living  God  and  the  fountain  of  all  life 
(Dt  6  26:  Josh  3  10;  Ps  86  9).  He  is  the 
Creator  of  heaven  and  earth,  whose  power  knows  no 
bounds  and  whose  dominion  extenos  over  life  and 
death  (Dt  82  39;  1  S  2  6;  Ps  90  3).  He  gave 
life  to  man  (Gen  1  26;  2  7),  and  creates  and  sus- 
tains every  man  still  (Job  82  8;  88  4;  84  14;  Ps 
104  29;  Eccl  12  7).  He  connects  life  iivdth  the 
keeping  of  His  law  and  appoints  death  for  the  trans- 

fression  of  it  (Gen  2  17;  Lev  18  5;  Dt  80  20; 
2  47).  He  lives  in  heaven,  but  is  present  also 
bv  His  spirit  in  Sheol  (Ps  139  7.8).  Sheol  and 
Abaddon  are  open  to  Him  even  as  the  hearts  of  the 
children  of  men  (Job  26  6;  88  17;  Prov  16  11). 
He  kills  and  makes  alive,  brings  down  into  Sheol  and 
raises  from  thence  again  (Dt  82  39;  1  S  2  6;  2  K 
6  7).  He  lengthens  life  for  those  who  keep  His 
commandments  (Ex  20  12;  Job  6  26),  gives  escape 
from  death,  can  deliver  when  death  menaces  (Ps  68 
20;  Isa  38  5;  Jer  16  20;  Dnl  8  26),  can  take 
Enoch  and  Elijah  to  Himself  without  djdng  (Gen 
6  24;  2  K  2  11),  can  restore  the  dead  to  life  (1  K 
17  22;  2  K  4  34;  18  21).  He  can  even  bring 
death  wholly  to  nothing  and  completely  triumph 
over  its  power  by  rising  from  the  dead  (Job  14 
13-15;  19  25-27;  Hos  6  2;  13  14;  Isa  26  8; 
26  19;  Ezk  37  11.12;  Dnl  12  2). 
This  revelation  by  degrees  rejects  the  old  con- 


8.  Light 
in  the 
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trast  between  life  on  earth  and  the  disconsolate 
existence  after  death,  in  the  dark  place  of  Sheol,  and 
puts  another  in  its  place.  The  physical 
4.  Spiritual  contrast  between  life  and  death  gradu- 
Sigmficance  allv  makes  way  for  the  moral  and  spirit- 
ual difference  between  a  life  spent  in 
the  fear  of  the  Lord,  and  a  life  in  the  service  of  sin. 
The  man  who  serves  God  is  alive  (Gen  2  17) ;  life  is 
involved  in  the  keeping  of  His  commandments  (Lev 
18  5;  Dt  80  20);  His  word  is  life  (Dt  8  3;  82  47). 
Life  is  still  for  the  most  part  understood  to  mean 
length  of  days  (Prov  2  18;  3  16;  10  30;  Isa  66 
20).  Nevertheless  it  is  remarkable  that  Prov  often 
mentions  death  and  Sheol  in  connection  with  the 
godless  (2  18;  6  5;  7  27;  9  18),  and  on  the  other 
hand  only  speaks  of  life  in  connection  with  the  right- 
eous. Wisdom,  righteousness,  the  fear  of  the  Lord 
is  the  way  of  hfe  (8  35.36;  11  19;  12  28;  18  14; 
14  27;  19  23).  The  wicked  is  driven  away  in  his 
wickedness,  but  the  righteous  hath  hope  in  his  death 
(14  32).  Blessed  is  he  who  has  the  Lord  for  his 
God  (Dt  83  29;  Ps  1  1.2;  2  12;  82  1.2;  88  12; 
84  9,  etc) ;  he  is  comforted  in  the  greatest  adver- 
sity (Ps  78  25-28;  Hab  3  17-19),  and  sees  a  li^t 
arise  for  him  behind  ph3rsical  death  (Gen  49  18; 
Job  14  13-15;  16  16-21;  19  2^27;  Ps  78  23- 
26).  The  godless  on  the  contrary,  althoudii  enjoy- 
ing for  a  time  much  prosperity,  perish  and  come  to 
an  end  (Ps  1  4-^;  78  18-20;  Isa  48  22;  Mai  4  3, 
etc). 

The  righteous  of  the  OT  truly  are  continually 
occupied  with  the  problem  that  tiie  lot  of  man  on 
earth  often  corresponds  so  little  to  his  spiritual 
worth,  but  he  strengthens  himself  with  the  con- 
viction that  for  the  righteous  it  will  be  well,  and  for 
the  wicked,  ill  (Eccl  8  12.13;  Isa  3  10.11).  If 
they  do  not  realize  it  in  the  present,  they  look  for- 
ward to  the  future  and  hope  for  the  day  in  which 
God's  justice  will  extend  salvation  to  the  ri^toous, 
and  His  an^erwill  be  visited  on  the  wicked  m  judg- 
ment. So  in  the  OT  the  revdation  of  the  new 
covenant  is  prepared  wherein  Christ  by  His  appear- 
ance hath  abolished  death  and  hath  brought  life 
and  immortality  to  light  through  the  gospel  (2  Tim 
1  10).  See  Abolish.  This  everlasting  life  is 
alread^r  here  on  earth  presented  to  man  bv  faith, 
and  it  is  his  portion  also  in  the  hour  of  death  (Jn  3 
36;  11  25.26).  On  the  other  hand,  he  who  Uves 
in  sin  and  is  disobedient  to  the  Son  of  God,  is  in  his 
Uving  dead  (Mt  8  22;  Lk  16  32;  Jn  8  36;  8  24; 
Eph  2  1;  Col  2  13);  he  shall  never  see  life,  but 
shall  pass  by  bodily  death  into  the  second  death 
(Rev  2  11;  20  6.14;  21  8). 

This  view  of  Scripture  upon  death  goes  much 
deeper  than  that  which  is  found  in  other  religions, 
but  it  nevertheless  receives  support 
6.  Death  in  from  the  imanimous  witness  of  humani- 
Non-Chris-  ty  with  regard  to  its  unnaturalness 
tian  Reli-  and  dread.  The  so-called  nature- 
gionsandin  peoples  even  feel  that  death  is  much 
Science  more  of  an  enigma  than  life;  Tiele 
{Inleiding  tot  de  goddienst-artenschapf  II 
[1900],  202,  referring  to  Andrew  Lang,  Modem  My- 
Ihologyy  ch  xiii)  says  rightly,  that  aU  peoples  have 
the  conviction  that  man  by  nature  is  immortal,  that 
immortality  wants  no  proof,  but  that  death  is  a 
mystery  and  must  be  explained.  Touching  com- 
plaints arise  in  the  hearts  of  all  men  on  the  frailty 
and  vanity  of  life,  and  the  whole  of  mankind  fears 
death  as  a  mysterious  power.  Man  finds  comfort 
in  death  only  when  he  hopes  it  will  be  an  end  to  a 
still  more  miserable  life.  Seneca  may  be  taken  as 
interpreter  of  some  philosophers  when  he  says: 
StuUitia  est  timore  mortis  mori  ("It  is  stupid  to  die 
through  the  fear  of  death")  and  some  may  be  able, 
like  a  Socrates  or  a  Cato,  to  face  dc^th  calmly  ana 
courageously;  what  have  these  few'  to  say  to  the 
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millioDB.  who  through  fear  of  death  are  all  their  life- 
time BUDject  to  bondage  (He  2  15)?  Such  a  mysr 
tery  has  death  remained  up  to  the  present  day.  It 
may  be  said  with  Kassowitz,  Verworm  and  others 
that  the  ''cell''  is  the  beginning,  and  the  old,  gray 
man  is  the  natural  end  of  an  uninterrupted  life- 
development,  or  with  Metschnikofif,  that  science 
will  one  day  so  lengthen  life  that  it  will  fade  awav 
like  a  rose  at  last  and  death  lose  all  its  dread :  death 
still  is  no  less  a  riddle,  and  one  which  swallows  up 
all  the  strength  of  life.  When  one  considers,  be- 
sides, that  a  number  of  creatures,  plants,  trees,  ani- 
mab,  reach  a  much  lusher  aee  than  man;  that  the 
larger  half  of  mankind  dies  before  or  shortl]^  after 
birth;  that  another  large  percentage  dies  in  the 
bloom  of  youth  or  in  the  prime  of  life;  that  the  law 
of  the  survival  of  the  fittest  is  true  only  when  the 
fact  of  the  survival  is  taken  as  a  proof  of  their  fit- 
ness; that  the  graybeards,  who,  spent  and  decrepit, 
go  down  to  the  grave,  form  a  very  small  number; 
then  the  enigma  of  death  increases  more  and  more 
in  mysteriousness.  The  endeavors  to  bring  death 
into  connection  with  certain  activities  of  the  organ- 
ism and  to  explain  it  by  increasing  weight,  by  growth 
or  by  fertility,  have  all  led  to  shipwreck.  When 
Weismann  took  refuge  in  the  immortalit>r  of  the 
"eimellige  Protazoirij  he  raised  a  hypothesis  which 
not  only  found  many  opponents,  but  which  also 
left  mortality  of  the  "Kdrperplasma^*  an  insoluble 
mjrstery  (Beth,  "  Ueber  Ursache  und  Zweck  des 
Todes,  Glavben  und  Wissen  [1909],  285-304,  335- 
48).  Thus  science  certainly  does  not  compel  us 
to  review  Scripture  on  this  point,  but  rather  fur- 
nishes a  strong  proof  of  the  mysterious  majesty  of 
death.  When  Felagius.  Socinus,  Schleiermacher, 
Ritschl  and  a  number  or  other  theologians  and  phi- 
losophers separate  death  from  its  connection  with 
sin,  they  are  not  compelled  to  do  so  by  science,  but 
are  led  by  a  defective  insist  into  the  relation  be- 
tween ithos  and  phusis.  Misery  and  death  are  not 
absolutely  always  consequences  and  pimishment  of 
a  great  personal  transgression  (Lk  13  2;  Jn  9  3); 
but  that  they  are  connected  with  sin,  we  learn  from 
the  experience  of  every  day.  Who  can  number  the 
victims  of  mammonism,  alcoholism  and  licentious- 
ness? Even  spiritual  sins  exercise  their  influence 
on  corporal  life;  envy  is  a  rottenness  of  the  bones 
(Prov  14  30).  This  connection  is  taught  us  in  a 
great  measure  by  Scripture,  when  it  placed  the  not 
yet  fallen  man  in  a  Paradise,  where  death  had  not 
yet  entered,  and  eternal  life  was  not  yet  possessed 
and  enjoyeaj  when  it  sends  fallen  nian,  who,  how- 
ever, is  destmed  for  redemption,  into  a  world  full 
of  misery  and  death;  and  at  last  assigns  to  the 
wholly  renewed  man  a  new  heaven  and  a  new  earth, 
where  death,  sorrow,  cr3dng  or  pain  shall  no  longer 
exist  (Rev  21  4). 

Finally,  Scripture  is  not  the  book  of  death,  but 
of  life,  of  everlasting  life  through  Jesus  Christ  Our 
Lord.  It  tells  us,  in  oft-repeated  and  unmistakable 
terms,  of  the  dreaded  reahty  of  death,  but  it  pro- 
claims to  us  still  more  loudly  the  wonderful  power 
of  the  life  which  is  in  Christ  Jesus.  See  also  De- 
cease. Herman  Bavinck 

DEATH,  BODY  OF.    See  Body  of  Death. 

DEATH,  SECOND  (6  Scirrcpos  Odvarof,  ho  deiin 
tero8  thdnatos) :  An  expression,  peculiar  to  the  Book 
of  Rev  (2  11;  20  6.14;  21  8)  in  Scripture,  denoting 
the  final  penalty  of  the  unrighteous;  parallel  with 
another  expression  likewise  peculiar,  ''the  lake  of  fire,'' 
in  20  14;  21  8.    See  Eschatoloqy  of  the  NT. 

DEBATE,  d^b&t':  This  word  is  used  only  once 
in  RV  (Prov  26  9).  It  evidently  refers  to  the  set- 
tling of  a  difficulty  with  a  neighbor,  and  anticipates 


Mt  18  15.  It  argues  for  and  shows  the  advantage 
of  private,  peaceable  settlement  of  difficulties.  Cf 
Ecclus  28  9,  and  see  Makebates. 

DEBIR,  dg'bSr  (Ta"!,  d'hhlr,  or  "13^,  d'bhir, 
"oracle"):  King  of  Eglon,  one  of  the  five  Amorite 
kings  whose  confederation  against  Israel  was  over- 
come and  who  were  killed  by  Joshua  (Josh  10  3). 

DEBIR,  dg'ber  (T^^l ,  d'bhlr;  Aapctp,  Ddbelr) : 
"And  Joshua  returned,  and  all  Israel  with  him,  to 
Debir,  and  fought  against  it:  and  he  took  it,  and 
the  king  thereof,  and  all  the  cities  thereof;  and  they 
smote  them  with  the  edge  of  the  sword  ....  he 
left  none  remaining"  (Josh  10  38.39).  In  Josh  16 
15-17  and  Jgs  1  11-13  is  an  account  of  how  Othniel 
captured  Debir,  which  "before time  was  KiricUh- 
sepher"  and  won  thereby  the  hand  of  Achsah,  Ca- 
leb's daughter.  In  Josh  16  49  Debir  is  called 
Kiriathsannah.  It  had  once  been  inhabited  by 
the  Anakim  (Josh  11  21).  It  was  a  Levitical  city 
(Josh  21  15;  1  Ch  6  58). 

(1)  Debir  is  usually  accepted  as  meaning  "back," 
but  this  is  doubtful;  the  word  d*bhlr  is  used  to  de- 
note the  "holy  of  holies"  (1  K  8  5). 

1.  The  According  to  Sayce  (HDB),  "the  city 
Meaning  of  must  have  been  a  sacred  one  with  a 
the  Name     well-known    temple."     Kiriathsepher 

is  tr**  "town  of  books,"  and  Sayce  and 
others  consider  that  in  all  probability  there  was  a 
great  storehouse  of  clay  tablets  here:  perhaps  the 
name  may  have  been  Ipiryaih  gopher,  "town  of 
scribes."  Kiriathsannah  (Josh  16  49)  is  prob- 
ably a  corruption  of  Kiriaih-sepher;  the  LXa  has 
here  as  in  references  to  the  latter  v^Xis  yfMfi/jdrvp^ 
pdlis  orammdlanf  "town  of  books." 

Unfortunately  this  site,  important  even  if  the 
speculations  about  the  books  are  doubtful,  is  still 

a  matter  of  uncertainty.     Edh-Dhd- 

2.  The  Site  hertyeh,  some  11  miles  S.W.  of  Hebron, 

has  a  good  deal  of  support.  It  was 
unquestionably  a  site  of  importance  in  ancient  times 
as  the  meeting-place  of  several  roads;  it  is  in  the 
Negeb  (cf  Jgs  1  15),  in  the  neighborhood  of  the 
probable  site  of  Anab  (Josh  11  21 :  16  50) ;  it  is  a 
dry  site,  but  there  are  "upper"  ana  "lower"  springs 
about  6}  miles  to  the  N.  A  more  thorough  exam- 
ination of  the  site  than  has  as  yet  been  undertaken 
might  produce  added  proofs  in  favor  of  this  identi- 
fication. No  other  suggestion  has  any  great  prob- 
abiUty.    See  PEF,  111/402;  PEFS,  1875. 

(2)  Debir,  on  the  border  between  Judah  and  Ben- 
jamin (Josh  16  7),  must  have  been  somewhere  E.  of 
Jems  not  far  from  the  modem  Jericho  road.  Thogh- 
grel  ed  Debr,  "the  pass  of  the  rear,"  half  a  mile  S.W. 
of  the  Tal^at  ed  Dumm  (see  Adummin),  close  to  the 
so-called,  "Inn  of  theCjiood  Samaritan^"  may  be  an 
echo  of  the  name  which  has  fingered  m  the  nei^- 
borhood.  Many  authorities  consider  that  there  is 
no  place-name  in  this  reference  at  all,  the  text  being 
cormpt. 

(3)  Debir  RVm,  LidMr  (Josh  18  26),  a  town 
on  the  border  of  Gad,  near  Mahanaim;  Ibdar,  S.  of 
the  Yarmuk  has  been  suggested.  May  be  identical 
with  Lo-debar  (2  S  9  4).    £.  W.  G.  Masterman 

DEBORAH,  deb'6-ra  (n^in^ ,  d'bhdrOh,  signify- 
ing "bee"): 

(1)  Rebekah's  nurse,  who  died  near  Bethel  and 
was  buried  under  "the  oak  of  weeping"  (Gen  86 
8m). 

(2)  A  prophetess,  fourth  in  the  order  of  the 
"judges."  In  aftertimes  a  palm  tree,  known  as 
the  "palm  tree  of  Deborah,  was  shown  between 
Raman  and  Bethel,  beneath  which  the  prophetess 
was  wont  to  administer  justice.  Like  the  rest  of 
the  "judges"  she  became  a  leader  of  her  people  in 
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times  of  national  distress.  This  time  the  oppressor 
was  Jabin,  king  of  Hazor,  whose  general  was  Sisera. 
Debortdi  sunmioned  Barak  of  Kedesh-naphtali  and 
delivered  to  him  the  Divine  message  to  meet  Sisera 
in  battle  by  the  brook  Kishon.  Barak  induced 
Deborah  to  accompany  him;  they  were  joined  by 
10,000  men  of  Zebulun  and  Naphtaji.  The  battle 
took  place  bv  the  brook  Kishon,  and  Sisera's  army 
was  tnorougnly  routed.  While  Barak  pursued  the 
fleeing  army.  Sisera  escaped  and  sought  refuge  with 
Jael  the  wife  of  Heber  the  Kenite,  near  Sedesh. 
The  brave  woman,  the  prototype  of  Judith,  put  the 
Canaanite  general  to  sleep  by  offering  him  a  draft 
of  milk  anathen  slew  him  by  driving  a  peg  into  his 
temple.  Thus  runs  the  story  in  Jgs  4.  It  is  on 
the  whole  substantiated  by  the  ode  in  ch  6  which 
is  ascribed  jointly  to  Deborah  and  Barak.  It  is 
possible  that  the  editor  mistook  the  archaic  form 
^"^yjif  ianUlf  in  ver  7  which  should  be  rendered 
''thou  arosedst"  instead  of  ''I  arose.''  Certainly  the 
ode  was  composed  by  a  person  who,  if  not  a  contem- 
porary of  the  event,  was  very  near  it  in  point  of  time. 
The  song  is  spoken  of  as  one  of  the  oldest  pieces  of 
Heblit.  Great  difficulties  meet  the  exegete.  Never- 
theless the  general  substance  is  clear.  The  Lord 
is  described  as  having  come  from  Sinai  near  the 
''field  of  Edom"  to  take  part  in  the  battle;  'for  from 
heaven  they  fought,  the  very  stars  from  their  courses 
fought  a^amst  Sisera'  (ver  20).  The  nation  was  in 
a  sad  phsht,  oppressed  by  a  mighty  king,  and  the 
tribes  loth  to  submerge  their  separatist  tendencies. 
Some,  like  Reuben,  Gilead,  Dan  and  Asher  re- 
mained away.  A  community  by  the  name  of  Meroz 
is  singled  out  for  blame,  'because  they  came  not 
to  the  help  of  Jeh,  to  tne  help  of  Jeh  among  the 
mighty'  (ver  2S\  cf  RVm).  Ephraim,  Issachar. 
Machir,  Benjamm  were  among  the  followers  of 
Barak;  "Zebulun  ....  jeoparded  their  lives  unto 
the  death,  and  Naphtali.  upon  the  high  places  of  the 
field"  (ver  18).  Acooroing  to  the  song,  the  battle 
was  fouffht  at  Taanach  by  the  waters  of  Megiddo; 
Sisera's  host  was  swept  away  by  "that  ancient  river, 
the  river  Kishon"  (ver  21).  Jael,  the  wife  of  Heber 
the  Kenite,  receives  here  due  meed  of  praise  for  her 
heroic  act.  The  paean  vividly  paints  the  waiting 
of  Sisera's  mother  for  the  home-comins  of  the  gen- 
eral; the  delay  is  ascribed  to  the  great  Dooty  which 
the  conqueror  is  distributing  among  his  (Zltjiaanite 
host.  "So  let  all  thine  enemies  pdnsh,"  concludes 
the  song;  "O  Jeh:  but  let  them  that  love  him 
be  as  the  sun  when  he  goeth  forth  in  his  might." 
It  is  a  song  in  praise  of  the  "ri^teous  acts"  of  the 
Lord.  His  work  of  victory  which  Israel's  leaders, 
'the  long-haired  princes,'  wrought,  giving  their  lives 
freely  to  the  nation's  cause.  And  the  nation  was 
sore  Destead  because  it  had  become  faithless  to  the 
Lord  and  chosen  new  gods.  Out  of  the  conflict 
came,  for  the  time  being,  victory  and  moral  purifica- 
tion; and  the  inspiring  g^us  of  it  all  was  a  woman 
in  Lsorael,  the  prophetess  Deborah. 

(3)  Tobit's  grandmother  (AV  "Debora,"  Tob 
1  8).  Max  L.  Margous 

DEBT,  det,  DEBTOR,  det'gr:  It  is  difficult  now- 
adays to  think  of  debt  without  associating  with  it 
the  idea  of  interest,  and  even  usury.  Certain  it  is 
that  this  idea  is  associated  with  the  OT  idea  of  the 
word,  at  least  in  the  later  period  of  OT  hist^;y. 
This  IS  true  of  the  NT  entire.  The  Heb  word  ("^J , 
n'shl)  always  carries  with  it  the  idea  of  "biting 
interest"  (cf  2  K  4  7).  The  Gr  words  ddyeiow, 
ddneion  (Mt  18  27),  and  6^eiXi^,  opheilt  (Mt  18 
32),  may  point  only  to  the  fact  of  indebtedness;  the 
idea  of  mterest,  however,  is  clearly  taught  in  the  NT 
(cf  Mt  26  27). 

Quite  extensive  legislation  is  provided  in  the  OT 
governing  the  matter  of  debt  and  debtors.    Indebt- 


edness and  loaning  had  not,  however,  the  commer- 
cial aspect  amon|;  the  Jews  so  characteristic  of  the 
nations  surroundmg  Pal.  Indeed  the  Mosaic  leg- 
islation was  seemingly  intended  to  guard  against 
just  such  commerciausm.  It  was  looked  upon  as  a 
misfortune  to  be  in  debt;  it  indicated  poverty 
brought  on  probably  by  blighted  harvests;  conse- 
quently those  in  debt  were  to  be  looked  upon  with 
pity  and  dealt  with  in  leniency.  There  must  be  no 
oppression  of  the  poor  under  such  circumstances  (Ex 
22  25;  Dt  28  19.20;  Ezk  18  18).  Even  where  a 
pledge  is  given  and  received,  certain  restrictions  are 
thrown  around  it,  e.g.  the  creditor  must  not  take 
a  mill,  nor  a  necessary  garment,  nor  a  widow's  ox, 
etc,  in  pledge  (Ex  22  25-27;  Dt  24  6.10-13;  Job 
22  6;  Am  S  8).  And  further,  the  pledge  is  to  be 
restored  in  some  instances  "before  the  sun  goeth 
down"  (Ex  22  26.27),  and  in  all  cases  full  redemp- 
tion in  the  seventh  and  jubilee  years  (Neh  10  31, 
etc).  The  Jews  were  strictly  exhorted  to  take  no 
interest  at  all  from  their  own  nation  (Ex  22  25;  Dt 
28  19.20).  ^  Strangers,  however,  might  be  charged 
interest  (ibid).  A  devout  Jew  would  not  lend  money 
to  another  Jew  on  interest. 

It  would  seem  that  as  Israel  came  into  contact 
with  the  surrounding  nations,  debt  became  increas- 
ingly a  commercial  matter.  The  Mosaic  laws  re- 
gfiurding  clemency  toward  the  poor  who  were  com- 
pelled for  the  time  being  to  become  debtors  were 
utterly  disregarded,  and  the  poor  were  oppressed 
by  the  rich.  An  iUustration  of  the  seventy  with 
which  debtors  came  to  be  dealt  with  is  to  be  found 
in  2  K  4  1-7,  in  which,  because  of  the  inability  of 
a  widow  to  pay  a  small  debt  contracted  by  her  dead 
husband,  the  woman  complains  to  the  prophet  that 
the  creditors  have  come  to  sell  her  two  children  in 
order  that  the  debt  might  be  paid.  Strangely  the 
prophet,  while  helping  the  widow  by  miracidously 
multiplying  the  oil  in  order  that  the  debt  might  be 
paid,  says  nothing  by  way  of  condemnation  of  such 
conduct  on  the  part  of  the  creditors.  Are  we  to 
understand  by  this  that  commercialism  had  already 
so  powerful  a  grip  upon  Israel  that  even  to  a  prophet 
the  practice  had  come  to  seem  proper,  or  at  teaBt 
expected?  The  debtor  himself  or  his  family  might 
be  sold  for  debt,  or  the  debtor  might  become  a  slave 
for  a  certain  length  of  time  until  the  debt  was  paid 
(Lev  26  39.47;  Isa  60  1).  So  oppressive  had  the 
commercial  system  in  Israel  become  that  the  debtor 
cursed  the  creditor  and  the  creditor  the  debtor  (Jer 
16  10).  Sometimes  debtors  were  outlawed,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  men  who  came  to  David  in  tne  cave  of 
Adullam  (1  S  22  2).  That  the  matter  of  borrow- 
ing and  lending  had  assumed  very  grievous  propor- 
tions is  evident  from  the  v^  sharp  wamingg  con- 
cerning the  matter  in  the  Book  of  Prov  (6  1;  11 
15;  20  16,  etc). 

The  teaching  of  the  NT  on  this  subject  b  con- 
fined very  largely  to  the  parables  of  Our  Lord.  Some 
think  that  the  expression,  "Owe  no  man  anything" 
(Rom  18  8),  is  an  absolute  warning  against  indebt- 
edness. Quite  a  noticeable  advance  m  the  matter 
of  debts  and  debtors  is  noticed  as  we  enter  the  time 
of  the  NT.  We  read  of  bankers,  exchangers,  money- 
chanffers.  interest,  investments,  usury  (Mt  26  16- 
27;  Jn  2  13-17).  The  taking  of  interest  does  not 
seem  to  be  exphcitly  condemned  in  the  NT.  The 
person  of  the  debtor,  as  well  as  his  family  and  lands, 
could  be  seized  for  non-payment  of  debt  (Mt  18 
21-26).    Indeed,  the  debtor  was  often  cast  into 

Srison  and  tormented  because  of  non-payment  (Mt 
8  30.34).  That  compassion  and  leniency  should 
be  exercised  toward  those  in  debt  is  the  clear  teach- 
ing of  Christ  in  the  parables  of  the  Unmerciful  Serv- 
ant (Mt  18  23-35)  and  the  Two  Debtors  (Lk  7 
41-43). 
Figurative:  Debt  and  debtor  are  used  in  a  moral 
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BeDse  also  as  indicating  the  obligation  of  a  righteous 
life  which  we  owe  to  God.  To  (slU  short  in  righteous 
Uving  is  to  become  a  debtor.  For  this  reason  we 
pray,  "For^ve  us  our  debts"  (Mt  6  12).  Those 
who  are  ministered  to  in  8i)iritual  things  are  said  to 
be  debtors  to  those  who  minister  to  them  (Rom  16 
27).  To  make  a  vow  to  God  is  to  put  one's  self  in 
debt  in  a  moral  sense  (Mt  28  16-18;  RVm  "boimd 
by  his  oath' ' ) .  In  a  deeply  spiritual  sense  the  apostle 
Paul  professed  to  be  in  debt  to  all  men  in  that  he 
owed  them  the  opportimity  to  do  them  good  (Rom 
1  14). 

The  parables  of  Jesus  as  above  named  are  rich 
with  comforting  truth.  How  beautiful  is  the  will- 
ingness of  God,  the  ^eat  and  Divine  Creditor,  to 
release  us  from  our  mdebtednessi  Just  so  ought 
we  to  be  imitators  of  the  Father  in  heaven  who  is 
merciful.  William  Evans 

DECALOGUE,  dek'a-log.  See  Ten  Command- 
ments. 

DECAPOLIS,  d^kap'^•li8  (At K<CiroXi«,  Dekdvolis)  : 
The  name  given  to  the  region  occupied  by  a  league 
of  "ten  cities"  (Mt  4  25;  Mk  6  20;  7  31),  which 
Eusebius  defines  (Onom)  as  ^ 'lying  m  the  reraea, 
round  Hippos,  Pella  and  Gadara."  Such  combina- 
tions of  Ur  cities  arose  as  Rome  assumed  dominion 
in  the  East,  to  promote  their  common  interests  in 
trade  and  commerce,  and  for  mutual  protection 
against  the  peoples  surroimding  them.  This  par- 
ticular league  seems  to  have  been  constituted  about 
the  time  of  Pompey's  campaign  in  S3rria,  66  BC,  by 
which  several  cities  in  Decapolis  dated  their  eras. 
They  were  independent  of  the  local  tetrarchy^and 
answerable  directly  to  the  governor  of  Syria.  They 
enjoyed  the  rights  of  association  and  asvlum;  they 
struck  their  own  coinage,  paid  imperial  taxes  and 
were  liable  to  military  service  (An/,  XIV,  iv,  4; 
BJ,  I,  vii,  7;  II,  xviii,  3;  III,  ix,  7;  Vita,  66,  74). 
Of  the  ten  cities,  Scythopolis,  the  ancient  Bethshean, 
alone,  the  capital  of  the  league,  was  on  the  W.  side 
of  Jordan.  The  names  given  by  Pliny  (NH,  v.  18) 
are  Scythopolis  (Beisdri),  Hippos  (Susiyeh),  Ga- 
dara  (Umm  J^eis),  Pella  (FahU),  Philadelphia 
(MmmSn),  Gerasa  (Jerash),  Dion  (AdUnt),  Ca- 
natha  (Jjlanawdl),  Damascus  and  Raphana.  The 
last  named  is  not  identified,  and  Dion  is  imcertain. 
Other  cities  joined  the  league,  and  Ptolemy,  who 
omits  Raphana,  gives  a  list  of  18.  The  Gr  inhabi- 
tants were  never  on  good  terms  with  the  Jews;  and 
the  herd  of  swine  (Mk  6  11  if)  indicates  contempt 
for  what  was  probably  regarded  as  Jewish  prejudice. 
The  ruins  still  seen  at  Gadara,  but  esp.  at  f^anawdt 
(see  Kenath)  and  Jerash,  of  temples,  theaters  and 
other  public  buildings,  attest  the  splendor  of  these 
cities  in  their  day.  W.  Ewing 

DECAY,  d^ka':  Although  this  word  is  still  in 
good  use  in  both  its  lit.  sense,  of  the  putrefaction 
of  either  animal  or  vegetable  matter,  and  its  de- 
rived sense,  denoting  any  deterioration^  decUne  or 
gradual  failure,  the  RV  has  replaced  it  by  other 
expressions  in  Lev  26  36;  Eccl  10  18;  Isa  44  26; 
He  8  13;  in  some  of  these  cases  with  a  gain  in  ac- 
curacy of  tr.  In  Neh  4  10  (b^JJ ,  kOshal,  "to  be 
feeble,"  "stumble")  RV  retains  "is decayed";  m  Job 
14  11  (mn,  kar&)h,  "to  be  dried  up")  ARV  substi- 
tutes "wasteth  "  and  in  Jn  11  39  ARV  has  "the 
body  decay eth  instead  of  the  more  literal  tr  offen- 
sive to  modem  ears  (^i^i,  dzei,  "emits  a  smell"). 

F    K    Farr 

DECEASE,  d6H36s',  IN  OT  AND  APOC  (Kipn , 
rdpha\  pi.  fph&'lmy  "ghosts,"  "shades,"  is  tr**  by 
"dead,"  "dead  body,"  and  "deceased"  in  both  AV 
and  RV):  The  word  seems  to  mean  "soft,"  "inert," 


but  its  etymology  is  uncertain  (see  Rephaim).  The 
various  writers  of  the  OT  present,  as  is  to  be  ex- 
pected on  such  a  subject,  different  conceptions  of  the 
condition  of  the  deceased.  In  the  begmnin^  prob- 
ably a  vague  idea  of  the  continuation  of  existence 
was  held,  without  the  activities  (Isa  69  10)  and 
the  joys  of  the  present  life  (Ps  49  17).  They  dwell 
in  the  "land  of  forgetfuhiess"  (Job  14  21;  Ps  88  5; 
cf  Isa  26  14),  they  "tremble"  of  cold  (Job  26  6), 
they  totter  and  "stumble  at  noonday  as  in  the  twi- 
light" (Isa  69  10),  their  voice  is  described  as  low 
and  muttering  or  chirping  (Isa  8  19;  29  4),  which 
majr  refer  to  the  peculiar  pitch  of  the  voice  of  the 
spirit  medium  when  a  spirit  speaks  through  him. 
(The  calling  up  of  the  dead,  which  was  strictly  for- 
bidden to  Israel  [Lev  19  31;  20  27]  is  referred  to 
in  1  S  28  13  and  perhaps  in  Isa  14  9.)  The  de- 
ceased are  separated  from  their  friends;  love  and 
hatred  have  ooth  ceased  with  them  (Eccl  9  5.6); 
"There  is  no  work,  nor  device,  nor  knowledge,  nor 
wisdom,  in  Sheol"  (Eccl  9  10).  The  deceased  are 
unable  to  praise  Jeh  (Ps  6  5:  88  10-12;  Isa  88 
18;  Bar  2  17;  Sir  17  27.28).  Nor  does  there 
seem  to  have  been  at  first  an  anticipation  of  reward 
or  punishment  after  death  (Ps  88  10;  Sir  41  4), 
probably  because  the  shades  were  supposed  to  be 
lacking  the  organs  by  which  either  reward  or  pun- 
ishment could  be  perceived;  nevertheless  they  are 
still  in  the  reahn  of  God's  power  (1  S  2  6;  Ps  86 
13;  189  8;  Prov  16  11;  Isa  7  11;  Hos  18  14; 
Am  9  2;  Tob  18  2). 
Gradually  the  poBsibilitv  of  a  return  of  the  de- 

Parted  was  conceived  (Gen  6  24;  2  K  18  21; 
s  49  15;  78  24;  86  13;  Hos  18  14;  Wisd  3 
1-7;  4  13.14;  6  18.19;  10  14).  Even  here  it  is 
often  more  the  idea  of  the  immortality  of  the  soul 
than  that  of  the  resurrection  of  the  body,  and  some 
of  these  passages  may  be  interpreted  as  allegorical 
expressions  for  a  temporal  rescue  from  great  disas- 
ter (e.g.  1  S  2  6);  nevertheless  this  interpretation 
presupposes  the  existence  of  a  deliverance  from  the 
shadows  of  Sheol  to  a  better  life  in  the  presence  of 
Jeh.  Some  passages  refer  clearly  to  such  an  escape 
at  the  end  of  the  a^  (Dnl  12  2;  Isa  26  19).  Only 
vay  few  of  the  OT  behevers  reached  the  sublime 
faith  of  Job  (19  25.26)  and  none  the  blessed  expec- 
tation taught  in  the  NT,  for  none  but  Christ  has 
"brought  Efe  and  immortaUty  to  light"  (2  Tim  1 
10;  Jn  6  28.29). 

The  opinion  that  the  dead  or  at  least  the  newly 
biiried  could  partake  of  the  food  which  was  placed 
in  graves,  a  custom  which  recent  excavations  have 
clearly  shown  to  have  been  ahnost  universal  in  Pal, 
and  which  is  referred  to  in  Dt  26  14  and  Tob  4  17, 
was  soon  doubted  (Sir  80  18),  and  food  and  drink 
prepared  for  the  funeral  was  henceforth  intended 
as  the  "bread  of  comfort"  and  the  "ciip  of  consola- 
tion" for  the  mourners  (Jer  16  7;  2  S  3  35;  Ezk 
24  17).  Similarly  the  offering  and  bumins  of  in- 
cense, originally  an  homage  to  the  deceased,  became 
a  relief  for  the  mourner  (2  Ch  16  14;  21  19;  Jer 
84  5).  See  also  Wisd  3  2;  7  6;  Sir  38  23,  and 
arts,  on  Corpse;  Death;  Hades:  Sheol. 

H.   L.   E.   LUERING 

DECEASE,  disss',  IN  NT  (rcXivrcM,  tdeutdo, 
"to  come  to  an  end,"  "married  and  deceased"  [Mt 
22  25]):  With  Baydrtfi^  /AoruiW,  "death,"  "die  the 
death"  (Mt  16  4;  Mk  7  10.  RVm  "surely  die"). 
Elsewhere  the  word  is  tr«*  "die"  (Mt  2  19;  9  18; 
Mk  9  48and  often;  He  11  22,  RV  "end  was  nigh"). 

Also  the  subst.,  I^Jos,  ^xodaSj  "exodus,"  "exit," 
"departure,"  '%is  decease  which  he  was  about  to 
accomplish*'  (Lk  9  31,  RVm  "departure");  "after 
my  decease"  (2  Pet  1  15,  RVm  "departure"). 

DECEIT,  d$-set'  (np")^ ,  mirmdh;  WXo«,  ddlos) : 
The  intentional  misleading  or  beguiling  of  another; 


D«ceiTftbleneM    rj^^  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


816 


in  Scripture  represented  as  a  companion  of  many 
other  forms  of  wickedness,  as  cursing  (Ps  10  7), 
hatred  (Prov  26  24),  theft,  covetousness,  adultery, 
murder  (Mk  7  22-  Rom  1  29).  The  RV  intro- 
duces the  word  in  Frov  14  25;  2  Thess  2  10;  but 
in  such  passages  as  Ps  66  11;  Prov  20  17;  26  26; 

1  Thess  2  3,  renders  a  variety  of  words,  more  ac- 
curately than  the  AV,  by  "oppression,"  "falsehood," 
"guile,^'  "error." 

DECEIVABLENESS,  d^-sev'a-b'l-nes,  DE- 
CEIVE, de-sfiv'  (KTpJ,  na8ha\  "to  lead  astray"): 

"The  pride  of  thy  heart  hath  deceived  thee"  (Jer 
49  16) .  i.e.  "Thy  stem  mountain  fastnesses  have  per- 
suadea  thee  that  thou  art  impregnable."    In  Jer 

20  7^  "O  Lord,  thou  hast  deceived  me,  and  I  was 
deceived,"  HIT)^,  p&thahf  signifies  "to  be  enticed," 
"persuaded,"  as  in  ARV  and  RVm. 

In  the  OT  most  often,  and  in  the  NT  regularly, 
the  various  words  rendered  in  AV  "deceive"  denote 
some  deliberate  misleading  in  the  moral  or  spiritual 
realm.  False  prophets  (Jer  29  8),  false  teachers 
(Eph  6  6)  and  Satan  himself  (Rev  12  9)  are  de- 
ceivers in  this  sense.  In  the  gospels,  AV  "deceive" 
{w\aydu>,  plando,  9 1,  Mt  24  4.5  ||  Mk  18  5.6  ||  Lk 

21  8:  Mt  24  11.24;  Jn  7  12.47)  becomes  in  RV 
"lead  astray";  the  same' change  is  made  in  1  Jn 

2  26;  3  7;  but  elsewhere  (13  t)  both  AV  and  RV 
render  planad  by  "deceive." 

"Deceivableness"  (d»<£Tiy,  apdti),  only  in  2  Thess 
2  10,  signifies  power  to  deceive,  not  liabiUty  to  de- 
ception; RV  ''deceit."  F.  K.  Farr 

DECENTLY,  de'sent-li  {^W^iw^vn,  eu8chemd- 
nda) :  Onlv  once  is  this  word  found  in  our  Eng.  Bible 
(1  Cor  14  40).  It  is  in  the  last  verse  of  that  re- 
markable chapter  on  the  proper  use  of  spiritual  gifts 
in  the  church  and  the  proper  conduct  of  public  wor- 
ship. It  does  not  refer  here  to  absence  of  impiirity 
or  obscenity.  It  rather  refers  to  good  order  in  the 
conduct  of  public  worship.  All  things  that  are  done 
and  said  in  public  worship  are  to  be  in  harmony 
with  that  becoming  and  reverent  spirit  and  tone 
that  befit  the  true  worshippers  of  God. 

DECISION,  d6-flizh'un:  Has  several  different 
shades  of  meaning.  It  expresses  the  formation  of 
a  judgment  on  a  matter  under  consideration.  It 
expresses  the  quality  of  being  firm  or  positive  in 
one's  actions.  It  expresses  the  termination  of  a 
contest  or  question  in  favor  of  one  side  or  the  other, 
ajB  the  decision  of  the  battle,  or  the  decision  of  the 
judge. 

Until  recent  times  the  decision  of  disputed  points 

between  nations  was  determined  by  force  of  arms. 

Thus  the  questions  of  dispute  were 

1.  National  decided  between  Israel  ana  the  sur- 
Dedsions     rounding  tribes,   between  Israel  and 

Assyria,   between   Israel  and   Egypt, 
and  later  between  Judaea  and  Rome. 

In  the  earliest  times  the  questions  of  dispute  be- 
tween individuals  were  decided  by  the  patriarch 

who  was  the  head  of  the  family.    When 

2.  Judicial    Israel  became  a  nation  men  were  ap- 
Dedsions     pointed  to  decide  the  difficulties  be- 
tween the  people.    At  first  this  was 

one  of  the  most  important  duties  of  Moses,  but 
when  the  task  became  too  great  he  appointed  judges 
to  assist  him  (see  Ex  18  13-26).  One  important 
function  of  those  who  are  called  judges  was  to  decide 
the  difficulties  between  the  people  (see  Jgs  4  4.5). 
The  kings  also  decided  questions  of  dispute  between 
individuals  (see  2  S  16  1-6;  1  K  3  16-28).  As 
the  people  developed  in  their  national  ideals  the 
decisions  in  judicial  matters  were  rendered  by 
councils  appointed  for  that  purpose. 


Perplexing  questions  were  many  times  decided  by 
the  casting  of  lots.    The  people  oelieved  that  God 

would  in  this  way  direct  them  to  the 
3.  Methods  right  decision  (Prov  16  33;  Josh  7 
of  Fonning  10-21;  14  2;  1  8  10  20  f).  Casting 
Dedsions     lots  must  have  been  a  common  method 

of  dedding  perplexing  questions  (see  1  S 
14  41.42;  Jon  17).  It  was  resorted  to  by  the 
apostles  to  dedde  which  of  the  two  men  they  had 
selected  should  take  the  place  of  Judas  (Acts  1  21- 
26).  The  custom  gradually  lost  in  favor,  and  de- 
dsions, even  of  perplexing  questions,  were  formed 
by  considering  all  the  facts.  See  Augurt  IV,  3; 
Lots.  A.  W.  Fortune 

DECISION,  VALLEY  OF.  See  Jehoshaphat, 
Valley  of. 

DECLARATION,  dek-la-r&'shun,  DECLARE,  d^ 
kl&r':  "Declare"  is  the  tr  of  a  variety  of  Heb  and 
Gr  words  in  the  OT  and  NT,  appearing  to  bear  uni- 
formly the  meaning  "to  make  known,  "set  forth," 
rather  than  (the  older  meaning)  "to  explain"  (Dt 
1  6).  Declaration  (Est  10  2  AV,  RV  "full  ac 
count";  Job  13  17;  Ecclus  48  6 ;  Lk  1  1  AV,  RV 
"narrative";  2  Cor  8  19  AV,  RV  "to  show")  has 
the  like  meaning. 

DECLINE,  d6-klln'  ("1^0 ,  ^ur,  or  "l^tD ,  «Zr,  n^J , 
nd^h) :  In  AV  this  word  occurs  9  t  in  its  original 
sense  (now  obsolete)  of  "turn  aside."  RV  substi- 
tutes "turn  aaide"  in  Ex  28  2;  Dt  17  11;  2  Ch 
84  2;  Job  28  11.  In  Ps  102  11;  109  23,  the 
lengthening  shadows  of  afternoon  are  said  to  "de- 
cline," and  RV  introduces  the  word  in  the  same 
general  sense  in  Jgs  19  8;  2  K  20  10;  Jer  6  4. 
See  Afternoon. 

DEDAN,  de'dan,  DEDANTTES,  de'dan-Its  (AV 
Dedanim,  ded'a-nim;  Hit  d'dhdn,  "low,"  D'^JTJi 
d*dhdnlm) :  An  Arabian  people  named  in  Gen  10  7 
as  descended  from  Cush;  in  Gen  26  3  as  descended 
from  Keturah.  Evidently  they  were,  like  the  related 
Sheba  (Sabaeans),  of  mixed  race  (ct  Gen  10  7.28). 
In  Isa  21  13  allusion  is  made  to  the  "caravans  of 
Dedanites"  in  the  wilds  of  Arabia,  and  Ezk  mentions 
them  as  supplying  Tyre  with  precious  thines  (Ezk 
27  20;  in  ver  16,  "Dedan"  should  probably  oe  read 
as  in  LXX,  "Rodan,"  i.e.  Rhodians).  The  name 
seems  still  to  linger  in  the  island  of  Dadan,  on  the 
border  of  the  Pers  Gulf.  It  is  found  also  in  Min. 
and  Sab.  inscriptions  (Glazer,  II,  392  ff)- 

James  Orr 

DEDICATE,  ded'i-kat,  DEDICATION,  ded-i- 
ka'shim  .(n^t? »  hdnukkdh,  "initiation,"  "oonsecn^ 

tion";  tb"|J5,  IfodheBhy  "to  be  clean,"  "sanctify"; 
0*3",  l^^m,  "a  thing  devoted  [to  God]"):  Often 
used  in  Heb  of  the  consecration  of  persons,  but 
usually  in  the  EV  of  the  setting  apsjt  of  things 
to  a  sacred  use,  as  of  the  altar  (Nu  7  lOf  .84.88;  cf 
Dnl  8  2.3,  "the  d.  of  the  image"),  of  silver  and 
gold  (2  S  8  11;  2  K  12  4),  of  the  Temple  (1  K  8 
63;  Ezr  6  16  f ;  cf  Ex  29  44),  of  the  wall  of  Jerus 
(Neh  12  27),  of  private  dwellinjp  (Dt  20  6).  RV 
substitutes  "devoted"  for  "dedicated"  in  Ezk  44 
29.    See  Consecration;  Sanctification. 

DEDICATION,  ded-i-ka'shun,  FEAST  OF  (rd 
fyKaCvta,  Ui  egkainiaj  Jn  10  22):  A  feast  held  by 
the  Jews  throughout  the  country  for  eight  days, 
commencing  on  the  25th  Ki^lev  (December),  in 
commemoration  of  the  cleansing  of  the  temple  and 
dedication  of  the  altar  by  Judas  Maccabaeus  after 
their  desecration  by  Antiochus  Epiphanes  (1  Mace 
4  56.59).  The  feast  was  to  be  kept  "with  mirth 
and  gladness."    2  Mace  10  6.7  says  it  was   kept 
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like  the  Feast  of  the  Tabernacles,  with  the  canyine 


feast  Jesus  ddiverea  in  tne  temple  the  discourse 
recorded  in  Jn  10  24  ff,  at  Jerus.         James  Orb 

DSBD,  dSd:  Used  in  its  ordinary  modem  sense 
in  £V.  in  the  OT  it  is  used  to  tr  five  Heb  words: 
cTmiildhy  lit.  "recompense"  (Isa  69  18);  ddbh&r. 
fit.  "word,"  "thing"  (2  Ch  35  27  AV,  RV  "acts": 
Est  1  17.18;  Jer  6  28);  ma'daeh  (Gen  20  9;  44 
15;  Ezr  9  13);  'dllldh  (1  Ch  16  8  AV,  RV  "do- 
mgp";  Ps  106  1  AV,  RV  "doings");  po'al  (Ps 
28  4  AV,  RV  "work*';  Jer  25  14).  In  the  NT 
"deed"  very  frequently  translates  ^pyop^  irgon 
(same  root  as  Eng.  "work";  cf  "energy"),  which  is 
still  more  frequently  (esp.  in  RV)  rendered  "work." 
In  Lk  23  51 :  Acts  19  18;  Rom  8  13;  Col  3  9  AV, 
Ry  "doings,  it  stands  for  Gr  »pa|ts,  fyrdxia  (ht.  "a 
doing,"  "transaction"),  each  time  in  a  bad  sense, 
equivalent  to  wicked  deed,  crime,  a  meaning  which 
18  frequency  associated  with  the  pi.  of  praxis  (cf 
Eng.  ^practices"  in  the  sense  of  trickery;  so  often  in 
Polybius;  Deissmann  maintains  that  praxis  was  a 
technical  term  in  magic),  although  m  Mt  16  27 
(AV  "works")  and  Rom  12  4  the  same  Gr  word 
has  a  neutral  meaning.  In  Jas  1  25  AV  "de^" 
is  the  tr  of  Gr  TolrfaiSj  poiesisj  more  correctly  ren- 
dered "doing"  in  RV.  D.  Mi  all  Edwards 

DEEP  (D^nn,  fhihn;  &Pwnro«,  dbussos,  Lk  8  31 
AV:  Rom  10  7  AV:  pd0os,  hdthos,  Lk  6  4;  9v66s, 
huMs,  2  Cor  11  25):  The  Heb  word  ("water  in 
commotion")  is  used  (1)  of  the  primeval  watery 
waste  (Gen  1  2),  where  some  suggest  a  connection 
with  Bab  'Damat  in  the  creation-epic;  (2)  of  the  sea 
(Isa  51  10  and  commonly) ;  (3)  of  the  subterranean 
reservoir  of  water  (Gen  7  11:  8  2;  40  25;  Dt  33 
13;  Ezk  31  4,  etc).  In  the  RV  the  Gr  word  first 
noted  is  rendered,  lit.,  "abyss."    See  Abyss;  also 

ASTRONOMT,  III,  7. 

DEEP  SLEEP.    See  SlbbPi  Deep. 

DEER,  d6r  (bj» ,  'ayySl,  fern,  nbf » ,  'ayydl&h, 
and  rib;¥,  'ayyekth  [cf  Arab,  'ayyal  and  Hydl,  "deer" 
and  b';S,  *ay%lf  "ram,"  and  Lat  ca-per  and  capra^ 
"goat,"  caprea^  cavreolus,  "wild  goat,"  "chamois," 
or  "roe  deer"] ;  iTOn? ,  yahmUr  [cf  Arab.  yaJfimiirf 

"deer"] ;  71^3?^ ,  ya'dldh,  fem.  of  bj^ ,  y&'el  [cf  Arab. 
wa%  "Pers  wild  goat"] ;  ^Vf ,  f  6Al,  and  fem.  n^5? , 
^IMydh  [cf  Arab,  ^abi  and  fem.  ^aJbHyahy  "gazelle") ; 
n^ ,  ^opher  [cf  Arab,  ghafr  and  ghvfrj  "young  of  the 
mountain  goat"]): 

Of  the  words  In  the  preceding  list,  the  writer  believes 
tha^  only  the  first  two,  i.e.  'ayy&l  (with  its  fem.  forms) 
and  tfahmUr  should  be  trd  "deer."  'ayydl  for  the  roe  deer 
and  ydhmur  for  the  fallow  deer.  Fmther,  he  believes 
tha«  yh'il  (incl.  ya'dldh)  should  be  trd  "ibex."  and 
cebhi,  "gaaeUe."  *Opher  is  the  young  of  a  roe  deer  or  of 
a  gaielie. 

^ Ayy&l  and  its  fem.  forms  are  regularly  in  EV  ren- 
dered "hart"  and  "hind,"  terms  which  are  more 
commonly  applied  to  the  male  and  female  of  the 
red  deer,  Cervus  daphus,  which  inhabits  Great 
Britain^  the  continent  of  Europe,  the  Caucasus  and 
Asia  Minor,  but  which  has  never  been  reported  as 
far  south  as  Syria  or  Pal.  The  roe  deer,  Capreolus 
caprea,  however,  which  inhabits  the  British  Isles, 
the  fpre&ter  part  of  Europe,  the  Caucasus  and  Per- 
sia, is  certainly  found  in  Pal.  The  museum  of  the 
Syrian  Protestant  College  at  BeirUt  possesses  the 
skeleton  of  a  roe  deer  which  was  shot  in  the  moun- 
tains near  Tyre.  As  late  as  1890  it  was  fairly  com- 
mon in  southern  Lebanon  and  Carmel,  but  has  now 


(1912)  become  very  scarce.  The  fallow  deer,  Cenms 
danuij  is  a  native  of  Northern  Africa  and  countries 
about  the  Mediterranean.  It  is  found  in  central 
Europe  and  Great  Britain,  where  it  has  been  intro- 
duced from  its  more  southern  habitat.  A  variety 
of  the  fallow  deer,  sometimes  counted  as  a  separate 
species  under  the  name  of  Cervus  MesopoiamiciiSf 
inhabits  northeastern  Mesopotamia  and  Persia.  It 
may  in  former  times  have  oeen  found  in  Pal,  and 
Tristram  reports  having  seen  the  fallow  deer  in 
Galilee  {Fauna  and  Flora  of  Pal)^  but  while  Tris- 
tram was  a  remarkably  acute  observer,  he  appears 
sometimes  to  have  been  too  readily  satis&ed,  and 
his  observations,  when  unaccompanied,  as  in  this 
case,  by  specimens,  are  to  be  accepted  with  caution. 
Now  *  ayy&l  (and  its  fem.  forms)  occurs  in  the  Bible 
22  t.  while  yahmUr  occurs  only  twice,  i.e.  in  the  list 
of  clean  ammals  in  Dt  14  5.  and  in  1  K  4  23.  in 
the  list  of  animals  providea  for  Solomon's  table. 
In  both  places  AV  has  "fallow  deer"  and  RV  "roe- 
buck." In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  roe  deer  has 
within  recent  years  been  common  in  Pal,  while  the 
occurrence  of  the  fallow  deer  must  be  considered 
doubtful,  it  seems  fair  to  render  ^ ayy&l  "roe  deer" 
or  "roebuck,"  leaving  yahmur  for  faUow  deer. 

The  Arabs  call  the  roe  deer  both  ^ ayy&l  and  vxiH, 
WaH  is  the  proper  name  of  the  Pers  wild  goat, 
Capra  aegagrus,  and  is  also  often  used  for  the  Arab, 
or  Sin  ibex,  Cavra  beden,  though  only  by  those  who 
do  not  Uye  witnin  its  range.  Where  the  ibex  is  at 
home  it  is  always  called  oeden.  This  looseness  of 
nomenclature  must  be  taken  into  accoimt,  and  we 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  Hebrews  were 
more  exact  than  are  the  Arabs.  There  are  many 
examples  of  this  in  Eng.,  e.g.  panther,  coney,  rab- 
bit (in  America),  locust,  adder  and  many  others. 

Y&^el  (incl.  ya^dl&h)  occurs  4  t.  In  Job  89  1; 
Ps  104  18;  1  S  24  2,  EV  renders  y&'U  by  "wild 
goat."  For  ya'dl&h  in  Prov  6  19,  AV  has  "roe," 
while  RV  has  "doe,"  which  is  non-committal,  since 
the  name,  "doe,"  may  be  applied  to  the  female  of 
a  deer  or  of  an  ibex.  Since  the  Arab.  wa%  which 
is  etymologically  closely  akin  to  ya^ely  means  the 
Pers  wild  goat,  it  might  be  supposed  that  that  ani- 
mal was  meant,  were  it  not  that  it  inhabits  the 
plains  of  the  Svrian  desert,  and  not  the  mountains 
of  Southern  Pal,  where  the  ibex  lives.  At  least  two 
of  the  passages  clearly  indicate  the  latter  locality, 
i.e.  Ps  104  18:  "The  high  mountains  are  for  the 
wild  coats,"  and  1  S  24  2:  *'Saul  ....  went  to 
seek  David  and  his  men  upon  the  rocks  of  the  wild 
goats."  The  conclusion  t^en  seems  irresistible 
that  y&^Uf  and  consequently  ya^dl&h,  is  the  ibex. 

C^bhl  (incl,  g'hhly&h)  is  uniformly  rendered  "roe" 
or '^roebuck"  in  AV,  while  RV,  either  in  the  text  or 
in  the  margin^  has  in  most  cases  "gazelle."  In  two 
places  "roe"  is  retained  in  RV  without  comment. 
I.e.  2  S  2  18:  "Asahel  was  as  light  of  foot  as  a  wild 
roe,"  and  1  Ch  12  8:  "were  as  swift  as  the  roes 
upon  the  mountains."  ^ Ayy&l  and  ^hhl  occur  to- 
gether in  Dt  12  15.22;  14  6;  15  22;  1  K  4  23; 
Cant  2  9.17,  i.e.  in  7  of  the  16  passages  in  which 
we  find  g'hhl.  If  therefore  it  De  accepted  that 
^ ayy&l  is  the  roe  deer,  it  follows  that  g'hhl  must  be 
something  else.  Now  the  gazelle  is  common  in 
Pal  and  satisfies  perfectly  every  passage  in  which 
we  find  g'hhl.  Further,  one  of  the  Arab,  names  of 
the  gazelle  is  fo&i,  a  word  which  is  etymologically 
much  nearer  to  ^hhl  than  appears  in  this  trans- 
literation. 

^Opher  is  akin  to  ^fipAfir,  "dust "  and  has  refer- 
ence to  the  color  of  the  young  of  the  deer  or  gazelle, 
to  both  of  which  it  is  applied.  In  Cant  2  9.17  and 
8  14,  we  have  ^opher  ha-ayyalimf  EV  "young  hart," 
lit.  "fawn  of  the  roe  deer."  In  Cant  4  5  and  7  3, 
we  have  'dp/iarm  f^ome  g'hhlyahf  AV  "young  roes 
that  are  twins,"  RV  "fawns  that  are  twins  of  a  roe," 
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RVm  "gazelle"  (for  "roe").     For  further  reference 
to  these  questions,  sec  Zoology. 

With  the  exception  of  mere  lists  of  animals,  as  in 
pt  14  and  1  K  4,  the  treatment  of  these  animals 
is  highly  poetical,  and  shows  much  appreciation  of 
their  grace  and  beauty.  Alfred  Ely  Day 

DEFAME,  dg-f&m',  DEFAMING,  d^f&m'ing: 
These  words  occur  but  twice  in  AV,  arid  are  trans- 
lations of  n!^*^,  dibbdhf  "slander,"  from  ddbhathf 
"to  slander,"  or  spread  an  evil  report,  and  i8Xa<r- 
0i7/4^w,  blasphemed ^  "to  speak  injuriously"  of  anyone 
(Jer  20  10;  1  Cor  4  13).  "To  defame"  differs 
from  "to  revile"  in  that  the  former  refers  to  public 
slander,  the  latter  to  personal  abuse. 

DEFECT,  d$-fekt',  DEFECTIVE,  d6-fekt'iv 
(1iTTT||ia,  h^tlema,  "loss,"  "a  defect"):  Occurs  in 
1  Cor  6  7:  "Nay,  already  it  is  altogether  a  defect 
in  you  [AV  "there  is  utterly  a  fault  among  you"), 
that  ye  have  lawsuits  one  with  another."  *T)efect 
means  "want  or  absence  of  something  necessary  for 
completeness"  (RVm  "a  loss  to  you").  The  mean- 
ing of  the  passage  in  RV  is  that  when  Christians 
have  lawsuits  one  with  another  it  produces  a  lack  of 
something  which  brings  them  short  of  completeness, 
they  suffer  a  spiritual  loss  or  defeat,  and  perhaps 
defect  is  not  quite  strong  enough  fully  to  express 
that  idea. 

Defective:   Sir  49  4  AV,  RV  "committed  tres- 


pass 


A.  W.  Fortune 


DEFENCE,  d6-fens'.    See  Courts,  Judicial. 

DEFENCED.    See  Fortification. 

DEFER,  d6-f<ir'  (inx,  'dhar  [in  Hiphil],  ?fnx, 
'arakh  [in  Hiphil),  !fTpp ,  mdshakh  [in  Niphal],  "to 
postpone,"  more  or  less  definitely;  "delay"):  In 
OT  passages  such  as  Isa  48  9;  Ezk  12  25.28;  Dnl 
9  19,  the  idea  of  indefinite  postponement  agrees 
with  the  Heb  and  with  the  context.  In  the  only 
NT  occurrence  of  the  word  (dwi/3dXX«,  anabdUoy  in 
the  middle  voice.  Acts  24  22)  a  definite  postpone- 
ment is  implied. 

DEFILE,  d6-fll',  DEFILEMENT,  dg-fil'ment  (AS 
dfylau,  etc;  ME  defoiUen,  "make  toul,"  "pollute," 

render  [AV]  9  Heb  roots  [RV  six] :  bj^ ,  gd'al,  "de- 
file"; bbn,  t^alaly  "defile"  [from  "untie,  loosen, 
open," i.e.  "make  common,"  hence  "profane"];  ClUn, 
hdnSpkf  "incline  away"  [from  ri{^t  or  religion], 
tence  *  Wane,"  "defile"  [Jer  8  9,  ARV  "poUute"] ; 
K'OP ,  ffime',  the  principal  root,  over  250 1,  tr**  "de- 
file" 74 1,  "to  become,  or  render,  unclean";  Ci;^, 
idnaph,  "to  soil"  [Cant  6  3] ;  ^b^ ,  'dial,  "deal 
severely,  or  decidedly,  with,"  "roll"  [Job  16  16,  AV, 
ARVm];  Hj:?,  'dndh,  "humble"  [Gen  34  2  AV, 
ARV  "humble"] ;  tDTJ? ,  iadhash,  "separate,"  "sanc- 
tify," "devote  to  religious  use,"  hence  "forfeit"  [Dt 
22  9  AV,  ARV  "forfeit,"  m  "consecrated"].  They 
also  render  6  [AV]  Gr  roots  [ARV,  4] :  ifoii^,  koinds, 
etc,  "common"  or  "unclean,"  because  appertaining 
to  the  outside  world  and  not  to  the  people  of  God, 
opposite  of  kathards,  ''clean,"  used  13  t;  lualvia, 
miaino,  fdaa/m  miasmay  aucut/i^,  miasmds,  "stain, 
"tinge,^*  "dye'':  "In  their  dreamings  d.  the  flesh  " 
Jude  ver8;  luiMvia^molunOy  "stain,"  "contaminate  : 
"not  d.  their  garments"  [Rev  3  4] ;  <rTtX6«,  spUdo, 
"spot,"  "stain":  "d.  the  whole  body"  [Jas  3  6]; 
^elput^  phthdroy  "corrupt,"  "destroy":  the  temple 
of  God  [1  Cor  3  17  AV,  ARV  "destroyeth"] ;  dp- 
acvoKolrrjtj  arsenokolies:  "d.  themselves  with  men" 
[1  Tim  1  10  AV,  ARV  "abusers  of"]): 


Defilement,  in  theOT  was  physical,  sexual,  ethical, 

ceremonial,  religious,  the  last  four,  esp.,  overlapping. 

(1)  Physical:     "I    have   washed    mv 

1.  Defile-  feet;  how  shall  I  d.  them?"  (Cant  5 
mentin  3).  (2)  Sexual:  which  mijght  be  cere- 
the  OT  monial  or  moral;    of  individuals  by 

illicit  intercourse  (Lev  18  20),  or  by 
intercourse  at  forbidden  times  (16  24;  1  S  21  5); 
of  the  land  by  adultery:  "Shall  not  that  land 
be  greatly  defiled  ?"  (Jer  8  1  ARV  "polluted," 
usually  substituted  where  the  moral  or  religious 
predominates  over  the  ceremonial).  (3)  Ethical: 
^'Your  hands  are  defiled  with  blood"  (Isa  69  3); 
"Neither  shall  they  d.  themselves  anv  more  with 
....  any  of  their  transgressions"  (Ezk  87  23). 
(4)  Ceremonial:  to  render  ceremonially  unclean, 
i.e.  disqualified  for  reUgious  service  or  worship,  and 
capable  of  communicating  the  discjualification. 
(a)  Persons  were  defiled  by  contact  with  carcases 
of  unclean  animals  (Lev  11  24);  or  with  any  car- 
case (17  15) ;  by  eating  a  carcase  (22  8) ;  by 
contact  with  issues  from  the  body,  one's  own  or 
another's,  e.g.  abnormal  issues  from  the  genitals, 
male  or  female  (16  2.25);  menstruation  (Lev  16  19); 
by  contact  with  anyone  thus  unclean  (16  24) ;  copu- 
lation (16  16-18) ;  uncleanness  after  childbirth  (12 
2-5);  by  contact  with  unclean  persons  (6  3),  or 
unclean  things  (22  6),  or  with  leprosy  (esp.  defil- 
ing; 18  14),  or  with  the  dead  (Nu  6  12),  or  with 
one  unclean  by  such  contact  (19  22),  or  by  fimeral 
rites  (Lev  21  1) ;  by  contact  with  creeping  things 
(22  5),  or  with  unclean  animals  (11  26).  (6)  Holy 
objects  were  ceremonially  defiled  by  the  contact, 
entrance  or  approach  of  the  defiled  (16  31;  Nu 
19  13);  by  the  presence  of  dead  bodies,  or  anv 
remains  of  the  dead  (Ezk  9  7;  2  K  23  16:  Josiah^s 
defilement  of  heathen  altars  by  the  ashes  of  the 
priests);  by  the  entrance  of  foreigners  (Ps  79  1; 
see  Acts  21  28);  by  forbidden  treatment,  as  the 
altar  by  being  tooled  (Ex  20  25) ;  objects  in  gen- 
eral by  contact  with  the  unclean.  Ceremonial 
defilement,  strictly  considered,  implied,  not  sin, 
but  ritual  unfitness.  (5)  Reli^ous:  not  always 
easily  distin^ished  or  entirely  distinguishable  from 
the  ceremonial,  still  less  from  the  ethical,  but  in 
which  the  central  attitude  and  relationship  to  Jeh 
as  covenant  God  and  God  of  righteousness,  was 
more  fully  in  question.  The  land  might  be  defiled 
by  bloodshed  (Nu  86  33),  esp.  of  the  just  or  inno- 
cent; by  adultery  (Jer  3  1);  by  idolatry  and  idol- 
atrous practices,  like  sacrificing  children  to  idols, 
etc  (Lev  20  3;  Ps  106  39);  the  temple  or  altar 
by  disrespect  (Mai  1  7.12);  by  offermg  the  un- 
clean (Hag  2  14);  by  any  sort  of  unrighteousness 
(Ezk  86  17);  by  the  presence  of  idols  or  idolatrous 
paraphernalia  (Jer  7  30). 

The  scope  of  defilement  in  its  various  degrees 
(direct,  or  primary,  as  from  the  person  or  thin^  de- 
filed; indirect,  or  secondary,  tertiary, 

2.  Defile-  or  even  further,  by  contact  with  the 
ment  in  NT  defiled)  had  been  greatly  widened  by 

rabbinism  into  a  complex  and  im- 
mensely burdensome  system  whose  shadow  falb 
over  the  whole  NT  life.    Specific  mentions  are  com- 

garatively  few.  Physical  d.  is  not  mentioned, 
exual  d.  appears,  in  a  figurative  sense:  "These  are 
they  that  were  not  defiled  with  women"  (Rev  14 
4).  Ceremonial  d.  is  found  in,  but  not  approved 
by,  the  NT.  Examples  are:  by  eating  with  un- 
washed, "common,"  not  ceremonially  cleansed, 
hands  (Mk  7  2);  by  eating  unclean,  "common," 
food  (Acta  10  14;  Peter's  vision);  by  intimate 
association  with  Gentiles,  such  as  eating  with  them 
(not  expressly  forbidden  in  Mosaic  law;  Acta  11 
3),  or  entering  into  their  houses  (Jn  18  28;  the 
Pharisees  refusing  to  enter  the  Praetorium);  by 
the  presence  of  Gentiles  in  the  Temple  (Acts  21 
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28).  But  with  Christ's  decisive  and  revolutionan' 
dictum  (Mk  7  19):  ''This  he  said,  making  all 
meats  clean/'  etc,  and  with  the  command  in  Peter's 
vision:  "What  God  hath  cleansed,  make  not  thou 
conmion"  (Acts  10  15),  €ind  with  Paul's  bold  and 
consistent  teaching:  ''All  things  indeed  are  clean" 
(Rom  14  20,  etc),  the  idea  of  ceremonial  or  ritual 
d.,  having  accomplished  its  educative  purpose, 
passed.  Defilement  in  the  NT  teaching,  therefore, 
IS  uniformlyethical  or  spiritual,  the  two  constantly 
merging.  The  ethical  is  found  more  predominantlv 
in:  "llie  things  which  proceed  out  of  the  mouth 
come  forth  out  of  the  heart:  and  they  defile  the 
man"  (Mt  16  18);  "that  did  not  defile  their  gar- 
ments" (Rev  3  4);  "defileth  the  whole  body"  (Jas 
3  6).  The  spiritual  seems  to  predominate  in: 
"defiled  and  unbelieving"  (Tit  1  15);  "conscience 
being  weak  is  defiled'  (by  concession  to  idola- 
try) (1  Cor  8  7);  "lest  any  root  of  bitterness 
springing  up  trouble  you,  and  thereby  the  many 
be  defiled"  (He  12  15).  For  the  supposed  origins 
of  the  idea  and  details  of  defilement,  as  from  hy- 
gienic or  aesthetic  causes,  "natural  aversions," 
taboo,"  "totemism,"  associations  with  ideas  of 
death,  or  evil  life,  religious  symbolism,  etc,  see 
Pollution;  Purification;  Unclean.  Whatever 
use  God  may  have  made  of  ideas  and  feelings  com- 
mon among  many  nations  in  some  form,  the  Divine 
purpose  was  clearly  to  impress  deeply  and  indelibly 
on  the  Israelites  the  ideas  of  holiness  and  sacred- 
ness  in  seneral,  and  of  Jeh's  holiness,  and  their  own 
required  holiness  and  separateness  in  particular, 
thus  preparing  for  the  deep  NT  teachings  of  sin, 
and  of  spiritual  consecration  and  sanotification. 

Philip  Wendell  Crannell 
DEFY,  d6-fi'  (Cini^ ,  haraphy  D?T ,  zO^am) :  In  1  S 
17  10.25.26.36.45  (the  story  of  David  and  Goliath) 
and  kindred  passages,  this  word  is  used  in  its  most 
familiar  sense — "to  taimt,"  "challenge  to  combat" 
(Heb  fiaraph).  In  Nu  23  7.8  "denounce"  would 
be  a  better  tr  than  "defy"  (Heb  zd^am), 

DEGENERATE,  d^jen'gr-&t:  Only  in  Jer  2  21, 
where  Judah  is  compared  to  a  "noble  vine"  which 
it  "turned  into  the  degenerate  branches  of  a  foreign 
vine."  It  represents  Heb  ^tZrim*  "stray"  or  "de- 
generate (shoots),"  from  ^«r="to  turn  aside,"  esp. 
to  turn  aside  from  the  right  path  (Gr  pikriay  lit. 
"bitterness"). 

DEGREE,  d^^'  (nb^Q ,  ma'dlahy  "a  going  up" 
or  "ascent,"  hence  a  staircase  or  fight  of  steps; 
"rank":  Tair«v6s,  tapeinds,  "low"):  By  derivation 
it  should  mean  "a  step  down"  (Lat,  de,  down, 
ffradtts,  step).  It  is  used,  however,  of  any  step,  up 
or  down;  then  of  grade  or  rank,  whether  high  or 
low.  (1;  In  its  literal  sense  of  step  (as  of  a  stair), 
it  is  used  in  the  pi.  to  translate  Heb  ma^&ldih 
("steps"),  in  the  ||  passages  2  K  20  9-11  AV  (5  t): 
Isa  88  8  A V  (3  t),  where  we  read  of  the  "degrees'^ 
(RV  "steps")  on  the  "dial  of  Ahaz"  (Heb  "steps  of 
Ahas").  See  Dial  of  Ahaz.  It  seems  to  mean 
steps  or  progressive  movements  of  the  body  toward 
a  certain  place  in  the  phrase  "A  Song  of  Degrees" 
(RV  "Ascents"),  which  forms  the  title  of  each  of  the 
Pb8  120-34,  probably  because  they  were  simg  on 
the  way  up  to  the  great  feasts  at  Jems.  See 
P&ALMs.  (2)  The  secondary  (but  now  the  more 
usual)  sense  of  rank,  order,  grade  is  found  in  the 
following  passages:  (a)  1  Ch  16  18,  "their  brethren 
of  the  second  (degree),"  lit.  "of  the  seconds"  (Heb 
misknlm;  cf  2  Ch  28  7,  "Elkanah  that  was  next 
to  the  king,"  Heb,  "the  long's  second,"  i.e.  in  rank) ; 
(5)  1  Ch  17  17,  "a  man  of  high  degree"  (Heb 
ma'dlah,  "step");  (c)  Ps  62  9,  ^'men  of  low  de- 
....  men  of  high  degree,"  a  paraphrase  of 
[eb  "sons  of  man  ....  sons  of  man,'^  the  first 


"man"  being  Heb  ^ddhSm  ("common  humanity";  cf 
Gr  drUhropoB,  Lat  hamOt  Welsh  dyn)^  and  the  second 
Heb  *l8h  (man  in  a  superior  sense;  cf  Gr  an^h,  Lat 
vir,  Welsh  gtor);  (d)  "of  low  degree"  for  Gr  tapeinos 
in  Sir  11  1:  Lk  1  52;  Jas  1  9;  (c)  In  1  Tun  3  13 
AV  "a  gooa  degree"  (Gr  bathmds  katdSf  RV  "a  good 
standing")  is  assured  to  those  who  have  "served  well 
as  deacons."  Some  take  this  to  mean  promotion  to 
a  higher  official  position  in  the  church;  but  it  prob- 
ably means  simply  a  position  of  moral  weight  and 
influence  in  the  church  gained  by  faithfulness  in 
service  (so  Hort).  D.  Miall  EnwAtos 

DEGREES,  SONGS  OF  (nib^en  I'^Tp,  aklr 
ha-^ma^dloth;  LXX  ^8t|  t6v  dvaPaO|&6v,  ddt  tdn  arM- 
balhmdn;  Vulg  canlicum  graduum,  RV  "a  song  of 
ascents"):  The  title  prefixed  to  15  psalms  (Pss  120 
-34)  as  to  the  significance  of  which  there  are  four 
views:  (1)  The  Jewish  interpretation.  According  to 
the  Mish,  Middoth  2  5,  l^ukfcdk  516,  there  was  in  the 
temple  a  semicircular  flight  of  stairs  with  15  steps 
which  led  from  the  court  of  tlie  men  of  Israel  down 
to  the  court  of  the  women.  Upon  these  stairs  the 
Levites  played  on  musical  instruments  on  the  even- 
ing of  the  first  day  of  Tabernacles.  Later  Jewish 
writers  say  that  the  15  psalms  derived  their  title 
from  the  15  steps.  (2)  Gesenius,  Delitzsch  and 
others  afiirm  that  these  psalms  derive  their  name 
from  the  step-like  progressive  rhythm  of  t^eir 
thoughts.  They  are  called  Songs  of  Degrees  be- 
cause they  move  forward  climactically  by  means 
of  the  resumption  of  the  immediately  preceding 
word.  But  this  characteristic  is  not  found  in  sevend 
of  the  group.  (3)  Theodoret  and  other  Fathers 
explain  these  15  hvmns  as  traveling  songs  of  the 
returning  exiles.  In  £zr  7  9  the  return  from  exile 
is  called  "the  going  up  [horma^dldh]  from  Babylon." 
Several  of  the  group  suit  this  situation  quite  well, 
but  others  presuppose  the  temple  and  its  statea 
services.  (4)  The  most  probable  view  is  that  the 
hymns  were  sung  bjr  pilgrim  bands  on  their  wayto 
the  three  great  festivals  of  the  Jewish  year.  The 
journey  to  Jerus  was  called  a  "going  up,"  whether 
the  worshipper  came  from  north  or  south,  east  or 
west.  All  of  the  songs  are  suitable  for  use  on  such 
occasions.  Hence  the  title  Pilmm  Psalms  is  pre- 
ferred by  many  scholars.    See  Dial  of  Ahaz. 

John  Richard  Sam  pet 

DEHAITOS,  d6-h&'t6z  (Knn'l ,  dehdwe';  AV  De- 
havites):  A  people  enumerated  in  Ezr  4  9  with 
Elamites,  etc,  as  among  those  settled  by  the  Assvr 
king  Osnappar  (Assurbanipal)  in  Samaria.  The 
identification  is  uncertain. 


DEHORT,  d6-h6rt'  (diwxrrpA^w,  aposir^kd;  RV 
DISSUADE):  Not  found  in  the  Eng.  Bible;  once 
only  in  Apoc  (1  Mace  9  9).  An  obsolete  Eng. 
word;  the  opposite  of  "exhort."  It  means  "to  dis- 
suade," "to  forbid,"  "to  restrain  from." 

DEEAR,  de'kftr  (IJJ'l ,  dejper,  "lancer") :  Father 
of  one  of  Solomon's  commissaries  (1  K  4  9  AV). 
See  Ben-deker. 

DELAIAH,  dWft'ya  (n^b-^,  dnayah,  "God  has 
raised")  * 

(1)  A  descendant  of  David  (1  Ch  8  24;  AV 
"Dalaiah"). 

(2)  One  of  David's  priests  and  leader  of  the  23d 
course  (1  Ch  24  18). 

(3)  One  of  the  princes  who  pleaded  with  Jehoia- 
kim  not  to  destroy  the  roll  containing  the  prophecies 
of  Jeremiah  (Jer  86  12.25). 

(4)  The  ancestor  of  a  post-exilic  family  whose 
genealogy  was  lost  (Ezr  2  60;  Neh  7  62;  1  Esd 
6  37  m).    See  Dalan. 

(5)  The  father  of  timorous  Shemaiah  (Neh  6  10). 


Delay 

Deluge  of  Noah 
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DELAY,  d6-la':  The  noun  "delay"  (Acts  26  17, 
"I  made  no  delay";  AV  "without  any  delay"; 
means  "procrastination."  The  vb.  "to  delay" 
(Ex  22  29;  nn^,  'Ohar)  involves  the  idea  "to  stop 
for  a  time,"  the  people  being  admonished  not  to 

discontinue  a  custom.  The  Pil.  pf .  of  1D151 ,  bush  (Ex 
32  1),  "Moses  delayed  to  come,  expresses  not  only 
the  fact  that  he  tarried,  but  also  the  disappoint- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  people,  being  under  the 
impression  that  he  possibly  was  put  to  shame  ajid 
had  failed  in  his  mission,  which  also  better  explains 
the  consequent  action  of  the  people.  "To  delay" 
(x/wvffw,  (Jironizo)  is  used  transitively  in  Mt 
24  48  (RV  "My  lord  tarrieth")  and  in  Lk  12  45. 
The  meaning  here  is  "to  prolong,"  "to  defer." 

A  L  BresLiIch 
DELECTABLE,  dg-lek'ta-b'l  HlPn,  haTnadh, 
"to  desire") :  Found  only  in  Isa  44  9  AV:  "Their 
delectable  things  shall  not  profit,"  AVm  "desirable." 
ARV  translates:  "the  things  that  they  delight  in." 
The  reference  is  to  idols  or  images.  Delitzsch 
renders  the  phrase:  "Their  darlings  are  good  for 
nothing."  The  word  may  be  traced  back  to  the 
Lat  deUclabUis,  "pleasant,"  or  "delightful." 

DELICACY^  del'i-ka-si  (tA  <rrrtvo«,  td  sirhws): 
Found  only  m  Rev  18  3  AV:  "The  merchants 
of  the  earth  are  waxed  rich  through  the  abimdance 
of  her  delicacies."  RV  has  very  properly  changed 
delicacies  to  "wantonness,"  and  "luxury"  in  the 
margin,  which  is  much  nearer  to  the  original. 

DELICATE,  del'i-kit,  DELICATELY,  del'i-kit-U 
Cj"?,  ^Sdhen,  ^317,  ^dnogh;  iv  rpv^f,  en  trwpht): 
"Delicate"  usually  an  adj.,  but  once  asubst.  (Jer  61 
34  AV),  "He  hath  filled  his  beUy  [RV  "maw"]  with 
my  delicates."  RV  retains  the  word,  but  ARV 
very  properly  has  replaced  it  with  "delicacies." 
In  Sir  80  18,  RV  agalU,  "good  things."  The 
adj.  seems  to  have  two  meanings,  though  not  easily 
distinguished:  (1)  tenderly  reared,  an<r(2)  wanton 
or  voluptuous.  In  Dt  28  54.56;  Isa  47  1;  Jer 
6  2,  "luxurious"  or  "daintily  bred"  would  certainly 
be  nearer  the  original  than  "delicate."  "Delicate 
children"  of  Mic  1  16  AV  is  changed  by  RV  to 
"children  of  thy  delight,"  i.e.  beloved  children, 
rather  than  children  begotten  in  passion .  The  advb. 
"delicately"  is  employed  in  the  same  sense  as  the 
adj.  (Lam  4  5;  Lk  7  25).  In  the  old  Eng.  writers 
"delicate"  is  often  used  for  voluptuous:  "Dives  for 
his  delicate  life  to  the  devil  went"  (Piers  Plowman). 
The  meaning  of  "delicately"  (ma^Adhdn)  in  1  Sam 
16  32  (AV)  IS  a  real  puzzle.  The  AV  reads,  "And 
Agag  came  unto  him  delicately,"  with  a  possible 
suggestion  of  weakness  or  fear.  ARV  and  RVm 
substitute  "cheerfully."  Others,  by  metathesis  or 
change  of   consonants  in  the  Heb  word,  tr  "in 


bonds"  or  "fetters." 


W.  W.  Da  VIES 


DELICIOUSLY,  dfe-lish'us-li  (<rrpi|via»,  strenido, 
"to  live  hard  or  wantonly") :  "She  [Babylon]  .  .  .  . 
lived  deliciously"  (Rev  18  7.9  AV,  RV  "wantonly," 
RVm  "luxuriously"). 

DELIGHT,  de-lit'  (vb.,  fDn,  fidphee,  rtfn, 

rOgdh,  377Tp,  shaW;  wvlfio^i,  suntdomai):  "To 
delight"  is  most  freauently  expressed  by  h&pheg^ 
which  means  originally  "to  bend"  (cf  Job  40  17. 
"He  moveth  his  tail  ),  hence,  "to  incline  to, 
"take  pleasure  in."  It  is  used  of  God's  pleasure  m 
His  people  (Nu  14  8;  2  S  22  20;  Ps  18  19,  etc), 
and  in  righteousness,  etc  (Isa  66  4;  Jer  9  24: 
Mic  7  18,  etc),  also  of  man's  delight  in  God  and 
His  will  (Ps  40  8;  73  25;  AV  and  RV,  "There  is 
none  upon  earth  that  I  desire  besides  thee"),  and 
in  other  objects   (Gen  84  19;    IS  18  22;    Est  2 


"    "caress," 


14;  Isa  66  3);  shaW,  "to  stroke, 
**be  fond  of,"  occurs  in  Ps  94  19,  "Thy  comforts 
deUght  my  soul";  119  16.47.70.  "I  wiU  deUght 
myself  in  thy  statutes."  Similarly,  St.  Paul  says 
(Rom  7  22),  "I  delight  [sunedamaCl  in  [m,  RV 
"Gr  with"]  the  law  of  God  after  the  inward 
lAan."  This  is  the  only  occurrence  of  the  word 
in  the  NT. 

"To  delight  one's  self"  (in  the  Lord)  is  represented 
chiefly  by  ^dnagh  (Job  22  26;  27  10;  Ps  87  4.11; 
Isa  68  14). 

Delight  (noun),  chiefly  fiepheg  (1  S  16  22;  Ps 
1  2;  16  3),  rOgon  (Prov  11  1.20;  12  22;  16  8), 
sha'dshu'lm  (Ps  119  24.77.92.143.174;  Prov  8  30. 
31).  RV  has  "delight"  for  "desire'^  (Neh  1  11; 
Ps  22  8;  61  16),  for  "observe,"  different  reading 
(Prov  28  26),  "no  delight  in"  for  "smell  in"  (Am 
6  21),  "deliditest  in  me"  for  "favorest  me"  (Ps  41 
11),  "his  delight  shall  be  in"  (m  "Heb  'scent' ")  for 
"of  quick  understanding"  (Isa  11  3). 

The  element  of  joy,  of  delight  in  God  and  His 
law  and  will,  in  the  Heb  religion  is  noteworthy 
as  being  something  which  we  are  apt  to  fall  beneatJb 
even  in  the  clearer  light  of  Christianity. 

W.  L   Walker 

DELIGHTSOME,  dS-lIt'sum:  f^ri,  f^ipheg,  is 
rendered  "delightsome":  Mai  8  12,  "Ye  shall  be 
a  delightsome  land,"  lit.  "a  land  of  delight." 


DELILAH,  dS-li'la  (n}"^"?^ ,  dnUah,  "dainty  one," 
perhaps;  LXX  AaXiiS<£,  Daleidd,  AaXiScC,  Dalidd): 
The  woman  who  betrayed  Samson  to  the  Philis 
(JgS  16).  She  was  presimiably  a  Phili,  though 
that  is  not  expressly  stated.  She  is  not  spoken  of 
as  Samson's  wife,  though  many  have  understood 
the  account  in  that  way.  The  Philis  paid  her  a 
tremendously  high  price  for  her  services.  The 
account  indicates  that  for  beauty,  personal  charm, 
mental  ability,  self-conmiand,  nerve,  she  was  quite 
a  wond^ul  woman,  a  woman  to  oe  admired  for 
some  qualities  which  she  exhibits,  even  while  she 
is  to  be  utterly  disapproved.    See  Samson. 

,      Willis  J.  Beecher 

DELIVER,  dS-liv'Sr  (bjj,  ndgal,  ICJ,  ndlhan; 
J^|uu,  rhuomai,  irapa€C8«»|u,  pcaradiddmi) :  Occurs 
very  frequently  in  the  OT  and  represents  various 
Heb  terms.  The  Eng.  word  is  used  in  two  senses, 
(1)  "to  set  free,"  etc,  (2)  "to  give  up  or  over." 

(1)  The  word  most  often  tr<*  "deliver"  in  the  first 
sense  is  ndgal,  meaning  orisinally,  perhaps,  "to 
draw  out."  It  is  used  of  all  kinds  of  deliverance 
(Gen  82  11;  Ps  26  20;  148  9.  etc;  Jer  7  10;  Ezk 
8  19, etc;  Zeph  1  18,  etc).  Tne  Aram.  n*(ai occurs 
in  Dnl  8  29:  6  14;  8  4.7;  yasha\  "to  save,"  in 
JgS  8  9.31  AV,  etc;  malatt  to  let  or  cause  to 
escape,"  in  Isa  46  2,  "recover,"  etc.  In  the  NT 
rhuomai,  "to  rescue,"  is  most  frequently  tr**  "deliver" 
in  this  sense  (Mt  6  13  AV,  "Deliver  us  from  evil") ; 
katargSdf  "to  make  useless"  or  "without  effect"  (Rom 
7  6  RV,  "discharged").  In  the  NT  "save"  takes 
largely  the  place  of  "deliver"  in  the  OT,  and  the 
idea  is  raised  to  the  spiritual  and  eternal. 

(2)  For  "deliver"  in  the  sense  of  "give  over,  up," 
etc,  the  most  frequent  word  is  ndtkartf  the  common 
word  for  "to  give"  (Gen  82  16:  40  13  AV:  Ex  6 
18).  Other  words  are  mdghan  (Hos  11  8,  AV  and 
ERV  "How  shall  I  deliver  thee  Israel?"  i.e.  "How 
shall  I  give  thee  up  7"  as  in  the  first  clause  of  the 
verse,  with  a  different  word  [ndthan],  ARV  "How 
shall  I  cast  thee  off  7"),  yhabh,  Aram.  (Ezr.  6  14). 
In  the  NT  paradid&mij  to  give  over  to."  is  most 
frequent  (Mt  6  25;  11  27,  ^AIl  things  have  been 
debvered  [given  or  made  over]  unto  me  of  my 
Father";  Mk  7  13;  Lk  1  2:  1  Tim  1  20.  etc); 
charizomai,  "to  grant  as  a  favor"  (Acts  26  11. 
16  AV). 
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(3)  Yaladhj  "to  bring  forth,"  is  also  rendered 
"deliver"  in  the  sense  of  childbirth  (Gen  25  24; 
Ex  1  19,  etc).  In  the  NT  this  sense  is  borne  by 
TiKTu,,tlkid(Ui  1  57;  2  6;  Rev  12  2A),mdy€Ppdu, 
genndo  (Jn  16  21). 

In  RV  there  are  many  changes,  such  as,  for  "de- 
liver," "restore"  (Gen  37  22;  40  13;  Ex  22  26; 
Dt  24  13);  for  "deUvered,"  "defended"  (1  Ch 
11  14);  for  "cannot  deliver  thee,"  "neither  .... 
turn  thee  aside"  (Job  86  18);  for  "betray," 
"betrayed"  we  have  "deliver,"  "delivered  up,"  etc 
(Mt  10  4  m;  Mk  18  12;  14  lOf;  Lk  21  16): 
for  "deUvered  into  chains,"  "committed  to  pits 
(2  Pet  2  4,  m  "some  ancient  authorities  read 
chains";  cf  Wisd  17  17):  "Deliver  us  from  evil," 
omitted  in  Lk  11  4,  m  Many  ancient  authorities 
add  but  deliver  ua  from  the  evil  one  (or,  from 
evil)."  W.  L.  Walkbb 

DELOS,  de'los  (Al^os,  DUos):  An  island,  now 
deserted,  one  of  the  Cyclades  in  the  Aegaean  Sea, 
about  3  miles  long  and  1  mile  broad,  with  a  rocky 
mountain  (Cynthus)  several  hundred  feet  high 
in  the  center.  In  antiquity  Delos  enjoved  great 
prosperity.  According  to  Gr  legend  the  island 
once  floated  on  the  surface  of  the  water,  until 
Poseidon  fastened  it  on  four  diamond  pillars  for 
the  wandering  Leto,  who,  like  lo,  was  pursued  by 
the  vengeful  Hera.  It  was  here  that  Apollo  and 
Artemis  were  bom:  hence  the  island  was  sacred, 
and  became  one  oi  the  chief  seats  of  worship  of 
the  two  deities.  Numerous  temples  embellished 
Delos.  The  most  magnificent  was  that  of  Apollo, 
which  contained  a  colossal  statue  of  the  god,  a 
dedicatory  offering  of  the  Naxians.  This  temple 
was  a  sanctuary  visited  by  all  the  Greeks,  who 
came  from  far  and  near  to  worship  at  the  deity's 
shrine.  There  was  a  Dorian  peripteral  temple 
in  Delos  from  the  beginning  of  the  4th  cent.  BC. 
To  the  N.  was  a  remarkable  altar  composed  entirely 
of  ox-horns.  Tlie  various  Ionian  cities  sent  sacred 
embassies  (theoriai)  with  rich  offerings.  There 
was  also  a  celebrated  oracle  in  Delos  which  was 
accounted  one  of  the  most  trustworthy  in  the  world. 
Every  five  years  the  famous  Delian  festival  was 
celebrated  with  prophecies,  athletic  contests  and 
games  of  every  kind.  All  the  nations  of  Greece 
participated. 

The  earUest  inhabitants  of  Delos  were  Carians; 
but  about  1000  BC  the  island  was  occupied  by 
lonians.  For  a  long  time  it  enjoyed  independence. 
In  478  Delos  was  chosen  as  the  place  for  the  con- 
vention of  the  representatives  of  the  Gr  states  for 
deliberation  about  means  for  defence  against  Persia. 
Tlie  treasury  of  the  Athenian  Confederacy  was  kept 
here  alter  476.  The  island  became  independent 
of  Athens  in  454.  During  the  2d  and  1st  cents. 
BC  it  became  one  of  the  cmef  ports  of  the  Aegaean. 
This  was  partly  due  to  its  location,  and  partly  to 
the  fact  that  the  Romans,  after  190  BC,  favored 
the  island  as  a  rival  to  the  sea-power  of  Rhodes. 
In  166  Delos  was  given  to  Athens;  the  inhabitants 
fled  to  Achaea,  and  the  island  was  colonized  by 
Athenians,  together  with  Romans. 

The  ruins  of  the  city  of  Delos,  which  became  a 
flourishing  commercial  port,  are  to  the  N.  of  the 
temple.  It  became  the  center  of  trade  between 
Alexandria  and  the  Black  Sea,  and  was  for  a  long 
time  one  of  the  chief  slave  markets  of  the  Gr  world. 
But  Delos  received  a  severe  blow,  from  which  it 
never  recovered,  in  the  war  between  Rome  and 
Mithridates.  The  latter's  general  landed  in  88  BC 
and  massacred  many,  and  sold  the  remainder 
of  the  defenceless  people,  and  sacked  and  destroyed 
the  city  together  with  the  temple  and  its  countless 
treasures.  At  the  conclusion  of  peace  (84)  Delos 
came  into  the  possession  of  the  Romans,  who  later 


gave  it  back  to  Athens.  Under  the  Empire  the 
island  lost  its  importance  entirely. 

Delos  was  one  of  the  states  to  which  Rome 
addressed  letters  in  behalf  of  the  Jews  (138-137  BC; 
see  1  Mace  16  16-23).  Among  those  who  came 
to  Delos  from  the  East  must  have  been  many  of 
this  nation.  Jos  cites  in  full  a  decree  passed  in 
Delos  which  confirmed  the  Jewish  exemption  from 
military  service  {Ant,  XIV,  x,  4). 

The  excavations  of  the  French  have  laid  bare 
8  temples  within  the  sacred  inclosure  (Apollo, 
Artemis,  Dionysus).  Numerous  statues,  dating 
from  the  earliest  times  of  Gr  art  down  to  the  latest, 
have  been  discovered;  also  2,000  inscriptions, 
among  which  was  an  inventory  of  the  temple 
treasure. 

By  the  side  of  Delos,  across  a  very  narrow  strait, 
lies  Kheneia,  another  island  which  was  the  burying- 
ground  of  Delos;  for  on  the  sacred  isle  neither 
births,  deaths  nor  burials  were  permitted.  In  426 
HC  Ue\o8  was  "purified"  by  the  Athenians — by  the 
removal  of  the  bodies  that  had  been  interred  there 
previously. 

LiTSRATURi:. — Lebdgue,  Recherehea  aur  Diloa  (Paris. 
1876);  Y.  V.  SchOffer.  De  Deli  Inaulae  rebua,  Berliner 
Studien  fUr  klaaa.  Phil.  (Berlin.  1889);  Homolle.  S. 
Reinach  and  others,  in  the  Bulletin  de  correap.  HelUn. 
(VI.  1-167;  VII.  103-26,  329-73;  VIII.  76-158;  XIV, 
389-511;  XV.  113-4>8);  KovooWq,  Arckitea  del' irUendance 
aacrie  d  Diloa;  Jebb.  Journal  of  Hellenic  Studiea  (1880). 
7-62. 

J.  E.  Habrt 
DELUGE,  del'Aj,  OF  NOAH,  THE: 

1.  The  Biblical  Account 

2.  "  Noah's  Log  Book" 

3.  The  Egyptian  Tradition 

4.  The  Indian 

5.  The  Chinese 

6.  The  Greek 

7.  The  British 

8.  The  American  Indian  Traditions 

9.  The  Babylonian  Tradition 

10.  Cuneiform  Tablets 

11.  Was  the  Flood  Universal? 

The  means  described  in  Gen  6-8  by  which  the 
Lord  destroyed,  on  account  of  their  wickedness,  all 

the  members  of  the  human  race  except 
1.  The  Noah  and  his  family.    According  to 

Biblical  the  account,  Noah  was  warned  of  the 
Account        event    120    years    before    (Gen  6  3: 

1  Pet  3  20;  2  Pet  2  5).  During  all 
this  time  he  is  said  to  have  been  a  "preacher  of 
righteousness''  "while  the  ark  was  a  preparing/'  when 
we  may  well  suppose  (according  to  the  theorv  to  be 
presently  propounded)  the  physical  events  leading 
up  to  the  nnal  catastrophe  may  have  given  point  to 
his  preaching.  When  the  catastrophe  came,  the 
physical  means  employed  were  twofold,  namely, 
the  breaking  up  of  the  "fountains  of  the  great 
deep"  and  the  opening  of  "the  windows  of  heaven" 
(Gen  7  11).  But  the  rain  is  spoken  of  as  continu- 
ing as  a  main  cause  only  40  days,  while  the  waters 
continued  to  prevail  for  150  days  (ver  24),  when 
(8  2.3)  "the  fountains  also  of  the  deep  and  the 
windows  of  heaven  were  stopped,  and  the  rain 
from  heaven  was  restrained;  and  the  waters 
returned  from  off  the  earth  continually,"  so  that 
after  10  months  the  ark  rested  upon  "the  mountains 
of  Ararat"  (not  the  peak  of  Mount  Ararat,  but  the 
highlands  of  Armenia  in  the  upper  part  of  the 
valley  of  the  Euphrates  and  Tigris;  see  Ararat). 
Here  it  rested  40  days  before  the  water  subsid^ 
sufficiently  to  suggest  disembarking,  when  a  raven 
(which  could  easuy  find  its  food  on  the  carcases 
of  the  animals  which  had  been  destroyed)  was  sent 
forth,  and  did  not  return  (ver  7);  but  a  dove  sent 
out  at  the  same  time  found  no  rest  and  returned 
empty  to  the  ark  (ver  9).  After  7  days,  however^  it 
was  sent  out  again  and  returned  with  a  fresh  ohve 
leaf  (ver  11).    After  7  days  more  the  dove  was  sent 
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forth  a^ain  and  did  not  return.    After  56  days  more 

of  waiting  Noah  and  his  family  departed  from  the 

ark.    The  following  are  the  leading 

2.  '^  Noah's  points  in  the  story  which  has  been 
Log  Book"    appropriately  styl^  by  Sir  William 

Dawson  "Noah's  log  book"  (see  S.  E. 
Bishop's  art.  in  Bib.  Sac,  [1906],  510-17,  and  Rev. 
Joseph  B.  Davidson  in  the  author's  Scientific  Con- 
firmaiums  of  OT  History,  180-84). 

"Noah's  Loo  Book*'  Knmhor 

Month     Dar  of  Dayi 

2  17     All  enter  the  ark;   God  shuts  the  door. 

Rains  fall.    Floods  pour  in  from  sea.       40 
Aric  floats.    Ark  sails  swiftly. 

3  27     Rain  stops.    Floods  keep  pouring  in  and 

water  rising 110 

7  17    Ark   touches  bottom   on   top  of  high 

mountains  and  stays  there.    Waters 
stop  rising.     Water  stationary 40 

8  27     Waters  begin  to  settle.     Settle  fifteen 

cubits  in 34 

10  1     Ark  left  on  dry  land.     Waters  continue 

to  settle.     Noah  waits 40 

11  11     Noah  sends  out  a  raven.     It  returns 

not.    Waters  settle.    Noah  waits 7 

11         18    Noah  sends  out  a  dove.     It  returns. 

Waters  settle.     Noah  waits 7 

11  25    Noah   sends   out   dove   again.     Dove 

brings  an  olive  leaf  Just  grown.    Wa- 
ters settle.    Noah  waits 7 

12  2     Noah  sends  out  dove  again.     It  returns 

not.    Waters  settle.    Noah  waits ...       20 

1  1     Noah  removes  covering,  looks  all  around. 

No  water  can  be  seen.     Ground  dries 

up.    Noah  waits 56 

2  27     God  opens  the  door,  and    says,   "Go 

forth."     Total  time  of  flood 370 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  there  is  no  need  of  sup- 
posing anv  duplication  and  overlapping  of  accounts 
m  the  Bib.  story.  There  is  continual  progress  in 
the  account  from  beginning  to  end,  with  only  such 
repetitions  for  literary  effect  as  we  are  familiar  with 
in  oriental  writings.  In  Gen  6  5 — 7  13  the  wicked- 
ness of  the  world  is  assigned  as  the  rea£K)n  which 
prevailed  in  the  Divine  counsels  for  bringing  about 
the  contemplated  catastrophe.  While  emphasizing 
the  righteousness  of  Noah  which  led  to  his  preserva- 
tion, o  13-21  contains  the  direction  for  the  making 
of  the  ark  and  of  the  preparations  to  bring  into 
it  a  certain  number  of  animals.  This  preparation 
having  been  made,  the  order  was  given  (7  1-4)  for 
the  embarkation  which  (ver  5)  was  duly  accom- 
plished. We  are  then  told  that  Noah  and  his 
family,  and  beasts  both  clean  and  unclean,  were 
shut  up  in  the  ark  during  the  prevalence  of  the 
water  and  its  final  subsidence.  Altogether  the 
account  is  most  graphic  and  impressive  (see  W.  H. 
Green,  UrvUv  of  the  Book  of  Genesis,  83  ff). 

Compared  with  other  traditions  of  the  Deluge, 
the  Bib.  account  appears  in  a  most  favorable  light, 
while  the  general  prevalence  of  such  traditions 
strongly  co^rms  the  reality  of  the  Bib.  story. 

An  f^gyp  legend  of  the  i>eluge  is  referred  to  in 

Plato's  TimaeuSj  where  the  gods  are  said  to  have 

purified  the  earth  by  a  great  flood  of 

3.  The  water  from  which  only  a  few  shepherds 
Egyptian       escaped  by  climbing  to  the  summit  of 
Tradition      a  high  moimtain.    In  the  Egyp  docu- 
ments themselves,  however,  we  find 

only  that  Ra'  the  creator,  on  account  of  the  insolence 
of  man,  proceeded  to  exterminate  him  by  a  deluge 
of  blood  which  flowed  up  to  Heliopolis,  the  home  of 
the  gods;  but  the  heinousness  of  the  deed  so  affected 
him  that  he  repented  and  swore  never  more  to 
destroy  mankind. 

In  Indian  mythology  there  is  no  reference  to 

the  Flood  in  the  Rig  Veda,  but  in  the  laws  of  Manu 

we  are  told  that  a  fish  said  to  Manu, 

4.  The  ''A   deluge   will  sweep   all   creatures 

Indian  away Build  a  vessel  and  wor- 

Tradition      ship  me.    When  the  waters  rise  enter 

the  vessel  and  I  will  save  thee 

When  the  Deluge  came,  he  had  entered  the  ves- 


sel  Manu  fastened  the  cable  of  the  ship 

to  the  horn  of  the  fish,  by  which  means  the  latter 
made  it  pass  over  the  moimtains  of  the  North.  The 
fish  said:  'I  have  saved  thee;  fasten  the  vessel  to  a 
tree  that  the  water  may  not  sweep  it  away  while 
thou  art  in  the  mountain;  and  in  proportion  as 
the  waters  decrease,  thou  shalt  descend.'  Manu 
descended  with  the  waters,  and  this  is  what  is 
called  the  Descent  of  Manu  on  the  mountains  of 
the  North.  The  Deluge  had  carried  away  all 
creatures,  and  Manu  remained  alone"  (tr^  by  Max 
MQller). 

The  Chinese  tradition  is  embodied  in  sublime 
language  in  their  book  of  lA-Ki:   "And  now  the 

pillars  of  heaven  were  broken,  the 
6.  The  earth  shook  to  its  very  foundation; 

Chinese  the  sun  and  the  stars  changed  their 
Tradition      motions;   the  earth  fell  to  pieces,  and 

the  waters  enclosed  within  its  bosom 
burst  forth  with  violence,  and  overflowed.  Man 
having  rebelled  against  heaven,  the  system  of  the 
universe  was  totally  disordered,  and  the  grand  har- 
mony of  nature  aestroyed.  All  these  evils  arose 
from  man's  despising  the  supreme  power  of  the  uni- 
verse. He  fixed  his  looks  upon  terrestrial  objects 
and  loved  them  to  excess,  until  gradually  he  became 
transformed  into  the  objects  which  he  loved,  and 
celestial  reason  entirely  abandoned  him." 

The   Greeksj   according   to   Plutarch,   had  five 
different  traditions  of  the  Delude,  that  ot  Deucalion 

being  the  most  important.     Accord- 

6.  The  ing  to  this,  Prometheus  warned  his  son 
Greek  Deucalion  of  the  flood  which  Zeus 
Tradition       had  resolved  to  bring  upon  the  earth 

by  reason  of  its  wickedness.  Accord- 
in^y  Deucalion  constructed  an  ark  and  took  refuge 
in  it,  but  with  his  vessel  was  stranded  on  Mount 
Parnassus  in  Thessaly,  whereupon  they  disembarked 
and  repeopled  the  earth  by  the  fantastic  process 
revealed  to  them  by  the  goddess  Themis  of  throwing 
stones  about  them,  those  which  Deucalion  threw 
becoming  men  and  those  which  Pyrrha  threw 
becoming  women.  Lucian's  form  of  the  legend, 
however,  is  less  fantastic  and  more  nearly  in  line 
with  Sem  tradition.  In  the  Gr  legend  as  in  the 
Sem,  a  dove  is  sent  forth  which  returns  both  a  first 
and  a  second  time,  its  feet  being  tinged  ^ath  mud 
the  second  time,  intimating  the  abatement  of  the 
flood.  But  neither  Homer  nor  Hesiod  have  this 
tradition.  Probably  it  was  borrowed  from  the 
Semites  or  the  Hindus.  » 

In  Britain  there  is  a  Druid  legend  that  on  account 
of  the  profligacy  of  mankind,  the  Supreme  Being 

sent  a  flood  upon  the  earth  when  "the 

7.  The  waves  of  the  sea  lifted  themselves  on 
Britiah  high  roimd  the  border  of  Britain. 
Tradition      The  rain  poured  down  from  heaven 

and  the  waters  covered  the  earth." 
But  the  patriarch,  distinguished  for  his  integrity, 
had  been  shut  up  with  a  select  company  in  a  stronc 
ship  which  bore  them  safely  iipon  the  summit  of 
the  waters  (Ed.  Davies  in  ms  Mythology  and  Rites 
of  Brilisk  Druids),  From  these  the  world  was 
again  repeopled.  There  are  various  forms  of  this 
legend  but  tney  all  agree  in  substance. 

Among  the  American  Indians  traditions  of  the 
Deluge  were  found  by  travelers  to  be  widely  dis- 

scminatea.    Mr.  Catlin  says,  "Amone 

8.  American  the  120  different  tribes  which  I  visited 
Indian  in  North.  South,  and  Central  America, 
Traditions     not  a  tribe  exists  that  has  not  related 

to  me  distinct  or  vague  traditions  of 
such  a  calamity,  in  which  one,  or  three,  or  eight 
persons  were  saved  above  the  waters  upon  the  top 
of  a  high  mountain"  (quoted  by  Wm.  Restelle  in 
Bib.  Sac.  [January,  1907],  157).  While  many,  per- 
haps most,  of  these  traditions  bear  the  stamp  of 
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Christian  influence  through  the  early  missionaries, 
the  Mexican  legend  bears  evident  marks  of  original- 
ity. According  to  it  the  4th  age  was  one  of  water j 
when  all  men  w^re  turned  into  fishes  except  Tezpi 
and  his  wife  Hochiquetzal  and  their  children,  who 
with  many  animals  took  refuge  in  a  ship  which 
sailed  safely  over  the  tumultuous  waters  which 
overwhelmed  liie  earth.  When  the  flood  subsided 
the  ship  stranded  on  Moimt  Cohuacan,  whereupon 
he  sent  forth  a  vulture  which  did  not  return,  and 
then  a  humming  bird  which  returned  with  some 
leaves  in  its  beak.  The  Peruvian  story  differs 
from  this  in  many  particulars.  According  to  it  a 
single  man  and  woman  took  refuge  in  a  box  and 
floated  hundreds  of  miles  from  Cuzco  to  an  imknown 
land  where  they  made  clay  images  of  all  races,  and 
animated  them. 

The  Moravian  missionary  Cranz,  in  his  History 
of  Greerdandy  says  that  ''the  first  missionaries  among 
the  Greenlanders  found  a  tolerably  distinct  tra- 
dition of  the  Deluge''  to  the  effect  that  "the  earth 
was  once  tilted  over  and  all  men  were  drowned'' 
except  one  "who  smote  afterward  upon  the  ground 
with  a  stick  and  thence  came  out  a  woman  with 
whom  he  peopled  the  earth  again."  Moreover, 
the  Greenlanders  point  to  the  remains  of  fishes  and 
bones  of  a  whale  on  high  mountains  where  men 
never  could  have  dwelt,  as  proof  that  the  earth  was 
once  flooded.  Among  the  North  American  Indians 
generally  legends  of  the  Deluge  are  so  embellished 
that  they  become  extremely  fantastic,  but  in  many 
of  them  there  are  peculiarities  which  point  unques- 
tionably to  a  common  origin  of  extreme  antiquity. 

The  unprejudiced  reader  cannot  rise  from  the 
study  of  the  subject  without  agreeing  in  general 
with  IVanQois  Lenormant,  who  writes:  "As  the 
case  now  stands,  we  do  not  hesitate  to  declare  that, 
far  from  being  a  myth,  the  Bib.  Deluge  is  a  real  and 
historical  fact,  having,  to  say  the  least,  left  its 
impress  on  the  ancestors  of  three  races — Aryan, 
or  Indo-European,  Sem,  or  Syrio-Arabian,  Chamitic, 
or  Kushite — that  is  to  say  on  the  three  ^reat  civi- 
lized races  of  the  ancient  world,  those  which  consti- 
tute the  higher  humanity — before  the  ancestors 
of  these  races  had  as  yet  separated,  and  in  the  part 
of  Asia  together  inhabited'  {Contemporary  Review, 
November,  1879). 

The  most  instructive  of  these  traditions  are  those 
which  have  come  down  to  us  from  Babylonia,  which 
until  recently  were  known  to  us  only 
9.  The  through  the  Or  historian  Berosus  of 

Babylonian  the  4tn  cent.  BC,  who  narrates  that  a 
Tradition  great  deluge  happened  at  some  indefi- 
nite time  in  the  past  during  the  reign 
of  Xisuthrus,  son  of  Ardates.  Xisuthrus  was 
warned  beforehand  by  the  deity  Cronos,  and  told 
to  build  a  ship  and  take  with  him  his  friends  and 
relations  and  all  the  different  animals  with  all 
necessary  food  and  trust  himself  fearlessly  to  the 
deep,  whereupon  he  built  "a  vess<el  5  stadia  [3,000 
ft.]  long  and  2  stadia  [1,200  ft.]  broad."  After  the 
flood  subsided  Xisuthrus,  like  Noah,  sent  out  birds 
which  returned  to  him  again.  After  waiting  some 
days  and  sending  them  out  a  second  time,  they 
returned  with  their  feet  tineed  with  mud.  Upon 
the  third  trial  they  returned  no  more,  whereupon 
they  disembarked  and  Xisuthrus  with  his  wife, 
daughter  and  pilot  offered  sacrifice  to  the  gods  and 
were  translated  to  live  with  the  gods.  It  was 
found  that  the  place  where  thev  were  was  "the  land 
of  Armenia,"  but  they  were  told  to  return  to  Baby- 
lon. Berosus  concluded  his  account  by  saying 
that  "the  vessel  being  thus  stranded  in  Armenia, 
some  part  of  it  yet  remains  in  the  Corcyraean 
mountains." 

An  earlier  and  far  more  important  tradition  was 
found  inscribed  on  cuneiform  tablets  in  Babylonia 


dating  from  3000  BC.  These  were  discovered  by 
George  Smith  in  1870  and  filled  as  many  as  180 

lines.  The  human  hero  of  the  account, 
10.  Cune-  corresponding  to  Noah  of  the  Bible 
iform  and   Xisuthrus  of  Berosus,  is  Gil^a- 

Tablets         mesh,  who  lived  in  ShurippiJ^,  a  city 

full  of  violence,  on  the  banks  of  the 
Euphrates.  He  was  warned  of  an  approaching  flood 
and  exhorted  to  pull  down  his  house  and  build 
a  ship  and  cause  "seed  of  life  of  every  sort  to  go 
up  into  it."  The  ship,  he  says,  was  to  be  "exact 
in  its  dimensions,  equal  in  its  breadth  and  its 

length Its  sides  were  140  cubits  high,  the 

border   of   its   top    equaled    140   cubits I 

constructed  it  in  6  stories,  dividing  it  into  7  com- 

Eartments.     Its  floors   I   divided   into   9    cham- 
ers I  chose  a  mast  (or  rudder  pole),  and 

supplied  what  was  necessary.  Six  sars  of  bitumen 
I  poured  over  the  outside;  three  sars  of  bitumen 
over  the  inside."  After  embarking,  the  storm 
broke  with  fearful  violence  and  the  steering  of 
the  ship  was  handed  over  to  Bezur-Bel,  the  ship 
man.  But  amidst  the  roll  of  thunder  and  the 
march  of  mountain  waves  the  helm  was  wrenched 
from  the  pilot's  hands  and  the  pouring  rain  and  the 
lightning  flashes  dismayed  all  hearts.  "Like  a 
battle  <£arge  upon  mankind"  the  water  rushed  so 
that  the  gods  even  were  dismayed  at  the  flood  and 
cowered  like  dogs,  taking  refuge  in  the  heaven  of 
Anu  while  Ishtar  screamed  like  a  woman  in  travidl, 
and  repenting  of  her  anger,  resolved  to  save  a  few 
and  "to  give  oirth  to  my  people"  till  like  "the  fry 
of  fishes  they  fill  the  sea."  The  ship  was  therefore 
turned  to  the  country  of  Nizir  (Armenia). 

It  is  worthy  of  notice  that  the  cuneiform  tablet 
exhibits  as  much  variety  of  style  as  does  the  Bib. 
account.  Plain  narrative  and  rhetorical  prose 
are  intermingled  in  both  accoimts,  a  fact  which 
effectually  disposes  of  the  critical  theory  which 
regards  the  Bio.  account  as  a  clumsy  combination 
made  in  later  times  by  piecing  together  two  or  more 
independent  traditions.  Evidently  the  piecing  to- 
gether, if  there  was  any,  had  been  accomplished  early 
m  Bab  history.    See  Babylonia  and  Assyria. 

On  companng  the  Bib.  accoimt  with  that  of  the 
cuneiform  tablets,  the  following  similarities  and 
contrasts  are  brought  to  light: 

(1)  That  the  cuneiform  inscription  is  from  start 
to  finish  polytheistic  (11.  3-17),  whereas  the  narra- 
tive in  Gen  is  monotheistic. 

(2)  The  cimeiform  agrees  with  the  Bib.  narra- 
tive in  making  the  Deluge  a  Divine  punishment  for 
the  wickedness  of  the  world  (11.  5,  6). 

(3)  The  names  differ  to  a  degree  that  is  irrecon- 
cilable with  our  present  knowledge. 

(4)  The  dimensions  of  the  ark  as  given  in  Gen 
(6  15)  are  reasonable,  while  those  of  Berosus  and 
the  cimeiform  tablets  are  unreasonable.  Accord- 
ing to  Gen,  the  ark  was  300  cubits  (562)  ft.)  long, 
50  cubits  (93}  ft.)  wide,  and  30  cubits  (56i  ft.)  deep, 
which  are  the  natural  proportions  for  a  ship  ot 
that  size,  being  in  fact  very  close  to  those  of  the 
great  steamers  which  are  now  constructed  to  cross 
the  Atlantic.  The  "Celtic"  of  the  White  Star  line, 
built  in  1901.  is  700  ft.  long,  75  ft.  wide  and  49}  ft. 
deep.  The  aimensions  of  the  "Great  Eastern,"  built 
in  1858  (692  ft.  long,  83  ft.  broad,  and  58  ft.  deep), 
are  still  closer  to  those  of  the  ark.  The  cuneiform 
tablets  represent  the  length,  width  and  depth  each 
as  140  cubits  (262  ft.)  (11.  22,  23,  38-41),  the  dimen- 
sions of  an  entirely  unseaworthy  structure.  Accord- 
ing to  Berosus.  it  was  5  stadia  (3,000  ft.)  and  2 
stadia  (1,200  ft.)  broad;  while  Origen  (AgainM  Cel- 
8U8f  4.41),  represented  it  to  be  135,000  ft.  (25  miles) 
long,  and  3,750  ft.  (}  mile)  wide. 

(5)  In  the  Bib.  account,  nothing  is  introduced 
conflicting  with  the  sublime  conception  of  holiness 
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and  the  peculiar  combinatioii  of  justice  and  mercy 
ascribed  to  God  throughout  the  Bible,  and  illus- 
trated in  the  general  scheme  of  providential  govern- 
ment manifest  in  the  order  of  Nature  and  in  histor]^; 
while^  in  the  cuneiform  tablets,  the  Deluge  is 
occasioned  by  a  quarrel  among  tne  gods,  and  the 
few  survivors  escape,  not  by  reason  of  a  merciful 
plan,  but  by  a  mistake  which  aroused  the  anger  of 
Bel  (U.  146-60). 

(6)  In  all  the  accounts,  the  ark  is  represented  as 
floating  up  stream.  According  to  Gen.  it  was  not, 
as  is  usually  tr*^,  on  ''Mount  Ararat"  (8  4),  but  in 
the  ''mountains  of  Ararat,''  designating  an  indefinite 
region  in  Armenia  upon  which  the  ark  rested; 
according  to  the  inscriptions,  it  was  in  Nizir  (U. 
115-20),  a  region  which  is  watered  by  the  Zab  and 
the  Tomadus;  while,  according  to  Berosus,  it  was 
on  the  Corcyraean  Mountains,  mcluded  in  the  same 
indefinite  area.  In  all  three  cases,  its  resting-place 
is  in  the  direction  of  the  headwaters  of  the  Euphrates 
valley,  while  the  scene  of  the  building  is  clearly  laid 
in  the  lower  part  of  the  valley. 

(7)  Again,  in  the  Bib.  narrative,  the  spread  of 
the  water  floating  the  ark  is  represented  to  have 
been  occasioned,  not  so  much  by  the  rain  which  fell, 
as  by  the  breaking-up  of  "all  the  fountains  of  the 
great  deep"  (7  11),  which  very  naturally  describes 
phenomena  connected  with  one  of  the  extensive 
downward  movements  of  the  earth's  crust  with 
which  geologv  has  made  us  familiar.  The  sinking 
of  the  land  below  the  level  of  the  ocean  is  equivalent, 
in  its  effects,  to  the  rising  of  the  water  above  it, 
and  is  accuratel^r  expressed  by  the  phrases  used  in 
the  sacred  narrative.  This  appears,  not  only  in  the 
language  concerning  the  breaking-up  of  the  great 
deep  which  describes  the  comin^-on  of  the  Flood, 
but  also  in  the  description  of  its  termination,  in 
which  it  is  said,  that  the  "fountains  also  of  the 
deep  •  .  •  •  were  stopped,  ....  and  the  waters 
returned  from  off  the  earth  continually"  (8  2.3). 
Nothing  is  said  of  this  in  the  other  accounts. 

(8)  The  cuneiform  tablets  agree  in  general  with 
the  two  other  accounts  respecting  the  collecting 
of  the  animals  for  preservation,  but  differ  from 
Gen  in  not  mentioning  the  sevens  of  clean  animals 
and  in  including  others  beside  the  family  of  the 
builder  (11.  66-69). 

(9)  The  cimeiform  inscription  is  peculiar  in 
providing  the  structure  with  a  mast,  and  putting  it 
m  charge  of  a  pilot  (11. 45, 70, 71). 

(10)  The  accoimts  differ  decidedly  in  the  dura- 
tion of  the  Flood.  According  to  the  ordinary  inter- 
pretation of  the  Bib.  account,  the  Deluge  continued 
a  year  and  17  da^:  whereas,  according  to  the 
cundform  tablets,  it  lasted  only  14  days  (11.  108- 
7,    117-22). 

(11)  All  accounts  agree  in  sending  out  birds;  but, 
according  to  Gen  (8  8)  a  raven  was  first  sent  out, 
and  then  in  succession  two  doves  (8  8-12) ;  while 
the  cuneiform  inscription  mentions  the  dove  and 
the  raven  in  reverse  order  from  Gen,  and  adds  a 
swallow  ni.  121-30). 

(12)  All  accounts  agree  in  the  building  of  an  altar 
and  offering  a  samfice  after  leaving;  the  ark.  But 
the  cuneiform  inscription  is  overlaid  with  a  poly- 
theistic coloring:  "The  gods  like  flies  swarmed 
about  the  sacrifices"  (11.  132-43). 

^  (13)  According  to  the  Bib.  accoimt,  Noah  sur- 
vived the  Flood  for  a  long  time;  whereas  Ntlh- 
napishtim  and  his  wife  were  at  once  deified  and  taken 
to  heaven  01. 177-80). 

(14)  Both  accounts  agree  in  sa3rine  that  the 
human  race  is  not  again  to  be  destroyed  by  a  flood 
(Gen  9  11;  11.  162-69). 

Close  inspection  of  these  peculiarities  makes  it 
evident  that  the  narrative  in  Gen  carries  upon  its 
face  an  appearance  of  reality  not  found  in  the  other 


accounts.  It  is  scarcely  possible  that  the  reason- 
able dimensions  of  the  ark,  its  floating  up  stream, 
and  the  references  to  the  breaking-up  of  the  foim- 
tains  of  the  great  deep  should  have  oeen  hit  upon 
by  accident.  It  is  in  the  highest  degree  improbable 
that  correct  statements  of  such  imobvious  facts 
should  be  due  to  the  accident  of  legendary  guess- 
work. At  the  same  time,  the  duration  (H  the 
Deluge,  according  to  Gen,  affords  opportunitv  for  a 
gradual  progress  of  events  which  best  accords  with 
scientific  conceptions  of  geological  movements. 
If,  as  the  most  probable  interpretation  would  imply, 
the  water  began  to  recede  after  150  days  from  the 
beginning  of  the  Flood  and  fell  15  cubits  in  74  da^, 
that  would  only  be  3}  inches  per  day — a  rate  which 
would  be  imperceptible  to  an  ordinary  observer. 
Nor  is  it  necessary  to  suppose  that  the  entire  flooded 
area  was  uncovered  when  Noah  disembarked.  The 
emergence  of  the  land  may  have  continued  for  an 
indefinite  period,  permitting  the  prevailing  water 
to  modify  the  climate  of  all  western  and  central 
Asia  for  many  cents.  Evidence  that  this  was  the 
case  will  be  foimd  in  a  later  paragraph. 
•  In  considering  the  credibility  of  the  Bib.  story 
we  encounter  at  the  outset  the  question  whether 
the  narrative  compels  us  to  believe  the 
11.  Was  Flood  to  have  oeen  universal.  In 
the  Flood  answer,  it  is  sufficient  to  suggest  that 
Universal?  since  tne  purpose  of  the  judgment  was 
the  destruction  of  the  human  race,  all 
the  universality  which  it  is  necessary  to  infer  from 
the  language  would  be  only  such  as  was  sufficient  to 
accomplish  that  object.  If  man  was  at  that  time 
limited  to  the  Euphrates  valley,  the  submergence 
of  that  area  would  meet  all  the  necessary  conditions. 
Such  a  limitation  is  more  easily  accepted  from  the 
fact  that  general  phrases  like  '  Evervbody  knows/' 
"The  whole  country  was  aroused.'*^  are  never  m 
literature  literally  mterpreted.  When  it  is  said 
(Gen  41  54-57)  that  the  famine  was  "in  all  lands," 
and  over  "all  the  face  of  the  earth,"  and  that  "all 
countries  came  into  Eg3rpt  ....  to  buy  grain," 
no  one  supposes  that  it  is  intended  to  imply  that 
the  irrigated  plains  of  Babylonia,  from  which  the 
patriarchs  had  emigrated,  were  suffering  from 
drought  like  Pal.  (For  other  examples  of  the 
famihar  .use  of  this  h3rperbole,  see  Dt  2  25;  Job 
37  3;    Acts  2  25;    Rom  1  8.) 

As  to  the  extent  to  which  the  human  race  was 
spread  over  the  earth  at  the  time  of  the  Flood,  two 
suppositions  are  possible.  First,  that  of  Hush 
Miller  (Testimony  of  the  Rocks)  that,  owing  to  the 
shortness  of  the  antediluvian  chronologv,  and  the 
violence  and  moral  corruption  of  the  people,  popula- 
tion had  not  spread  beyond  the  boundary  ox  western 
Asia.  An  insuperable  objection  to  this  theory  is 
that  the  later  discoveries  have  brought  to  light 
remains  of  prehistoric  man  from  all  over  the  northern 
hemisphere,  showing  that  long  before  the  time  of 
the  Flood  he  had  become  widely  scattered. 

Another  theory,  supported  by  much  evidence, 
is  that,  in  connection  with  the  enormous  physical 
changes  in  the  earth's  surface  during  the  closing 
scenes  of  the  Glacial  epoch,  man  had  perished  from 
off  the  face  of  the  earth  except  in  the  valley  of  the 
Euphrates,  and  that  the  Noachian  Deluge  is  the 
final  catastrophe  in  that  series  of  destructive  events 
(see  Antediluvians).  The  facts  concerning  the 
Glacial  epoch  naturally  lead  up  to  this  conclusion. 
For  during  the  entire  epoch,  and  esp.  at  its  close, 
the  conditions  affecting  the  level  of  the  land  sur- 
faces of  the  northern  Hemisphere  were  extremely 
abnormal,  and  continued  so  until  some  time  after 
man  had  appeared  on  the  earth. 

The  Glacial  epoch  followed  upon,  and  probably 
was  a  consequence  of,  an  extensive  elevation  of  all 
the  land  sunaces  of  the  northern   hemisphere  at 
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the  close^  of  the  Tertiary  period.  This  elevation 
was  certainly  as  much  as  2,000  ft.  over  the  northern 
part  of  the  United  States,  and  over  Canada  and 
Northern  Europe.  Snow  accumulated  over  this 
high  land  until  the  ice  formed  by  it  was  certainly 
a  mile  thick,  and  some  of  the  b^t  authorities  sa^ 
2)  or  even  3  miles.  The  surface  over  which  this 
was  spread  amounted  to  2,000,000  sq.  miles  in 
Europe  and  4,000,000  in  North  America.  The 
total  amount  of  the  accumulation  would  therefore 
be  6,000,000  cubic  miles  at  the  lowest  calculation, 
or  twice  or  three  times  that  amoimt  if  the  largest 
estimates  are  accepted.  (For  detailed  evidence 
see  Wright,  Ice  Age  in  North  America,  5th  ed.) 
But  in  either  case  the  transference  of  so  much 
weight  from  the  ocean  beds  to  the  land  surfaces 
of  the  northern  hemisphere  brings  into  the  problem  a 
physical  force  sufficient  to  produce  incalculable 
effecto.  The  weight  of  6,000,000  cubic  miles  of 
ice  would  be  twenty-four  thousand  million  million 
(24,000,000,000,000,000)  tons,  which  is  equal  to 
that  of  the  entire  North  American  continent  above 
sea  level.  Furthermore  this  weight  was  first  re- 
moved from  the  ocean  beds^  thus  disturbing  still 
more  the  balance  of  forces  which  secure  the  stability 
of  the  land.  The  geological  evidence  is  abundant 
that  in  connection  with  the  overloading  of  the 
land  surfaces  in  the  Northern  Hemisphere,  and 
probably  by  reason  of  it,  the  glaciated  area  and  a 
considerable  margin  outside  of  it  sank  down  until 
it  was  depressed  far  below  the  present  level.  The 
post-Glaaal  depression  in  North  America  was 
certainly  600  ft.  below  sea  level  at  Montreal,  and 
several  himdred  feet  lower  farther  north.  In 
Sweden  the  post-Glacial  sea  beaches  show  a  depres- 
sion of  the  hmd  1,000  ft.  below  the  sea. 

The  evidences  of  a  long-continued  post-Glacial 
subsidence  of  the  Aral-Caspian  basin  and  much  of 
the  surroimding  area  is  equally  conclusive.  At 
lYebizond,  on  the  Black  Sea.  there  is  an  extensive 
recent  sea  beach  clinging  to  tne  precipitous  volcanic 
mountain  back  of  the  cit^r  750  ft.  above  the  present 
water  level.  The  ^avel  in  this  beach  is  so  fresh  as 
to  compel  a  belief  m  its  recent  origin,  while  it  cer- 
tainly has  been  deposited  by  a  body  oi  water  stand- 
ing at  that  elevation  after  the  rock  erosion  of  the 
re^on  had  been  almost  entirely  effected.  The 
deposit  is  about  100  ft.  thick,  and  extends  along 
the  precipitous  face  of  the  mountain  for  a  half-mile 
or  more.  So  extensive  is  it  that  it  furnishes  an 
attractive  building  place  for  a  monastery.  When 
the  water  was  hi^  enough  to  build  up  this  shore 
line,  it  would  cover  all  the  plains  of  southern  Russia, 
of  Western  Siberia  and  of  the  Aral-Caspian  depres- 
sion in  Turkestan.  Similar  terraces  of  correspond- 
ing height  are  reported  by  competent  authorities  on 
the  south  shore  of  the  Crimea  and  at  Baku,  on  the 
Caspian  Sea. 

F^irther  and  most  interesting  evidence  of  this 
post-Glacial  land  depression  is  foimd  in  the  exist- 
ence of  Arctic  seal  2,000  miles  from  the  Arctic  Ocean 
in  bodies  of  water  as  widely  separated  as  the  C^pian 
Sea,  the  Aral  Sea  and  Lake  Baikal.  Lake  Baikal 
is  now  1,500  ft.  above  sea  level.  It  is  evident, 
therefore,  that  there  must  have  been  a  recent  depres- 
sion of  the  wh<^e  area  to  admit  the  mijoration  of 
this  species  to  that  distant  locality.  There  are 
also  clear  indications  of  a  smaller  depression  around 
the  eastern  shores  of  the  Mediterranean  Sea,  where 
there  are  abandoned  sea  beaches  from  200  to  300 
ft.  above  tide,  which  abound  in  species  of  shells 
identical  with  those  now  living  nearby. 

These  are  found  in  E^rpt,  in  the  valley  of  the 
Red  Sea,  and  in  the  vicimty  of  Joppa  and  Beirht. 
I>uring  their  formation  Asia  and  Africa  must  have 
been  separated  by  a  wide  stretch  of  water  connect- 
ing the  Mediterranean  with  the  Red  Sea.    The 


effect  of  such  lingering  wide  expanses  of  water  upon 
the  climate  of  Western  Asia  must  have  been  pro- 
found, and  would  naturally  provide  those  condi- 
tions which  would  favor  the  early  development  of 
the  human  race  in  Armenia  (where  even  now  at  an 
elevation  of  5,000  ft.  the  vine  is  indigenous),  from 
which  the  second  distribution  of  majokind  is  said 
to  have  taken  place. 

Furthermore  there  is  indubitable  evidence  that 
the  rainfall  in  central  Asia  was,  at  a  comparatively 
recent  time,  immensely  greater  than  it  has  been  in 
the  historic  period,  indicating  that  gradual  passage 
from  the  conditions  connected  with  the  Deluge 
to  those  of  the  present  time,  at  which  we  have 
hinted  above.  At  the  present  time  the  evapora- 
tion over  the  Aral  Sea  is  so  great  that  two  rivers 
(the  ancient  Oxus  and  the  Jaxartes),  coming  down 
from  the  heights  of  central  Asia,  each  with  a  volume 
as  great  as  that  of  Niagara,  do  not  suffice  to  cause 
an  overflow  into  the  Caspian  Sea.  But  the  exist- 
ence of  such  an  overflow  during  the  prehistoric 
period  is  so  plain  that  it  has  been  proposed  to  utilize 
its  channel  (which  is  a  mile  wide  and  as  distinctly 
marked  as  that  of  any  living  stream)  for  a  canal. 

Owing  to  the  comparatively  brief  duration  of  the 
Noachian  Delu^  proper,  we  cannot  expect  to 
find  manv  positive  indications  of  its  occurrence. 
Nevertheless,  Professor  Prestwich  (than  whom  there 
has  been  no  higher  geological  authority  in  England 
during  the  last  cent.)  adduces  an  array  of  facts 
relating  to  Western  Europe  and  the  Mediterranean 
basin  which  cannot  be  ignored  (see  Phil,  TranB,  of 
the  Royal  Soc.  of  Lond,,  CXXIV  [1893],  90a-S4; 
SCOT  J  238-^2).  Among  these  evidences  one  of  the 
most  convincing  is  to  be  found  in  the  cave  of  San 
Cvco  at  the  base  of  the  mountains  siurounding  the 
plain  of  Palermo  in  Sicily.  In  this  cave  there 
was  found  an  immense  mass  of  the  bones  of  hippo- 
potajni  of  cdl  ages  down  to  the  foetus,  mingled  with 
a  few  of  the  deer,  ox  and  elephant.  These  were  so 
fresh  when  discovered  that  thev  were  cut  into 
ornaments  and  polished  and  still  retained  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  their  nitrogenous  matter. 
Twenty  tons  of  these  bones  were  shipped  for  com- 
mercial purposes  in  the  first  six  months  after  their 
discovery.  Evidently  the  animals  furnishing  these 
bones  had  taken  refuge  in  this  cave  to  escape  the 
rising  water  which  had  driven  them  in  from  the 
surrounding  plains  and  cooped  them  up  in  the 
amphitheater  of  mountains  during  a  gradual 
depression  of  the  land.  Similar  collections  of  bones 
are  found  in  various  ossiferous  fissures,  in  England 
and  Western  Europe,  notably  in  the  Rock  of  Gibral- 
tar and  at  Santenay,  a  few  miles  S.  of  Chalons  in 
central  France,  where  there  is  an  accumulation  of 
bones  in  fissures  1,000  ft.  above  the  sea,  similar 
in  many  respects  to  that  in  the  cave  described  at 
San  Ciro,  though  the  bones  of  hippopotami  did  not 
appear  in  these  places;  but  the  oones  of  wolves, 
bears,  horses  and  oxen,  none  of  which  had  been 
gnawed  by  camivora,  were  indiscriminately  com- 
mingled as  though  swept  in  by  all-pervading  cur- 
rents of  water.  Still  further  evidence  is  adduced 
in  the  deposits  connected  with  what  is  called  the 
rubble  drift  on  both  sides  of  the  English  Channel 
and  on  the  Jersey  Islands.  Here  in  various  locali- 
ties, notably  at  Brighton,  England,  and  near  Calais, 
France,  elephant  bones  and  human  implements 
occur  beneath  deep  deposits  of  unassorted  drift, 
which  is  not  glacial  nor  the  product  of  limited  ana 
local  streams  of  water,  but  can  be  accounted  for 
only  by  general  waves  of  translation  produced  when 
the  land  was  being  reelevated  from  beneath  the  water 
by  a  series  of  such  sudden  earthquake  shocks  as  cause 
the  tidal  waves  which  are  often  so  destructive. 

Thus,  while  we  cannot  appeal  to  geology  for 
direct  proof  of  the  Noachian  Deluge,  recent  geologi- 
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cal  discoveries  do  show  that  such  a  catastrophe  is 
perfectly  credible  from  a  scientific  point  of  view: 
and  the  supposition  that  there  was  a  universal 
destruction  of  the  human  race,  in  the  northern 
hemisphere  at  least,  in  connection  with  the  floods 
accompanying  the  melting  off  of  the  glacial  ice  is 
supported  by  a  great  amount  of  evidence.  There 
was  certainly  an  extensive  destruction  of  aniinal 
species  associated  w4th  man  during  that  period. 
In  Europe  the  great  Irish  elk,  the  machairoduSj  the 
cave  lion,  the  rhinoceros,  the  hippopotamus  and 
the  elephant  disappeared  with  prehistoric  man,  amid 
the  floods  at  the  close  of  the  Glacial  epoch.  In 
North  America  equally  large  felines,  together  with 
horses,  tapirs,  llamas,  great  mastodons  and  ele- 
phants and  the  huge  megalonyx  went  to  destruction 
m  connection  with  the  same  floods  that  destroved 
so  large  a  part  of  the  human  race  during  the  dra- 
matic closing  scenes  of  the  period.  It  is,  therefore, 
by  no  means  difficult  for  an  all-round  geologist  to 
beUeve  in  a  final  catastrophe  such  as  is  described 
in  Gen.  If  we  disbelieve  in  the  Bib.  Deluge  it  is 
not  because  we  know  too  much  geology,  but  too 
little.  George  Frederick  Wright 

DELUSION,  d6-m'zhun:  (1)  Isa  66  4,  '1  also 
will  choose  their  delusions"  (RVm  "mockings"), 
Heb  ta^dHUlm,  which  occurs  only  here  and  Isa  3  4 
(where  it  is  tr*»  "babes,"  RVm  "chUdishness"). 
Its  meaning  is  somewhat  ambiguous.  The  best 
tr  seems  to  be  "wantonness,"  "caprice."  "Their 
wanton  dealing,  i.e.  that  inflicted  on  them"  (BDB), 
Other  tr*  suggested  are  "insults"  (Skinner),  "freaks 
of  fortune'^  (Cheyne).  "folUes"  (Whitehouse). 
LXX  has  empaiffmataf  "mockings,"  Vulg  iUusiones. 
(2)  2  Thess  2  11  AV,  "God  shall  send  them  strong 
delusion"  (RV  "God  sendeth  them  a  working  of 
error"),  xXdi^,  pMne,  "a  wandering,"  "a  roamins 
about,"  in  the  NT  "error,"  either  of  opinion  or  of 
conduct.  D.  MiALL  Edwards 

DEMAND,  demand' :  The  peremptory,  impera- 
tive sense  is  absent  from  this  word  in  its  occurrences 
in  AV,  where  it  means  no  more  than  "ask."  "in- 
quire" (cf  Fr.  demander)  one  or  the  other  of  which 
RV  substitutes  in  2  S  11  7;  Mt  2  4;  Lk  3  14; 
17  20;  Acts  21  33.  RV  retains  "demand"  in 
Ex  5  14;  Job  38  3;  40  7;  42  4;  Dnl  2  27;  and 
inserts  it  (AV  "require")  in  Neh  6  18. 

DEMAS,  de'mas  (Avuios,  Demds,  "popular"): 
According  to  CJol  4  14;  2  Tim  4  10;  Philem  ver 
24,  one  who  was  for  a  time  a  "fellow-worker"  with 
Paul  at  Rome  (Col,  Philem),  but  at  last,  "having 
loved  this  present  world,"  forsook  the  apostle  and 
betook  himself  to  Thessalonica  (2  Tim).  No 
other  particulars  are  given  concerning  him.  See 
Apostasy;   Demetrius. 

DEMETRIUS,  d$-me'tri-us  (AT||i^pio«,  Dem^ 
trios,  "of"  or  "belonging  to  Demeter,"  an  ordinary 
name  in  Greece) : 

(1)  Demetrius  I,  sumamed  Sorr^p,  Soth  ("sav- 
iour"), was  the  son  of  Seleucus  IV  (Philopator). 
He  was  sent  as  a  boy  to  Rome,  by  his  father,  to 
serve  as  a  hostage,  and  remained  there  quietly  dur- 
ing his  father's  life.  He  was  detained  also  during 
the  reign  of  his  uncle,  Antiochus  Epiphanes  (q^y.) 
from  175  to  164  BC;  but  when  Antiochus  died  De- 
metrius, who  was  now  a  yoimg  man  of  23  (Polyb. 
xxxi.l2),  chafed  at  a  longer  detention,  particularly 
as  his  cousin,  Antiochus  Eupator,  a  boy  of  9,  suc- 
ceeded to  the  kingdom  with  L<ysias  as  his  guardian. 
The  Rom  Senate,  however,  refused  to  listen  to  hia 
plea  for  the  restoration  to  Syria,  because,  as  Polyb- 
lus  says,  they  felt  surer  of  their  power  over  Syria 
with  a  mere  boy  as  king. 


In  the  meantime,  a  quarrel  had  arisen  between 
Ptolemy  Philometor  and  Euergetes  Physkon  (Livy 
Epit.  46;  Diod.  Sic.  fr  xi),  and  Gnaeus  Octavius,  who 
had  been  sent  to  quell  the  disorder,  was  assassinated 
in  Syria,  while  plundering  the  country.  Demetrius, 
takine  advantage  of  the  troubled  condition  of  affairs, 
consulted  with  his  friend  Polybius  as  to  the  advis- 
ability of  attempting  to  seize  the  throne  of  Syria 
(op.  cit.  xxxi.l9).  The  historian  advised  him  not  to 
stumble  twice  on  the  same  stone,  but  to  venture 
something  worthy  of  a  king,  so  atter  a  second  un- 
successful appeal  to  the  Senate,  Demetrius  escaped 
to  Tripolis,  and  from  there  advanced  to  Antioch 
where  he  was  proclaimed  king  (162  BC).  His  first 
act  was  to  put  to  death  young  Antiochus,  his  cousin, 
and  his  numster  Lysias  (Appian,  Syr.,  c.  47:  Ant. 
XII,  X,  1;  1  Mace  7  1-4;  2  Mace  14  1.2). 

As  soon  as  he  was  established  in  power,  Deme- 
trius made  an  attempt  to  placate  the  Romans  by 
sending  them  valuable  gifts  as  well  as  the  assassin 
of  Gn.  Octavius  (Polyb.  xxi.23);  and  he  then  tried 
to  secure  the  Hellenizmg  party  by  sending  his  friend 
Bacchideb  (q.v.)  to  maJce  the  wicked  Alcimus  high 
priest.  After  a  violent  struggle  and  much  treachery 
on  the  part  of  Bacchides  (An/,  XII,  x,  2),  the  latter 
left  the  country,  having  charged  all  the  people  to 
obey  Alcimus,  who  was  protected  by  an  army. 

The  Jews  under  Judas  resented  his  presence,  and 
Judas  inflicted  severe  punishment  on  all  who  had 
gone  over  to  Alcimus  (1  Mace  7  24).  Alcimus,  in 
fear^  sent  a  message  for  aid  to  Demetrius,  who  sent 
to  his  assistance  Nicanor,  the  best  disposea  and  most 
faithful  of  his  friends,  who  had  accompanied  him  in 
his  flight  from  Rome  (Avi,  XII,  x,  4).  On  his 
arrival  in  Judaea,  he  attempted  to  win  by  guile,  but 
Judas  saw  through  his  treachery,  and  Nicanor  was 
forced  to  fight  openly,  suffering  two  signal  defeats, 
the  first  at  Capharsalama  (1  Mace  7  31.32),  ana 
the  second  (in  which  Nicanor  himself  was  killed), 
at  Adasa  (7  39  ff;  2  Mace  16  26  ff). 

In  a  short  while,  however,  Demetrius,  hearing  of 
the  death  of  Nicanor,  sent  Bacchides  and  Alcimus 
into  Judaea  again  (1  Mace  9  1).  Judas  arose 
against  them  with  an  army  of  3,000  men,  but  when 
these  saw  that  20,000  opposed  them,  the  greater 
part  of  them  deserted,  and  Judas,  with  an  army  of 
800,  lost  his  life,  like  another  Leonidas,  on  the  field 
of  battle  (1  Mace  9  4.6.18).  Then  Bacchides  took 
the  wicked  men  and  made  them  lords  of  the  country 
(1  Mace  9  25);  while  Jonathan,  who  was  appointed 
successor  to  Judas,  fled  with  his  friends  (1  Mace  9 
29  ff). 

During  the  next  seven  years,  Demetrius  succeeded 
in  alienating  both  the  Romans  (Polyb.  xxxii.20) 
and  his  own  people,  and  Alexander  Balas  (q.v.) 
was  put  forward  as  a  claimant  to  the  throne,  his 
supporters  maintaining  that  he  was  the  son  of  An- 
tiochus Epiphanes  (1  Mace  10  1-21;  Anly  XIII, 
ii,  1-3).  Both  Alexander  and  Demetrius  made  bids 
for  the  support  of  the  Jews,  the  former  offering  the 
high-priesthood  and  the  title  of  King's  Friend  (1 
Mace  10  20),  and  the  latter  freedom  from  taxes, 
tributes  and  customs  (10  28  ff).  Alexander's  bait 
proved  more  alluring,  since  the  Jews  ''gave  no 
credence"  to  the  words  of  Demetrius,  and  with  the 
aid  of  the  Maccabees,  he  vied  with  Demetrius  for 
the  space  of  two  years  for  the  complete  sovereignty 
of  Syria.  At  the  end  of  this  time,  a  decisive  battle 
took  place,  in  which  Demetrius  was  slain,  and  Alex- 
ander became  king  of  Syria  (150  BC)  (10  48-50; 
ArU,  XIII,  ii,  4;  Polyb.  iu.5;  see  also  Maccabees). 

(2)  Demetrius  II,  sumamed  Ndcdrcup,  Nikdi&r 
("conqueror'*),  was  the  son  of  Demetrius  Soter. 
When  Balas  was  warring  with  Demetrius  I,  he  sent 
his  son  to  a  place  of  safety  in  Crete.  Three  vears 
after  his  father's  death  (147  BC),  the  unpopularity 
I  of  Alexander  gave  the  young  man  an  opportunity 
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to  return  and  seize  the  government.  He  landed 
in  Cilicia  with  Cretan  mercenaries  and  secured  the 
support  of  all  Syria  with  the  exception  of  Judaea 
(1  Mace  10  67  ff).  Apollonius,  his  general,  the 
governor  of  Coele-Syria,  who  essayed  the  conquest 
of  the  Jews,  wsus  defeated  at  Azotus  with  great  loss. 

Ptolemy  Philometor,  whose  daughter  was  the 
wife  of  Alexander  BaJas,  now  entered  into  the 
struggle,  and  taking  Cleopatra,  his  daughter,  from 
Alexander,  he  gave  her  to  Demetrius  (11  12).  He 
then  joined  Demetrius'  army  and  the  combined 
forces  inflicted  a  defeat  on  Balas  (145  BC),  and  from 
this  Demetrius  received  his  surname  Nikaior  {Ardj 
XIII,  iv,  8;  1  Mace  11  14  ff). 

Jonathan  now  concluded  a  favorable  treaty  with 
Demetrius,  whereby  three  Samaritan  provinces  were 
added  to  Judaea  and  the  whole  country  was  made 
exempt  from  tax  (1  Mace  11  20-37;  Ani,  XIII, 
iv,  9).  Demetrius  then  dismissed  his  army  except 
the  foreigners,  thinking  himself  safe  with  the  loyalty 
of  the  Jews  assured.  In  the  meantime,  Tryphon, 
one  of  Balas'  generals,  set  up  the  son  of  Alexander. 
Antiochus,  as  a  claimant  to  the  throne,  and  secured 
the  assistance  of  the  discarded  army  of  Demetrius. 
Jonathan's  aid  was  sought  and  he  quelled  the  rebel- 
lion, on  condition  that  the  Syrian  garrison  be  re- 
moved from  Jems  (1  Mace  11  41-52;  Avi,  XIII, 
V,  2-3). 

The  king,  however,  falsified  all  that  he  had  said, 
and  kept  none  of  his  promises,  so  the  Jews,  deserting 
him,  took  sides  with  Tryphon  and  supported  the 
ckdms  of  the  boy  Antiochus  (1  Mace  11  53-^9; 
iin/,  XIII,  v,  5-11).  Demetrius'  generals  then 
entered  Syria  but  were  defeated  by  Jonathan  at 
Haxor  (1  Mace  11  63-74),  and  by  skilful  general- 
ship he  made  futile  a  second  attempt  at  invasion 
(12  24  ff). 

Tryphon,  who  was  now  master  of  Syria,  broke 
faith  with  Jonathan  (12  40)  and  essaved  the  con- 
quest of  Judaea.  Jonathan  was  killed  by  treachery, 
and  Simon^  his  successor,  made  proposals  of  peace 
to  Demetrius,  who  agreed  to  let  bygones  be  bygones 
(1  Mace  18  36-40;  Ant,  XIII,  vi,  7).  Demetrius 
then  left  Simon  to  carry  on  the  war,  and  set  out  to 
Parthifu  ostensibly  to  secure  the  assistance  of  the 
king,  Mfithridates,  against  Tryphon  (1  Mace  14  1). 
Here  he  was  captured  and  imprisoned  (14  3;  Ant, 
XIII,  V,  11;  Jos,  however,  puts  this  event  in  140 
rather  than  138  BC). 

After  an  imprisonment  of  ten  years,  he  was  re- 
leased and  resumed  the  sovereignty  128  BC,  but 
becoming  involved  in  a  quarrel  with  Ptolemy  Phy- 
skon,  he  was  defeated  in  battle  at  Damascus.  From 
this  place,  he  fled  to  Tyre,  where  he  was  murdered 
in  125  BC,  according  to  some,  at  the  instigation  of 
Cleopatra,  his  wife  (Jos,  Anty  XIII,  ix,  3). 

(3)  Demetrius  HI,  Ei^icatpof^  Eukairoa  ("the 
fortunate"),  was  the  son  of  Antiochus  Grvpus,  and 

ndson  ox  Demetrius  Nikator.  When  his  father 
,  civil  war  arose,  in  which  his  two  elder  brothers 
lost  their  lives,  while  Philip,  the  third  brother, 
secured  part  oi  Svria  as  his  domain.  Demetrius 
then  took  up  his  abode  in  Coele-S3rria  with  Damas- 
cus as  his  capital  {Antj  XIII,  xiii,  4;  BJ,  I,  iv,  4). 
War  now  oroke  out  in  Judaea  between  Alexander 
Jannaeus  and  his  Pharisee  subjects,  who  invited 
Demetrius  to  aid  them.  Thinking  this  a  good 
opportunity  to  extend  his  realm,  he  joined  the  in- 
surgent Jews  and  toother  they  defeated  Jannaeus 
near  Shechem  (An/,  XIII,  xiv,  1;  BJ,  I,  iv.  5). 

The  Jews  then  deserted  Demetrius,  and  ne  with- 
drew to  Beroea,  which  was  in  the  possession  of  his 
brother  Philip.  Demetrius  besieged  him,  and 
niilip  summoned  the  Parthians  to  his  assistance. 
The  tables  were  turned,  and  Demetrius,  besieged 
in  his  camp  and  starved  into  submission,  was  taken 
prisoner  and  sent  to  Arsaces,  who  held  him  captive 


until  his  death  (Ant,  XIII,  xiv,  3).  The  dates  of  his 
reign  are  not  certain.  Abthur  J.  Ejnsella 

DEMETRIUS,  d^-me'tri-us  ( Atni^pios,  Demttrioa, 
'^belonging  to  Ceres"):  The  name  of  two  persons: 

(1)  A  Christian  disciple  praised  by  St.  John  (3  Jn 
ver  12). 

(2)  A  silversmith  of  Ephesus  who  manufactured 
the  Uttle  silver  shrines  of  the  goddess  Diana  to  sell 
to  the  visiting  pilgrims  (Acts  19  23fif).  Because 
the  teachings  of  Paul  were  injuring  the  trade  of  the 
silversmiths,  there  arose  a  riot  of  which  Demetrius 
was  the  chief.  Upon  an  inscription  which  Mr. 
Wood  discovered  among  the  ruins  of  the  city,  there 
appeared  the  name  Demetrius,  a  warden  of  the 
Ephesian  temple  for  the  year  57  AD.  and  some 
authors  believe  the  temple  warden  to  be  identical 
with  the  rineleader  of  the  rebellion.  The  name, 
however,  has  Deen  most  common  among  the  Greeks 
of  every  age.  Because  of  its  frequent  use  it  cannot 
be  supposed  that  Demetrius,  the  disciple  of  3  Jn 
ver  12,  was  the  silversmith  of  Ephesus,  nor  that 
Demas  of  2  Tim  4  10,  who  bore  the  name  in  a 
contracted  form,  may  be  identified  with  him. 

E.  J.  Banks 

DEMON,  de'mon,  DEMONIAC,  d^m5'm-ak, 
DEMONOLOGY,  de-mon-ol'-^ji  (Aai|fc6vu>v,  dai- 
mdnion,  earlier  form  8aC|M»v,  daimon^wti^a  dxa- 
6c4>Tov,  irovf|p6v,  pneiima  akdlharton,  ponerinj  "de- 
mon," ''imclean  or  evil  spirit,"  incorrectly  rendered 
devil  in  AV) : 

/.  Definition, — ^The  word  daimon  or  daimonion 
seems  originall}^  to  have  had  two  closely  related 
meanings;  a  deity,  and  a  spirit,  superhuman  but 
not  supernatural.  In  the  former  sense  the  term 
occurs  in  the  LXX  tr  of  Dt  32  17;  Ps  106  37; 
Acts  17  18.  The  second  of  these  meanings,  which 
involves  a  general  reference  to  vaguely  conceived 
personal  beings  akin  to  men  and  yet  belonging  to 
the  unseen  realm,  leads  to  the  application  of  the 
term  to  the  peculiar  and  restricted  class  of.  beings 
designated  "aemons"  in  the  NT. 

//•  The  Origin  of  BihUctd  Denionology. — ^An  in- 
teresting scheme  of  development  has  been  suggested 
(bv  Baudissin  and  others)  in  which  Bib.  demonism 
is  brought  through  polythebm  into  connection  with 
primitive  animism. 

A  simple  criticism  of  this  theory,  which  is  now  in 

the  ascendant,  will  serve  fittingly  to  introduce  what 

should  be  said  specifically  concerning 

1.  The  Evo-  Bib.  demonolo^.  (1)  Animism,  which 
lutionaiy  is  one  branch  of  that  general  primitive 
Theory  view  of  things  which  is  designated  as 

spiritism,  is  the  theory  that  all  Nature 
is  alive  (see  Ladd,  Phil,  Rel.y  I,  89  f)  and  that  all 
natural  processes  are  due  to  the  operation  of  living 
wills.  (2)  Polytheism  is  supposed  to  be  the  out- 
come of  animism.  The  vaguely  conceived  spirits 
of  the  earlier  conception  are  advanced  to  the  posi- 
tion of  deities  with  names,  fixed  characters  and 
specific  functions^  organized  into  a  pantheon.  (3) 
Bib.  demonology  is  supposed  to  be  due  to  the  solvent 
of  monotheism  upon  contemporary  polytheism. 
The  Hebrews  were  brought  into  contact  with  sur- 
rounding nations,  esp.  during  the  Pers,  Bab  and 
Gr  periods,  and  monotheism  made  room  for  heathen- 
ism by  reducing  its  deities  to  the  dimension  of 
demons.  They  are  not  denied  all  objective  reality, 
but  are  denied  the  dignity  and  prerogatives  of  deity. 
The  objections  to  this  ingenious  theory  are  too 
many  and  too  serious  to  be  overcome.     (1)  The 

genetic  connection  between    animism 

2.  Objec-  and  polytheism  is  not  clear.  In  fact, 
tions  to  the  the  specific  religious  character  of  ani- 
Theory  mism  is  altogether  problematical.     It 

belongs  to  the  category  of  primitive 
philosophy  rather  than  of  religion.     It  is  diflicult 
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to  trace  the  process  bv  which  spirits  lumamdd  and 
with  characteristics  of  the  vaguest  become  deities 
— esp.  is  it  difficult  to  imderstand  how  certain  spirits 
only  are  advanced  to  the  standing  of  deities.  More 
serious  still,  polytheism  and  animism  have  coexisted 
without  dose  combination  or  real  assimilation  (see 
Sayce,  Babylonia  and  Assyria,  232;  Rogers,  Religion 
of  Babylonia  and  Assyria^  76  f )  for  a  long  course  of 
lustory.  It  looks  as  if  animism  and  polytheism  had 
a  different  raison  d^iire,  origin  and  development. 
It  is,  at  least,  unsafe  to  construct  a  theorv  on  the 
basis  of  so  insecure  a  connection.  (2)  The  inter- 
pretation of  heathen  deities  as  demons  by  no  means 
mdicates  that  polytheism  is  the  source  of  Bib. 
demonology.  On  general  principles,  it  seems  far 
more  likely  that  the  category  of  demons  was  already 
familiar,  and  that  connection  with  polytheism 
brought  about  an  extension  of  its  application.  A 
glance  at  the  OT  will  show  how  comparatively 
slight  and  unimportant  has  been  the  bearing  of 
heathen  polytheism  upon  Bib.  thought.  The  de- 
monology of^the  OT  is  confined  to  the  following  pas- 
sages: Lev  16  21.22;  17  7;  Isa  18  21;  34  13; 
Dt  32  17;  Ps  106  37  (elsewhere  commented  upon: 
see  Communion  with  Demons).  Gesenius  well 
says  of  Lev  16  21  that  it  is  '^  vexed  with  the  nu- 
merous conjectures  of  interpreters."  If  the  preva- 
lent modem  view  is  acceptea  we  find  in  it  an  actual 
meetine-point  of  popular  superstition  and  the  reli- 

?;ion  of  Jeh  (see  Azazel).  According  to  Driver 
HDB,  I,  207),  this  item  in  the  Levitical ritual '  Vas 
intended  as  a  S3rmbolical  declaration  that  the  land 
and  the  people  are  now  purged  from  guilt,  their 
sins  beins  handed  over  to  the  evil  spirit  to  whom 
they  are  held  to  belong,  and  whose  nome  is  in  the 
desolate  wilderness  remote  from  human  habitations 
(ver  22,  into  a  land  cut  off).''  A  more  striking 
instance  could  scarcely  be  sought  of  the  way  in 
which  the  religion  of  Jeh  kept  the  popular  spiritism 
at  a  safe  distance.  Lev  17  7  (see  Communion 
WITH  Demons)  refers  to  participation  in  the  rites 
of  heathen  worship.  The  two  passages — ^Isa  18 
20.21;  34  13.14 — are  poetical  and  reallv  imply 
nothing  as  to  the  writer's  own  belief.  Creatures 
both  seen  and  imseen  supposed  to  inhabit  places 
deserted  of  man  are  used,  as  any  poet  might  use 
them^  to  furnish  the  details  for  a  vivid  word-picture 
of  uninhabited  solitude.  There  is  nd  direct  evidence 
that  the  narrative  of  the  Fall  (Gen  3  1-19)  has 
any  connection  with  demonolog^r  (see  HDB,  I, 
690  n.),  and  the  suggestion  of  Whitehouse  that  the 
mention  of  satyrs  and  night-monsters  of  current 
mjrthology  with  such  creatures  as  jackals,  etc,  im- 
phee  ''that  demons  were  held  to  reside  more  or  less 
m  all  these  animal  denizens  of  the  ruined  solitude" 
is  clearly  fanciful.  It  is  almost  startling  to  find 
that  all  that  can  possibly  be  affirmed  of  demonology 
in  the  OT  is  confined  to  a  small  group  of  passages 
which  are  either  le^al  or  poetical  and  which  aU  furnish 
examples  of  the  inhibiting  power  of  high  religious 
conceptions  upon  the  minds  of  a  naturally  super- 
stitious and  ima^ative  people.  Even  if  we  add 
all  the  passages  m  which  a  real  existence  seems  to 
be  granted  to  heathen  deities  (e.g.  Nu  21  29;  Isa 
19  1,  etc)  and  interpret  them  in  the  extreme  sense, 
we  are  still  compelled  to  affirm  that  evidence  is 
lacking  to  prove  the  influence  of  polytheism  in  the 
formation  of  the  Bib.  doctrine  of  demons.  (3)  This 
theory  breaks  down  in  another  still  more  vital  par- 
ticidar.  The  demonology  of  the  Bible  is  not  of  kin 
either  with  primitive  ammism  or  popular  Sem  de- 
monism.  In  what  follows  we  shall  address  our- 
selves to  NT  demonology — ^that  of  the  OT  being  a 
negligible  quantity. 

///.  NT  Demonology. — ^The  most  marked  and 
significant  fact  of  NT  demonology  is  that  it  provides 
no  materials  for  a  discussion  of  the  nature  and  char- 


acteristics of  demons.  Whitehouse  says  (HDBj  I, 
693)  that  NT  demonology  ''is  in  all  its  broad  char- 
acteristics the  demonology  of  the  contemporary 
Judaism  stripped  of  its  cruder  and  exaggerated 
features."  How  much  short  of  the  whole  truth 
this  statement  comes  will  appear  later,  but  as  it 
stands  it  defines  the  specific  direction  of  inquiry 
into  the  NT  treatment  of  demons;  namely,  to  ex- 
plain its  freedom  from  the  crude  and  exaggerated 
features  of  popular  demonism.  The  presence 
among  NT  wnters  of  an  influence  curbing  curiosity 
and  restraining  the  imagination  is  of  all  things  the 
most  important  for  us  to  discover  and  emphasize. 
In  four  of  its  most  vital  features  the  NT  attitude 
on  this  subject  differs  from  all  popular  conceptions: 
(a)  in  the  absence  of  all  imaginative  details  concern- 
ing demons;  (6)  in  the  emphasis  placed  upon  the 
moral  character  of  demons  and  their  connection 
with  the  ethical  disorders  of  the  human  race;  (c) 
in  the  absence  of  confidence  in  magical  methods 
of  any  kind  in  dealing  with  demons;  (d)  in  its  in- 
tense restrictions  of  the  sphere  of  demoniacal  opera- 
tions. 

A  brief  treatment  under  each  of  these  heads  will 
serve  to  present  an  ordered  statement  of  the  most 
important  facts. 

(a)  In  the  NT  we  are  told  practically  nothing 
iabout  the  origin,  nature,  characteristics  or  habits 
of  demons.  In  a  highly  figurative  passage  (Mt  12 
43)  Our  Lord  speaks  of  demons  as  passing  through 
"waterless  places,"  and  in  the  storv  of  the  Gadarene 
demoniac  (Lk  8  31)  the  "abyss' '^  is  mentioned  as 
the  place  of  their  ultimate  detention.  The  method 
of  their  control  over  human  beings  is  represented 
in  two  contrasted  ways  (cf  Mk  1  23  ff ;  Lk  4  33 
ff),  indicating  that  there  was  no  fixed  mode  of  regard- 
ins  it.  Wim  these  three  scant  items  our  direct 
inK)rmation  ceases.  We  are  compelled  to  infer  from 
the  effects  given  in  the  limited  number  of  specific 
instances  narrated.    And  it  is  worthv  of  more  than 

gassing  mention  that  no  theoretical  discussion  of 
emons  occurs.  The  center  of  interest  in  the 
Gospels  is  the  person  of  Jesus,  the  sufferers  and  the 
cures.  Interest  in  the  demons  as  such  is  absent. 
Certain  passages  seem  to  indicate  that  the  demons 
were  able  to  speak  (see  Mk  1  24.26.34;  Lk  4  41, 
etc),  but  comparing  these  statements  with  others 
(cf  Mk  1  23;  Lk  8  28)  it  is  seen  that  no  distinction 
is  drawn  between  the  cries  of  the  tormented  in  the 
paroxysms  of  their  complaint  and  the  cries  attrib- 
uted to  the  demons  themselves.  In  other  particu- 
lars the  representation  is  consistent.  The  demons 
belong  to  the  unseen  world,  they  are  incapable  of 
manifestation  except  in  the  disorders  which  they 
cause — there  are  no  materializations,  no  grotesque 
narratives  of  appearances  and  disappearances,  no 
morbid  dealing  with  repulsive  details,  no  license  of 
speculation  in  the  narratives.  In  contrast  with  this 
reticence  is  not  merely  the  demonology  of  primi- 
tive people,  but  also  that  of  the  non-canonical  Jew- 
ish lK)oks.  In  the  Book  of  En  demons  are  said 
to  be  fallen  angels,  while  Jos  holds  that  they  are 
the  spirits  of  the  wicked  dead.  In  the  rabbini- 
cal writings  speculation  has  run  riot  in  discussing 
the  origin,  nature  and  habits  of  demons.  They 
are  represented  as  the  offspring  of  Adam  and  Eve 
in  conjimction  with  male  and  female  spirits,  as  being 
themselves  sexed  and  capable  of  reproduction  as 
well  as  performing  all  other  physical  fimctions. 
Details  are  given  of  their  numbers,  haunts  and 
habits,  of  times  and  places  where  they  are  esp. 
dangerous,  and  of  ways  and  methods  of  breaking 
their  power  (see  Exorcism).  Full  sweep  is  also 
given  to  the  imagination  in  descriptive  narratives, 
oftentimes  of  the  most  morbid  and  unwholesome 
character,  of  their  doings  among  men.  After  read- 
ing some  of  these  narratives  one  can  agree  with 
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Edersheim  when  he  says,  ''Greater  contrast  could 
scarcely  be  conceived  than  between  what  we  read 
in  the  r^T  and  the  views  and  practices  mentioned  in 
Rabbmic  writings"  (LTJM,  II,  776). 

(&)  It  is  also  cleariv  to  be  noted  that  while  in  its 
ori^piial  application  uie  term  daimonion  is  morally 
indifferent,  in  NT  usage  the  demon  is  invariably 
an  ethically  evil  being.  This  differentiates  the  NT 
treatment  from  extra-canonical  Jewish  writings. 
In  the  NT  demons  belong  to  the  kingdom  of  Satan 
whose  power  it  is  the  mission  of  Chnst  to  destroy. 
It  deepens  and  intensifies  its  representations  of  the 
earnestness  of  human  life  and  its  moral  issues  by 
extending  the  sphere  of  moral  struggle  to  the  invis- 
ible worM.  It  clearly  teaches  that  the  power  of 
Christ  extends  to  the  world  of  evil  spirits  and  that 
faith  in  Him  is  adequate  protection  against  anv  evils 
to  which  men  may  be  exposed.  (For  signincance 
of  this  point  see  Plummer,  St.  Luke  [ICC],  132-33.) 

(c)  The  NT  demonology  differs  from  all  others 
by  its  negation  of  the  power  of  masic  rites  to  deliver 
from  the  affliction.  Magic  which  is  clearly  sep- 
arable from  religion  at  that  specific  point  (see  Gwat- 
kin,  Knowledge  of  God,  I,  249)  rests  upon  and  is 
dependent  upon  spiritism.  The  ancient  Bab  incan- 
tation texts,  formmg  a  surprisingly  large  proportion 
of  the  extant  documents,  are  addressed  directly  to  the 
supposed  activities  and  powers  of  demons.  These 
bemgB,  who  are  not  trusted  and  prayed  to  in  the 
sense  in  which  deities  are.  command  confidence  and 
call  forth  prayer,  are  dealt  with  by  magic  rites  and 
formulas  (see  Roeers^  op.  cit.,  144).  Even  the  Jew- 
ish non-canonical  writings  contain  numerous  forms 
of  words  and  ceremonies  for  the  expulsion  of  demons. 
In  the  NT  there  is  no  magic.  The  deliverance  from 
a  demon  is  a  spiritual  and  ethical  process  (see 
Exorcism). 

(d)  In  the  NT  the  ran^  of  activities  attributed 
to  demons  is  greatly  restncted.  According  to  Bab 
ideas:  "These  demons  were  everywhere;  they 
lurked  in  every  comer,  watching  for  their  prey. 
The  city  streets  knew  their  malevolent  presence, 
the  rivers,  the  seas,  the  tops  of  moimtains;  they 
appeared  sometimes  as  serpents  gliding  noiseleesly 
upon  their  victims,  as  birds  homd  of  mien  fl3ring 
resistlessly  to  destroy  or  afflict,  as  beings  in  human 
forms,  ^tesque,  malformed,  awe-inspiring  through 
their  hideousness.  To  these  demons  aUf  sorts  of 
misfortune  were  ascribed — ^a  toothache,  a  head- 
ache, a  broken  bone,  a  raging  fever,  an  outburst  of 
anger,  of  jealousy,  of  incomprehensible  disease" 
(It^ers,  op.  cit.,  145).  In  the  extra-canonical 
Jewish  sources  the  same  exuberance  of  fancy  appears 
in  attributing  all  kinds  of  ills  of  mind  and  body  to 
innumerable,  swarming  hosts  of  demons  l3dng  in 
wait  for  men  and  besieging  them  with  attacks  and 
ilte  of  all  descriptions.  Of  this  affluence  of  morbid 
fancy  there  is  no  hint  in  the  NT.  ^  A  careful  analysis 
of  the  instances  will  show  the  importance  of  this 
fact.  There  are,  taking  repetitions  and  all,  about 
80  references  to  demons  m  the  NT.  In  11  in- 
stances the  distinction  between  demon-possession 
and  diseases  ordinarily  caused  is  clearly  made  (Mt 
4  24;  8  16;  10  8;  Mk  1  32.34;  6  13;  16  17.18; 
Lk  4  40.41;  9  1;  18  32;  Acts  19  12).  The  results 
of  demon-possession  are  not  exclusively  mental  or 
nervous  (Mt  9  32.33:  12  22).  They  are  distinctly 
and  peculiarly  mental  in  two  instances  only  (Gada- 
rene  maniac,  Mt  8  28  and  parallels,  and  Acts  19 
13  f).  Epilepsy  is  specified  in  one  case  only  (Mt  17 
15).  There  is  distinction  made  between  demonized 
and  epileptic,  and  demonized  and  lunatic  (Mt  4  24). 
There  is  distinction  made  between  diseases  caused 
by  demons  and  the  same  disease  not  so  caused  (cf 
Mt  12  22;  16  30).  In  most  of  the  instances  no 
specific  symptoms  are  mentioned.  In  an  equally 
large  proportion,  however,  there  are  occaedonal  fits 


of  mental  excitement  often  due  to  the  presence  and 
teaching  of  Christ. 

A  summary  of  the  entire  material  leads  to  the 
conclusion  that,  in  the  NT  cases  of  demon-possession, 
we  have  a  specific  type  of  disturbance, 
Conclusions  physical  or  mental,  cfistinguishable  not 
so  much  by  its  symptoms  which  were 
often  of  the  most  general  character,  as  by  its  cuxom- 
panimenU,  The  atira,  so  to  say,  which  surrounded 
the  patient,  served  to  distinguish  his  symptoms  and 
to  point  out  the  special  cause  to  which  his  suffering 
was  attributed.  Another  unique  feature  of  NT  de- 
monology should  be  emphasized.  While  this  group 
of  disoraers  is  attributed  to  demons,  the  victims  are 
treated  as  sick  folk  and  are  healed.  The  whole 
atmosphere  sunoimding  the  narrative  of  these  inci- 
dents IS  calm,  lofty  ana  pervaded  with  the  spirit  of 
Christ;  When  one  remembers  the  manifold  cruelties 
inspired  by  the  unreasoning  fear  of  demons,  which 
make  the  annals  of  savage  medicine  a  nightmare  of 
unimaginable  horrors,  we  cannot  but  feel  the  world- 
wide difference  between  the  Bib.  narratives  and  all 
others,-  both  of  ancient  and  modem  times,  with 
which  we  are  acquainted.  Every  feature  of  the  NT 
narratives  points  to  the  conclusion  that  in  them  we 
have  trustworthy  reports  of  actual  cures.  This  is 
more  important  for  NT  faith  than  any  other  con- 
clusion could  possibly  be. 

It  is  also  evident  that  Jesus  treated  these  cases 

of  invaded  personality,  of  bondage,  of  depression, 

of  helpless  fear,  as  due  to  a  real  superhuman  cause, 

to  meet  and  overcome  which  He  addressed  Himself. 

The  most  distinctive  and  important  words  we  have 

upon  this  obscure  and  difficult  subject,  upon  which 

we  know  far  too  little  to  speak  with  any  assurance 

or  authority,  are  these:  ''This  kind  can  come  out 

by  nothing,  save  by  prayer''  (Mk  9  29). 

LzTEBATVBc. — (1)  Tho  luost  Aocessible  statement  of 
Baudlssln's  theory  Is  in  Wliitebouse's  art.  "Demons." 
etc,  in  HDB.  (2)  For  extra-canonical  Jewish  ideas  use 
iMDge,' Apoerppha,  118.  134;  Edersheim,  LTJM,  Appen- 
dices XIII.  X VI.  (3)  For  spirit-lore  in  general  see  Ladd. 
Phil.  Rel.,  index  s.y..  and  standard  books  on  Anthropology 
and  Philosophy  of  Religion  mider  Spiritism.  (4)  For  Bab 
demonology  see  summary  in  Rogers,  Rtliffion  of  Babylonia 
and  Aatyria^  144  ff. 

Louis  Matthews  Sweet 
DEMOPHON,  dem'd-fon  (At||m^v,  Demoph/hi): 
A  Syrian  general  in  Pal  under  Antiochus  V  (Eupa- 
tor)  who  continued  to  harass  the  Jews  after  cove- 
nants had  been  made  between  Lysias  and  Judas 
Maccabaeus  (2  Mace  12  2). 

DEN  0^»  md'Sn,  njWa,  m*'ihUih,  'Oiabita- 
tion'';  n'jl^'ip,  m*^drdhf  and  o^HjXaiov,  epGaion, 
"cave";  nn^«p,  m^'tlrah  [Isa  11  8],  "a  light-hole," 
fr  nn«,  '3r,  'Tight,"  perhaps  for  m^'drah;  tffa,  #5M 
[Ps  10  9  AV],  and  n:p9 ,  ^ukkdh  [Job  88  40],  "a 
covert,"  elsewhere  "booth";  yyfl,  'erebh[Job  87  8], 
"covert," as  in  RV;  ^,g6bh;  dAiab.jvbh,  "pit" 
Dnl  6  7];  n'lnnjfl,  minhOrdth,  "fissure"  or  "cleft" 
Jgs  6  2]) :  In  the  limestone  mountains  of  Pal,  caves* 
arge  and  small,  are  abimdant,  the  calcium  carbonate^ 
of  which  the  rock  is  mainly  composed,  being  dis- 
solved by  the  water  as  it  trickles  over  them  or 
through  their  crevices.  Even  on  the  plains,  by  a 
similar  process,  pits  or  "lime  sinks"  are  formed, 
which  are  sometimes  used  by  the  Arabs  for  storing 
straw  or  grziin.  Of  this  sort  may  have  been  the  pit, 
hoTf  into  which  Joseph  was  cast  bv  his  brethren  (Uen 
87  20).  Caves  and  crevices  and  sometimes  spaces 
among  piled-up  bowlders  at  the  foot  of  a  cliff  or  in  a 
stream  oed  are  used  as  dens  by  jackals,  wolves  and 
other  wild  animals.  Even  the  people,  tor  longer  or 
shorter  periods,  have  Uved  as  troglodytes.  Cf 
Jgs  6  2:  "Because  of  Midian  the  children  of  Israel 
made  them  the  dens  [minhdroth]  which  are  in  the 
mountains,  and  the  caves  Im'^drdh],  and  the  strong- 
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holds  \m's3dh]."  The  precipitous  sides  of  the  valleys 
contain  many  caves  converted  by  a  little  labor  into 
human  habitations.  Notable  instances  are  the  val- 
ley of  the  Kidron  near  MarSOba,  and  WOdUd- 
ffamam  near  the  Sea  of  Tiberias.     See  Cave. 

Alfred  Elt  Day 
DENARIUS,  dS-na'ri-us  (&Tivapu>v,  dinArum): 
A  Rom  silver  coin,  25  of  which  went  to  the  aureus, 
the  standard  gold  coin  of  the  empire  in  the  time  of 
Augustus,  which  tvas  equal  in  value  to  about  one 
niinea  or  S5.25;  more  exactly  £1.0.6-(5.00,  the 
£ = S4, 866.    Hence    the    value    of    the    denarius 


Denkriua  ot  Tiberius. 


would  be  about  20  cents  and  this  was  the  ordinary 
wage  of  a  soldier  and  a  day  laborpr.  The  word  is 
uniformly  rendered  "penny"  in  the  AV  and  "shil- 
ling" in  the  ARV  except  in  Mt  32  19;  Mk  13  15 
and  Lk  30  24,  where  the  I.at  word  is  used,  since 
in  these  passsases  it  refers  to  the  coin  in  which 
tribute  was  paid  to  the  Rom  government.  See 
Monet.  H.  Porteb 

DBnOVnCE,  de-nouns':  Occurs  in  Dt  80  18: 
"I  denounce  unto  you  this  day,  that  ye  shall  surely 
perish."  It  is  used  here  in  t^e  obsolete  sense  of 
"to  declare,"  lo  make  known  in  a  solemn  manner. 
It  is  not  found  in  the  Bible  with  the  r^ular  meaning 
of  "to  ceiwure,"  "arrwgn,"  etc. 

DENY,  dS-nl':  This  word  is  characteristic  of  the 
NT  rather  than  the  OT,  although  it  translates  three 
different  Heb  oripnals,  viz.  On^ ,  kahiKh,  "to  lie," 
"disown"  (Gen  IB  15:  Josh  34  27;  Job  8  18: 
81  28;  Prov  80  9);  r;p,  mdna',  "to  withhold,'' 
"keep  back"  {1  K  30  7:  Prov  30  7);  SW ,  shubh, 
"to  turn  back,"  "say  no"  (1  K  3  16). 

In  the  NT,  dmX/y«,  arUMgS.  is  once  tr"  "deny," 
in  the  case  of  the  Sadducccs  who  denied  the  resur- 
rection (Lk  30  27  AV),  and  where  it  carries  the 
sense  of  speaking  against  the  doctrine.  But  the 
word  commonly  is  iprioimi,  ami/miai,  with  or 
without  the  pr^x  ap.  In  the  absence  of  the  pre- 
fix the  sense  is  "to  disown,"  but  when  it  is  added  it 
means  "to  disown  totally"  or  to  the  fullest  extent. 
In  the  milder  sense  it  is  found  in  Mt  10  3'J;  36  70. 
72;  of  Simon  Pet«r,  Mk  U  68.70  (Acts  8  13.14; 
2  Tim  2  12.13;  2  Pet  2  1;  1  Jn  3  22.23;  Jude 
ver  4;  Rev  2  ]3j  3  8).  But  it  is  significant  that 
the  stenicr  meaninfc  is  associated  with  Mt  16  24 
and  its  parallels,  where  Christ  calls  upon  liim  who 
would  be  His  disciple  to  deny  himself  and  take  up 
his  cross  and  fallow  Him.  See  also  Peter,  Simon. 
Jaues  M.  Gray 

DEPOSIT,  d^poz'it  (vapaB4)in),  parathikl,  1 
Tim  6  20;  2  Tim  1  12.14  RVm,  paraphrased  in 
both  AV  and  RV  into  "that  which  is  committed" 
[see  CommendI)  :  The  noun  was  used  in  the  classical 
Or,  just  as  its  Eng.  equivalents,  for  "that  wluch  is 
placed  with  another  for  safe  keeping,"  a  charge 
committed  to  another's  hands,  consisting  often  of 
money  or  property;   cf  Ex  23  7;    Lev  6  2.     This 

C;tice  was  common  in  daj-s  when  there  were  no 
ks,  (I)  In  I  Tim  e  20;  also  2  Tim  1  14,  the 
reference  is  to  a  deposit  which  God  makes  with 
man,  and  for  which  man  is  to  ^ve  a  reckoning. 
The  context  shows  that  this  deposit  is  the  Christian 


faith,  "the  i>attem  of  sound  words"  (2  Tim  1  13), 
that  which  is  contrasted  with  the  "oppositions  of 
the  knowlet^  which  is  falsely  so  called"  (I  Tim 
6  20).  "Keep  the  talent  of  the  Christian  faith  safe 
and  undiminished"  (Vincentius  Lirenensis).  (2) 
In  2  Tim  1  12,  the  deposit  is  one  which  man  makes 
with  God.  The  key  to  the  meaning  of  this  expres- 
sion is  found  probably  in  Ps  81  5:  Into  thy  band  - 
I  commend  my  spirit:  Thou  hast  redeemed  me," 
i.e.  "All  that  I  am,  with  all  my  interests,  have  been 
intrusted  to  Thy  safe  keeping,  and,  therefore,  I 
have  no  anxieties  with  respect  to  the  future.  The 
day  of  reckoning,  'that  day,'  will  show  how  faithful 
are  the  hands  that  hold  this  trust." 

H.  E.  Jacobs 
DEPTH.    See  Abyss. 

DEPUTY,  dep'O-ti:  This  is  the  correct  rendering 
of  39; ,  nii^^h  (1  K  22  47).  In  Est  8  9  and  9  3 
the  term  improperly  represents  IJ? ,  iOshSn,  in  AV, 
and  is  corrected  to  "governor"  in  RV.  In  the  NT 
"deputy"  repreeenta  ird^aTat,  anUtiipatog  (Acts 
13  7.8.12:  18  12-  1»  38),  which  RV  correctly 
renders  proconsul"  (q.v.).  The  Rom  proconsub 
were  officers  invested  with  consular  power  over  a 
district  outside  the  city,  usually  for  one  year.  Origi- 
nally they  were  retiring  consuls,  but  after  Augustus 
the  title  was  given  to  governors  of  senatorial  prov- 
inces, whether  they  had  held  the  office  of  consul  or 
not.  The  proconsul  exercised  judicial  as  well  as 
mihtary  power  in  his  province,  and  his  authority 
was  abeolute,  except  as  he  might  be  held  account- 
able at  the  expiration  of  his  office.     See  Govern- 

llENT.  WiLLUAU   ArTBUR   HeIDEL 

DESBE,  dflr'bf  (A^Pn>  Dirbi,  Acts  14  20.21;  16 
1;  AipPatM,  Derbaios,  30  4;  AippV^s,  Derbtlea, 
Strabo,  Cicero);  A  cit^  in  the  extreme  S.E.  corner 
of  the  Lycaonian  plain  is  mentioned  twice  as  having 
been  visited  by  Paul  (on  his  first  and  second  mis- 
sionary  journeys  respectively),  and  it  may  now 
be  r^arded  as  highly  jn-obable  that  he  passed 
throu^  it  on  his  third  journey  (to  the  churches 
ot  Galatia).  The  view  that  these  churches  were 
in  South  Galatia  is  now  accepted  by  the  ma- 
jority of  Eng.  and  Am.  scholars,  and  a  travelcrpass- 
ing  through  the  Cihcian  Gates  to  Southern  Galatia 
must  have  traversed  the  territory  of  Derbe. 

Derbe  is  first  mentioned  as  the  seat  of  Antipat«r, 
who  entertained  Cicero,  the  Rom  orator  ana  gov- 
ernor of  Cihcia.  When  the  kingdom 
1.  History  of  Amyntas  passed,  at  faia  death  in  26 
BC,  to  the  Romans,  it  was  made  into 
a  province  and  called  Galatia  (see  Galatia).  This 
province  included  Laranda  as  well  as  Derbe  on  the 
extreme  S.E.,  and  for  a  time  Laranda  was  the 
frontier  dty  looking  toward  Cappadocia  and  Cilicia 
and  Syria  via  the  Cilician  Gates.  But  between  37 
and  41  AD  Laranda  was  transferred  to  the  "pro- 
tected" kingdom  of  Antiochus,  and  Derbe  became 
the  frontier  city.  It  was  the  last  city  on  distinctively 
Rom  territory,  on  the  road  leading  from  Southern 
Galatia  to  the  E.;  it  was  here  that  commerce  enter- 
ing the  province  had  to  pay  the  customs  dues. 
Strabo  records  this  fact  when  he  calls  Derbe  a  limen, 
or  "customs  station."  It  owed  its  importance  (and 
consequently  its  visit  from  Paul  on  his  firet  journey) 
to  this  fact,  and  to  its  position  on  a  great  Rom  road 
leading  from  Antiocb,  the  capital  of  Southern  Gala- 
tia, to  Icontum,  Laranda,  Heracleia-CybiBtra,  and 
the  Cilician  Gates.  Rom  milestones  have  been 
found  along  the  line  of  this  road,  one  at  a  point  15 
miles  N.W.  of  Derbe.  It  was  one  of  those  Lycao- 
nian  cities  honored  with  (he  title  "Claudian"  by  the 
emperor  Claudius;  its  coins  bear  the  legend  "Clau- 
dio-Derbe."  This  implied  considerable  importance 
and  prosperity  as  wen  as  strong  pro-Rom  feeling; 
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yet  we  do  not  find  Derbe  standing  aloof,  like  the 
Kom  coloniae  Iconium  and  L^rstrai  from  the  Com- 
mon Coimcil  of  Lycaonian  cities  {Koinan  Lykor 
oniaa). 

Derbe  remained  in  the  province  Galatia  till  about  135 
AD,  when  it  passed  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  triple 
province  Cilicia-Isauria-Lycaonia.  It  continued  in  this 
division  till  295  AD,  and  was  then  included  in  the  newlv 
formed  province  Isauria.  This  arrangement  lasted  tiU 
about  372  AD,  when  Lycaonla,  including  Derbe,  was 
formed  into  a  separate  provmoe.  The  statement  of 
Stephanus  of  Byzantium  that  Derbe  was  "a  fortress  of 
Isauria"  originated  in  the  arrangement  which  eidsted 
from  295  to  372  AD.  Coins  of  the  city  represent  Hera- 
des.  Fortuna  and  a  winged  Yictoir  writinjs  on  a  shield 
(after  the  pattern  of  the  Venus  of  Melos,  in  the  Louvre, 
Pads).  Derbe  is  mentioned  several  times  in  the  records 
of  the  church  councils.  A  bishop.  Daphnus  of  Derbe, 
was  present  at  the  Council  of  Constantinople  in  381. 

The  site  of  Derbe  was  approximately  fixed  bv  the 

American  explorer  Sterrett,  and  more  accurately  by 

Sir  W.  M.  Ramsay,  who,  after  care- 

2.  Situation  fully  examining  all  the  ruins  in  the 

neighborhood,  placed  it  at  Gudelisin. 
Up  to  1911,  certain  epigraphic  evidence  fixing  the 
site  had  not  been  found,  but  Ramsay's  identifica- 
tion meets  all  the  conditions,  and  cannot  be  far 
wrong.  On  the  E.,  Derbe  was  conterminous  with 
Laranda,  on  the  N.E.  with  Barata  in  the  Kara  Dagh. 
It  bordered  on  the  territory  of  Iconium  on  the  N.W.. 
and  on  Isauria  on  the  W.  Its  territory  touched 
the  foothills  of  Taurus  on  the  S.,  and  the  site  com- 
mands a  fine  view  of  the  great  mountain  called 
Hadji  Baba  or  the  Pilgrim  Father.  The  Greeks 
of  the  district  say  that  the  name  is  a  reminiscence 
of  St.  Paul,  "over  whose  travels"  the  mountain 
''stood  as  a  silent  witness." 

The  remains  are  mostly  of  the  late  Rom  and  Byzantine 
p^ods.  but  potterv  of  an  earlier  date  has  been  found  on 
the  site.  An  inscription  of  a  village  on  the  territory  of 
Derbe  records  the  erection  of  a  building  by  two  archi- 
tects from  Lystra.  A  line  of  boundary  stones,  separating 
the  territory  of  Derbe  from  that  of  Barata,  is  still  stand- 
ing. It  probably  belongs  to  an  early  delimitation  of  the 
territory  of  the  frontier  town  of  Galatia  (Ramsay). 

In  Acts  14  20.21,  it  is  narrated  that  Paul  and 
Barnabas,  after  being  driven  out  of    Lystra,  de- 
parted to  Derbe,  where  they  "preached 

3.  Paul  at  the  gospel  ....  and  made  many 
Derbe  disciples.       But    they    did    not    go 

fcirther.  Paul's  mission  included  only 
the  centers  of  Graeco-Rom  civilization;  it  was  no 
part  of  his  plan  to  pass  over  the  frontier  of  the  prov- 
mce  into  non-Rom  territory.  This  aspect  of  his 
purpose  is  illustrated  by  the  reference  to  Derbe  on 
his  second  journey  (Acts  16  1).  Paul  started  from 
Antioch  and  "went  through  Syria  and  Cilicia,  con- 
firming the  churches"  (16  41).  "Then  he  came  to 
Derbe  and  Lystra"  (16  1 AV).  The  unwarned 
reader  might  forget  that  in  going  from  Cilicia  to 
Derbe,  Paul  must  have  passed  through  a  consider- 
able part  of  Antiochus'  territory,  and  visited  the 
important  cities  of  Heracleia-Cybistra  and  Laranda. 
But  his  work  ends  with  the  Rom  Cilicia  and  beg^ 
again  with  the  Rom  Galatia ;  to  him,  the  intervening 
country  is  a  blank.  Concentration  of  effort,  and 
utilization  only  of  the  most  fully  prepared  material 
were  the  characteristics  of  Paul's  missionary  jour- 
neys in  Asia  Minor.  That  Paul  was  successful  in 
D^be  may  be  gathered  (as  Ramsay  points  out) 
from  the  fact  that  he  does  not  mention  Derbe  among 
the  places  where  he  had  suffered  persecution  (2  Tim 
3  11).  Gains  of  Derbe  (among  others)  accom- 
panied Paul  to  Jems,  in  charge  of  the  donations  of 
the  churches  to  the  poor  in  that  city  (Acts  20  4). 

LiiTEBATURE. — The  only  complete  accomit  of  Derbe  is 
that  given  In  Sir  W.  M.  Ramsay's  Cities  of  St.  Paul,  386- 
404.  On  Paul's  mission  ttiere,  see  the  same  author's  St. 
Paul  the  Traveller  and  Rom  Citizen.  119.  178.  Many 
Inscriptions  of  the  later  Rom  period  are  collected  in 
St^rrett,  Wolfe  Expedition  to  Asia  Minor,  Nos.  18-52. 
The  principal  ancient  authorities,  besides  Acts,  are  Ci- 


cero Ad  Fam.  ziii.73;  Strabo  zzx.569;  Ptolemaeus.  v.O, 
17;  Steph.  Byz.,  Hieroel.,  675;  Notit.  Epiacop.,  I,  404,  and 
the  Acta  Condliorum. 

W.  M.  Calder 
DERISION,  d6-rizh'un:   Three  vbs.  are  so  tr«*: 

pb,  lug,  "scorn"  (Ps  119  51);  W^,  l&'agh, 
''mock"  (2  4;  59  8;  £zk  28  32);  and  prjtfl ,  sOha^, 
"laugh  at"  (Job  80  1;  Ex  82  25  m,  "a  whisper- 
ing"; cf  Wisd  6  3).  This  word  is  found  almost 
exclusivel3r  in  the  Psalms  and  Prophets;  Jeremiah 
is  fond  of  it.  It  is  used  both  as  a  subst.  and  a  vb., 
the  latter  in  the  phrase  "to  have  in  derision." 

DESCEND,  dfr^nd'  (T^7,  ydradh;  KaraPaCw, 
feitoteind,  "go  down");  DESCENT,  d6-sent' (Karo- 
Pouris,  kau£b(m8):  Of  Jeh  (Ex  84  5);  of  the 
Spirit  (Mt  8  16);  of  angels  (Gen  28  12;  Mt  28 
2;  Jn  1  51);  of  Christ  (1  Thess  4  16;  Eph  4  9). 
"He  also  descended  into  the  lower  parts  of  the  earth" 
is  variously  interpreted,  the  two  chief  interpreta- 
tions being  the  one  of  the  incarnation,  and  the  other 
ofthe  "descent  into  hell"  (1  Pet  8  19).  The  former 
regards  the  clause  "of  the  earth,"  an  appositive 
genitive,  as  when  we  speak  of  "the  city  of  Rome," 
viz.,  "the  lower  parts,  i.e.  the  earth."  The  other 
regards  the  genitive  as  possessive,  or,  with  Meyer, 
as  governed  oy  the  comparative,  i.e.  "parts  lower 
than  the  earth."  For  the  former  view,  see  full 
discussion  in  Eadie;  for  the  latter,  Ellicott  and  esp. 
Meyer,  in  commentaries  on  Eph.   H.  E.  Jacobs 

DESCENT,  d^-sent',  OF  JESUS.    See  Apocbt- 

PHAL  GOSPBLB. 

DESCRIBE,  d^skrlb':  This  vb.,  now  obsolete, 
in  the  sense  used  in  Josh  18  4.6.8.9  and  Jgs  8  14. 
is  a  tr  of  3C? »  kathabh,  usually  rendered  "to  write" 
or  "inscribe."  But  in  the  above  passages  it  has 
the  OE  meaning  of  dividing  into  parts  or  into  lots, 
as  for  example:  "Walk  through  the  land,  and  de- 
scribe it  according  to  their  inheritance"  (Josh  18 
4) ;  that  is,  describe  in  writing  the  location  and  size 
of  the  several  parcels  of  land  thus  portioned  out. 
In  Jgs  8  14  "described"  should  be  tr^  "wrote  down 
a  list  of."  "Describe"  occurs  twice  in  the  AV  of  the 
NT  (Rom  4  6  and  10  5),  where  >Jyv  Ugo,  and 
ypd^xa,  grdphoj  are  both  rendered  "describeth."  RV 
corrects  both,  and  substitutes  "pronounceth"  in 
the  first  and  "writeth"  in  the  second  passage. 

Description » "list"  (1  Esd  6  39). 

W   W   Da  VIES 

DESCRY,  d^krl':  This  word  like '  "describe" 
came  into  the  Eng.  through  the  Fr.  descrire  (Lat  de- 
acribere);  it  occurs  only  in  the  AV  of  Jgs  1  23: 
"And  the  house  of  Joseph  sent  to  descry  Bethel." 
*lin ,  tuTf  the  vb.  thus  tr**,  signifies  "to  explore"  or 
"examine,"  and  RV  correctly  renders  "sent  to  spy 
out." 

DESERT,  dez'ert  r^'VO ,  midhh&r,  ll^yi ,  /lor- 
hdhy  I'lW^*  yshimon,  ^l^t  ^drObkah,  H^J,  gty&hf 
^nn,  tohu;  Sfyn|Ms,  6remo8j  lfn||&Ca  eremia):  Mtdh- 
6ar,  the  commonest  word  for  "desert,"  more 
often  rendered  "wilderness,"  is  oerhaps  from  r. 
dSbhoTf  in  the  sense  of  "to  drive,  i.e.  a  place  for 
driving  or  pasturing  flocks.  Y'shiman  is  from  ydr 
sham,  "to  be  empty";  horbSh  (cf  Arab,  kharibf  "to 
lie  waste";  khirhak,  "a  ruin":  khardbj  "devasta- 
tion"), from  hdrabht  "to  be  dry";  cf  also  ^drdbh,  "to 
be  diy,"  and  'drGbhdh,  "a  desert"  or  "the  Arabah" 
(see  Champaign).  For  'eref  glyah  (Ps  68  1;  Isa 
41  18).  "a  dry  land,"  cf  fiyim,  "wild  beasts  of  the 
desert  (Isa  18  21,  etc).  Tohuj  variously  rendered 
"without  form"  (Gen  1  2  AV),  "empty  space,"  AV 
"empty  place"  (Job  26  7),  "waste,"  AV  "nothing" 
(Job  6  18),  "confusion,"  RVm  "wasteness"  (Isa 
24  10  ERV),  may  be  compared  with  Arab,  tdh^ 
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"to  BO  aatray/'  alrTVi,  "the  desert  of  the  wander- 
ing.'°  In  the  NT  we  find  erSmoa  and  erSmia:  "The 
child  IJohn]  ....  waa  in  the  deeerl^  till  the  day  of 
hia  showing  unto  Israel"  (Lk  1  80);  "Our  futherfi 
did  eat  manna  in  the  deeert"  (Jn  S  31  AV). 


In  the  Deaert  of  Edom. 

The  deeert  as  known  to  the  Israelites  was  not  a 
waste  of  Band,  as  those  are  apt  to  im^ine  who  have 
in  mind  the  pictures  of  the  Sahara.  Great  eicpanses 
of  Bond,  it  is  true,  are  found  in  Arabia,  but  the  near- 
efit  one,  an-NufHd,  was  several  days'  journey  dis- 
tant from  the  farthest  southeast  readied  by  the 
Israelitee  id  their  wanderings.  Moat  of  the  desert 
of  Sinai  and  of  Pal  is  land  that  needs  only  wat«r  to 
make  it  fruitful.  E.  of  the  Jordan,  the  line  between 
"the  desert"  and  "the  sown"  Ilea  about  along  the 
Une  of  the  Hij&z  railway.  To  the  W.  there  is  barely 
enough  water  to  support  the  crops  of  wheat;  to  the 
E.  there  is  too  Uttle.  Near  the  hne  of  demaikation, 
the  yield  of  wheat  depends  strictly  upon  the  rain- 
fall. A  few  inches  more  or  less  of  rain  in  the  year 
determines  whether  the  Krain  can  reach  maturity 
or  not.  The  latent  fertility  of  the  desert  lands  is 
demonstrated  by  the  season  of  scant  rains,  when  they 
become  carpe(«d  with  herbage  and  flowers.  It  is 
marvelous,  too,  how  the  camels,  sheep  and  goats, 
even  in  the  dry  season,  will  find  something  to  crop 
where  the  traveler  sees  nothing  but  absolute  barren- 
ness. The  long  wandering  of  the  Israelites  in  "the 
deaert"  was  made  possible  by  the  existence  of  food 
for  their  flocks  and  herds.     Cf  Ps  6S   U.12: 


and  also  Joel  S  22;  "The  pastures  of  the  wildemeas 
do  spring." 

"The  desert"  or  "the  wilderness"  (fio-mt<tt6ar) 
usually  signifies  the  desert  of  the  wandering,  or  the 
northern  part  of  the  Sinaitic  Peninsula.  Cf  Ex 
3  1  AV;  ''Mosea  ....  led  the  flock  (of  Jethro]  to 
the  backside  of  the  deaert";  Ex  6  3AV:  "Let  us  go 
....  three  days'  journey  into  the  deaert";  Eic  U 
2AV:  "They  ....  were  come  to  the  desert  of 
Sinai";  Ex  33  31  AV:  "I  will  set  thy  bounds  from 
the  Rm  Sea  even  unto  the  sea  of  the  Philistines,  and 
from  the  desert  unto  the  river"  (Euphrates).  Other 
uncultivated  or  pasture  r^ons  are  known  as  Wilder- 
ness of  Beersheba  (Gen  21  14),  W.  of  Judah 
(Jgs  1  16),  W.  of  En-gedi  (1  S  34  1),  W.  of  Gibeon 
(2  S  S  24),  W.  of  Maon  (1  S  23  24),  W.  of  Da- 
mascus; cf  Arab.  BOdiyel-utk-SkSm  (1  K  1&  15). 
etc,  Midhbar  ySm,  "the  wildemeaa  of  the  sea 
(Isa  31  1),  may  perhaps  be  that  part  of  Arabia 
bordering  upon  the  Pers  Gulf. 

Aside  from  the  towns  and  fields,  practically  all 
the  land  waa  midhbar  or  "desert,"  for  this  term  in- 
cluded mountain,  plain  and  valley.    The  terms, 


"desert  of  En-gedi^"  "desert  of  Maon,"  etc,  do  not 
indicate  circumscnbed  areas,  but  are  apphed  in  a 
general  way  to  the  lands  about  these  places.  To 
obtain  water,  the  shepherds  with  their  flocks  traverse 
long  distances  to  the  wells,  springs  or  streams,  usu- 
ally arran^g  to  reach  the  water  about  the  middle 
of  the  day  ana  rest  about  it  for  anhour  or  so,  taking 
shelter  from  the  sun  in  the  shadows  of  the  rocks, 
perhaps  under  some  overhanging  ledge. 

AuRED  Ely  Day 

dS-Blr':    The  vb.  "to  desire" 


(cf  Dt  7  25  AV).  RV  frequently  renders 
ine  more  literal  meaning  of  the  Heb.  Cf  Job  30 
20,  "deUght";  Prov  31  20,  "precious";  Ps  iO  6, 
"delight'';  alrtu,  aiUo  (except  Col  1  9),  and 
IpnrriM,  erofdd  (except  Lk  7  36)  are  rendered  "to 
ask"  and  fV^u,  zeti6,  "to  seek"  (cf  Lk  fl  9  et 
al.).  The  Heb  !?5? ,  kOtaph,  fit.  "to  lose  in  value," 
is  ti^  (Zeph  3  I)  by  "hath  no  shame"  (RVm  "long- 
ing," AV  "not  desired").  The  Uteral  tr  "to  lose 
in  value,"  "to  degenerate,"  would  be  more  in  har- 
mony with  the  context  than  the  translations  offered. 
The  Heb  H'^ipn ,  ^^etndah  (2  Ch  31  20,  "without  be- 
ing desired"),  means  according  to  the  Arab,  "to 
praise,"  "to  give  thanks."  The  context  brings  in 
contrast  the  burial  of  the  king  Jchoram  with  that  of 
his  fathera.  In  the  latter  case  there  waa  "burning," 
i.e.  recognition  and  praise,  but  when  Jdioram  died, 
there  waa  no  henuUlk,  i.e.  there  was  no  praise  for 
his  services  rendered  to  the  kingdom.  For  "desire" 
in  EccI  IS  5,  see  Caperberbi.     A.  L.  Bkesucb 

DESIRE  OF  ALL  NATIONS:  This  phraae  occure 

only  in  Hag  2  7  (AV,  ERV  "desirable  thinoB," 
ARvm  "things  desired  ),  and  is  commonly  applied 
to  the  Messiah. 

At  the  erection  of  the  temple  in  Eira's  time,  the 
older  men  who  had  seen  the  more  magnificent  house 
of  Solomon  were  disappointed  and  distressed  at  the 
comparison.  The  prophet,  therefore,  is  directed 
to  encourage  them  by  the  assurance  that  Jch  is  with 
them  nevertheless,  and  in  a  little  while  will  shake 
the  heavens,  the  earth,  the  sea,  the  dry  land  and  the 
nations,  and  "the  desire  of  all  nations"  shall  come, 
and  the  house  shall  be  filled  with  glory,  so  that  "the 
later  glory  of  this  house  shall  be  greater  than  the 
former." 

(1)  Many  expositors  refer  the  prophecy  to  the 
first  advent  of  Christ.  The  shaking  of  the  heavens, 
the  earth,  the  sea  and  the  dry  land  is  the  fif^urative 
setting  of  the  shaking  of  the  nations,  while  this 
latter  exprtasion  refers  to  those  changes  of  eartiily 
dominion  coincident  with  the  overthrow  of  the  Pet^ 
sians  by  the  Greeks,  the  Greeks  by  the  Romans, 
and  BO  on  down  to  the  beginning  of  our  era.  Tlie 
house  then  in  process  of  construction  was  filled  with 
glory  by  the  later  presence  of  the  Mesaah,  which 
glory  was  greater  tnan  the  Shekinah  of  Solomon's 
time.  Objections  are  presented  to  this  view  as 
foUows:  first,  there  is  the  element  of  time.  Five 
cents.,  more  or  leas,  elapsed  between  the  building 
of  Ezra's  temple  and  the  first  advent  of  Christ,  and 
the  men  of  Ezra's  time  needed  comfort  for  the 
present.  Then  there  is  the  difficulty  of  associating 
the  physical  phenomena  with  any  shaking  of  the 
nationa  occumng  at  the  first  advent.  Furthermore, 
in  what  aense,  it  is  asked,  could  Christ,  when  He 
came,  be  said  to  be  the  desire  of  all  tiations?  And 
finally,  what  comfort  would  a  Jew  find  in  this  mag- 


advent  of  Christ.  The  Jews  are  to  be  restored  to 
Jerus,  and  another  temple  is  to  be  built  (E»k  iO- 
48).     The  shaking  of  the  nations  and  the  physica] 
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Desert 
Destroyer 


^enomena  find  their  fulfilment  in  the  ''Great 
Tribulation''  so  often  spoken  of  in  the  OT  and  Rev, 
and  which  is  followed  bv  the  coming  of  Christ  in 
dory  to  set  up  His  kingdom  (Mai  3  1;  Mt  24  29. 
30  and  other  places).  Some  of  the  difficulties 
spoken  of  in  the  first  mstance  apply  here  also,  but 
not  all  of  them,  while  others  are  common  to  both 
interpretations.  One  such  common  difficulty  is 
that  Ezra's  temple  can  hardly  be  identified  with 
that  of  the  time  of  Herod  and  Christ,  and  certainly 
not  with  that  of  Ezekiel;  which  is  met,  however, 
by  saying  that  all  the  temples,  including  Solomon's, 
are  treated  as  but  one  "house" — the  house  of  the 
Lord,  in  the  refigious  sense,  at  least,  if  not  archi- 
tecturally. Another  such  difficulty  touches  the 
question  of  time,  which,  whether  it  includes  five 
centuries  or  twenty,  is  met  bv  the  principle  that  to 
the  i>rophet8,  "ascending  in  heart  to  God  and  the 
eternity  of  God,  all  times  and  all  things  of  this  world 
are  only  a  mere  point."  When  the  precise  time  of 
particular  events  is  not  revealed,  they  sometimes 
describe  them  as  continuous,  and  sometimes  blend 
two  events  together,  having  a  near  or  partial,  and 
also  a  remote  or  complete  fulfilment.  "They  saw 
the  future  in  space  rather  than  in  time,  or  the  per- 
spective rather  than  the  actual  distance."  It  is 
noted  that  the  Lord  Jesus  so  blends  together  the 
destruction  of  Jems  by  Titus,  AD  70,  and  the 
days  of  the  anti-Christ  at  the  end  of  this  age,  that 
it  IS  difficult  to  separate  them,  and  to  say  which 
belongs  exclusively  to  either  (Mt  24).  That  the 
words  may  have  an  ultimate  fulfilment  in  the  second 
advent  of^  Christ  receives  strength  from  a  compari- 
son of  VB  21  and  22  of  the  same  chapter  (ch  2)  of 
Hag  with  He  12  26.27.  The  writw  of  that  epistle 
condenses  the  two  passages  in  Hag  2  6.7  and  21. 
22,  impl3dng  that  it  was  one  and  the  same  shaking, 
of  which  the  former  vs  denote  the  beginning,  and  the 
latter  the  end.  The  shaking,  in  other  words,  began 
introductory  to  the  first  advent  and  will  be  nnished 
at  the  second.  Concerning  the  former,  cf  Mt  8  17; 
27  61;  28  2;  Acts  2  2:  4  31,  and  concerning  the 
latter,  Mt  24  7;  Rev  16  20;  20  11  (Bengel,  quoted 
by  Canon  Faussett). 

(3)  Other  expositors  seek  to  cut  the  Gordian  knot 
by  altogether  denyine  the  application  to  the  Mes- 
siah, and  translating  ^'the  desu^  of  all  nations"  by 
"the  beauty,"  or  "the  desirable  things  of  all  nations, 
i.e.  their  precious  nfts  (see  Isa  60  6.11^  61  6). 
This  application  is  defended  in  the  followmg  way: 
(a)  The  Heb  word  means  the  quality  and  not  the 
iking  desired;  (6)  the  Messiah  was  not  desired  by 
all  the  nations  when  He  came;  (c)  the  vb.  "shall 
oome"  is  pi.,  which  requires  the  noun  to  be  under- 
stood in  the  pi.,  whereas  if  the  Messiah  be  in- 
tended, the  noim  is  singular;  (d)  "The  silver  is 
mine."  etc  (Hag  2  8)  accords  with  the  tr  "the  de- 
sirable things  of  all  nations";  (e)  the  agreement  of 
the  Sept  and  Syr  VSS  with  such  rendering. 

All  these  arguments,  however,  can  be  fairly  met 
by  counter-arguments,  leaving  the  reader  still  in 
doubt,  (a)  An  abstract  noun  is  often  put  for  the 
concrete;  (b)  the  result  shows  that  while  the  Jews 
rejected  Christ,  the  Gentiles  received  and  hence 
desired  Him;  (c)  where  two  nouns  stand  together 
after  the  manner  of  "the  desire"  and  "nations," 
the  vb.  agrees  in  number  sometimes  with  the  latter, 
even  though  the  former  be  its  nominative;  (d)  the 
8th  ver  of  the  prophecy  can  be  harmonized  about  as 
easily  with  one  view  as  the  other;  (e)  the  AV  is 
sustained  by  the  Vulg  and  early  Jewish  rabbis. 

Jambs  M.  Gray 

DESOLATE,  des'6-l&t  (very  frequently  in  the 
OT  for  Dipip ,  shdmSnif  and  its  derivatives;  less  fre- 
quently, yyn ,  ^r^^,  and  its  derivatives,  and  other 
words.     In  the  NT  it  stands  for  lpt||Ms,  fyremos 


[Mt  28  38;  Acts  1  20;  Gal  4  27],  erSmdd  [Rev 
17  16],  and  mondd  [I  Tim  6  6]):  From  Lat  de, 
intens.,  solus,  alone.  Several  shades  of  meaning 
can  be  distinguished:  (1)  Its  primary  sense  is  "left 
lonely,"  "forlorn,"  e.g.  Ps  26  16,  "Have  mercy 
upon  me;  for  I  am  desolate"  (Heb  yOljildh,  "alone") ; 
1  Tim  6  6,  "she  that  is  a  widow  indeed,  and  deso- 
late" (Gr  tnemonihTUne,  "left  alone").  (2)  In  the 
sense  of  "laid  waste,"  "destitute  of  inhabitants," 
e.g.  Jer  4  7i  "to  make  thy  land  desolate,  that  thv 
cities  be  laia  waste,  with9ut  inhabitant."  (3)  With 
the  meaning  "comfortless,"  "afficted."  e.g.  Ps  143 
4,  "My  heart  within  me  is  desolate.  (4)  In  the 
sense  of  "barren,"  "childless,"  "unfruitful,"  e.g. 
Job  16  34;  Isa  49  21  (Heb  galmudh), 

D.  Ml  ALL  Edwards 
DESOLATION,  ABOMINATION  OF.   See 
Abomination  of  Desolation. 

DESPAIR,  d^^pAr':  The  subst.  only  in  2  Cor  4  8. 
"perplexed,  but  not  in  [RV  "yet  not  unto"]  despair,' 
lit.  "being  at  a  loss,  but  not  utterly  at  a  loss." 
"Unto  despair"  here  conve3rs  the  force  of  the  Gr 
prefix  ex  ("utterly,"  "out  and  out").  Desperate, 
m  Job  6  26;  Isa  17  11.  In  the  latter  instance, 
the  Heb  adj.  is  derived  from  a  vb.  =  "to  be  sick,' 
and  the  lit.  rendering  would  be  "incurable"  (cf 
Job  34  6,  "my  wound  is  incurable").  Desper- 
ately in  Jer  17  9  AV,  where  the  heart  is  said  to  be 
"desperately  [i.e.  incurably]  wicked"  or  "sick." 

DESPITE,  d^plt',  DESPITEFUL,  dS-spIt'fd61: 
"Despite"  is  from  Lat  despectus,  "a  looking  down 
upon."  As  a  noun  (=»  "contempt")  it  is  now  gen- 
erally used  in  its  shortened  form,  "spite,"  while  the 
longer  form  is  used  as  a  prep.  ( «  "in  spite  of").  In 
EV  it  is  always  a  noun.  In  the  OT  it  translates 
Heb  sh*'OH,  in  Ezk  25  6,  and  in  RV  Ezk  25  15;  86 
5  ("with  despite  of  soul").  In  He  10  29  ("hath 
done  despite  unto  the  Spirit  of  grace")  it  stands  for 
Gr  envbrizdf  "to  treat  with  contempt."  The  adj. 
"despiteful'^  occurs  in  AV  Ezk  26  15;  86  5;  Sir 
81  31  ("despiteful  words,"  RV  "a  word  of  re- 
proach"); Rom  1  30  (RV  "insolent" =Gr  hvbrU' 
th,  it  hupir,  "above";  cf  Eng.  "uppish"). 

D.  MiALL  Edwabds 

DESSAU,  des'd,  des'a-Q  (Accnraai,  DesscurA  [2 
Mace  14  16]):  RV  LESSAU  (which  see). 

DESTINY,  des'ti-ni  (MENI):  A  god  of  Good 
Luck,  possibly  the  Pleiades.  See  Astrology,  10; 
Meni. 

DESTROYER,  d^troi'gr:  In  several  passages 
the  word  designates  a  supernatural  a^nt  of  de- 
struction, or  destroying  angel,  executing  Divine 
judgment.  (1)  In  Ex  12  23,  of  the  "destroyer" 
who  smote  the  first-born  in  Egypt,  again  referred 
to  under  the  same  title  in  He  11  28  RV  (AV  "he 
that  destroyed").  (2)  In  Job  88  22,  "the  destroy- 
ers" (lit.  "they  that  cause  to  die") = the  angels  of 
death  that  are  ready  to  take  away  a  man's  life 
during  severe  illness.  No  exact  ||  to  this  is  found 
in  the  OT.  The  nearest  approach  is  "the  angel 
that  destroyed  the  people"  by  pestilence  (2  S  24 
16.17  II  1  Ch  21  15.16);  the  angel  that  smote  the 
Assyrians  (2  K  19  35=l8a  87  36  ||  2  Ch  82  21); 
"angels  of  evil"  (Ps  78  49).  (3)  In  the  Apoc,  "the 
destroyer"  is  once  referred  to  as  "the  mmister  of 
punisnment"  (RV;  lit.  "him  who  was  punishing"), 
who  brou^t  death  into  the  world  (Wisd  18  22-25). 
(4)  In  1  Cor  10  10,  "the  destroyer"  is  the  angelic 
agent  to  whose  instrumentality  Paul  attributes  the 
plague  of  Nu  16  46-49. 

In  later  Jewish  theolcffy  (the  Tgs  and  Mldr),  the 
" destroyer"  or  "angel  of  death "  appears  under  the  name 
Sammael  (i.e.  the  poison  of  God),  who  was  once  an  arch- 
angel before  the  throne  of  God.  and  who  caused  the  ser- 
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Deuteronomy 
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pent  to  tempt  Eve.  According  to  Weber,  he  is  not  to 
be  distinKuished  from  Satan.  The  chief  distinction 
between  tne  "destroyer"  of  early  thought  and  the  Sam- 
mael  of  later  Judaism  is  that  the  former  was  regarded  as 
the  emissary  of  Jeh.  and  subservient  to  His  wlU,  and 
sometimes  was  not  clearly  distinguished  from  Jeh  Him- 
self, whereas  the  latter  was  regarded  as  a  perfectly  dis- 
tinct individuality,  acting  in  independence  or  semi-inde- 
pendence, and  from  purely  malicious  and  evil  motives. 
The  change  was  largely  due  to  the  influence  of  Pers  dual- 
ism, which  made  good  and  evil  to  be  independent  powers. 

D.  MiALL  Edwards 

DESTRUCTION,  dS-struk'shun :  In  AV  this  word 

translates  over  30  Heb  words  in  the  OT,  and  4 

words  in  the  NT.    Of  these  the  most  interesting, 

as  having  a  technical  sense,  is  'dbhaddon  (from  vb. 

*dbhadh  ''to  be  lost,"  "to  perish").    It  is  found  6  t 

in  the  Wisdom  Literature,  and  nowhere  else  in  the 

OT;  of  Rev  9  11.    See  Abaddon. 

DESTRUCTION,  CITY  OF  (Isa  19  18;  HELI- 
OPOLIS  OR  CITY  OF  THE  SUN).  See  Astron- 
omy, I,  2;  Ir-ha-heres;  On. 

DETERMINATE,  dg-ttb-'mi-nftt  (Apio*!*^*®**  haria- 
mhwB,  ''determined,"  "fixed"):  Only  in  Acts  2  23, 
'^by  the  determinate  counsel  and  foreknowledge 
of  God,"  Gr  horismeTioSy  it  korizOf  "to  set  bound- 
aries," "determine,"  "settle"  (cf  Eng.  word  "hori- 
zon"— ^lit.  "that  which  bounds").  It  is  remarkable 
that  Peter  in  one  and  the  same  sentence  speaks  of 
the  death  of  Christ  from  two  quite  distinct  points 
of  view.  (1)  From  the  historical  standpomt,  it 
was  a  crime  perpetrated  by  men  who  were  morally 
responsible  for  their  deed  ("him  ....  ye  by  the 
hand  of  lawless  men  did  crucify  and  slay").  (2) 
From  the  standpoint  of  Divine  teleology,  it  was 
part  of  an  eternal  plan  ("by  the  determinate,"  etc). 
No  effort  is  made  to  demonstrate  the  logical  con- 
sistency of  the  two  ideas.  They  represent  two  as- 
pects of  the  one  fact.  The  same  Ur  word  is  used 
m  Lk  22  22,  where  Christ  speaks  of  His  betrayal 
as  taking  place  "as  it  was  [RV  "hath  been"]  deter- 
mined" (kaUi  16  horisnUnon).    Cf  Lk  24  26. 

D.  MiALL  Edwards 

DETERMINE,  dfi-tAr'min: 

(1)  "To  resolve,"  "decide."  This  is  the  primaiy 
meaning  of  the  word  and  it  is  also  the  one  that  is 
the  most  common.  In  the  NT  the  Gr  word  Kplva, 
krlno,  is  tr**  "determine,"  and  it  has  the  above  mean- 
mg  (Acts  20  16;  26  25;  1  Cor  2  2).  The  word 
occurs  frequently  in  the  OT  with  this  meaning  (see 
Ex  21  22;   1  S  20  7.9.33). 

(2)  "To  decree,"  "ordain,"  "mark  out."  The 
Gr  word  that  is  rendered  "determine"  with  this 
meaning  is  horizd.    See  Determinate. 

The  Heb  term  h&rag  is  tr**  "determine"  with 
the  above  meaning;  as  "his  days  are  determined" 
(Job  14  5);  "a  destruction  is  determined"  (Isa  10 
22);  "desolations  are  determined"  (Dnl  9  26). 
The  Heb  term  mishpdff  which  means  "judgment" 
or  "sentence,"  is  tr**  "determination"  in  Zeph  8  8. 

A     ^^     FoRTTTNE 

DETESTABLE,  d6-tes'ta-b'l,  THINGS  (^h^W, 
shiJplsilQ;  TTJJTp,  aheJ^f  synonjrmous  with  rt^^H, 
to^ehhdhj  "abomination,"  "abominable  thing") :  The 
tr  of  shihh'wfLm  in  Jer  16  18;  Ezk  6  11:  7  20;  11 
18.21;  37  23;  a  term  always  applied  to  iaol-worship 
or  to  objects  connected  with  idolatry;  often  also 
tr«*  "abomination,"  as  in  1  K  11  5.7  (6w);  Jer  4 
1;  Ezk  20  7.8.30.  She^eQ,  ix^  "abomination,"  is 
applied  in  the  Scriptiures  to  that  which  is  ceremoni- 
ally unclean  (Lev  7  21),  creatures  forbidden  as 
food,  as  water  animals  without  fins  or  scales  (11  10- 
12),  birds  of  prey  and  the  like  (ver  18),  winged 
creeping  things  (vs  20.23),  creeping  vermin  (vs  41  f). 
Cf  also  Isa  66  17.  By  partaking  of  the  food  of  the 
animals  in  question  one  makes  himself  detestable 
(Lev  11  43;  20  25).    Similarly  the  idolatrous  ap- 


purtenances are  to  be  held  in  detestation  j  nothing 
of  the  kind  should  be  appropriated  for  private  use 
(Dt  7  26).    See  Abomination. 

,  Max  L.  Mabgolis 
DEUEL,  da'el,  d6-Q'el  (bSITJ,  d^'u'el,  "knowl- 
edge of  God"):  A  Gadite,  the  father  of  Eliasaph, 
the  representative  of  the  tribe  of  Gad  in  the  census- 
taking  (Nu  1  14),  in  making  the  offering  of  the 
tribe  at  the  dedication  of  the  altar  (7  42.47),  and 
ajB  leader  of  the  host  of  the  tribe  of  the  childi^  of 
Gad  in  the  wilderness  (10  20).  Called  Reuel  in 
Nu  2  14,  T  (d)  being  coi^used  with  ^  (r). 

DEUTERO-CANONICAL,  da-t£b>5-ka-non'i-kal, 
BOOKS:  A  term  sometimes  used  to  designate 
certain  books,  which  by  the  Council  of  Trent  were 
included  in  the  OT,  but  which  the  Protestant 
churches  designated  as  apocryphal  (see  Apocbt- 
pha),  and  also  certain  books  of  the  NT  which  for 
a  long  time  were  not  accepted  by  the  whole  church 
as  Scripture.  Webster  says  the  term  pertains  to 
"a  second  Canon  or  ecclesiastical  writing  of  inferior 
authority,"  and  the  history  of  these  books  shows 
that  they  were  all  at  times  regarded  by  a  part  of 
the  church  as  being  inferior  to  the  others  and  some 
of  them  are  so  regarded  todav.  This  second  Canon 
includes  Tob,  Jth,  Wisd,  Eccius,  2  Esd,  1  Mace  and 
2  Mace  of  the  OT,  and  He,  Jas,  2  Pet,  2  Jn,  3  Jn, 
Jude  and  Rev  of  the  NT. 

The  OT  books  imder  consideration  were  not  in 
the  Heb  Canon  and  they  were  originally  designated 
as  apocryphal.  The  LXX  contained 
1.  The  OT  many  of  the  apoc  books,  and  among 
Books  these  were  most   of   those  which  we 

have  designated  deutero-canonical. 
The  LXX  was  perhaps  the  Gr  Bible  of  NT  times 
and  it  continued  to  be  the  OT  of  the  early  church, 
and  hence  these  books  were  widely  distributed.  It 
seems,  however,  that  they  did  not  continue  to  hold 
their  place  along  with  the  other  books,  for  Athana- 
sius,  bishop  of  Alex,  in  his  Festal  Epistle  in  367  gave 
a  list  of  the  books  of  the  Bible  which  were  to  be  read, 
and  at  the  close  of  this  list  he  said:  "There  are  also 
other  books  besides  these,  not  canonized,  yet  set 
by  the  Fathers  to  be  read  to  those  who  have  just 
come  up  and  who  wish  to  be  informed  as  to  the  word 
of  godlmess:  Wisd,  Sir,  Est,  Jth,  Tob,  the  so-called 
Teaching  of  the  Apos,  and  the  Shepherd  of  Hermas." 
Jerome  also  made  a  distinction  oetween  the  apoc 
books  and  the  others.  In  his  Preface,  after  enu- 
merating the  books  contained  in  the  Heb  Canon,  he 
adds:  "This  prologue  I  write  as  a  preface  to  the 
books  to  be  translated  by  us  from  the  Heb  into  Lat, 
that  we  may  know  that  all  the  books  which  are  not 
of  this  number  are  apoc;  therefore  Wisd,  which  is 
commonly  ascribed  to  Solomon  as  its  author,  and 
the  book  of  Jesus  the  son  of  Sir,  Jth,  Tob  and  the 
Shep  are  not  in  the  Canon."  Rufinus  made  the 
same  distinction  as  did  Jerome.  He  declared  that 
"these  books  are  not  canonical,  but  have  been  called 
by  our  forefathers  ecclesiastical."  Augustine  in- 
cluded these  books  in  his  list  which  he  published  in 
397.  He  begins  the  list  thus:  "The  entire  canon  of 
Scripture  is  comprised  in  these  books."  Then  fol- 
lows a  list  of  the  books  which  includes  Tob,  Jth, 
1  MacC{  2  Mace,  2  Esd,  Wisd  and  Eccius,  and  it 
closes  with  these  words:  "In  these  44  books  is  com- 
prised all  the  authority  of  the  OT."  Inasmuch  as 
these  books  were  regarded  by  the  church  at  large 
as  ecclesiastical  and  helpful,  and  Aug^ustine  had 
given  them  canonical  sanction,  they  rapidlv  gained 
in  favor  and  most  of  them  are  found  m  the  great 
MSS.    See  Canon  op  the  OT. 

It  is  not  probable  that  there  was  any  general 
council  of  the  church  in  those  early  centuries  that 
set  apart  the  various  books  of  the  NT  and  canon- 
ized them  as  Scripture  for  the  whole  church.    There 
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was  no  single  historical  event  which  brought  to- 
gether the  NT  books  which  were  everywhere  to  be 

regarded  as  Scripture.  These  books 
2.  The  NT  did  not  make  the  same  progress  in  the 
Books  various  provinces  and   churches.     A 

carefid  study  of  conditions  reveals  the 
fact  that  there  was  no  uniform  NT  canon  in  the 
church  during  at  least  the  first  3  cents.  The  Ethi- 
opic  church,  for  example,  had  35  books  in  its  NT, 
while  the  S>Tian  church  had  only  22  books. 

From  an  early  date  the  churches  were  practi- 
cally agreed  on  those  books  which  are  sometimes 
designated  as  the  protocanonical,  and  which  Euse- 
biiis  designated  as  the  homologoumena.  They 
differed,  however,  in  regard  to  the  7  disputed  books 
which  form  a  part  of  the  so-called  deutero-canon, 
and  which  Eusebius  designated  as  the  antilegomena. 
They  also  differed  in  regard  to  other  ecclesiastical 
writmgs,  for  there  was  no  fixed  line  between  canoni- 
cal and  non-canonical  books.  While  there  was 
perhaps  no  council  of  the  church  that  had  passed 
on  the  books  and  declared  them  canonical,  it  is  un- 
doubtedly true  that  before  the  close  of  the  2d  cent, 
all  the  books  that  are  in  our  NT,  with  the  exception 
of  those  under  consideration,  had  become  recognized 
as  Scripture  in  all  orthodox  churches. 

The  history  of  these  seven  books  reveals  the  fact  that 
although  some  of  them  were  early  used  by  the  Fathers, 
they  afterward  fell  into  disfavor.  That  is  esp.  true  of 
He  and  Rev.  Generally  speaking,  it  can  be  said  that 
at  the  close  of  the  2d  cent,  the  7  Dooks  under  consider- 
ation had  failed  to  receive  .any  such  general  recognition 
as  had  the  rest;  however,  all,  with  perhaps  the  exception 
of  2  Pet,  had  been  used  by  some  of  the  Fathers.  He  was 
freely  attested  by  Clement  of  Rome  and  Justin  Martyr; 
Jas  by  Hennas  and  probably  by  Clem  of  Rome;  2  Jn, 
3  Jn  and  Jude  by  the  Muratorian  Fragment:  Rev  by 
Hennas  and  Justin  Martyr  who  names  John  as  its  author. 
See  Canon  or  thb  NT. 

Jerome,  who  prepared  the  Vulg  in  the  closing 
vears  of  the  4th  cent.,  accepted  all  7  of  the  doubtful 
books,  yet  he  held  that  2  Jn  and  3  Jn  were  written 
by  the  Fresbyter,  and  he  intimated  that  2  Pet  and 
Jude  were  still  rejected  by  some,  and  he  said  the 
Latins  did  not  receive  lie  among  the  canonical 
Scriptures,  neither  did  the  Gr  churches  receive  Rev. 
Augustine,  who  was  one  of  the  great  leaders  during 
the  last  part  of  the  4th  cent,  and  the  first  part  of  the 
5th,  accepted  without  question  the  7  disputed  books. 
Hiese  books  had  graduallv  gained  in  favor  and  the 
position  of  Jerome  and  Augustine  practically  set- 
tled their  canonicity  for  the  orthodox  churches. 
The  Coimcil  of  Carthage,  held  in  397,  adopted  the 
catalogue  of  Augustine.  This  catalogue  contained 
all  the  disputed  books  both  of  the  NT  and  the  OT. 

Since  the  Reformation. — The  Canon  of  Augustine 
became  the  Canon  of  the  majority  of  the  churches 
and  the  OT  books  which  he  accepted  were  added 
to  the  Vulg,  but  there  were  some  who  still  held  to 
the  Canon  of  Jerome.  The  awakening  of  the 
Reformation  inevitably  led  to  a  reinvestigation  of 
the  Canon,  since  the  bible  was  made  the  source  of 
authority,  and  some  of  the  disputed  books  of  the 
NT  were  again  questioned  by  the  Reformers.  The 
position  given  the  Bible  by  the  Reformers  led  the 
Kom  church  to  reaffirm  its  sanction  and  definitely  to 
fix  the  books  that  should  be  accepted.  Accordingly 
the  Council  of  Trent,  which  convened  in  1546,  made 
the  Canon  of  Augustine,  which  included  the  7  apoc 
books  of  the  OT,  and  the  7  disputed  books  of  the 
NT,  the  Canon  of  the  church,  and  it  pronounced  a 
curse  upon  those  who  did  not  receive  these  books. 
The  Protestants  at  first  followed  the  example  of 
Rome  and  adopted  these  boolffl  which  had  long  had 
the  sanction  of  usage  as  their  Bible.  Gradually, 
however,  the  questioned  books  of  the  OT  were  sepa- 
rated from  the  others.  That  was  true  in  Cover- 
dale's  tr,  and  in  Matthew's  Bible  they  were  not  only 
separated  from  the  others  but  they  were  prefaced 


with  the  words,  "the  volume  of  the  book  called 
Hagiographa."  In  Oranmer's  Bible,  Hagiographa 
was  changed  into  Apoc,  and  this  passed  through  the 
succeeding  ed  into  the  AV.  A.  W.  Fortunb 

DEUTERONOMY,  du-tgr-on'd-mi: 

1.  Name 

2.  What  Dt  Is 

3.  Analysis 

4.  Ruling  Ideas 
6.  Unity 

6.  Authorship 

7.  Dt  Spoken  Twice 

8.  Dt's  Influence  in  Israel's  History 

9.  The  Critical  Theory 

LlTERATURU  , 

In  Heb  D'^n^'^n  HJS,  'elleh  hd-d'bharlm,  "these 

are  the  words";  in  Gr,  ^fvrtpovbtuov,  Deuterondmion, 

"second  law";  whence  the  Lat  deutero- 

1.  Name       nomiif   and   the   £ng.   Deuteronomy. 

The  Gr  title  is  due  to  a  mistrans- 
lation by  the  Sept  of  the  clause  in  Dt  17  18  ren- 
dered, "and  he  shall  write  for  himself  this  repetition 
of  the  law."  The  Heb  really  means  "and  he  shall 
write  out  for  himself  a  copy  of  this  law."  However, 
the  error  on  which  the  Eng.  title  rests  is  not  serious, 
as  Dt  is  in  a  very  true  sense  a  repetition  of  the  law. 
Dt  is  the  last  of  the  five  books  of  the  Pent,  or 
"five-fifths  of  the  Law."  It  possesses  an  indi- 
viduality  and   impressiveness   of   its 

2.  What  own.  In  Ex-Nu  Jeh  is  represented 
Dt  Is  as  sneaking  unto  Moses,  whereas  in 

Dt,  Moses  is  represented  as  speaking 
at  Jeh's  coDunand  to  Israel  (1  1-4;  5  1;  29  1). 
It  is  a  hortatory  rocapitulation  of  various  addresses 
deUvered  at  various  times  and  places  in  the  desert 
wanderings — a  sort  of  homily  on  the  constitution, 
the  essence  or  gist  of  Moses  instructions  to  Israel 
during  the  forty  years  of  their  desert  experience. 
It  is  a  Book  of  Reviews";  a  tr  of  Israel's  redemp- 
tive history  into  living  principles;  not  so  much  a 
history  as  a  comments^.  There  is  much  of  retro- 
spect m  it,  but  its  main  outlook  is  forward.  The 
rabbins  speak  of  it  as  "the  Book  of  Reproofs."  It 
is  the  text  of  all  prophecy;  a  manual  of  evangelical 
oratory:  possessmg  "all  the  warmth  of  a  St.  Ber- 
nard, tne  flaming  zeal  of  a  Savonarola,  and  the 
tender,  gracious  sympathy  of  a  St.  Francis  of  Assisi." 
The  author's  interest  is  entirely  moral.  His  one 
supreme  purpose  is  to  arouse  Israel's  loyalty  to 
Jen  and  to  His  roveaJed  law.  Taken  as  a  whole 
the  book  is  an  exposition  of  the  great  commandment, 
"Thou  shalt  love  Jeh  thy  God  with  all  thv  heart, 
and  with  all  thy  soul,  and  with  all  thy  might."  It 
was  from  Dt  Jesus  sunmiarized  the  whole  of  the 
Old  Covenant  in  a  single  sentence  (Mt  22  37; 
cf  Dt  6  6),  and  from  it  He  drew  His  weapons  with 
which  to  vanqubh  the  tempter  (Mt  4  4.7.10;  cf  Dt 
8  3;  6  16.13). 

Dt  is  composed  of  three  discourses,  followed  bv 
three  short  appendices:    (1)  1  1 — 4  43,  historical; 

a  review  of  God's  dealing^  with  Israel, 

3.  Analysis  specifying  in  great  detail  where  and 

when  delivered  (1  1-5),  recounting 
in  broad  oratorical  outlines  the  chief  events  in  the 
nation's  expaience  from  Horeb  to  Moab  (1  6— 

3  29),  on  which  the  author  bases  an  earnest  appeal 
to  the  people  to  be  faithful  and  obedient,  and  in  par- 
ticular to  keep  clear  of  all  possible  idolatry  (4  1-40). 
Appended  to  this  first  discourse  is  a  brief  note 
(vB  41-43)  concerning  Moses'  appointment  of  three 
cities  of  refuge  on  the  E.  side  of  the  Jordan.    (2) 

4  44 — ^26  19,  hortatory  and  legal;  introduced  by  a 
superscription  (4  44-49),  and  consisting  of  a  r^um^ 
of  Israel's  moral  and  civil  statutes,  testimonies  and 
judgments.  Analyzed  in  greater  detail,  this  second 
discourse  is  composed  of  two  main  sections:  (a) 
chs  5-11,  an  extended  exposition  of  the  Ten  Com- 
mandments on   which  the  theocracy  wajs  based; 
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(h)  chs  13-26,  a  code  of  special  statutes  concerning 
worship,  purity,  tithes,  the  three  annual  feasts,  the 
administration  of  justice,  kings,  priests,  prophets, 
war,  and  the  private  ana  social  life  of  the  people. 
The  spirit  of  tnis  discourse  is  most  ethical  and  reli- 
gious. The  tone  is  that  of  a  father  no  less  than 
that  of  a  legislator.  A  spirit  of  humanity  pervades 
the  entire  discourse.  Holiness  is  its  ideal.  (3) 
27  1^11  30,  predictive  and  minatory;  the  subject 
of  this  third  oiscourse  being  ''the  blessings  of  obe- 
dience and  the  curses  of  disobedience.' '  This  section 
begins  with  directions  to  inscribe  these  laws  on 
pU^t^red  stones  to  be  set  up  on  Mt.  Ebal  (27  1-10), 
to  be  ratified  by  an  antipnonal  ritual  of  blessings 
and  cursings  from  the  two  adjacent  mountains. 
Gerizim  and  Ebal  (vs  11-26).  These  are  followed 
by  solemn  warnings  against  disobedience  (28  1 — 
29  1),  and  fresh  exhortations  to  accept  the  terms 
of  the  new  covenant  made  in  Moab,  and  to  choose 
between  life  and  death  (29  2—30  20).  Moses' 
farewell  charge  to  Israel  and  his  formal  commission 
of  Joshua  close  the  discourse  (ch  31).  The  section 
is  filled  with  predictions,  which  were  woefully  veri- 
fied in  Israel's  later  history.  The  three  appendices, 
spoken  of  above,  close  the  book:  (a)  Moses'  Song 
(ch  32),  which  tne  great  Lawgiver  taught  the  peo- 

>le  (the  Law  was  given  to  the  prieaU.  31  24-^7); 

b)  Moses'  Blessing  (ch  33),  which  forecast  the 
future  for  the  various  tribes  (Simeon  only  being 
omitted);  (c)  a  brief  account  of  Moses'  death  and 
burial  (ch  34)  with  a  noble  panegyric  on  him  ajs  the 
greatest  prophet  Israel  ever  had.  Thus  closes 
this  majestic  and  marvelously  interesting  and  prac- 
tical book.  Its  keyword  is  ''possess";  its  central 
thought  is  "Jeh  has  chosen  Israel,  let  Israel  choose 
Jeh.'^ 

The  great  central  thought  of  Dt  is  the  unique 
relation  which  Jeh  as  a  unique  God  sustains  to 
Israel  as  a  unique  people.    "Hear  O 
4.  Ruling      Israel;  Jeh  our  God  is  one  Jeh."    The 
Ideas  monotheism  of  Dt  is  very  explicit. 

Following  from  this,  as  a  necessary 
corollary  almost,  is  the  other  great  teaching  of  the 
book,  the  unity  of  the  sanctuary.  The  motto  of  the 
book  might  be  said  to  be,  ''One  God^  one  sanctuary." 

(1)  Jehovahf  a  unique  god. — Jeh  is  the  only  God, 
"There  is  none  else  besides  him"  (4  35.39:  6  4: 
32  39),  "He  is  God  of  gods,  and  Lord  of  lords'^ 
(10  17),  "the  living  God"  (6  26),  "the  faithful  God, 
who  keepeth  covenant  and  lovingkindness  with 
them  that  love  him  and  keep  his  commandments" 
(7  9),  who  abominates  graven  images  and  every 
species  of  idolatry  (7  25.26;  12  31:  13  14;  18  12: 
20  18;  27  15),  to  whom  belong  tne  heavens  ana 
the  earth  (10  14),  who  rules  over  all  the  nations 
(7  19),  whose  relation  to  Israel  is  near  and  personal 
(28  58),  even  that  of  a  Father  (32  6),  whose  being 
is  spiritual  (4  12.15),  and  whose  name  is  "Rock" 
(32  4.15.18.30.31).  Being  such  a  God,  He  is  jeal- 
ous of  all  rivals  (7  4;  29  24-26;  31  16.17),  and 
hence  sJl  temptations  to  idolatry  must  be  utterly 
removed  from  the  land,  the  Canaanites  must  be 
completely  exterminated  and  all  their  altars,  pillars, 
Asherim  and  images  destroyed  (7  1-5.16;  20  16-18; 
12  2.3). 

(2)  israelf  a  unique  people, — ^The  old  Israel  had 
become  unique  through  the  covenant  which  Jeh  made 
with  them  at  Horeb,  creating  out  of  them  "a  king- 
dom of  priests,  and  a  holy  nation"  (Ex  19  6).  The 
new  Israel  who  had  been  bom  in  the  desert  were  to 
inherit  the  blessings  vouchsafed  to  their  fathers, 
through  the  covenant  just  now  being  made  in  Moab 
(Dt  26  16-19;  27  9;  29  1:  6  2.3).  By  means  of 
it  they  became  the  heirs  of  all  the  promises  given 
unto  their  fathers  the  patriarchs  (4  31;  7  12;  8  18; 
29  13) ;  they  too  became  holy  and  peculiar,  and 
especially  beloved  of  Jeh  (7  6;  14  2.21;  26  18.19; 


28  9;  4  37),  disciplined,  indeed,  but  for  their  own 

food  (8  2.3.5.16),  to  be  establisned  as  a  people,  as 
eh's  peculiar  lot  and  inheritance  (32  6.9;  4  7). 
(3)  The  reUUion  between  Jehovah  and  lerael  a 
unique  relation. — Other  nations  feared  their  deities; 
Israel  was  expected  not  only  to  fear  Jeh  but  to  love 
Him  and  cleave  to  Him  (4  10;  6  29;  6  5;  10  12. 
20;  11  1.13.22;  13  3.4;  17  19;  19  9:  28  58; 
30  6.16.20;  31  12.13).  The  highest  privileges  are 
theirs  because  they  are  partakers  of  the  covenant 
blessings;  all  others  are  strangers  and  foreigners, 
except  they  be  admitted  into  Israel  by  spedal  per- 
mission (23  1-8). 

The  essential  unity  of  the  great  kernel  of  Dt 
(chs  6-26)  is  recognized  and  freely  allowed  by 
nearly  everyone  (e.g.  Kautzsch,  Kue- 
6.  Unity  nen,  Dillmann,  Driver).  Some  would 
even  defend  the  imitv  of  the  whole  of 
chs  1-26  rKnobel,  Graf,  Kosters,  Colenso,  Kleinert). 
No  other  book  of  the  OT,  unless  it  be  the  prophecies 
of  Ezekiel,  bears  such  unmistakable  si^ns  ol  unity 
in  aim,  language  and  thought.  "The  hterary  style 
of  Dt,"  says  Driver,  "is  very  marked  and  indi- 
vidual; in  his  command  of  a  chaste,  yet  warm 
and  persuasive  eloquence,  the  author  of  JDt  stands 
unique  among  the  writers  of  the  OT"  (Dt,  Ixxvii, 
Ixxxviii).  Many  striking  eimressious  characterize 
the  style  of  this  wonderful  book  of  oratory:  e.g. 
"cause  to  inherit";  "Hear  O  Israel";  the  oft- 
repeated  root,  meaning  in  the  J^jbA  vb.-species 
"learn,"  and  in  the  Piel  vb.-species  "teach";  "be 
willing';  "so  shalt  thou  exterminate  the  evil  from 
thy  nudst";  "ajs  at  this  day" ;  "that  it  may  be  well 
with  thee";  "the  land  whither  thou  ^oest  in  to 
possess  it":  "with  all  thy  heart  and  with  all  thy 
soul";  ana  many  others,  all  of  which  occur  fre- 
quently in  Dt  and  rarely  elsewhere  in  the  OT,  thus 
binding,  so  far  ajs  style  can,  the  different  sections 
of  the  Dpok  into  one  solid  unit.  Barring  various 
titles   and   editorial   additions    (1  1-5;    4  44-49: 

29  1;  33  1.7.9.22;  34  1)  and  a  few  archaeological 
notes  such  as  2  10-12.20-23;  3  9.11.14;  10  6-9, 
and  of  course  the  last  chapter,  which  gives  an  account 
of  Moses'  death,  there  is  evcoy  reason  neceasary  for 
supposing  that  the  book  is  a  unit.  Few  writings  in 
the  entire  field  of  literature  have  so  clear  a  unity  of 
purpose  or  so  uniform  a  style  of  address. 

There  is  one  passage  befuing  upon  the  authorship 
of  Dt  wherein  it  is  stated  most  explicitly  that  Moses 
wrote  "this  law."  It  reads,  "And 
6.  Author-  Moses  wrote  this  law,  and  delivered 
ship  it  unto  the  priests  the  sons  of  I^vi. 

....  And  it  came  to  pass,  when 
Moses  had  made  an  end  of  writing  the  words  of 
this  law  in  a  book,  until  they  were  finished  [i.e.  to 
the  end],  that  Moses  commanded  the  Levites,  that 
bare  the  ark  of  the  covenant  of  Jeh,  saying,  Take 
this  book  of  the  law,  and  put  it  by  the  side  of  the 
ark  of  the  covenant  of  Jeh  your  God,  that  it  may 
be  there  for  a  witness  against  thee"  (Dt  31  9.24- 
27) .  This  passage  is  of  more  than  traditional  value, 
and  should  not  be  ignored  ajs  is  so  often  done  (e.g. 
by  Ryle,  art.  "Dt,'^  HDB).  It  is  not  enough  to 
say  that  Moses  was  the  great  fountain-head  of 
Heb  law,  that  he  gave  oral  but  not  written  statutes, 
or,  that  Moses  wafl  only  the  traditional  source  of 
these  statutes.  For  it  is  distinctly  and  emphatically 
stated  that  "Moses  wrote  this  law."  And  it  is 
further  declared  (31  22)  that  "Moses  wrote  this 
song,"  contained  in  ch  32.  Now,  these  statements 
are  either  true,  or  they  are  false.  There  is  no  es- 
cape. The  authorship  of  no  other  book  in  the  OT 
is  so  explicitly  emphasized.  The  present  writer 
believes  that  Moses  actually  wrote  tne  great  body 
of  Dt,  and  for  the  following  general  reasons: 

(1)  Diasa  whole  is  eminerUly  appropriate  to  what 
we  know  of  Moses*  times. — It  closes  most  fittingly 
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the  formative  period  of  IsraeFs  history.  The  his- 
torical situation  from  first  to  last  is  that  of  Moses. 
The  references  to  foreign  neighbors — ^E^ypt,  Canaan, 
Amalek,  Ammon,  Moab,  Edom — are  m  every  case 
to  those  who  flourished  in  Moses'  own  times.  As 
a  law  book  its  teaching  is  based  upon  the  Ten  Com- 
mandments. If  Moses  gave  the  Ten  Command- 
ments, then  surely  he  may  have  written  the  Book 
of  Dt  also.  Besides,  the  Code  of  ^ammurabi, 
which  antedates  Moses  by  at  least  700  years,  makes 
it  possible  certainlv  that  Moses  also  left  laws  in 
oooified  or  written  form. 

(2)  Dt  is  represented  cw  emancUirm  from  Moses. — 
The  language  is  language  put  into  Moses'  mouth. 
Nearly  forty  times  his  name  occurs,  and  in  the  ma- 
jority of  instances  as  the  authoritative  author  of 
the  subject-matter.  The  first  person  is  used  pre- 
dominatingly throughout:  ''I  conmianded  Joshua 
at  that  time"  (3  21);  and  '1  charged  your  judges 
at  that  time"  (1  16);  ''And  I  commanded  you  at 
that  time"  (ver  18):  "I  have  led  you  forty  years 
in  the  wilderness"  (29  5).  "The  language  surely 
purports  to  come  from  Moses;  and  u  it  was  not 
actually  used  by  him,  it  is  a  most  remarkable  case 
of  impersonation,  if  not  of  literary  forgery,  for  the 
writer  represents  himself  as  reproducing,  not  what 
Moses  m^t  have  said,  but  the  exact  words  of 
Moses"  (Zerbe,  T?ie  Antiquity  of  Heb  Writing  and 
La.,  1911,261). 

(3)  Dtis  a  military  law  hook,  a  code  of  con^juest^  a 
hook  of  exhortcUion. — It  was  intended  pnmanly 
neither  for  Israel  in  the  desert  nor  for  Israel  settled 
in  Canaan,  but  for  Israel  on  the  borderland,  eager 
for  conquest.  It  is  expressly  stated  that  Moses 
taught  Israel  these  statutes  and  judgments  in  order 
that  they  should  obey  them  in  the  land  which  they 
were  about  to  enter  (4  5.14;  5  31).  They  must 
expel  the  aborigines  (7  1;  9  1-3;  20  17;  31  3), 
but  in  their  wartare  they  must  observe  certain  laws 
in  keeping  with  the  theocracy  (20  1-20;  23  9-14; 
21  10-14;  31  6.7),  and,  when  they  have  finally  dis- 
possessed their  enemies,  they  must  settle  down  to 
agricidturai  life  and  live  no  longer  as  nomads  but 
as  citizens  of  a  civilized  land  (19  14;  22  8-10; .  24 
19-2 1 ) .  All  these  laws  are  regulations  which  should 
become  binding  in  the  future  onlv  (cf  Kittel,  His- 
tory of  ihe  Hebrews  J  1 7  32).  Coupled  with  them  are 
prophetic  exhortations  which  seem  to  be  genuine. 
andto  have  had  their  birth  in  Moses'  soul.  Indeed 
the  great  outstanding  feature  of  Dt  is  its  parenetic 
or  hortatory  character.  Its  exhortations  nave  not 
only  a  military  ring  as  though  written  on  the  eve 
of  battle,  but  again  and  again  warn  Israel  asainst 
allowing  themsdves  to  be  conquered  in  religion 
through  the  seductions  of  idolatry.  The  book  in 
short  is  the  message  of  one  who  is  interested  in 
Israel's  political  and  religious  future.  There  is  a 
paternal  vein  running  throughout  it  which  marks 
it  with  a  genuine  Mosaic,  not  a  merelv  fictitious  or 
artificial,  stamp.  It  is  these  general  features,  so 
characteristic  of  the  entire  book,  which  compel  one 
to  believe  in  its  Mosaic  authorship. 

C^ain  literary  features  exist  m  Dt  which  lead 
the  present  writer  to  think  that  the  hulk  of  the  hook 

was  spoken  twice;  once,  to  the  first 
7.  Dt  generation  between  Horeb  and  Kadesh- 

Spoken  bamea  in  the  2d  year  of  the  Exodus 
T^ce  wanderings,  and  a  second  time  to  the 

new  generation,  in  the  plains  of  Moab 
in  the  40th  year.  Several  considerations  point  in 
this  direction: 

(1)  The  names  of  the  widely  separated  geographical 
places  mentioned  in  the  title  (1  1.2). — ''These  are  the 
words  which  Moses  spake  unto  all  Israel  beyond  the 
Jordan  in  the  wilderness,  in  the  Arabah  over  against 
Suph,  between  Paran,  and  Tophel,  and  Laban,  and 
Hazeroth,  and  Di-zahab";  to  which  is  added,  ''It 


is  eleven  days'  journey  from  Horeb  by  the  way  of 
Mount  Seir  unto  Kadesh-bamea."  If  these  state- 
ments have  any  relevancy  whatever  to  the  contents 
of  the  book  which  they  introduce,  they  point  to  a 
wide  area,  from  Horeb  to  Moab,  as  the-historico- 
geographical  background  of  the  book.  In  other 
words,  Dt,  in  part  at  least,  seems  to  have  been 
spoken  first  on  tne  wa^  between  Horeb  and  Kadesh- 
barnea,  and  later  again  when  Israel  were  encamped 
on  the  plains  of  Moab.  AncL  indeed,  what  would 
be  more  natural  than  for  M.o8es  when  marching 
northward  from  Horeb  expecting  to  enter  Canaan 
from  the  saulhj  to  exhort  the  Israel  of  that  day  in 
terms  of  chs  6-26  ?  Being  baffled,  however,  by  the 
adverse  report  of  the  spies  and  the  faithlessness  of 
the  people,  and  being  forced  to  wait  and  wander  for 
38  years,  what  would  be  more  natural  than  for 
Moses  in  Moab,  when  about  to  resign  his  position 
as  leader,  to  repeat  the  exhortations  of  chs  5-26, 
adapting  them  to  the  needs  of  the  new  desert- 
trained  generation  and  prefacing  the  whole  by  a 
historical  introduction  such  as  that  found  in  chs 
1-4? 

(2)  The  double  allusion  to  the  cities  of  refuge  (4 
41-43 ;  19  1-13).— On  the  supposition  that  chs 
5-26  were  spoken  first  between  Horeb  and  Kadesh- 
bamea,  in  the  2d  year  of  the  Exodus,  it  could 
not  be  expected  that  in  this  section  the  names  of 
the  three  cities  chosen  E.  of  the  Jordan  should  be 
given,  and  in  fact  they  are  not  (19  1-13) ;  the  terri- 
tory of  Sihon  and  Og  had  not  yet  been  conquered 
and  the  cities  of  refuge,  accordingly,  had  not  yet 
been  designated  (cf  Nu  36  2  14).  But  in  4  41-43. 
on  the  contrary,  which  forms  a  part  of  the  historical 
introduction,  wnich  ex  hypothesi  was  delivered  just 
at  the  end  of  the  39  years'  wanderings,  after  Sinon 
and  Og  had  been  subdued  and  their  territory  di- 
vided, the  three  cities  of  refuge  E.  of  the  Jordan 
are  actually  named,  just  as  might  be  expected. 

(3)  The  section  4  44-49t  which,  in  its  original 
form,  very  probably  introduced  chs  5-26  before 
these  chapters  were  adapted  to  the  new  situation  in 
Moab. 

(4)  The  phrase  '*hegan  Moses  to  declare  this  law" 
(i  6),  suggesting  that  the  great  lawgiver  found  it 
necessary  to  expound  what  he  had  delivered  at  some 
previous  time.  The  Heb  word  tr**  "to  declare"  is 
found  elsewhere  in  the  OT  only  in  Dt  27  8  and  in 
Hab  2  2,  and  signifies  "to  make  plain." 

(5)  The  author*s  evident  attempt  to  identify  the  new 
generation  in  Moab  with  the  patriarchs. — "Jeh  made 
not  this  covenant  with  our  fathers,  but  with  us, 
even  us,  who  are  aU  of  us  here  alive  this  day^"  i.e. 
with  us  who  have  survived  the  desert  discipline 
(Dt  6  3).  In  view  of  these  facts,  we  conclude  that 
the  book  in  its  present  form  (barring  the  exceptions 
above  mentioned)  is  the  product  of  the  whole  39 
years  of  desert  experience  irom  Horeb  on,  adapted, 
however,  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  Israelites  as 
they  stood  between  the  victories  already  won  on  the 
E.  of  the  Jordan  and  those  anticipated  on  the  W. 
The  impression  piven  throughout  is  that  the  aged 
lawgiver's  work  is  done,  and  that  a  new  era  in  the 
people's  history  is  about  to  begin. 

The  influence  of  Dt  began  to  be  felt  from  the  very 
beginning  of  Israel's  career  in  Canaan.    Though 

the  references  to  Dt  in  Josh,  Jgs,  S  and 
8.  Dt's  K  are  comparatively  few,  yet  they  are 

Influence  sufficient  to  show  that  not  only  the 
in  Israel's  principles  of  Dt  were  known  and  ob- 
History         served  but  that  they  were  known  in 

written  form  as  codified  statutes.  For 
example,  when  Jericho  was  taken,  the  city  and  its 
spoil  were  "devoted"  (Josh  6  17.18)  in  keeping 
with  Dt  13  15  ff  (cf  Josh  10  40;  11  12.15  with 
Dt  7  2;  20  16.17).  Achan  trespassed  and  he  and 
I  his  household  were  stoned,  and  afterward  burned 
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with  fire  (Josh  7  25;  cf  Dt  IS  10;  17  5).  The 
fact  that  his  sons  and  his  daughters  were  put  to 
death  with  him  seems  at  first  sight  to  contradict 
Dt  24  16,  but  there  is  no  proof  that  they  suffered 
joT  their  father* 8  sin  (see  Achan;  Achor);  besides 
the  Hebrews  recognized  the  unity  of  the  house- 
hold, even  that  of  Rahab  the  harlot  (Josh  6  17). 
Again  when  Ai  was  taken,  ''only  the  cattle  and  the 
spoil''  did  Israel  take  for  a  prey  unto  themselves 
(Josh  8  27),  in  keeping  with  Dt  20  14;  also,  the 
body  of  the  king  of  Ai  was  taken  down  before  night- 
fall from  the  tree  on  which  he  had  been  hanged 
(Josh  8  29),  which  was  in  keeping  with  Dt  21  23 
(cf  Josh  10  26.27).  As  in  warfare,  so  in  worship. 
For  instance,  Joshua  built  an  altar  on  Mt.  Ebal 
(Josh  8  30.31),  ''as  Moses  the  servant  of  Jeh 
commanded"  (Dt  27  4-6),  and  he  wrote  on  them 
a  copy  of  the  law  (Josh  8  32),  as  Moses  had  also 
enjomed  (Dt  27  3.8).  Moreover,  the  elders  and 
officers  and  judges  stood  on  either  side  of  the  ark 
of  the  covenant  between  Ebal  and  Gerizim  (Josh 
8  33),  as  directed  in  Dt  11  29;  27  12.13,  and 
Joshua  read  to  all  the  congr^ation  of  Israel  all  the 
words  of  the  law,  the  blessings  and  the  cursings 
(Josh  8  34.35),  in  strict  accord  with  Dt  31  11.12. 
But  the  passage  of  paramoimt  importance  is  the 
story  of  the  two  and  a  half  tribes  who,  on  their 
return  to  their  home  on  the  E.  side  of  the  Jordan, 
erected  a  memorial  at  the  Jordan,  and.  when  ac- 
cused by  their  fellow-tribesmen  of  plurali^  of 
sanctuary,  emphaticallv  disavowed  it  (Josh  22  29; 
cf  Dt  12  5).  Obviously,  therefore.  Dt  was  known 
in  the  days  of  Joshua.  A  very  few  instances  in 
the  history  of  the  Judges  point  in  the  same  direc- 
tion: e.g.  the  utter  destruction  of  Zephath  (Jgs  1 
17;  cf  Dt  7  2:  20  16  f);  Gideon's  elimination  of 
the  fearful  ana  faint-hearted  from  his  army  (Jgs 
7  1-7;  cf  Dt  20  1-9);  the  author's  studied  con- 
cern to  justify  Gideon  and  Manoah  for  sacrificing 
at  altars  other  than  at  Shiloh  on  the  ground  that 
they  acted  in  obedience  to  Jeh's  direct  conmiands 
(Jgs  6  25-27;  13  16);  esp.  the  case  of  Micah, 
who  congratulated  himself  that  Jeh  would  do  him 

§ood  seeing  he  had  a  Levite  for  a  priest,  is  clear  evi- 
ence  that  Dt  was  known  in  the  days  of  the  Judges 
(Jra  17  13;    cf  Dt  10  8;   18  1-8;   83  8-11).    In 

I  S  1  1-9.21.24  the  pious  Elkanaii  is  pictured  as 
going  yearly  to  worship  Jeh  at  Shiloh,  the  central 
sanctuary  at  that  time.  After  the  destruction  of 
Shiloh,  when  the  ark  of  the  covenant  had  been  cap- 
tured by  the  Philis.  Samuel  indeed  sacrificed  at  Miz- 
pah,  Ramah  and  Bethlehem  (1  S  7  7-9.17;  16  5), 
but  in  doing  so  he  only  took  advantage  of  the  elas- 
ticity of  the  Deuteronomic  law:  "When  ....  he 
giveth  you  rest  from  all  your  enemies  round  about, 
so  that  ye  dwell  in  safety;  then  it  shall  come  to  pass 
that  to  the  place  which  Jeh  your  God  shall  choose, 
to  cause  his  name  to  dwell  there,  thither  shall  ye 
bring  all  that  I  command  you:  your  burnt-offerings, 
and  your  sacrifices"  (Dt  12  10.11).  It  was  not  until 
Solomon's  time  that  Israel's  enemies  were  all  sub- 
dued, and  even  then  Solomon  did  not  observe 
strictly  the  teachings  of  Dt;  "His  wives  turned 
away  his  heart,"  so  that  he  did  not  faithfully  keep 
Jeh's  "covenant"  and  "statutes"  (1  K  11  3.11). 
Political  disruption  followed,  and  religion  necessarily 
suffered.  Yet  Jehoiada  the  priest  gave  the  youth- 
ful Joash  "the  crown"  and  "the  testimony'*^  (2  K 

II  12;  cf  Dt  17  18).  King  Amaziah  did  not  slay 
the  children  of  the  murderers  who  slew  his  father, 
in  conscious  obedience  apparently  to  the  law  of  Dt 
(2  K  U  6;  cf  Dt  24  16).  Later  on.  Hezekiah, 
the  cultured  king  of  Judah,  reformed  tne  cultus  of 
his  day  by  removing  the  high  places,  breaking  down 
the  pillars,  cutting  down  the  Asherahs,  and  even 
breaking  in  pieces  the  brazen  serpent  wnich  Moses 
had    nmde     (2  K  18  4.22).    Hezekiah's    reforms 


were   unquestionably   carried   through   under  the 
influence  of  Dt. 

It  is  equally  certain  that  the  prophets  of  the  8th 
cent,  were  not  ignorant  of  this  book.  For  example, 
Hosea  complains  of  Israel's  sacrificing  upon  the 
tops  of  the  mountains  and  burning  incense  upon  the 
hills,  and  warns  Judah  not  to  follow  Israel's  exam- 
ple in  coming  up  to  worship  at  Gilgal  and  Beth-aven 
(Hos  4  13.15).  He  also  alludes  to  striving  with 
priests  (Hos  4  4;  cf  Dt  17  12),  removing  land- 
marks (Hos  5  10;  cf  Dt  19  14),  returning  to 
Egypt  (Hos  8  13;  0  3;  cf  Dt  28  68),  and  of  Jeh's 
tender  dealing  with  Ephraim  (Hos  11  3;  cf  Dt  1 
31;  32  10).  The  courage  of  Amos,  the  shepherd- 
prophet  of  Tekoa,  can  best  be  explained,  also,  on 
the  basis  of  a  written  law  such  as  that  oi  Dt  with 
which  he  and  his  hearers  were  already  more  or  less 
familiar  (Am  3  2;  cf  Dt  7  6;  4  7.8).  He  con- 
demns Israel's  inhumanity  and  adultery  in  the  name 
of  religion,  and  complains  of  their  retaining  over- 
night pledges  wrested  from  the  poor,  which  was  dis- 
tinctly forbidden  in  Dt  (Am  2  6-8;  cf  Dt  24  12- 
15;  23  17).  Likewise,  in  the  propnecies  of  Isaiah 
there  are  conscious  reflections  of  Dt's  thought  and 
teaching.  Zion  is  constantly  pictured  as  the  center 
of  the  nation's  religion  and  as  Jeh's  secure  dwellings 
place  (Isa  2  2-4;  8  18;  28  16;  29  1.2;  cf  Mic 
4  1-4).  In  short,  no  one  of  the  four  great  prophets 
of  the  8th  cent.  BC — Isaiah,  Micah,  Amos,  Hosea — 
ever  recognized  "high  places"  as  legitimate  centers 
of  worship. 

Over  against  the  Bib.  view,  certain  modem  critics 
since  De  Wette  (1805)  advocate  a  late  origin  of  Dt, 

claiming  that  it  was  first  published  in 
9.  The  621    BC,   when   Hilkiah  found   "the 

Critical  book  of  the  law"  in  the  temple  in  the 

Theory  18th  year  of  King  Josiah  (2  K  22  8  ff ) . 

The  kernel  of  Dt  and  "the  book  of  the 
law"  discovered  by  Hilkiah  are  said  to  be  identical. 
Thus,  Dr.  G.  A.  Smith  claims  that  "a  code  like  the 
Book  of  Dt  was  not  brought  forth  at  a  stroke,  but 
was  the  expression  of  the  gradual  results  of  the  age- 
long working  of  the  Spirit  of  the  Living  God  in  the 
hearts  of  His  people"  (Jerusalem,  II,  115).  Accord- 
ing to  Dr.  Dnver,  "Dt  may  be  described  as  the  pro- 
phetic reformulation  and  adaptation  to  new  needs, 
of  an  older  legislation.  It  is  probable  that  there 
was  a  tradition,  if  not  a  written  record,  of  a  final 
legislative  address  delivered  by  Moses  in  the  steppes 
of  Moab:  the  plan  followed  by  the  author  would 
rest  upon  a  more  obvious  motive,  if  he  thus  worked 
upon  a  traditiontd  basis.  But  be  that  as  it  may, 
the  bulk  of  the  laws  contained  in  Dt  is  undoubtedly 

far  more  ancient  than  the  author  himself 

What  is  essentially  new  in  Dt  is  not  the  matter ,  but 

the  form The  new  element  in  Dt  is  thus 

not  the  laws,  but  their  parenctic  setting"  (Z>/,  Ixi. 
Ivi).  This  refined  presentation  of  the  matter  woula 
not  be  so  very  objectionable,  were  Drs.  Smith  and 
Driver's  theory  not  linked  up  with  certain  other 
claims  and  allegations  to  the  effect  that  Moses  in 
the  15th  cent.  BC  could  not  possibly  have  promul- 
gated such  a  lofty  monotheism,  that  in  theological 
teaching  "the  author  of  Dt  is  the  spiritual  heir  of 
Hosea,'  that  there  are  discrepancies  between  it 
and  other  parts  of  the  Pent,  that  in  the  early  history 
of  Israel  down  to  the  8th  cent,  plurality  of  sanc- 
tuaries was  legally  permissible,  tnat  there  are  no 
traces  of  the  influence  of  the  principal  teachings  of 
a  written  Dt  discoverable  in  Heb  lit.  until  the  time 
of  Jeremiah,  and  that  the  book  as  we  possess  it  was 
originally  composed  as  a  program  of  reform,  not 
by  Moses  but  m  the  name  of  Moses  as  a  forgery  or 
pseudepigraph.  For  example,  F.  H.  Woods  says, 
"Although  not  a  necessary  result  of  accepting  the 
later  date,  the  majority  of  critics  believe  this  Dook 
of  the  law  to  have  been  the  result  of  a  pious  fraud 
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promulgated  by  Hilkiah  and  Shaphan  with  the 
intention  of  deceiving  Josiah  into  the  belief  that  the 
reforms  which  they  desired  were  the  express  com- 
mand of  God  revealed  to  Moses"  {HDBy  II,  368). 
Some  are  imwilling  to  go  so  far.    But  in  any  case, 
it  is  claimed  that  the  law  book  discovered  and  pub- 
lished by  Hilkiah,  which  brought  about  the  reforma- 
tion by  Josiah  in  621  BC,  was  no  other  than  some 
portion  of  the  Book  of  Dt,  and  of  Dt  alone.    But 
there  are  several  considerations  which  are  opposed 
to  this  theory:    (1)  Dt  emphasizes  centralization 
of   worship    at   one   sanctuary    (12  5);     Josiah's 
reformation  was  directed  rather  against  idolatry 
in  general   (2  K  23  4ff).     (2)   In  Dt  18  6-8,  a 
Levite   coming  from   the  country  to   Jerus  was 
allowed  to  minister  and  share  in  the  priestly  per- 
quisites;   but  in  2  K  23  9,    '^the   priests   of   the 
high  places  came  not  up  to  the  altar  of  Jeh  in 
Jerus,  but  they  did  eat  unleavened  bread  among 
their   brethren."    And   according  to   the   critic^ 
theory,   "Levites"  and  "priests"  are  interchange- 
able  terms.     (3)   The  following  passages  in  Ex 
might  almost  equally  with  Dt  account  for  Josiah' s 
reformation:    20  3;   22  18.20;    23  13.24.32.33;   84 
13.14-17.     (4)  The  law  book  discovered  by  Hilkiah 
was  recognized  at  once  as  an  ancient  code  which 
the    fathers    had    disobeyed   (2  K  22  13).     Were 
they  all  deceived?    Even  Jeremiah  (cf  Jer  11  3.4)? 
"There  were  many  persons  in  Judah  who  had  power- 
ful motives  for  exposing  this  forgery  if  it  was  one" 
(Raven,  OT  Inlroduction,  112).     (5)  One  wonders 
why  so  many  archaic  and,  in  Josiah's  time,  ap- 
parently obsolete  laws  shoiild  have  been  incorpo- 
rated in  a  code  whose  express  motive  was  to  reform 
an  otherwise  hopeless  age:  e.g.  the  command  to  ex- 
terminate the  Canaanites,  who  had  long  since  ceased 
to  exist  (Dt  7  18.22),  and  to  blot  out  Amalek  (Dt 
26  17-19),  the  last  remnants  of  whom  were  com- 
pletely destroyed  in  Hezddah's  time  (1  Ch  4  41- 
43).    Esp.  is  this  true  of  the  score  and  more  of 
laws  peculiar  to  Dt,  concerning  building  battlements 
on  the  roofs  of  houses  (Dt  22  8),  robbing  birds' 
nests    (vs  6.7),    the    sexes    exchanging    garments 
(ver  5),  going  out  to  war  (20  Iff),  etc.    (6)  Esp. 
remarkable  is  it  that  if  Dt  were  written,  as  alleged, 
shortly  before  the  reign  of  Josiah,  there  i^ould  be 
no  anachronisms  in  it  betraying  a  post-Mosaic 
origin.    There    are    no    allusions    to    the    schism 
between  Judah  and  Israel,  no  hint  of  Assyr  oppres- 
sion through  the  exaction  of  tribute,  nor  any  threats 
of  Israel's  exile  either  to  Assyria  or  Babylonia,  but 
rather    to    Egypt     (Dt  28  68).    "Jerusalem^'    is 
never  mentioned.     From  a  Uterarv  point  of  view, 
it  is  psychologically  and  historically  well-nigh  im- 
possible for  a  writer  to  conceal  all  traces  of  his  age 
and  circumstances.    On  the  other  hand,  no  Egyp- 
tologist has  ever  discovered  any  anachronisms  in 
Dt  touching  Egyp  matters.    From  first  to  last  the 
author  depicts  the  actual  situation  of  the  times  of 
Moses.    It  is  consequently  hurd  to  believe,  as  is 
alleged,  that  a  later  writer  is  studying  to  give  "an 
imaginative  revivification  of  the  past. 

(7)  The  chief  argument  in  favor  of  Dt's  late 
origin  is  its  alleged  teaching  concerning  the  unity 
of  the  sanctuary.  Wellhausen  lays  special  emphasis 
upon  this  point.  Prior  to  Josiah's  reformation,  it 
is  claimed,  plurality  of  sanctuaries  was  allowed. 
But  in  oppcMBition  to  this,  it  is  possible  to  point 
victorioudy  to  Hezekiah's  reformation  (2  K  18  4. 
22),  as  a  movement  in  the  direction  of  unity;  and 
especially  to  Ex  20  24,  which  is  so  frequently  mis- 
interpreted as  allowing  a  multiplicity  of  sanctuaries. 
This  classical  passage  when  correctly  interpreted 
allows  only  that  altars  shall  be  erected  in  every 
place  where  Jeh  records  His  name,  "which  pre- 
sumably during  the  wanderings  and  the  time  of  the 
judges  would  mean  wherever  the  Tabernade  was**  ' 


(Mackay,  Intro  to  OT,  110).  This  interpretation 
of  this  passage  is  confirmed  and  made  practically 
certain,  indeed,  by  the  command  in  Ex  23  14-19 
that  Israel  shall  repair  three  times  each  year  to  the 
house  of  Jeh  and  there  present  their  offering.  On 
the  other  hand,  Dt's  emphasis  upon  unity  of  sanc- 
tuary is  often  exaggerated.  The  Book  of  Dt  requires 
unity  only  after  IsraeTs  enemies  are  all  overcome 
(Dt  12  10.11).  "When"  Jeh  giveth  them  rest, 
"then"  they  shall  repair  for  worship  to  the  place 
which  "Grod  shall  choose."  As  Davidson  remarks: 
"It  is  not  a  law  that  is  to  come  into  effect  on  their 
entry  into  Canaan:  it  is  to  be  observed  from  the 
time  that  Jeh  shall  have  given  them  rest  from  all 
their  enemies  round  about :  that  is.  from  the  times 
of  David,  or  more  particularly.  Solomon;  for  only 
when  the  temple  was  built  did  that  place  become 
known  which  Jeh  had  chosen  to  place  His  name 
there"  (OT  Theology,  S6l).  Besides,  it  should  not 
be  forgotten  that  in  Dt  itself  the  command  is  given 
to  build  an  altar  in  Mt.  Ebal  (27  5-7).  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  unity  of  sanctuary  follows  as  a  neces- 
sary consequence  of  monotheism;  and  if  Moses 
taught  monotheism,  he  probably  also  enjoined  unity 
of  worship.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  monotheism 
was  first  evolved  by  the  prophets  of  the  8th  cent., 
then,  of  course,  unity  of  sanctuary  was  of  8th-cent. 
origin  also. 

(8)  Another  argument  advanced  in  favor  of  the 
later  origin  of  Dt  is  the  contradiction  between  the 
laws  of  Dt  and  those  of  Lev-Nu  concerning  the 
prints  and  Levites.  In  Nu  16  10.35.40,  a  sharp 
distinction  is  drawn,  it  is  alleged,  between  the  priests 
and  common  Levites.  whereas  in  Dt  18  1-8,  all 
priests  are  Levites  ana  all  Levites  are  priests.  But 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  passage  in  Dt  does  not 
invest  a  Levite  with  priestly  but  with  Levitical 
functions  (cf  18  7).  "The  point  insisted  upon  is 
that  all  Levites  shall  receive  full  recognition  at  the 
sanctuary  and  be  accorded  their  prerogatives.  It 
goes  without  saying  that  if  the  Levite  be  a  priest  he 
shall  serve  and  fare  like  his  brethren  the  priests; 
if  he  be  not  a  priest,  he  shall  enjoy  the  pnvileges 
that  belong  to  his  brethren  who  are  Levites,  but 
not  priests"  (J.  D.  Davis,  art.  "Dt,"  in  DB, 
117).  The  Book  of  Dt  teaches  not  that  all  the 
tribe,  but  only  the  tribe  of  Levi  may  exercise 
priestly  functions,  tl^us  restricting  the  exercise  of 
priestly  prerogatives  to  one  and  only  one  tribe. 
This  was  in  perfect  harmony  with  Lev-Nu  and  also 
in  keeping  with  the  style  of  popular  discourse. 

(9)  Recently  Professor  Ed.  Naville,  the  Egyptolo- 
gist, has  propounded  a  theory  of  the  origin  of  "the 
Book  of  the  Law"  discovered  by  Hilkiah,  which  is 
not  without  some  value.  On  the  analogy  of  the 
Egyp  custom  of  burying  texts  of  portions  of  "the 
Book  of  the  Dead"  at  the  foot  of  statues  of  gods 
and  within  foundations  of  temple  walls,  as  at 
Hermopolis,  he  concludes  that  Solomon,  when  he 
constructed  the  Temple,  probably  deposited  this 
"Book  of  the  Law"  in  the  foundations,  and  that 
when  Josiah's  workmen  were  about  their  tasks 
of  repairing  the  edifice,  the  long-forgotten  docu- 
ment came  to  light  and  was  given  to  Hilkiah  the 
priest.  Hilkiah,  however,  upon  examination  of  the 
document  found  it  difficult  to  read,  and  so,  calling 
for  Shaphan  the  scribe,  who  was  more  expert  in 
deciphering  antique  letters  than  himself,  he  gave 
the  sacred  roll  to  him,  and  he  in  turn  read  it  to  both 
Hilkiah  and  the  king.  The  MS  may  indeed  have 
been  written  in  cuneiform.  Thus^  according  to 
Naville,  "the  Book  of  the  Law,"  which  he  identifies 
with  Dt,  must  be  pushed  back  as  far  as  the  age  of 
Solomon  at  the  very  latest.  Geden  shares  a  similar 
view  as  to  its  date:  "some  time  during  the  pros- 
perous period  of  David  and  the  United  Monarchy" 
(Intro  to  the  Heb  Bible,  1909,  330). 


But  why  Dot  ascribe  the  book  to  the  tr&ditional 
author?  Surely  there  can  be  no  philosophical 
objection  to  doing  so,  in  view  of  the  non-known 
Code  of  Qunmurebi,  which  ant^datM  Moses  by 
BO  m&ny  hundreds  of  years  I  No  other  age  accounts 
80  well  for  its  origin  as  that  of  the  great  lairajver 
who  ohuma  to  have  written  the  bulk  of  it.  And  the 
history  of  the  disintegration  of  the  book  only  shows 
to  what  extremes  a  false  method  may  lead;  for  ex- 
am[)le,  Steuemagel  separates  the  "Thou"  and  "Ye" 
sections  from  each  other  and  assigns  them  to  differ- 
ent authors  of  late  date:  Kennett,  on  the  other 
hand,  assigns  the  earliest  strata  to  the  period  of  the 
Exile  (JoTir.  of  Theot.  Sl^ieg,  1904),  On  the  whole, 
no  theory  is  so  satisfactory  as  that  which,  in  keep- 
ing with  Dt  SI  22.24,  ascribes  to  Moees  the  great 
bulk  of  the  book.    See  also  Chiticisu;  Penta* 


On  the  other  side:  8.  J 
Comm.  on  Df.  189B:  Tkt  Hainlaucft,  by  J.  SBtlin  CkT- 
mnter  and  O.  Hartord-Bkttersb;,  I,  II,  1900;  Q.  A. 
Smith.  Jirv.  II.  1908:  W.  Robertson  Smith.  Tht  OT  in 
Iht  Jti^th  CKurcK  l»9S:  A.Kuentm.  ThtHixaltach.JSSa: 
H.  B.  Hyle.  art.  "Dt."  HDB,169S;  G.  F.  Moore,  art. 
'■Dt."  Bnc  BM.,  18B9;  J.  A.  Palenon.  art.  "Dt."  Enc 
Brit.  VIII,  1010. 

In  Ocrmau:  De  Wette,  DUitri.  crU-eieml.,  1S06; 
Kletnert.  Dai  Di  ti.  d.  Diultronomikir,  1872;  Well> 
hauaen.  i)ti  Comp.  dii  Hti.  u.  d.  Mil.  Baclitr  dii  AT. 
ISSO:  Omclt.  Iiratlt,  ISSG;  Stflueraagel.  Dir  fioAiMn 
■!«  Dt.  ISMl   Bnltttk.  d>i  dt.  QtittHi,  1890. 

Gborob  L.  Robinson 
DEVICE,  dft-vis':  "A  scheme,"  "invention," 
"plot."  In  the  OT  it  stands  for  six  Heb  words,  of 
which  the  most  common  is  mahAthebheth  (from 
JdtAaM,  "to  think,"  "contrive").'  In  the  NT  it 
occurs  only  twice,  once  tor  Gr  enthtlmUit  (Acts  17 
29),  and  once  for  nd^ma  (2  Cor  i  11).  Sometimes 
the  word  means  simply  that  which  ia  planned  or 
invented,  without  any  evil  implication,  as  in  2  Ch 
S  14;  Acta  17  29  (of  artistic  work  or  invention), 
and  Eccl  9  10  (in  the  general  sense  of  reasoning 
or  contriving).  But  more  frequently  it  is  used  in 
an  evil  sense,  of  a  wicked  purpose  or  plot,  "Let  us 
devise  devices  against  Jeremian"  (Jer  18  18);  "For 
we  are  not  ignorant  of  his  (i.e.  Satan's]  devices" 
(2  Cor  3  11),  etc.  D.  Miau,  Edwards 

DEVIL,  dev'l.    See  Dbmon;  Satam. 


DEVOTIOH,  dfi-vO'shun,  DEVOTIONS  («piiir- 
(lara,  adtdamaUi):  For  AV  "your  devotions  (Acta 
17  23),  RV  has  "the  objects  01  your  worship,"  which 
is  probably  the  intended  meaniii^  of  AV.  RV  reads 
"devotion  for  AV  "prayer"  m  Job  16  4  (RVm 
"meditation,"  Hebri^i). 

DEVOUT,  de-vout'  (■iX«Mf,  eutoMs  *^<n^, 
eu«e6&,  v^juu,  tjbomai,  "pious,"  "dutiful,"  "rever- 
ential"): The  wordispecuuar  to  St,  Luke.  Applied 
to  Simeon  (Lk  3  25),  Cornelius  (Acta  10  2.7), 
Ananias    (32  12).     "Devout    proselytes"    (13  43, 


AV  "relipous  proselytes"),  with  possible  reference 
to  the  proselytes  of  righteousness  as  distinguished 
from  the  proselytes  of  the  gate  (see  Peoseltte). 
"Devout  women  of  honorable  estate"  (13  50), 
proselytes  to  Judusm  and  wives  of  the  men  in  high 
position  among  the  heathen  (see  Jos,  BJ,  II,  xz,  2). 
''Devout  Greeks"  (17  4),  probably,  though  not 
necessarily,  proselytM  of  lie  gate,  heathen  by 
birth,  who  attended  the  synagogue  services  and  wor- 
shipped God.  "Devout  pereons"  (ver  17),  prose- 
lytes of  the  gale.  M .  O.  Evans 

DEW,  do  (bg,  (oi;   tfirat,  dnS«w):   Two  things 
are  necessary  for  the  formation  of  dew,  moisture 

and  cold.  In  moist  countries  there  is 
i.  Fomu-  leaa  dew  because  the  change  in  tem- 
tion  of  Dew  perature  between  day  and  night  is  too 

small.  In  the  deserts  where  the  change 
in  temperature  between  day  and  night  is  sometimes 
as  much  as  40°  F.,  there  is  seldom  dew  because  of 
lack  of  moisture  in  the  atmosphere.  Pal  is  fortu- 
nate in  being  near  the  sea,  so  that  there  is  S'lways  a 
large  percentage  of  watet  vapor  in  the  air.  The 
skies  are  clear,  and  hence  there  is  rapid  radiation 
banning  immediately  after  sunset,  which  cools 
the  land  and  the  air  until  the  moisture  is  condensed 
and  settles  on  cool  objects.  Air  at  a  low  tempera- 
ture is  not  capable  of  holding  sa  much  water  vapor 
ia  BuspensioD  as  warm  air.  The  ice  pitcher  fur- 
nishes an  example  of  the  formation  of^dew.  Just 
as  the  drops  of  water  form  on  the  cool  pitcher,  ao 
dew  forms  on  rocks,  grass  and  trees. 

In  Pal  it  does  cot  rain  from  April  to  October,  and 
were  it  not  for  the  dew  ia  summer  all  vegjetation 

would  perish.  Dew  and  rain  are 
S.  T«lu«  of  equally  important.  If  there  is  ao  rain 
Dew  in  the   wmter   Brass    and    harvests    fail: 

Palestine      if  no  dew,  the  late  crops  dry  up  and 

there  is  no  fruit.  Failure  of  eitner  of 
these  ^te  of  Nature  would  cause  great  want  and 
hardship,  but  the  failure  of  both  would  cause  famine 
and  death.  Even  on  the  edge  of  the  great  Syrian 
desert  in  Anti-Lebanon,  beyond  Jordan  and  in 
Sinai,  a  considerable  vegetation  of  a  certain  kind 
flourishes  in  the  summer,  although  there  is  not  a 
drop  of  rain  for  six  months.  The  dews  are  so  heavy 
that  the  plants  and  trees  are  literally  soaked  with 
water  at  night,  and  they  absorb  sufficient  moisture 
to  more  than  supply  the  loss  due  to  evaporation  in 
the  day.  It  is  more  surprising  to  one  wno  has  not 
seen  it  before  to  find  a  flourishing  vineyard  prac- 
tically in  the  desert  itself.  Some  of  the  amali  ani- 
mals of  the  desert,  such  as  the  jerboa,  seem  to  have 
no  water  supply  except  the  dew.  The  dew  forms 
most  heavily  on  good  conductors  of  heat,  such  as 
metala  and  stones,  because  they  radiate  tneir  heat 
faster  and  cool  the  air  around  them.  The  wetting 
of  Gideon's  fleece  (Jga  6  38)  is  an  indication  of  the 
amount  of  dew  formed,  and  the  same  phenomenon 
might  be  observed  anycLear  night  in  summer  in  Pal, 
Dew  was  a  present  necessity  to  the  people  of 
Israel  as  it  is  today  to  the  people  of  the  same  lands. 


Israel  of  together  in  1  K  17  1.     It  was  eap. 

valu^  by  the  children  of  Israel  in  the 
desert,  for  it  supplied  the  mannn  for  their  suste- 
nance (Ex  le  13;  Nu  11  B). 

Isaac  in  blessing  Jacob  asked  that  the  "dew  of 
heaven"  (Gen  S7  28)  may  be  granted  to  him;   that 

these  things  which  make  for  fertihty 
4.  Symbol  and  prosperity  may  be  his  portion, 
of  Blessing    "The  remnant  of  Jacob  shall  be  in  the 

midst  of  many  peoples  as  dew  from 
Jeh"  (Mic  6  7),  as  a  means  of  blessing  to  the  na- 
tions.    "Blessed  of  Jeh  for  ...  .  dew"  (Dt  83   13). 
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Dew  is  the  means  of  refreshing  and  reinvigor- 

ating  all  v^etation.    Many  Scripture  references 

carry   out   this   idea.    The   song   of 

6.  Symbol    Moeee  says.  "My  speech  shall  distil 
of  Re-  ajs  the  dew'*  (Dt  32  2).     "A  cloud  of 
freshment     dew"    (Isa  18  4)   refreshes  the  har- 
vesters.   "My  head  is  filled  with  dew" 

(Cant  6  2).  "like  the  dew  of  Hermon"  (Ps  183 
3).  "Thou  hast  the  dew  of  thy  youth"  (Ps  110  3). 
"Thy  dew  is  as  the  dew  of  herbs"  (Isa  26  19). 
Job  said  of  the  time  of  his  prosperity,  "The  dew  heth 
all  night  upon  my  branch"  (Job  29  19). 

Other  figures  use  dew  as  the  s3rmbol  of  stealth, 
of  that  which  comes  up  unawares  (2  S  17  12),  and 
of  inconstancy  (Hos  6  4;  13  3).  God's  knowl- 
edge covers  the  whole  realm  of  the  phenomena  of 
Nature  which  are  mysteries  to  man  (Job  38  28; 
Prov  3  20).  Alfred  H.  Joy 

DIADEM,  dl'a-dem:  There  are  seven  Bible  ref- 
erences to  the  diadem,  four  in  the  OT  and  three  in 
the  NT.  The  Heb  words  do  not  mark  any  clear 
distinctions. 

(1)  n*^;;^,  ;«nfpA,  On^y ,  ganOph,  T^'^i^y  ganlpkah 
(all  from  D^^ ,  gdnaph,  primarily  "to  wrap,"  "dress," 
"roll")  mean  a  headdress  in  the  nature  of  a  turban 
or  piece  of  cloth  wrapped  or  twisted  about  the  head. 
TTie  word  is  also  rendered  "hood,"  "mitre."  Job 
29  14:  "My  justice  was  as  a  robe  and  a  diadem" 
(RVm,  "turban");  Isa  62  3:  "a  royal  diadem  in 
the  hand  of  thy  God." 

(2)  ni'^pif ,  g^phfrOhf  means  "a  crown,"  "diadem, '  * 

i.e.  somethins  round  about  the  head:  Isa  28  5' 
"a  diadem  of  beauty,  unto  the  residue  of  ms  people." 

(3)  ri^ J^ ,  mignepheth,  means  an  official  turban 
or  tiara  of  priest  or  king,  tr*'  also  "mitre."  Ezk  21 
26:  "Remove  the  mitre,  and  take  off  the  crown." 

(4)  dtddfifjuif  diddSnuif  the  Gr  word  in  the  NT  for 
"diadem,"  means  "something  boimd  about  the 
head."  Found  3  t,  all  in  Rev— 12  3:  "a  m-eat  red 
draeon  ....  and  upon  his  heads  seven  diadems" 
(AY  "crowns") ;  13  1 :  "a  beast  ....  and  on  his 
horns  ten  diadems";  19  11.12:  "a  white  horse 
....  and  upon  his  head  are  many  diadems."  See 
Crown.  William  Edward  Raffety 

DIAL,  df  al,  OF  AHAZ,  ft'haz,  THB: 

1.  Hezeklah's  Sickness  and  the  Sign 

2.  The  Sini  a  Real  Mirade 

3.  The  "Dial"  a  Staircase 

4.  Time  of  Day  of  the  Miracle 

5.  Hezekiah's  Choice  of  the  Sign 

0.  Meaning  of  the  Sign 

7.  The  Fifteen  "Songs  of  Degrees" 

One  of  the  most  striking  instances  recorded  in 
Holy  Scripture  of  the  interruption,  or  rather  rever- 
sal, of  the  working  of  a  natural  law  is 

1.  Heze-  the  going  back  of  the  shadow  on  the 
kiah's  Sick-  dial  of  Ahaz  at  the  time  of  Hezekiali's 
ness  and  recovery  from  his  illness.  The  record 
the  Sign        of  the  incident  is  as  follows.    Isaiah 

wajs  sent  to  Hezekiah  in  his  sickness, 
to  say: 

"Thus  salth  Jehovah,  the  Ood  of  David  thy  father.  I 
have  heard  thy  prayer,  I  have  seen  thy  tears:  behold,  I 
will  heal  thee;  on  the  third  day  thou  shalt  go  up  unto 

the  house  of  Jehovah And  Hezekiah  said  unto 

Isaiah,  What  shall  be  the  sign  that  Jehovah  will  heal  me. 
and  that  I  shall  go  up  unto  the  house  of  Jehovah  the 
third  day  ?  And  Isaiah  said.  This  shall  be  the  sign  unto 
tiiee  from  Jehovah,  that  Jehovah  will  do  the  thing  that 
he  hath  spoken:  shall  the  shadow  go  forward  ten  steps, 
or  go  back  ten  steps  7  And  Hezeldah  answered.  It  is  a 
light  thing  for  the  shadow  to  decline  ten  steps:  nay.  but 
let  the  shadow  return  backward  ten  steps.  And  Isaiali 
the  prophet  cried  unto  Jehovah;  and  ne  brought  the 
sliadow  ten  steps  backward,  by  which  it  had  gone  down 
on  the  dial  of  Ahas"  (2  K  90  5-11).     And  in  Isa  88 

8.  it  is  said,  "  Behold,  I  will  cause  the  shadow  on  the  steps, 
which  is  gone  down  on  the  dial  of  Ahaz  with  the  sun.  to 
return  backward  ten  steps.  So  the  sun  returned  ten  steps 
on  the  dial  whereon  it  was  gone  down." 


The  first  and  essential  point  to  be  noted  is  that 

this  was  no  ordiniuy  astronomical  phenomenon,  nor 

was  it  the  result  of  ordinary  astro- 

2.  The  Sign  nomical  laws  then  unknown.  It  was 
a  Real  peculiar  to  that  particular  place,  and 
Bffiracle        to  that  particular  time;  otherwise  we 

should  not  read  of  'Hhe  ambassadors 
of  the  princes  of  Babylon,  who  sent  ....  to  in- 
quire of  the  wonder  that  was  done  in  the  land''  (2 
Ch  32  31).  It  is  impossible,  therefore, 'to  accept 
the  suggestion  that  the  dial  oi  Ahaz  may  have  been 
improperly  constructed,  so  as  to  produce  a  reversal 
of  the  motion  of  the  shadow  at  certain  times.  For 
such  a  maladjustment  would  have  occasioned  the 
repetition  of  the  phenomenon  every  time  the  sim 
returned  to  the  same  position  with  respect  to  the 
dial.  The  narrative,  m  fact,  informs  us  that  the 
occurrence  was  not  due  to  any  natural  law,  known 
or  unknown,  since  Hezekiah  was  given  the  choice 
and  exercised  it  of  his  own  free  will,  as  to  whether 
a  shadow  should  move  in  a  particular  direction  or 
in  the  opposite.  But  there  are  no  alternative 
results  in  the  working  of  a  natural  law.  ''If  a  state 
of  things  is  repeated  in  every  detail,  it  must  lead 
to  exactly  the  same  consequences."  The  same 
natural  law  cannot  indifferently  produce  one  result, 
or  its  opposite.  The  movement  of  the  shadow  on 
the  dial  of  Ahaz  was,  therefore,  a  miracle  in  the  strict 
sense  of  the  term.  It  cannot  be  explained  by  the 
working  of  any  ajstronomical  law,  Known  or  un- 
known. We  liave  no  information  as  to  the  as- 
tronomical conditions  at  the  time;  we  can  only 
inquire  into  the  setting  of  the  miracle. 

It  is  unfortunate  that  one  important  word  in  the 
narrative  has  been  rendered  in  both  AV  and  RV 

by  a  term  which  describes  a  recog- 

3.  The  mzed  astronomical  instrument.  The 
"Dial"  a  word  "dial"  {ma'dim)  is  usually  tr<« 
Staircase       "degrees,"  "steps,"  or  "stairs,"  and 

indeed  is  thus  rendered  in  the  same 
verse.  There  is  no  evidence  that  the  structure 
referred  to  had  been  designed  to  serve  ajs  a  dial  or 
was  anythii^  other  than  a  staircase,  "the  staircase 
of  Ahaz."  It  was  probably  connected  with  that 
"covered  way  for  the  sabbath  that  they  had  built 
in  the  house,  and  the  king's  entry  without,"  which 
Ahaz  turned  "round  the  house  of  Jeh,  because 
of  the  king  of  Assyria"  (2  K  16  18  RVm).  This 
staircase,  called  after  Ahaz  because  the  alteration 
was  due  to  him,  may  have  been  substituted  for 
David's  "causeway  that  goeth  up,"  which  was 
"westward,  by  the  gate  of  Shallecheth"  (1  Ch  26 
16),  or  more  probably  for  Solomon's  "ascent  bv 
which  he  went  up  imto  the  house  of  Jehovah"  which 
so  impressed  the  queen  of  Sheba  (2  Ch  9  4).  At 
certain  times  of  the  day  the  shadow  of  some  object 

fell  upon  this  staircase,  and  we  learn 

4.  Time  of    from  both  2  K  and    Isa   that   this 
Day  of  the    shadow  had  already  gone  down  ten 
Miracle        steps,  while  from  Isa  we  leam  in  addi- 
tion that  the  sim  also  was  going  down. 

The  miracle  therefore  took  place  in  the  afternoon, 
when  the  sun  moves  on  its  downward  course,  and 
when  all  shadows  are  thrown  in  an  easterly  direc- 
tion. We  are  not  told  what  was  the  object  that 
cast  the  shadow,  but  it  must  have  stood  to  the  west 
of  the  staircase,  and  the  top  of  the  staircase  must 
have  passed  into  the  shadow  first,  and  the  foot  of 
the  staircase  have  remained  longest  in  the  light. 
The  royal  palace  is  understood  to  have  been  placed 
southeast  of  the  Temple,  and  it  is  therefore  probable 
that  it  was  some  part  of  the  Temple  buildmgs  that 
had  cast  its  shadow  down  the  staurway  in  f lul  view 
of  the  dying  king,  ajs  he  lay  in  his  ch^ber.  If  the 
afternoon  were  well  advanced  the  sim  would  be 


moving  rapidly  in  altitude,  and  but  little  in  azi- 
muth; or,  in  other  words,  tne  shadow  would  be  ad- 


Dial  of  Ahaz 
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vancing  down  the  steps  at  its  quickest  rate,  but  be 
moving  only  slowly  toward  the  left  of  those  who  were 
mounting  them.  It  may  well  have  been  the  case, 
therefore,  that  the  time  had  come  when  the  priests 
from  Ophel,  and  the  officials  and  corn-tiers  from  the 
palace,  were  going  up  the  ascent  into  the  house  of 
the  Lord  to  be  present  at  the  evening  sacrifice;  pass- 
ing from  the  bnght  sunshine  at  the  foot  of  the  stairs 
into  the  shadow  that  had  already  fallen  upon  the 
uppjer  8t«ps.  The  sun  would  be  going  straight  down 
behind  the  buildings  and  the  steps  already  in  shadow 
would  sink  into  deeper  shadow,  not  to  emerge  again 
into  the  light  until  a  new  day's  sun  had  arisen  upon 
the  earth. 

We  can  therefore  imderstand  the  nature  of  the 
choice  of  the  sign  that  was  offered  by  the  prophet 

to  the  dying  king.  Would  he  choose 
6.  Heze-  that  ten  more  steps  should  be  straight- 
kiah*s  way  engulfed  in  the  shadow,  or  that 

Choice  of  ten  steps  already  shadowed  should  be 
the  Sign        brought  back  into  the  light?    Either 

might  serve  as  a  sigp  that  he  should 
arise  on  the  third  dav  and  go  up  in  renewed  life  to 
the  house  of  the  Lord ;  but  the  one  sign  would  be  in 
accordance  with  the  natural  progress  of  events,  and 
the  other  would  be  directly  opposed  to  it.  It  would 
be  a  light  thing,  as  Hezeldah  said,  for  the  shadow 
to  go  forward  ten  steps:  a  bank  of  cloud  rising 
behind  the  Temple  woula  effect  that  change.  But 
no  disposition  of  cloud  could  bring  the  shadow  back 
from  that  p>art  of  the  staircase  which  had  already 
passed  into  it,  and  restore  it  to  the  sunshine.  The 
first  change  was,  in  human  estimation,  easily  possi- 
ble, ''a  hght  thing":  the  second  change  seemed 
impossible.  Hezekian  chose  the  seemin^y  impos- 
sible, and  the  Lord  gave  the  sign  and  answered  his 
prayer.  We  need  not  ask  whether  the  king  showed 
more  or  less  faith  in  choosing  the  ''impossible'' 
rather  than  the  ''possible"  sign.  His  father  Ahaz 
had  shown  his  want  of  faith  by  refusing  to  put  the 
Lord  to  the  test,  by  refusing  to  ask  a  sign,  whether 
in  the  heaven  above  or  in  the  earth  beneath.  The 
faith  of  Hezekiah  was  shown  in  asking  a  sign,  which 
was  at  once  in  the  heaven  above  and  in  the  earth 
beneath^  in  accepting  the  choice  offered  to  him,  and 
so  puttmg  the  Lord  to  the  test.  And  the  sign 
chosen  was  most  fitting.  Hezekiah  lay  dying, 
whether  of  plague  or  of  cancer  we  do  not  know, 
but  his  disease  was  mortal  and  beyond  cure;  he 
was  already  entering  into  the  shadow  of  death.  The 
word  of  the  Lord  was  sure  to  him ;  on  "the  third  day" 
he  would  rise  and  go  up  in  new  life  to  the  house  of 
God.    But  what  of  the  sign?    Should  the  shadow 

of  death  swallow  him  up;  should  his 
6.  Meaning  life  be  swiftly  cut  off  in  darkness,  and 
of  the  Sign   be  hidden  until  a  new  day  should  dawn, 

and  the  li^t  of  a  new  life,  a  life  of 
resurrection,  arise?  (Cf  Jn  11  24.)  Or  should 
the  shadow  be  drawn  back  swiftly,  and  new  years 
be  added  to  his  life  before  death  could  come  upon 
him?  Swift  death  was  in  the  natural  progress  of 
events;  restoration  to  health  was  of  the  impossible. 
He  chose  the  restoration  to  health,  and  the  Lord 
answered  his  faith  and  his  prayer. 

We  are  not  able  to  go  farther  into  particulars. 
The  first  temple,  the  royal  palace,  and  the  staircase 
of  Ahaz  were  all  destroyed  in  the  destruction  of 
Jems  by  Nebuchadnezzar,  and  we  have  no  means 
of  ascertaining  the  exact  position  of  the  staircase 
with  respect  to  Temple  or  palace,  or  the  number  of 
the  steps  that  it  contained,  or  the  time  of  the  day, 
or  the  season  of  the  year  when  the  sign  was  given. 
It  is  possible  that  if  we  knew  any  or  all  of  these,  a 
yet  greater  significance,  both  spiritual  and  astro- 
nomical, might  attach  to  the  narrative. 

Fifteen  years  were  added  to  the  life  of  Hezekiah. 
In  the  restoration  of  the  second  temple  by  Herod 


fifteen  steps  led  from  the  Court  of  the  Women  to 
the  Court  of  Israel,  and  on  these  steps  the  Levites 

during  the  Feast  of  Taoemacles  were 
7.  The  accustomed  to  stand  in  order  to  sing 

Fifteen  the  fifteen  "songs   of   degrees"    (Pss 

''Songs  of  120-84).  At  the  head  of  these  same 
Degrees"      steps  in  the  gateway,  lepers  who  had 

been  cleansed  from  their  disease  pre- 
sented themselves  to  the  priests.  It  has  been 
suggested  that  Hezekiah  himself  was  the  compiler 
of  these  fifteen  "songs  of  the  steps,"  in  thankfulness 
for  his  fifteen  years  of  added  life.  Five  of  them  are 
ascribed  to  David  or  as  written  for  Solomon,  but 
the  remaining  ten  bear  no  author's  name.  Their 
subjects  are,  however,  most  appropriate  to  the  n^at 
crises  and  desires  of  Hezekiah'slife.  His  great  Pass- 
over, to  which  all  the  tribes  were  invit^,  and  so 
many  Israelites  came;  the  blasphemy  of  Rabshakeh 
and  of  Sennacherib's  threatening  letter;  the  dan^r 
of  the  Assyr  invasion  and  the  deliverance  from  it; 
Hezekiah's  sickness  unto  death  and  his  miraculous 
restoration  to  health;  and  the  fact  that  at  that 
time  he  would  seem  to  have  had  no  son  to  follow 
him  on  the  throne — all  these  subjects  seem  to  find 
fitting  expression  in  the  fifteen  Psalms  of  the  Steps. 

E.  W.  Maunder 

DIAMOND,  di'a-mund.  See  Stones,  Pre- 
cious. 

DIANA,  di-an'a  (ARTEMIS)  ('Afmius,  Artemis, 
"prompt,'  "safe"):  A  deity  of  Asiatic  origin,  the 
mother  goddess  of  the  earth,  whose  seat  of  worship 
was  the  temple  in  Ephesus,  the  capital  of  the  Rom 
province  of  Asia.  Diana  is  but  the  Latinized  form 
of  the  Gr  word  Artemis,  jret  the  Artemis  of  Ephesus 
should  not  be  confused  with  the  Gr  goddess  of  that 
name. 

She  mav,  however,  be  identified  with  the  Cybele  of 
the  Phrygians  whose  name  she  also  bore,  and  with  several 
other  deities  who  were  worshipped  under  different  names 
in  various  parts  of  the  Orient.  In  Cappadocia  she  was 
known  as  Ma;  to  the  Syrians  as  Atai^atls  or  Mylltta: 
among  the  Phoenicians  as  Astarte.  a  name  which  appears 
among  the  Assyrians  as  Ishtar;  the  modem  name  Esther 
is  derived  from  it.  The  same  goddess  seems  to  have 
been  worshipped  by  the  Hittites,  for  a  female  deity  is 
sculptured  on  the  rocks  at  Yazili  Kaya.  near  the  Hittite 
city  of  Boghazkeul.  It  may  be  shown  ultimately  that 
the  various  goddesses  of  Syria  and  Asia  Minor  all  owe 
their  origin  to  the  earlier  Asssrrian  or  Babylonian  Ishtar. 
the  goddess  of  love,  whose  chief  attributes  they  possessed. 
The  several  forms  and  names  under  which  she  appears 
are  due  to  the  varying  developments  In  different  regions. 

Tradition  says  that  Diana  was  bom  in  the  woods 
near  Ephesus,  where  her  temple  wafi  built,  when  her 
image  of  wood  (possibly  ebony;  Pliny,  NH,  xvi. 
40;  Acts  19  35)  fell  from  the  sky  (see  also  Astron- 
omy, 1, 8  [2]).  Also  according  to  tradition  the  city 
which  wafi  later  called  Ephesus  was  founded  by 
the  Amazons,  and  Diana  or  Cybele  was  the  deity 
of  those  half-mythical  people.  Later  when  Ephesus 
fell  into  the  possession  ot  the  Greeks.  Gr  civiliza- 
tion partly  supplanted  the  Asiatic,  ana  in  that  city 
the  two  civilizations  were  blended  together.  The 
Gr  name  of  Artemis  was  given  to  the  Asiatic  god- 
dess, and  many  of  the  Gr  colonists  represented  her 
on  their  coins  as  Greek.  Her  images  and  forms  of 
worship  remained  more  Asiatic  than  Gr.  Her  ear- 
liest statues  were  figures  crudely  carved  in  wood. 
Later  when  she  was  represented  m  stone  and  metals, 
she  bore  upon  her  head  a  mural  headdress,  repre- 
senting a  fortified  city  wall;  from  it,  drapery  hung 
upon  each  side  of  her  face  to  her  shoulders.  The 
upper  part  of  her  body  was  completely  covered  with 
rows  of  breasts  to  signify  that  she  was  the  mother 
of  all  life.  The  lower  arms  were  extended.  The 
lower  part  of  the  body  resembled  a  rough  block,  as 
if  her  legs  had  been  wrapped  up  in  cloth  like  those 
of  an  Egyp  mummy.  In  later  times  her  Gr  fol- 
lowers represented  her  with  stags  or  lions  standing 
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at  her  Hides,  The  moat  renowned  of  her  atatuea 
stood  on  the  platform  before  the  entrance  to  her 
temple  in  Epheaus.  Ab  the  statues  indicat«,  ahe 
impereonated  the  reproductive  powers  of  men  and 
of  nnimalH  and  of  alt  other  hfe. 


At  tbe  head  of  ber  cult  was  a  chief  priest,  originally  a 
eunuch  who  bore  the  name  and  lalar  Che  tltla  Megabyioa. 
L'adar  hlra  were  priests  known  as  Esaenes.  appointed, 
parhapa  rrom  (he  dty  olSdals.  for  but  •  single  year;  U 
was  (heir  duty  to  olTer  the  sacrifices  to  tlie  goddess  In 
behalf  of  tbe  dty.  Other  subordinate  classes  of  priests 
known  as  Kourilei.  Krobalai  and  Hilroi  performed  duties 
whlRh  am  now  obscure.  Tbe  priestesses  were  even  more 
and.  probably  from  their  great  numbers,  they 
"-' — iiorbeee:  the  Epheslan  symbol  thero- 
-^,^.—  ^p^^^i  commonly  upon  the  coIdb  struck  In 
ty.  Is  a  bee.  The  MtHmal,  which  In  the  early  times 
ail  virgins,  were  of   thi ' '■  ' ' 


called  Mcli 


The  ritual  of  the 


a  of  each  class  were. 

Jonslsted  of  Eacrlflcea 

prostitution,   a  nractlce  whlci  was 

_I  the  religions  of  the  andent  Orient, 

and  which  still  ensts  Kmong  some  of  the  obscure  tribes 
of  Asia  Minor. 

The  temple  of  Diana  was  not  properly  the  home 
of  the  Koddess;  it  was  but  a  shnne,  the  chief  one, 
devoted  to  her  service.  She  lived  in  Nature;  ehe 
was  everywhere  wherever  there  waa  life,  the  mother 
of  all  living  tilings;  all  ofFerings  of  every  possible 
nature  were  therefore  acceptable  to  her;  hence  the 
vast  wealth  which  poured  into  her  temple.  Not 
only  was  she  worshipped  in  her  temple,  but  in  the 
minute  shrinea  or  Tiaoi  which  were  sometimes  mod- 
eled after  the  tomple.  More  frequently  the  shrines 
were  exceedingly  crude  objects,  either  of  silver  or 
stone  or  wood  or  clay.  They  were  made  at  Ephesua 
by  dependents  of  the  temple,  and  carried  by  the 
pilgrims  throughout  the  world.  Before  them  Diana 
might  also  be  worshipped  anywhere,  just  as  now 
from  the  soil  of  the  sacred  Mcaopotamian  city  of 
Kerbela,  where  the  sons  of  Ali  were  martyred,  Uttle 
blocks  are  formed  and  are  carried  away  by  the 
Sbiah  Moslems  that  they  may  P'ay  upon  sacred 
ground  wherever  they  may  be.  The  makers  of  the 
shrines  of  Diana  formed  an  exceedingly  large  class 
among  whom,  in  Paul's  time,  was  Demetrius  (Acts 
19  24).  None  of  the  silver  shrinea  have  been  dis- 
covered, but  those  of  marble  and  of  clay  have  ap- 


i   of   EphesuB.     They   i 


peared  among  the  i 


bourine  in  one  hand  and  a  cup  in  the  other,  or  with 
a  lion  at  her  side  or  beneath  her  foot.  Though  the 
shrines  were  sold  as  sacred  dwelling-places  of  the 
goddess,  that  the  pilgrims  who  carried  them  to  their 
distant  homes,  or  buried  them  in  the  graves  with 
their  dead,  might  be  assured  of  ber  constant  pres- 
ence, their  real  purpose  was  to  increase  the  temple 
revenues  by  their  sale  at  a  price  which  was  many 
times  their  cost.  With  the  shrines  of  Diana  may  be 
compared  the  household  gods  of  clay  found  in 
abundance  among  the  ruins  of  the  earlier  Bab  ciUos, 
esp.  those  cities  in  which  tenples  lo  the  goddess 
lalitar  stood.  E.  J.  Banks 

DIASPORA,  dl-aa'p6-ra.    See  Dispersion. 

DIBLAH,  dibla  (Hb^l.,  dibhlah,  "circle";  A.^ 
UOo,  DeiMlha) :  The  name  occurs  only  in  Ezic  6 
14  (AV  "Diblath"),  and  the  place  has  not  been  iden- 
tified. If  the  reading  is  correct  it  may  possibly  be 
represented  by  Dihl,  a  village  in  Upper  Galilee,  S. 
of  Tibiiln.  But  more  likely  it  is  a  scribal  error  for 
BJblah. 

DIBLAIM,  dib'ia-im,  dib-lft'im  (D^b^T,  dibk- 
latfim,  "two  cakes"):  A  native  of  Northern  Israel 
and  father  of  Gomer,  the  wife  of  Hosea  (Hos  1  3). 

DIBLATH,  dib'lath.    See  Diblah. 


DIBON,  dl'bon,  DIBON-GAD  {•\^'''^,  dVihSn, 
"washing";  Aoipi»,  Z>aiMn) : 

(1)  A  city  of  Moab  captured  by  the  Amorites 
(Nu  21  30),  and  held  by  them  at  the  invasion  by 
Israel.  It  was  taken  and  given  to  the  tribe  of  Gaa, 
whence  it  is  called  Dibon-gad  (Nu  33  34;  83  45). 
In  Josh  13  17  it  is  reckoned 'to  Reuben.  Along 
with  other  cities  in  the  territory  N.  of  the  Amon, 
Dibon  changed  hands  several  times  between  Moab 
and  Israel.  Mesha  claims  it  (MS),  and  in  Jer  18 
18.22  it  is  named  among  the  cities  of  Moab.  The 
form  of  the  name,  Dimon,  in  Isa  16  9,  may  have 
been  given  to  make  it  resemble  the  Heb  dSm, 
"blood,"  to  support  the  play  upon  words  in  the 
verse  ( HDB,  s,v.).  It  is  represented  by  the  modem 
DhlbSn,  about  4  miles  N.  of  Aroer  VArd'ir),  on  the 
line  of  the  old  Rom  road.  The  ruins  that  spread 
over  two  adjacent  knolls  are  of  no  importance: 
walls,  a  tower,  cistern,  etc.  Near  Dibon  the  famous 
Moabite  Stone  was  found. 

(2)  A  town  in  Judah,  occupied  after  the  exile 
(Neh  11  25).  It  may  bo  the  same  as  Dimonah 
(Josh  IB  22);   unidentified.  W.  Ewinq 

DIBRI,  dib'ri  Pia"!,  dibkrl,  "eloquent"  [?]):  A 
Danite,  whose  daughter  Shclomith  married  an 
Egyptian.  Their  son  was  "cut  off"  (stonod)  for 
blasphemy  (Lev  M  II). 

DICE-PLAYING.    See  Games. 

DICTIONARIES,  dik'shun-a-riz:  A  dictionary 
is  a  word-book  or  a  list  of  words  arranged  in  some 
fixed  order,  generally  alphabetical,  for  ready  refer- 
ence, and  usually  with  definitions  or  longer  treatises. 
The  vocabulary  or  glossary  is  a  mere  list  of  words, 
often  without  definitions;  the  Lexicon  or  dictionary 
of  language  (words  or  concepts)  has  bare  definitions, 
and  the  alphabetical  encyclopaedia  or  dictionary  of 
knowledge  or  information  (objecls,  thin^,  subjects, 
topics,  etc)  has  longer  treatises,  but  Uiey  ore  all 
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dictionarieB:  the  alphabetical  order  being  the  main 
essential  in  modern  use.  There  is,  however,  his- 
torically no  good  reason  wh^  the  dictionary  should 
not  be  logical  or  chronological.  The  earliest  use 
of  the  word  ajs  quoted  by  Murray's  Dictionary  (Joh. 
de  Garlandia,  cu*  1225)  was  of  a  collection  of  words 
classified  and  not  alphabetical.  So^  too,  almost  the 
earliest  use  in  Eng.  (J.  Withal's  LHctumcarief  1556) 
was  of  a  book  of  words  classified  by  subjects.  A 
book  like  Ro^et's  TheaaunUf  which  is  a  list  of  classi- 
fied words  without  definition,  or  a  systematic  en- 
(sydopaedia  of  treatises  like  Coleridge  s  unfortunate 
experiment^  the  Enq/dopedia  Metropolitanat  is  a 
dictionary  in  the  historic  sense.  The  earliest  books 
usually  quoted  in  the  lists  of  Bib.  dictionaries  were 
also  in  lact  classified  or  chronological,  and  not 
alphabetical  (Eusebius'  Onomcuticon;  Jerome's 
De  viri8  Ulustribiia).  Classified  word  lists,  sylla- 
baries, etc,  of  pre-alphabetic  times,  as  well  as  in 
Chinese  and  other  non-alphabetic  languages  of  to- 
day^ are  of  course  also  non-alphabetic,  but  strictly 
dictionaries. 

In  pre-alphabetic  times  the  dictionaries  include, 
besides  the  syllabaries  of  which  there  were  many 
examples  in  Assyria,  Babylonia,  Egypt,  Cyprus, 
etc,  and  the  word  lists  proper,  chronological  lists 
of  kings  and  various  classifiea  lists  of  tribute,  and  of 
astronomical  or  other  objects.  They  include,  in 
short,  all  the  man^  lists  where  the  material  is 
grouped  round  a  series  of  catchwords. 

The  alphabetical  dictionary  began  with  the  alpha- 
bet itself,  for  this  is  a  list  of  names  of  objects.  The 
earlier  alphabetical  dictionaries  were  sometimes 
called  alphabets.  In  a  sense  the  alphabetical 
acrostics  are  dictionaries  rather  than  acrostics,  and 
Ps  119,  where  considerable  material  is  grouped 
under  each  letter  of  the  alphabet,  comes  ratner 
dose  to  the  dictionary  idea. 

So  long  as  the  quantity  of  literary  material  re- 
mained small,  there  was  very  little  need  for  the 
development  of  the  alphabetical  dictionary,  and  the 
examples  are  rather  few,  the  Lexicon  of  Suidas 
being  perhaps  the  most  noteworthy.  With  the  im- 
mense increase  in  literary  material  there  was  a 
rapidly  Rowing  appreciation  of  the  advantage  of 
alphaoetical  arrangement,  over  the  chronological  or 
the  systematic,  in  all  cases  where  the  object  is  to 
refer  to  a  specinc  topic,  rather  than  to  read  a  book 
through  or  survey  many  topics  with  reference  to 
their  relation  to  one  anotner.  The  number  of  alpha- 
betical dictionaries  of  knowledge  increased  rapidly 
with  the  growth  of  learning  from  the  13th  cent.; 
now  it  has  become  legion  and  there  are  few  subjects 
so  narrow  that  they  cannot  boast  their  dictionary 
of  information. 

The  earliest  Bible  dictionary  is  usually  cotmted 
the  Onom  of  Eusebius,  a  geographical  encyclopaedia; 
then  came  Jerome's  De  nominibits 
1.  Bible  JiebraiciSf  and  his  De  viris  iUustribtis 
Dictionaries  (chronological).  The  more  noteworthy 
steps  in  the  history  of  Bible  diction- 
aries are  represented  by  the  names  of  Alsted.  Cal- 
met,  Winer,  Kitto,  William  Smith,  Fairoairn, 
Schenkel.  The  best  recent  dictionaries  among  the 
larger  works  are  the  Encyclopaedia  Biblica,  stand- 
ing for  the  extreme  higher  critical  wing;  Hastings, 
representing  the  slightly  less  radical;  and  this 
present  International  Standard  Bible  EncyclopaediOy 
which  represents  a  growing  distrust  of  the  extreme 
positions  of  the  19th  cent,  higher  critics.  All  of 
these  are  on  a  large  scale  and  stand  for  the  latest 
and  best  scholarship,  and  the  same  (]^uality  is  re- 
flected in  at  least  two  of  the  recent  single-volume 
dictionaries,  A  Standard  Bible  Dictionary  (M.  W. 
Jacobus),  and  the  single-volume  Hastings'  diction- 
ary. Both  of  these  in  tendency  stand  between 
Che3rne's  Encydopaedia  Biblica  and  this  dictionary, 


Hastings  fadng  rather  toward  Cheyne,  and  Jacobus 
toward  this  present  work. 

The  John  Crerar  Library  list  of  encyclopaedias 
forms  an  excellent  guide  to  the  lit.  of  general  en- 
cyclopaedias within  its  scope,  which 
2.  Bibli-  includes  chiefly  technology  and  physi- 
ography cal  and  social  sciences,  out  includes 
among  its  reference  books  very  admir- 
ably chosen  first-rderence  dictionaries  to  language, 
history,  fine  arts,  and  even  philosophy  and  rc^gion. 

Kroeger.  Alice  B.  Guide  to  the  Study  and  Uee  of  Refer- 
ence Booke,  2d  ed.  Boston,  1908,  is  an  admirable  intro- 
duction, its  select  lists  and  bibliographical  references 
supplemented  by  the  John  Crerar  and  other  reference 
library  lists  will  give  complete  orientation. 

Following  b  a  list  of  previous  dictionaries: 
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Ayre,  J.      Treasury  of  Bible  Knowledge.     London.  1866. 
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Bible.    New  York:  Appleton,  1867. 

Ban*.  John.  A  Complete  Index  and  Concise  Dictionary 
of  the  Holy  Bible.  New  York:  Methodist  Book  Con- 
cern, 1852. 

Bastow,  J.  A.  Biblical  Dictionary.  London,  1848,  3 
vols;  condensed  ed.  London,  1859;  4th  ed.  1877. 
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Best.  J.  A.     Dictionnaire  de  la  Bible.     Paris.  1865. 
Bourazan,  F.  A.     Sacred  Dictionary.     London:    Nisbet. 
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ed,  revised  and  enlarged,  5  vols,  London:  Holdsworth, 

1829;    new  ed,   London:     Bohn,  1847;     abridged  by 

Buddey.  new  ed.  London:  RouUedge.  1862. 
Cassell's  Bible  Dictionary.     Illustrated  with  nearly  600 

engravings:   London  and  New  York,  2  vols:   Cassell, 

1866;  new  ed.  1869. 
Chejme,  T.  K.  and  Black,  J.  S.     Encyclopaedia  Biblica. 

London,  1899-1903,  4  vols. 
Conder.   F.  R.  and  C.   R.     A    Handbook  to  the  Bible. 

London:    Longmans.  1879;   2d  ed,  1880.  New  York: 

Randolph,  n.d.  [1880]. 
Dalmasius.  J.  A.     Dictxonanum  manuale  biblicum.    Aug. 

Vind..  1776,  2  vols. 
Davis.   J.    D.     Dictionary   of  the   Bible,     Philadelphia. 

1898;  new  ed.  1903. 
Eadie,  John.     A  Biblical  Cyclopaedia.    London'.  Rel.  Tr. 

Soc.,  1848;  14th  ed.  London:  Griffin,  1873. 
Easton.  M.  O.     Illustrated  Bible  Dictionary.     London: 

NelBon;   New  York:   Methodist  Book  Concern,  1893. 
Fairbaim.     Patrick.      The    Imperial     Bible    Dictionary, 

London:  Bladde,  1866,  2  vols. 
Farrar.  John.     A    Biblical  and    Theological  DictioTiary. 

London:  Mason,  1852;  new  ed.  London:  Wesl.  Conf. 

OfT..  1889. 
Faussett,  A.  R.     The  Bngliahman*  s  Bible  Encyclopaedia. 

London:     Hodder.    1878.     Republished    with    title. 

Bible  Cyclopaedia,  Critical  and  Expository,     New  York: 

Funk.  1891. 
Gardner,  J.     Christian  Encyclopaedia.    Edinburgh.  n.d. 
Gebhardt.  G.  L.     Biblisches  WUrivrb.     Lemgo,  1793-96, 

3  vols. 

Goodhue,  W.  and  Taylor.  W.  C.     Pictorial  Dictionary 

of  the  Holy  Bible.     London.   1843,  2  vols. 
Granbery.  John  C.     Bible  Dictionary,     Nashville:    So. 

Meth.  Pub.  Soc..  1883. 
Green,  S.    Biblical  and  Theol.  Dictionary.    London.   1840, 

1860. 
Guthe,  H.     Kurtes  Bibelwdrterbuch.     1903. 
Hagen.     Lexicon  biblicum.     Paris.  190&-,  4  vols  (Roman 

Catholic). 
Hamburger.     Realencyklopddie  fUr    Bibel   und    Talmud. 

New  ed.  1896-97;  2  vols  and  4  sup.  vols  (Jewish  point 

of  view). 
Hamburger,  J.     Biblisch-talmudisches  Wdrterbxich.  Stre- 

litz.  1&6. 
Hastings.     Dictionary  of  the  Bible.     Edinburgh  and  New 

York.  1898-1902,  4  vols  and  sup.  vol,  1904.     1-vol 

ed,  1909. 
Hastings.  James,  and  others.     Dictionary  of  Christ  and 

the  Gospels.     New  York:  Scribner;  Edinburgh:  Clark, 

1906-8,  2  vols. 
Haupt,     C.     G.     Bibl,     Real-Bncyklopddie,     Quedlinb.. 

1820-27.  3  vols. 
Hezel,  W.  F.      Biblisches  Real-Lexikon,     Leipzig,  1783- 

85.  3  vols. 
Hoffmann,  A.  C.     Allgem.  Volks-Bibellexikon.     Leipzig. 

1842. 
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Hunter.  R.     Concise  Bible  Diet.     London:  Cassell,  1894. 
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newed.  Tegg,  1847;  revised.  1873. 
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Macbean.  A.    Dictionary  of  the  Bible.    London.  1770. 
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8.  Bcritures.     Pads.  1805-. 
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Winer,  G.  B.     Biblisches  Realwdrterb.     3d  ed,  1847-48. 

2  vols  (still  useful). 
Zeller.   H.     Biblisches    W9rterb.     Stuttgart.    1855-58.    2 

vols. 

other  recent  one- vol.  dictionaries  are:  Angus  (1007). 
Bevis(lOOO),  Gamble  (1006).  Ewing  (1010),  Hyamson 
(1007).  Plercy  (1008). 

Next  in  importance  for  Bible  students  to  the  Bible 
dictionaries  are  the  general  dictionaries  of  religious 

knowledge.  Many  of  the  more  recent 
8.  General  of  these,  such  as  the  Hauck  edot  RE, 
Religious  the  new  Sch-Herz,  Jew  Enc,  the 
Encydo-  Catholic  Encyclovaedia,  and  in  general 
paedias         all  the  larger  ana  some  of  the  smaller 

recent  ones  have  arts,  of  real  impor- 
tance for  Bible  study,  often  better  than  some  of  the 
specific  Bible  dictionaries. 

OUKXBAL  THSOLOGICAL   DICTIONABXSS 

Abbott,  Lyman.  A  Dictionary  of  Religious  Knowlsdge. 
New  York:   Harper,  1875. 

Addis,  William  E.  A  Catholic  Dictionary.  New  York: 
Catn.  Pub.  Soc.  Co.,  1884;  4th  ed,  revised.  London: 
Paul   1803 

Aflchbach.     kirchenlexikon.    n.p.  1846-61.  4  vols. 

Benham.  William.  Dictionary  of  Religion.  London 
and  New  York:  Cassell.  1887. 

Buchbemr.  Kirchliches  Handlexikon.  Mttnchen,  1007 
(short  out  comprehensive). 

Buck,  Charles.  A  Theological  Dictionary.  Enlarged  by 
Dr.  Henderson.  London:  Tegg.  1847;  Am.  ed.  re- 
vised and  enlarged  by  George  Bush;  Philadelphia: 
Desilver,  n.d. 

Oeooaroni,  A.    Dinonaro  scdesiastico  illustrato.    Milano. 


Dwlght.  H.  O..  Tupper.  H.  O..  Jr.  and  Bliss.  E.  M.     The 

Encyclopaedia  of  Missions.     New  York.  1004. 
Eadle,   J.     The    Ecclesiastical    Encyclopaedia.     London: 

Griffin.  1847;  newed.  1875. 
Eden,  Robert.      The  Churchman* s  Theological  Dictionary. 

2d  ed,  London:  Parker,  1846;  new  ed,  1850. 
Encyclopaedia  of  Religious  Knowledge,  The;  or.  Dictionary 

of  the  Bible.     Rev.  ed.  Philadelphia:   Claxton.  1870. 
Farrar.   John.     An   Ecclesiastical  Dictionary.     London: 

Mason.  1853,  revised.  1871. 
Gardner,  James.     The  Christian  Encyclopaedia.    London: 

Groombridge.  1854;  new  ed.  185s. 
Glaire.  J.  B.      Dictionnaire  universel  des  sciences  eecUsi- 

astiques.     Paris.  1868.  2  vols. 
Herbermann.  Pace,  Pellen,  Shahan  and  Wynne.    Catholic 

Encyclopaedia.     New  York.  1006-.  15  vols. 
Herzog.     Realencyclopddie  fUr   protestantische    Theologie 

u.  Kirche.     1853-68.  21  vols;  8d  ed,  ed  Hauck.  1806- 

1008.  21  vols,  tr  New  York.  100&-  (best  of  all  eccle- 
siastical dictionaries). 
Horzog,  J.  J.     A  Protestantt  Theological,  and  Ecclesiastical 

Encyclopaedia.     Vols  I  and  II.     Philadelphia:    Lind- 
say, 1858-60. 
Holtzmann    and    Zbpttel.     Lexikon  fUr    Theologie  und 

Kirchenwesen.     2d  ed.  Brunswick,  1888  (Prot). 
Jackson,  Samuel  Macauley.     Concise  Dictionary  of  Reti- 

gious  Knowledge  and  Qasetteer.     New  York:   Christian 

Lit.  Co.,  1800,  1801;   3d  ed.  New  York:    Maynard, 

1803. 
Jackson,  S.  M.      The  New  Schaff-Hertog.     New  York: 

Funk.  1908,  sq.  (good  and  modem). 
Jewish  Encyclopedia.     New  York,  1001-6,  12  vols  (most 

scholarly). 
Llchtenberger.  P.     Diet,  des  set.  sccl.     Paris,  1877-82, 

15  vols  (French  Protestant). 
McCllntock.  John  and  Strong.  James.     Cyclopaedia  of 

Biblical,  Theological,  and  Ecclesiastical  Literature.     10 

vols.     New  York:    Harper,   1867-81.     With  sup.  in 

2  vols,  1800. 
Marsden,  J.  B.     A  Dictionary  of  Christian  Churches  and 

Sects.     London:  Bentley,  1857. 
Migne.     Encycl.  thSologiqus.      Paris,  1844-75  (over  100 

special  lexicons). 
Moroni.     Disionario    di    eruditions    storieo-seclssiastica, 

Venice.  1840-70.  103  vols,  and  Index.  6  vols. 

Among  the  older  ones  the  hu^e  encyclopaedia  of 
Migne,  which  is  a  classified  series  of  alphabetical 
dictionaries,  and  the  Moroni,  with  its  109  vols,  are 
still  of  great  usefulness  to  the  scholar  on  out-of- 
the-way  topics,  not  so  much  for  Bib.  topics  but  at 
least  for  Bio.  related  matters. 

Perthes.  Handlexikon  fUr  evangelischs  Thsol,  Ootha, 
1800-1001,  3  vols. 

Robinson,  John.  Theological,  Biblical  and  Ecclesiastical 
Dictionary.     London:  Whittaker,  1815;  4th  ed,  1835. 

Schaff,  Philip  and  Jackson,  Samuel  Macauley.  A  Re- 
ligious Encyclopaedia.  New  York:  Christian  Lit.  Co.. 
1882;  3d  ed.  New  York:  Funk.  1801.  Together  with 
an  Encyclopaedia  of  Living  Divines,  etc. 

Schaffer.  Handlexikon  der  kath.  Theologie.  Ratisbon, 
1881-01.  3  vols. 

Schiele.  Die  Religion  in  Oeschichte  und  Oegenwart. 
Tfibingen,  1000-,  5  vols. 

Shipley,  Orby.  A  Glossary  of  Ecclesiastical  Forms.  Lon- 
don: Rivlngtons.  1871. 

Staunton.  WUllam.  An  Ecclesiastical  Dictionary,  New 
York:  Prot.  Ep.  S.S.  U..  1861. 

Vacant  and  Mai^enot.  Dictionnaire  do  thiologie  catho- 
lique.     Paris,  1003-. 

Wetser  and  Welte.  Kirchenlsxicon.  Freiburg.  1847- 
60;  2d  ed.  1880-01.  13  vols,  and  index,  1003  (Roman 
Catholic  sdentiflc  best). 

The  monumental  dictionary  m  this  class  super- 
seding all  others  is  Hastinm'  Encydopoedia  of  Re- 
ligion and  Ethics,  but  Forlong  has 
4.  Diction-  served  a  useful  purpose  and  some  of  the 
aries  of  specisd  dictionaries  like  Roscher  are 
Compara-  Quite  in  the  same  class  with  Hastingis. 
tive 
Religion 


COMPABATIVB    BKUQION 


Balfour,  E.  Cyclopaedia  of  India,  and 
of  E.  and  So.  Asia.  3d  ed,  London, 
1885,  3  vols. 

Beale.  Th.  W.  Oriental  Biographical  Dictionary.  Cal- 
cutta. 1881 :  London.  1804. 

Brewer,  E.  C.  Dictionary  of  Phrase  and  Fable.  London, 
1005. 

Encyclopaedia  of  Islam.    London:  Luxac. 

Forlong.  J.  G.  K.  Faiths  of  Man;  a  Cyclopaedia  of  Re- 
ligions,    London,  1006.  3  vols. 

Haeitings.  James.  Sncyclopaedia  of  Religion  and  Ethics. 
Edinburgh.  Clark ;  New  York.  Scribner,  1008-. 

Hazlltt,  W.  C.  Faiths  and  Folklore;  a  Dictionary  of 
National  Beliefs.     London.  1005. 

Hughes,  T.  P.     Dictionary  of  Islam.     London.  1885. 
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The  admirable  Jewish  and  Catholic  encyclo- 
paedias   mentioned    above,    like    the    Methodist 

M'Clintock  and  Strong,  belong  rather 
6.  Denom-  to  general  than  denominational  en- 
inational  c^rciopaedias,  but  the  Catholic  die- 
Dictionaries  tionaries  of  Addis  and  of    Thien  are 

denominational  in  the  same  sense  as 
those  of  the  Episcopal,  Lutheran,  etc,  churches, 
mentioned  below,  among  which  perhaps  the  best 
executed  example  is  the  Lutheran  Encyclopaedia  of 
Jacobs. 

DICTIONARIBB    OV    DBNOMINATXONB 

Addis.  W.  B.  A  Catholic  Dictionary,  3d  ed.  New  York, 
1884. 

Benton.  A.  A.  The  Church  Cyclopaedia.  Philadelphia, 
1884. 

Burgess.  G.  A.  Free  Baptist  Cyclopaedia.  Chicago: 
Free  Bapt.  Cyclop.  Co.,  1889. 

Cathcart,  Wm.  The  Baptist  Encyclopaedia.  Philadel- 
phia. 1881.  2  vols. 

Catholic  Encyclopaedia.  New  York.  1907  sq.  See 
General  Religious  Encyclopaedias. 

Hook.  Walter  F.  A  Church  Dictionary.  Philadelphia: 
Butler,  1853;  7th  ed,  Tibbals,  1876. 

Jacobs,  H.  E.  and  Haas,  J.  A.  W.  The  Lutheran  Cyclo- 
pedia.    New  York.  1905. 

Jewish  Encyclopedia.  See  General  Theological  Ency- 
clopaedias. 

Nevin,  A.  Encyclopaedia  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in 
the  United  States  of  America.     Philadelphia,  1884. 

Simpson.  M.  Cyclopaedia  of  Methodism.  Philadelphia. 
1878. 

Thein,  J.  Ecclesiastical  Dictionary.  New  York,  1900 
CRoman  Catholic). 

SPECIAL   DICTIONABIBS:     ANCIENT   AND    MEDIAEVAL 

HI8TOBT 

Blunt,  J.  H.     Dictionary  of  Sects,  Heresies,  etc.    London, 

1892. 
Blunt,    J.    H.      Dictionary    of    Doctrinal    and    Historical 

Theology.     Philadelphia.  1870. 
Brewer,  E.  C.     A  Dictionary  of  Miracles.     Philadelphia, 

1884. 
Brodrick,  M.     Concise  Dictionary  of  Egyptian  Archaeol. 

London,  1902. 
Cabrol.      Dictionnaire  d' archSologie  chritienne  et  de  litur^ 

gie.     Paris,  1907- 
ChevaUer,  Ul.      Repertoire  dee  sources  hist,  du  moyen-age. 

Bio-blbliog.  Parte,  1905-7. 
Ripertoire  des   sources  historiques  du   moyen-age. 

Topo-bibliog.  Montbdliard,  1894-1903,  2  vols. 
Fabrfcius.   J.    A.      Bibliotheca   latina    mediae   et   infimae 

aetatis.     Patavii,  1754,  6  vols  in  3. 
Julian,  J.  ed.     A  Dictionary  of  Hymnology.     New  York. 

1892. 
Kraus.     RealrEncyklopddie  der  ehristlichen   AlterthUmer. 

Freiburg  i.  Br.,  1882-86.  2  vols. 
Lee.  F.  G.      A   Glossary  of  Liturgical  and  Ecclesiastical 

Terms.     London.  1877. 
Martigny.     Dictionnaire  des  antiquitis  chritiennes.     2d 

ed.  Paris,  1877. 
Pauly.     Realeneyk.      der     klass,      AUertumstoissensehaft, 

Stuttgart,   1842-66,  6  vols;  ed  Wissowa.   1894  and 

later. 
Roscher.  W.  H.     Lexikon  der  griechischen  unci  rOmischen 

Mvthologie.     Leipzig,  1884-1902,  5  vols. 
Smith,  Wm.      DiUxonary  of  Greek  and  Roman  Biography 

and  Mythology.     Boston,  1849.  3  vols. 
Smith.  Wm.      Dictionary  of  Greek  and  Roman  Geography. 

Boston,  1854-57.  2  vols. 
Smith.  Sir  William.  Wayte,  William,  and  Marfndin.  G. 

E.      DiUionary  of  Greek  and    Roman    Antiquities.     3d 

ed,  enl.     London:  Murray;    Boston:  Little,  1890-91, 

2  vols. 
Smith.  W.  and  Cheetham,     A   Dictionary   of   Christian 

Antiquities.     Boston,  1875-1880.  2  vols. 
Smith,   W.   and  Wace,   H.      A    Dictionary    of    Christian 

Biography.     Boston,  1877-87,  4  vols;  abridged  ed  by 

Wace  and  Plercy,  1911. 
Stadier  and  Helm.     Heiligenlezikon.     1858-82,  5  vols. 
Wolcott,  Mackenzie  E.  C.     Sacred  Archaeology.     Lon- 
don:  Reeve,  1868. 

What  has  been  said  of  general  religious  ency- 
clopaedias applies  almost  equsdly  to  Bib.  articles 
m  the  good  general  encyclopaedias. 
6.  Univer-  Among  these  the  Encyclopaedia  Bri- 
sal  Ency-  tannicaf  of  which  a  new  ed  appeared 
clopaedias  in  1911,  is  easily  first,  and  has  main- 
tained through  its  many  edd  a  high 
standard.  The  previous  ed  was  edited  by  Professor 
Robertson  Smith,  who  gave  a  peculiarly  high  quality 
of  scholarship  to  its  Bib.  articles,  while  at  the  same 
time  rather  tingeing   them  with   extreme   views. 


Among  the  British  encyclopaedias,  Chambers'  is 
still  kept  up  to  a  high  standard.  The  recent  Ameri- 
can edd  include  the  New  Intemationalj  the  Nelson, 
and  the  Americana,  the  former,  perhaps,  contribut- 
ing most  on  Bible  matters.  The  annual  supple- 
ment to  the  International  gives  a  useful  T6s\un6  of 
the  progress  of  Bib.  archaeology  during  each  year. 

UNIVERSAL    KNCTCLOPABDXAS 

America  and  England 

Adams.    Charles    Kendall.     Universal    Cyclopaedia    and 

Atlas.     New  York:   Appleton,  1905.  12  vols. 
American   Cyclopaedia.     Wew  York.    1858-63,    16  vols; 

new  ed,  1873-76  ("Appleton's  encyclopaedia"). 
Chambers.   Ephraim.     Cyclopaedia.     London.    1728. 
Chambers'    Encyclopaedia.     London,    1860-68,    10   vols; 

new  ed,  1901. 
Colby.  Frank  Moore.     Nelson's  Encyclopaedia,     (c  1905- 

6),  12  vols. 
Encyclopaedia  Americana.     New  York:   The  Americana 

Co.  (c  1903-4),  16  vols. 
Encyclopaedia   Britannica.     1771;    9th  ed.   1875-89.   29 

vols  and  Index,  sup..  11  vols.  Index  and  atlas,  1902-3; 

11th  ed,  Cambridge,  England,  1910-11,  28  vols. 
Gllman,  D.  C.      New  International  Encyclopaedia.     New 

York:  Dodd,  1907  (c  1902-7),  20  vols. 
Himter.     Encyclopaedic  Dictionary.    London,  New  York, 

1879-88.  7  vols. 
Johnson's  New   Universal  Encyc.     New  York,   1874-78, 

4  vols;  new  ed.  1893-95.  8  vols. 
Knight.     English     Cyclopedia.     London,     1854-73,     27 

vols,  4  sup. 
New  International  Year  Book.     New  York:  Dodd,  1908-, 
Rees.     New  Encyclopaedia.     London,  1802-20.    45  vols. 
Schem.     Deutsch-amerikanisches  Konversations-Lex.  New 

York,  1870-74. 
Smedley     (Coleridge?).     Encyclopaedia     Metropolitana. 

1818-45,  30  vols  (classed  with  some  alphabetical  sec- 
tions). 

France 

Bayle.    Diet,  historique  et  critique.     Rotterdam,    1695- 

97  (very  widely  ciraulated). 
Berthelot,  Derenbourg  and    others.      La  grande  ency- 

clopidie.     See  below. 
Comeille.  Thomas.     [Diet.]    Paris.  1694. 
Dictionnaire  de  la  conversation  et  de  la  lecture.     1851-58, 

16  vols. 
Diderot  and  D'Alembert.     Encyclopidie.     Paris,  1751- 

52,  28  vols:  5  sup.  vols,  Amsterdam,  1776-77;  2  vols 

Index,  Paris,  1780. 

(Also  Voltaire.  Rousseau,  etc.    This  is  in  the  history 

of  dictionary  encyclopaedias  *'  the  encvclopaedia  "  par 

excellence  and  epoch-making  in  the  history  of  "free 

thought."     Many  edd;  1st  ed.  30.000  copies.) 
Encyclopidie  des  gens  du  monde.     1833—45.  22  vols. 
Encyclopidie  du  XIXe  sihcle.      1837-59.  75  vols;    3d  ed, 

1867-72.     Continues  as  Annuaire  encyc. 
Encyclopidie  moderne.     1846-51;    new  ed,   185&-72,  30 

vols,  12  sup.  vols,  atlas,  2  vols. 
Furetidre.     [Diet.]     Rotterdam,  1690. 
Grande  encyclopidie.     Paris:    Lamirault,  1885-1903,  31 

vols  (known  as  Lamirault's). 
Larousse.     Diet,  univ.,  1865-90.   17  vols;  new  ed,  1895. 

.     Diet,  complet  illustri.     129th  ed.  1903. 

Mo6rin.     Grand  diet,  historique.     Lyons,  1674. 
Nouveau  Larousse  illustri.     Faris,  1898-1904,  8  vols. 
Panckoucke     and     Agasse.     Encyclopidie     mithodique. 

Paris.  1782-1832,  166  vols,  text.  51  voLs.illus.  (classed 

-alphabetic  method  like  Migne). 

Germany 

Allgemeine  Realencyklopddie  fUr  das  katholische  Deutseh- 

land.     1846-49,  13  vols;  4th  ed.  1880-90. 
Brockhaus.     Konversationslexikon.  14th  ed.  1901  (B.  and 

Meyer  are  the  standard  German  encyclopaedias). 
Ersch  and  Gruber.     Allgemeine  encyklopaiie.     1813-90. 

99  +43  +25  vols  (scholarly  and  exhaustive;  many  arts. 

are  complete  treatises). 
Herder.      Konversationslexikon.     Freiburg.     1853-57,     5 

vols;   3d  ed,  1901-8,  8  vols  (Roman  Catholic;   high 

grade). 
HUbner.      Reales-,  Staats-,  Zeitungs-  und   Konversationa- 

Lexikon;   31st  ed,  Leipzig,  1824-28. 
Jablonskl.     Lexikon.  .  .  .  Leipzig,  1721. 
Kdster  and  Roos.     [Encyc]    Frankfort,  1778-1804,  23 

vols  (stops  at  "Kinol"). 
EIrUnltz    [and    others].     Oekonomisch-technolog.    EneykL 

Berlin,  1773-1858,  242  vols. 
Ludewig.    Y.   J.    von.      Grosses,   vollstdndiges.    Universal- 

Lexikon.     Leipzig,  1731-54,  68  vols  ("Zedler,"  which 

was  publisher's  name;  most  admirable  and  still  useful; 

on  accoimt  of  the  vast  number  of  topics  it  often  serves 

when  all  other  sources  fail). 
Meyer.     Konvcrsations-lexikon.     Leipzig.     1840-52,     37 

vols-  6th  ed,  1902,  20  vols;   7th  ed,  abridged.  1907. 

6  vols  (Meyer  and  Brockhaus  are  the  standard  C^ermazi 

encyclopaedias) . 
Pierer.     Univer sallexikon.     7th  ed,  1888-93,  12  vols. 
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Spamer.     Illuatriertet    Konversalionalexikon.         1869-79» 

8  vols,  sup.  vols,  1879>82;  2d  ed,  1884-91. 
Zedler.      Universal- Lexikon.     See  Ludewig  above. 

Italy 

Berri.       Enciclopedia  popolare  economica.     Milan,   1871. 
Coronelli.     Bibtioteca  univeraale,     Venice,   1701,  7  vols 

(tnoomplete). 
Lessona  and  Valle.     Dinonario  univertale.     Milan,  1874- 

83. 
Nuova  encic.  popolare  italiana.     Turin,  1841-51.  14  vols; 

6th  ed.  1875-89.  25  vols,  suD.,  1889-99. 
Piccolo  enciclopedia  Hoepli.     Milan,  1891. 

Netherlands 

De  algemeene  Nederlandache  Eneyelopedie.  ZUtphen, 
1865-68.  15  vols. 

L5bel.  \Encyc.]  Amsterdam.  1796-1810  ("first  enc 
accordmg  to  modem  ideas"). 

Mollerup.  Nordiek  Konversationslekeikon.  3d  ed,  Co- 
penhagen. 1883-94. 

Nieuwenhuie    Woordenboek.     Leyden,   1851—68. 

Sijthofl.  Woordenboek  voor  Kennie  en  Kunat.  Leyden, 
1891. 

Winkler  Prins.  Gelllustreerde  Eneyelopedie.  Amster- 
dam, 1905,  sq.    3d  ed. 

Ruaaia  and  Poland 

Meljer.      Konveraationalekaikon.      1889—94. 

Brockhaus  and  Efron.     Entciklopedieheskij  Slovai,     St. 

Petersburg,  1890-1902,  36  vols. 
Jushakow.      Boljiaja     Eneiklopedija,       St.     Petersburg, 

1899. 
Sikoroski,  Warsaw,  1890. 
Orgelbrand.     Encjklopedya  Powazechna.    Warsaw,  1859- 

68,  28  vols. 

Scandinavia 

Blangstrup.'    Store     Illuatererede     Konveraationalekaikon. 

Copenhagen,     1891-1901,  12  vols. 
Johnsen,      Norak  Haandbog.     1879-88. 
Nordiak  Pamiljabok;    Konveraationalexikon.     Stockholm, 

1876-99,  20  vols. 
Salmonsen.        Store     Illustrerede     Konveraationalekaikon. 

KJ5benhavn,  1893-1907,  18  vols. 

Spain  and  Portugal 

Diccionario  Popular  Hiat.  Oeogr.  Mytholog.  Biograph.  Lis- 
bon, 1876-90,  16  vols. 

Enciclopedia  Universal  lUuatrada  Europeo- Americana. 
Barcelona,  1907-  (Catholic). 

Costa.      Diccionario  Univeraal  Portuguez. 

Lemos.  Enciclopedia  Portugueza  lUuatrada.  254  nos.  to 
1903. 

Mellados.  Enciclopedia  moderna,  Madrid,  1848-51,  34 
vols;  3  vols  of  charts. 

Montaner  y  Simon.  Diccionario  Encic  Hiapano-Ameri' 
eano.     Barcelona,  1887-99.  25  vols. 

Other 

Arabian  Encyc.     Discontinued  when  it  reached  the  9th 

vol.  Beirut,  1876-87. 
Bnciclop.  Romdnd.     Hemnannstadt,  1896-1903,  3  vols 

(Rumanian). 
Kober.     Slovnik  Nnncnjf.     Prague,  1860-87,  12  vols. 
Otto.     Ottiiv  Slovnik    Naneny.     Prague,    1888-1901.    17 

vols. 
Pallaa  Nagy  Lezikona.     Budapest.  1893-97. 16  vols;  sup. 

1900. 

The  dictionaries  of  philosophy  often  bear  on 
Bible  study  almost  as  much  as  the  religious  dic- 
tionaries. Baldwin's  Dictionary  of 
7.  Diction-  Philosophy  and  Psychology^  which  is 
aries  of  the  most  comprehensive  work,  is  also 
Philosophy  very  full  in  its  bibliographical  refer- 
ence, and  has  in  vols  III  and  IV  a 
colossal  bibliography  of  philosophy  continued  and 
kept  up  to  date  in  the  Psychological  Index.  The 
dictionary  of  Eisler  is  on  the  historical  principle 
and  of  verv  ^eat  importance  in  interpreting  the 
doctrines  of  Bib.  theology. 

DICTXOIYARIXS    Or    PHILOSOPHY 

Baldwin,  J.  M.     Dictionary  of  Philoaophy  and  Paychology, 

New  York   1901  so. 
Eisler.    R.     'Philoaophiachea    WOrterbuch.     Berlin,    1904, 

2  vols;  hew  ed,  3  vols, 
nunk.     Dictionnaire  dea  aciencea  philoaophiquea.     3d  ed, 

1885. 

The  dictionaries  of  architecture  often  treat  of 
£g3rp,   Bab,  and  sometimes  Palestinian  matters. 


ART 


The  dictionaries  of  pednting,  engraving,  music,  etc, 
have  less  direct  matter  but  are  important  and  neces- 
sary in  view  of  the  fact  that  so  large  a  part  of  the 
best  work  is  on  Bib.  themes. 

8.  Diction- 
aries of  Art 

and  Music     Architectural  Publication  Society.     Die- 

tionarv  of  Architecture,     London.  1852- 
92,  6  vols. 
Bryan,  Michael.     Bryan*  a  Dictionary  of  Painter  a  and  En^ 

gravera.     New  ed.     London:   Bell,  1903-5.  5  vols. 
Champlln,  John  Denlson,  Jr.     Cyclopedia  of  Paintera  and 

Painting.     New  York:    Scrlbner.  1892  (c  1885-87).  4 

vols. 
Clement,   Mrs.  Clara  Erskine.     Handbook  of  Christian 

Symbola. 
6 wilt,  Joseph.     Encyclopaedia  of  Architecture.     New  ed. 

London:  Longmans,  1888. 
James,  Ralph  N.     Paintera  and  Their  Works.     London, 

1896. 
Mttller,     Hermann    Alexander.     Allgemeines     KUnstler- 

lexicon.     3d  ed.     Frankfurt  a.  M.,  1895-1901,  5  vols. 
Nagler,    G.    K.      Neues   allgemeines  KUnatlerlexikon.     2. 

Aufl.     Ldnz.,  1904-7,  vols  1-10. 
Seubert.     Allgemeines   Kllnstlerlex.     Frankfurt,    1879.  3 

vols. 
Stui^is,  Russell.     Dictionary  of  Architecture  and  Build- 
ing.    New  York:   Macmiflan,  1901,  3  vols. 
Thieme,  Ulrich,  and  Becker.  Felix.     Allgemeines  Lexi- 

kon  der  bildenden  KUnstler.     Leipzig,  1907. 
Yiollet-le-Duc,    Eugdne    Emmanuel.     Dictionnaire    rai- 

sonni  de  V architecture.     Paris,  1868.  10  volt. 

MUSIC 

Baker,  Theodore.     Biographical  Dictionary  of  Musicians. 

New  York:  Schirmer,  1900. 
Champlln,  John  Denlson,  Jr.     Cyclopedia  of  Music  and 

Musicians.     New  York:  Scrlbner.  1893. 
Eltner,   R.     Biog-bibliog.  Lexikon  d.   Musiker.     Leipzig, 

1900-1,  10  vols. 
F6tis,  Francois  Joseph.     Biographie  universelle  des  mu- 

siciens.     2d   ed.     Paris,    1860-66.    8   vols;     2d   sup. 

1875-81. 
Grove,  George.     Dictionary  of  Music.     London:    1878- 

89,  4  vols  and  sup.    2d  ed  by  J.  A.  Fuller  Maitland, 

1905. 
Kommfiller.     Lexikon  der  kirehliehen  Tonkunst.     2d  ed. 

Ratlsbon,  1891-95,  2  vols. 
Mendel  and   Reissmann.     Musikalisches  Konversations^ 

lexikon.     Berlin,  1870-83,  12  vols  and  sup. 
Riemann,  Hu^o.     Musik- Lexikon.     4th  ed,  1894. 
.     Dictionary  of  Music.     London  [1899]. 

Many  of  these  bear  occasionally  or  indirectly  on 
Bib.  topics. 

SOCIAL  SCI  SNOBS 

0.  Diction-  Birkmeyer.    Encykl.  der  Reehtsvnssenscha/t. 

aries  of  Berlin,  1901. 

Qn/*iol  BUss,  William  Dwight  Porter.     New  Ency- 

DOCiai  clopedia   of  Social  Reform.    New    York: 

Science  Punk,  1908. 

Bluntschli.       Deutaches     Staatawdrterbueh. 

1857-70,  2  vols;  new  ed,  1869-74,  3  vols. 
Bruder.     Staata- Lexikon  of  the  GOrrea  Society.     Freiburg 

i.  Br.   1889-97.  5  vols;    4th  ed.  ed  Bachem.   1908- 

(Roman  Catholic). 
Bulsson.  F.     Dictionnaire  de  pidagogie.     Paris,   1882,  4 

vols. 
Conrad,  J.      Handwdrterbuch      der      Staatawiaaenacha/ten. 

Jena,  1898  sq.     3d  ed  to  Vol  XVIII  (1911). 
Conrad.    Elster,    Lexis   and   Loening.     Handwdrterbuch 

der    Staatawiaaenachaften.      1889-98.    6    vols;     2    sup. 

vols. 
Cyclopaedia  of  Temperance  and  Prohibition.     "Sew  York: 

Funk   1891 
Elster.  *  WOrterbuch    der    V olkawirtachaft,    1808,    2    vols; 

2d  ed,  1907-. 
Fay  and  Challley.     Nouveau  diet,   d'iconomie  politique. 

Paris:    1891-92,  2  vols. 
Holtzendorfl,    F.    von.     Encyk.    der    Rechtawissenachaft. 

6th  ed,  1903-. 
Lalor,  J.  J.     Cyclopaedia  of  Political  Science.     New  York, 

1889-90,  3  vols. 
Palgrave,    R.    H.    I.     Dictionary    of  Political    Economy. 

London,  1894-96,  3  vols. 
Reichesberg.       Handwdrterbuch     der      aehweizer,      Volks- 

wirtsehaft.     1901. 
Rotteck  and  Welcker.     Siaatalex.     Altona,  1835-44.  15 

vols:  3d  ed,  1856-66,  14  vols. 
Schmid,  K.  A.    Encyclopddie  d.  Erziehungaweaena.    Gotha. 
Sonnenschein,  W.  S.     Cyclopaedia  of  Education,  arr.  and 

ed.  by  A.  W.  Fletcher,  Syracuse,  1899. 
Wagener,     H.     Staata-    und     Geaellachafta-Lex.     Berlin, 

1859-68,  26  vols. 

The   modem   gazetteers   are   indispensable   for 
identifications. 
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MODKBN    OAEETTEER8 

Ohiflholm,  George  Ooudie.     Longmans'  Gazetteer  of  the 
World.     London.  1902. 

Hunter,    W.    W.       Imperial    Gazetteer    of 

10.  Diction-      India.     London,  1881.  9  vols. 

aries  of  L%vpincott'»  New  Gazetteer.     Philadelphia: 

^  «  Lippincott,  1906. 

ijeograpliy     Rater  «  geographiach'Statiatieehes  Lexikon.  9. 

umgearb.  Anfl.    Leipzig,  1905-6.    2  vols. 
Vivien  de  Saint   Martin,   Louis.     Nouveau  dictionnaire 
de  giographie  univeraelle.     Paris.  1879-95,  7  vols. 

The  great  modern  biographical  dictionaries,  al- 
though of  little  use  for  Scripture  names,  are  of  much 
value  to  the  Bib.  student  for  the  writ- 

11.  Bio-  ings  on  Bib.  subjects,  and  in  the  case 
graphical  of  ancient  biography,  of  much  value 
Diction-  for  contemporary  persons  in  other 
aries  lands. 

MODERN    BIOGRAPHT 

Aa,   Anton  Jacobus  van  der.     Biographiach    Woorden- 

boek  der  Nederlander.     Haarlem,  1876-78,  21  vols. 
Acaddmie    royale    de    Belgique.     Biographie    nationale. 

Bnixelles.     1866-1907,  vols  1-19. 
Allgemeine    deutache     Biographie.     Leipzig,     1875-1906, 

52  vols. 
Allgemeine  deutache  Biographie.     Leipzig:  Duncker,  1875- 

1900,  45  vols. 
Allibone,  S.  A.      A  Critical  Dictionary  of  Engliah  Literor 

ture.     Philadelphia.  1870-72.  3  vols;    1891,  2  vols. 
Appleton*8   Cyclopaedia  of  American   Biography,   ed.   by 

J.  G.  Wilson.     New  York:    Appleton.   1888-1900,  7 

vols. 
Biografiakt    Lexikon    Ofver    namnkunnige    avenake    Mdn. 

Stockholm,  1874,  23  vols. 
Biographiachea  Jahrbuch  und  detUacher  Nekrolog.     Berlin, 

1897-1906,  9  vols. 
Bricka,  Carl  Frederlk.     Danak  biografiak  Lexikon.     1887- 

1905,  19  vols. 
Century  Cyclopedia  of  Names,  ed.  by  B.  E.  Smith.     New 

York:   Century  Co.  (c  1894). 
Dictionary  of  National  Biography,  ed.  by  Leslie  Stephen. 

London:   Smith;   New  York:   Macmillan.  1885-1900, 

63  vols. 
Feller,  F.  X.  de.     Biographie  univeraelle  ou  dictionnaire 

hiatorique.     Paris.  1847-50,  8  vols  in  4. 
Giles.  Herbert  Allen.     A   Chineae  Biographical  Diction- 

ary.     London:   Quaritch,  1898. 
GlafflUS,  B.      Godeleerd  Nederland.     1851-56,  3  vols. 
Hoefer,     Ferdinand.     Nouvelle     biographie     univeraelle. 

Paris:    Didot,  1852-66.  46  vols. 
Hofberg,     Herman.     Svenskt     biografiskt     Handlexikon. 

Stockholm,  1906,  vols  1-2. 
Joecher,    C.    G.     AUgemeinea    Qelehrten- Lexikon.     Leip- 
zig, 1750-51. 
Land}' a    Biographical    Dictionary    of   the     United    States. 

Boston,  1900-1903,  7  vols. 
Michaud,     Joseph      Francois.     Biographie     univeraelle. 

Paris,  1842-65;  45  vols. 
National     Cyclopaedia    of    American    Biography.     New 

York:   White,  1892-1906.  13  vols. 
Schaff  and  Jackson.     Encyclopedia  of  Living  Divinea  and 

Chriatian  Worker  a.     New  York,  1887. 
Vapereau,  L.  G.     Dictionnaire  univerael  dea  littirateura. 

Paris,  1876. 
Vapereau.     Dictionnaire  dea  contemporaina.     Paris,  1858; 

6th  ed,  1893;  sup.  1895. 
■  Dictionnaire    dea    littirateura.     1876;     2d    ed, 

1884. 
Wurzbach,  C.  von.     Biographiachea  Lexikon  Oeaterreicha. 

1856-91.  60  vols. 
'  Biographiachea    Lexikon  dea  Kaiaerthuma    Oea- 

terreicha.    Wien:  Zamarski,  1856-91.  60  vols. 

The  lexicons  of  the  Bib.  languages  and  versions 
are  treated  imder  the  head  of  the  respective  lan- 
guages.   The     chief    dictionaries    in 

12.  Diction- £ng.  are  the  great  Murray  and  the 
aries  of         encyclopaedic  Century.    The  best  one- 
Language      vol  dictionaries  are  perhaps  the  Stand- 
ard and  the  last  ed  of  Webster. 

DICTIONARIES    OV    LANGUAQB 

Brown.  P.,  Driver,  S.  B.,  Brlggs,  C.  A.  A  Hebrew  and 
Engliah  Lexicon  of  the  OT.     Boston,  190B. 

Thayer,  J.  H.  A  Greek-Engliah  Lexicon  of  the  NT.  New 
York,  1887;  corrected  ed,  1889. 

Century- Dictionary,  an  Encyclopedic  Lexicon.  New 
York:  Century  Co.  (  c  1889-1901),  6  vols. 

Murray,  James  Augustus  Henry.  New  Engliah  Diction- 
ary on  Hiatorical  Principlea.  Oxford:  Clarendon 
Press.  1888-. 

Standard  Dictionary  of  the  Engliah  Language.  New  York: 
Funk. 

StormontK'a  Dictionary  of  the  Engliah  Language.  New 
York:  Scribner.  1899. 


Webster.  Noah.  International  Dictionary  of  the  Engliah 
Language.  Springfield  (Mass.).  1891  (c  1864-00); 
new  ed.  1909. 

Worcester.  Joseph  Emerson.  Dictionary  of  the  English 
Language.     New  ed,  enl.    Philadelphia:   Lippincott. 

1891. 

The  art.  "Dictionary**  in  the  new  Enc  Brit 
(11th  ed)  covers  the  whole  matter  of  dictionaries 
of  language  with  extraordinary  fulness. 

£.  C.  Richardson 

DIDACHE,  didVkg.  See  Literature,  Sub- 
Apostolic. 

DIDRACHMA,dI-dralc'ma:  Two  drachmas.  See 
Drachma,  Dram. 

DIDYMUS,  did'i-mus  (AC8v|io«,  Didumoa,  i.e. 
"twin"): The  surname  of  Thomas  (q.v.). 

DIE  (ri^tt,  miith,  7!1|,  g&wa^;  AiroOv^o^tt,  apo- 
ihntakOy  rcXivrdtt,  tdeui&d)':  "To  die/*  etc,  is  of 
very  frequent  occurrence^  and  in  the  OT  is  general- 
ly the  tr  of  mvihf  meaning  perhaps  originally,  "to 
be  stretched  out**  or  ^'prostrate.**  "To  die,*'  i^ould 
be  the  consequence  of  eating  the  forbidden  fruit 
(Gen  2  17:  cf  20  7;  2  K  1  4.6).  "Die**  is  com- 
monly used  of  natural  death  (Gen  6  8;  26  8).  It  is 
used  also  of  violent  death  (Gen  26  9.11:  Ex  21  20); 
vunUive  (Ex  19  12 :  21  12.14;  28  43;  Nu  4  15; 
Ezk  3  1  8  if) ;  aa  the  result  of  vnlfulness  or  indif- 
ference (Prov  10  21;  16  10;  19  16).  To  die  ''the 
death  of  the  righteous**  is  something  to-  be  desired 
(Nu  23  10). 

In  the  NT  the  word  for  "to  die.*'  etc,  is  generally 
avothnesko,  "  to  die  off  or  away,*  used  of  dying  in 
all  forms:  of  natural  death  (Nit  22  24);  of  viMent 
death  (Jn  11  50.51;  19  7;  Acts  26  11);  of  the 
death  of  Christ  (Jn  12  33);  of  death  as  the  conse- 
quence of  sin  (Jn  8  21.24;  Rom  8  13):  teleulad, 
"to  end  [life],'*  also  occurs  several  times  (Mt  16  4); 
thniUkOj  "to  die,**  occurs  once  (Jn  11  21),  and 
apdUumif  "to  destroy**  (Jn  18  14);  in  Acts  26  16 
(TR)  we  have  eis  apdleian,  "to  destruction.'* 

The  figurative  use  of  "to  die**  is  not  frequent,  if 

indeed  it  ever  occurs.    In  1  S  26  37  it  may   be 

equivalent  to  "faint,**  ''His  heart  died 

Figuratiye     within  him,  and  he  became  as  a  stone,** 

Use  but  this  may  be  meant  literally.    In  Am 

2  2  it  is  said  that  Moab  "shaU  die,**  i.e. 

perish  as  a  nation.    Paul  describes  the  condition  of 

the  apostles  of  Christ  as  "dying,  and  behold,  we 

live**  (2  Cor  6  9),  and  says,  "I  die  daily*'  (1  Cor 

16  31),  but  the  references  may  be  to  exposure  to 

death.    When  in  Rom  7  9  he  savs,  "When  the 

commandment  came  ....  I  died,*^  he  may  mean 

that  it  rendered  him  liable  to  death.    In  Rom  6  2 

we  have  "we  who  died  to  sin,**  i.e.  in  Christ,  and  in 

our  acceptance  of  His  death  as  representing  ours; 

similarly  we  read  in  2  Cor  6  14,  "One  died  for  all. 

therefore  all  died**  (RV),  i.e.  representatively,  and 

in  Col  2  20  "if  ye  died  with  Chnst**;  3  3,  "for  ye 

died,"  RV  (in  Christ).    Cf  2  Tim  2  11;    1  Pet  2 

24. 

Of  the  changes  in  BV  may  be  mentioned  *' abode"  for 
"died"  (Gen26  18.  m  "or  aettled.  HebfeU"};  "hethat 
is  to  die"  for  'worthy  of  death"  (Dt  17  6);  "died* 
for  "are dead"  (Jn  6  49.58.  and  ARV  8  52.53);  "thoujsh 
he  die"  for  "were  dead"  (Jn  11  25):  "many  died"  for 
"were  dead"  (Rom  5  15):  "died  for  nought"  for  "in 
vain"  (Gal  2  21):  "  when  his  end  was  nigh^' for  " died " 
(He  11  22).  Of  special  importance  are  the  changes 
from  "be.  are,  were,  dead"  In  Rom  6  2.7.8;  2  Cor  5 
14;  Col  d  20;  8  3;  2  Tim  2  11.  and  "having  died" 
for  "being  dead"  in  1  Pet  3  24.  as  bringing  out  the 
truth  that  in  the  sight  of  Ood  all  men  died  in  Christ. 
See  also  Dbath. 

W.  L.  Walker 
DIET,  dl'et  (nn*^^,  'druhah,  "prescribed"):    A 
daily  allowance  or  portion  of  food,  as  that  given  bv 
King  Evil-merodach  to  Jehoiachin,  king  of  Judah 
(Jer  62  34  AV;   cf  2  K  25  30). 
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DIG  O'tp,  J«r,  "to  dig",  "Tpn,  hethar;  8iof>«oHr», 
diordsad,  "to  dig  throush"):  "I  have  digged  and 
drunk  strange  waters"  (2  K  10  24).  In  his  cam- 
paigns on  foreign  soil,  where  the  enemy  had  stopped 
up  the  waterspringp,  Sennacherib  would  at  once  dig 
frash  wdJs  for  £as  armies.  "They  dig  through 
houses"  (Job  24  16;  cf  Mt  6  19.20  m).  Walls  of 
eastern  houses  are  often  made  of  mud  or  clay,  and 
frequently  have  no  windows;  and  as  the  thresh- 
old of  a  Syrian  house  is  sacred,  the  thief  breaks  in 
through  the  wall  (see  Trumbull,  The  Threshold 
Cauenant),  M.  O.  Evans 

DIGNITISS,  dig'ni-tiz.  DIGNITY,  dig'ni-ti 
(Heb  mOrdm,  s^ith,  Q^dhuWlh):  Rank  or  position, 
not  nobility  or  austerity  of  personal  chamcter  or 
bearing,  is  denoted  by  this  word  in  its  OT  occur- 
rences {Gen  49  3;  Est  6  3;  Eccl  10  6;  Hab  1 
7).  In  2  Pet  2  10;  Jude  ver  8,  "dignities"  (aAfoi, 
ddxai)  are  angels,  lofty  spiritual  bSngs.  possible 
objects  of  bla^hemy;  cf  the  context  in  both  pas- 


DIKE,  dllce  (8Uii,  dikiy  "justice"):  The  aveng- 
ing justice  of  God  personified  as  a  goddess  (Acts  28 
4).    See  Justice. 

DIELAH,  dik'l&  (nbpn ,  diUOh,  "place  of  pahns") ; 
One  of  the  "sons"  of  Joktan  (Gen  10  27:  1  Ch  1 
21).  Perha^  a  south-Arabian  tribal  or  place-name 
connected  with  a  palm-bearing  district. 

DILEAN,  dil'6-an  (l^b^,  dU'Sn,  "cucumber"): 
A  town  in  the  Shephelah  of  Judah  named  with  Mig- 
dal-gad  and  Mizpeh  (Josh  16  38,  ERV  "Dilan'Ot 
which  lay  probablv  on  the  N.  of  Lachish  and  Eglon. 
It  has  not  been  icfentified. 

DILIGENCE,  dill-jens,  DILIGENT,  DILIGENT- 
LY, dil'i-jent-li:  This  word  is  used  in  various  senses 
in  our  Eng.  Bible. 

In  Ezr  6  8,  "with  diligence"  means  "with  care"; 

in  Ezr  6  12;   7  17.  "with  speed,"  "speedily'';  in 

Prov  4  23  "watchfukiess^';    in  Dt  4 

1.  In  fhe      9:6  17;    10  18;    Ps  77  6;    Prov  27 
OT  23;   Isa  66  2;   Mic  7  3,  "with  care," 

"scrupulously,"  "eamestlv."  Some- 
times it  means  "early,"  "with  haste"  (Job  8  5; 
Piov  8  17).  It  may  mean  "industrious,"  "exact- 
ing" (Prov  10  4;  12  27;  22  29). 

The  American  revisers  have  rendered  "diligence" 
for  various  words  in  AV,  e.f.  for  "business"  in 

Rom   12   11;    "nving  diligence"   for 

2.  In  fhe       "endeavoring"  (Eph  4  3);   "give  dili- 
NT  gence"  for  'Wdy^'  (2  Tim  2  15),  for 

^'labor"  (He  4  11);  "diUgently"  for 
"carefully"  (Phil  2  28;  He  12  17);  %e  diligent 
in"  for  ''meditate  upon"  (1  Tim  4  15).  It  is  well 
also  to  remember  tnat  the  Old  Eng.  meaning  of 
diligence  is  "with  love,"  from  diligo,  "to  love." 

G.  H.  Geberding 

DILL.    See  Anise. 

• 

DIMINISH^  di-min'ish:  RV  has  retained  nearlv 
all  passages  of  AV  where  "to  diminish"  is  used. 
Some  of  mese  uses  have  become  obsolete:  Dt  4  2. 
"neither  shall  ye  diminish  from  it."  "Diminish" 
generally  means  "  to  reduce,"  "to  lessen."  In  this 
sense  it  is  employed  in  Ezk  6  11  from  the  Heb 
2Pn| ,  gdra'^y  lit.  "to  shear."  The  picture  of  shearing 
the  b«ird,  expressing  degradation  and  loss  of  man- 
hood, may  underlie  this  passage. 

DIMNAH,  dim'n&  (Tljtl'l,  dimndh,  "dung]'; 
Aa|iWl,  Damnd) :  A  city  of  the  Merarite  Levites  in 
the  territory  of  Zebulun  (Josh  21  35).  The  name 
is  probably  a  clerical  error  for  Rimmon. 


DIMON,  di'mon,   DIMONAH,  di-md'na.    See 

DiBON. 

DINAH,  dl'na  (Tl}'^,  dlnOh,  "justice"):  The 
daughter  of  Jacob  and  Leah,  whose  violation  by 
Shechem,  son  of  Hamor,  caused  her  brothers,  esp. 
Simeon  and  Levi,  to  slay  the  inhabitants  of  Shechem, 
although  they  had  induced  the  Shechemites  to  be- 
Ueve,  if  thev  would  submit  to  circumcision.  Shechem, 
the  most  honored  of  all  the  house  of  nis  father, 
would  be  permitted  to  have  the  maiden  to  whom  his 
soul  clave  for  wife  (Gen  84  1-31).  The  political 
elements  of  the  story  (cf  vs  21-23  and  30)  suggest 
a  tribal  rather  than  a  personal  significance  for  the 
narrative.  Nathan  Isaacs 

DINAITES,  dl'na-Its  (K!?)*^ ,  dlndyi") :  A  people 
mentioned  in  Ezr  4  9,  as  settled  in  the  city  of  Sa- 
maria by  Osnappar  (Assurbanipal).  The  identifi- 
cation is  uncertain. 

DINHABAH,  din'ha-b&,  din-hft'ba  (rQH^'l ,  din- 
hObh^) :  The  royal  city  of  Bela,  son  of  Beor,  king 
of  Edom  (Gen  86  32;  1  Ch  1  43).  There  mav 
be  a  resemblance  in  the  name  of  Hodbat  et-Tenew^ 
about  8  miles  E.  of  Heshbon;  but  this  is  in  the  land 
of  Moab,  and  probably  much  too  far  to  the  N.  No 
satisfactory  identification  has  been  proposed. 

DINNER,  din'ar  (ftptrrov,  drisUm;  Mt  22  4; 
Lk  11  38  [RYm  "breakfast"];  14  12;  cf  Ruth  2  14; 
Jn  21  13) :  In  oriental  as  in  classical  lands  it  was 
customary,  anciently,  as  now,  to  have  but  two  meals 
in  the  dav,  and  the  evidence,  including  that  of  Jos, 
goes  to  show  that  the  second  or  evemng  meal  was 
the  princii>al  one.  The  "morning  morsel,"  as  the 
Talm  calls  it.  was  in  no  sense  a  "meal."  The  peasant 
or  artisan,  before  beginning  work,  might  "break 
[his]  fast"  (Jn  21  12.16)by  taking  a  bit  of  barley 
bread  with  some  simple  relish,  but  to  "eat  [a  fuU 
meal]  in  the  morning'' was  a  reproach  (Eccl  10  16). 
The  full  meal  was  not  to  be  taken  until  a  little  before 
or  after  sunset,  when  the  laborers  had  come  in  from 
their  work  (Lk  17  7;  cf  the  "supper  time"  of  14 
17).  The  noon  meal,  taken  at  an  hour  when  climatic 
conditions  called  for  rest  from  exertion  (the  arUUm 
of  the  Greeks,  rendered  "dinner"  in  EV,  Mt  22  4; 
Lk  11  38,  RVm  "breakfast"),  was  generally  very 
simple,  of  bread  soaked  in  light  wine  with  a  handfm 
of  parched  com  (Ruth  2  14),  or  of  "potti^e  and 
brc^  broken  into  a  bowl"  (Bel  33),  or  of  bread 
and  broiled  fish  (Jn  21  13).  Many,  when  on  a 
journey  especially,  are  content  with  one  meal  a  day, 
taken  after  sunset.  In  general,  eatins  at  other 
times  is  casual  and  informal:  evening  is  me  time  for 
the  formal  meal,  or  feast.    See  Meals. 

Geo.  B.  Eager 

DIONTSIA,  dl-^nish'i-a  (Atov^trvo,  Dvmiksia, 
"festivals  of  Dionysus"  [Bacchus]):  The  rural 
(vintage)  Dionvsia  were  celebrated  in  the  month  of 
Posddeon  (19tn  day),  which  is  roughly  our  Decem- 
ber. The  celebration  consisted  of  feasts,  proces- 
sions, sonfpi  and  (sometimes)  scenic  performances. 
The  Ascoha  formed  one  of  the  most  prominent  fea- 
tures. After  sacrificing  a  goat  to  the  god,  they  filled 
the  wineHskin  with  wme,  made  it  suppery  on  the 
outside  with  oil,  and  then  tried  to  hop  on  it  with 
one  leg.  Whoever  fell  down  f umishea  great  sport 
for  the  spectators,  but  if  anyone  succeeded  in  main- 
taining an  upri^t  position  to  the  end,  he  was  de- 
clared victor.  The  demarch  conducted  the  festivcd, 
the  expenses  of  which  were  paid  by  the  deme. 

The  Lenaea  were  celebrated  on  the  12th  of  Ga- 
melion  (January)  in  Athens,  and  later  in  Ionia  in 
Asia  Minor.  At  this  festival  idso  the  new  wine 
was  tasted.  A  procession  was  formed  and  Uiey 
marched  through  the  dty,  indulging  in  all  sorts  of 
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jesting  and  buffoonery,  to  attend  the  pantomimic 
performances. 

The  Anthesteria  (Flower-Feast)  came  in  the 
month  of  Anthesterion  (February),  when  the  first 
flowers  appeared.  This  festival  resembled  some- 
what our  Christmas.  On  the  first  day  (11th  of  the 
month)  the  wine-cask  was  opened;  on  the  second 
wafl  the  feast  of  pitchers.  Wine  was  dnmk,  and 
contests  in  trumpet-playing  were  held.  At  the 
drinking  contest  everybody  was  permitted  to  make 
as  much  merriment  as  he  pleased.  There  was  also 
a  mystic  marriage  of  the  king  archon's  wife  to 
Dionysus  (compare  the  marriage  of  the  Doges  of 
Venice  to  the  sea).  On  the  third  day  they  offered 
pots  filled  with  vegetables  to  Hermes,  Conductor 
of  the  Dead.  This  day  was  sacred  to  the  gods  of 
the  nether  world  and  to  the  spirits  of  the  departed 
(All  Souls'  Day);  and  the  people  celebrated  Per- 
sephone's resurrection  and  reunion  with  the  god. 

The  Greater,  or  City  Dionysia,  were  held  in 
Elaphebolion  (March)  as  a  spring  festival.  This 
is  the  most  important  of  all  the  Dionysia  (for  us), 
since  practically  all  the  great  tragedies  of  Aeschylus, 
Sophocles  and  Euripides  were  performed  in  con- 
junction with  this  festival.  Ail  the  demes  took 
part.  They  accompanied  the  ancient  image  of 
Dionysus  Eleutherios  (from  Eleutherae  in  Boeotia, 
one  of  the  first  places  in  which  the  worship  of  the 
pod  was  established  in  Greece),  as  it  was  carried 
m  solemn  procession  from  the  Lenaeon  (the  oricnal 
center  of  ids  cult  in  Athens)  to  a  small  temple  in 
the  Ceramicus  in  the  northwestern  part  of  the  city, 
while  choruses  of  men  and  boys  sang  the  dUhHramr 
bo8  (the  ancient  hymn  to  Dionysus).  Crowned 
with  the  vine  and  dressed  in  imusual  costumes,  they 
greeted  the  god  with  loud  shouts  of  joy. 

The  festival  was  revived  with  great  pomp  by  the 
Plsistratidae.  In  the  theater  of  Dionysus  all  the  people 
beheld  an  imposing  rehearsal  of  their  great  achieve- 
ments. Even  the  poorest  and  humblest  were  given  an 
opportunity  to  see  and  hear  the  contests  between  the 
professions^  rhapsodlsts,  who  recited  Homer,  between 
choruses  spedally  trained  to  sing  the  dithyrambs,  and 
between  poets,  whose  great  dramatic  productions  were 

J^resented  for  the  first  time.  The  state  set  aside  a  special 
und  for  the  purchase  of  tickets  for  those  who  were  too 
poor  to  buy  for  themselves.  Comedies,  tragedies  and 
satvr  dramas  were  presented  after  elaborate  preparation 
and  at  a  great  expenditure  of  money.  The  prize,  a 
bronze  tripod,  was  erected  with  an  appropriate  inscrip- 
tion on  the  Street  of  Tripods.  The  awanllng  of  prizes 
to  the  victors  concluded  the  festival. 

The  quinquennial  festival  at  Brauron  In  Attica  was 
also  celebrated  with  extraordinary  license  and  merri- 
ment. The  dty  of  Athens  sent  delegates  regularly  to 
attend  the  festival. 

There  were  also  Dionysiac  clubs  in  Athens  at  the  time 
of  the  Peloponnesian  War.  These  had  peculiar  doctrines 
and  observances.  They  had  their  foundation  in  Orphic 
mysticism.  The  members  refrained  from  eating  the  flesh 
of  animals.  They  possessed  holy  scriptures  and  had 
peculiar  propitiatory  rites.  The  Dionysiac  religious 
observance  continued  as  a  state  cult  down  to  306  AD. 
See  Bacchus. 

J.  E.  Harrt 

DIONYSIUS,  dl-d-nish'i-us  fAiov^ios,  DianUr 
8108 J  sumamed  "the  Areopagite  ):  One  of  the  few 
Athenians  converted  by  Paul  (Acts  17  34).  We 
know  nothing  further  about  him  (see  Areopagus). 
According  to  one  accoimt  he  was  the  first  bishop  of 
the  church  at  Athens;  according  to  another  he 
suffered  mart3Tdom  in  that  city  under  Domitian. 
We  are  even  told  that  he  migrated  to  Rome  and 
was  sent  to  Paris,  where  he  was  beheaded  on  Mont- 
martre  (Mount  of  the  Martyr).  The  patron  saint 
of  France  is  St.  Denys;  cf  the  French  "Denys 
d'Halicarnasse"  (Dionysiusof  Halicamassus).  The 
mystical  writings  which  were  circulated  in  the 
Middle  Ages  and  are  still  extant^  are  pronounced 
by  the  best  authorities  to  be  forgeries,  and  date  from 
a  period  not  earlier  than  the  5th  cent. 

J.  E.  Harrt 

DIONYSUS,  di-d-nl'sus  (BACCHUS)  (At^wiros, 
Didnusos):    The  yoimgest  of  the   Gr  gods.    In 


Homer  he  is  not  associated  with  the  vine.  In  later 
Gr  legend  he  is  represented  as  coming  from  India, 
as  traversing  Asia  in  a  triumphal  march,  accom- 
panied by  woodland  beings,  with  pointed  ears, 
snub  noses  and  goat-tails.  These  creatures  were 
called  satyrs.  The  vine  was  cultivated  among 
European-Aryans  first  in  Thrace,  and  here  Diony- 
sus is  said  to  have  established  lus  worship  first  m 
Europe.  Then  the  cult  of  Dionysus  passed  down 
through  the  Balkan  peninsula  to  Thebes;  and  in 
the  localized  form  of  the  myth  the  deity  was  bom 
here — son  of  Zeus  and  Semele. 

"Offspring  of  Zeus  on  high 


Thou  that  carest  for  all 
Who  on  Bacchus  in  Italy  call 
And  in  Deo's  sheltered  plain 
Of  Eleusls  lord  dost  reign. 

Whither  worshippers  repair  I 
O  Bacchus  that  dweUest  in  Thebes. 
On  whose  broad  and  fertile  glebes 
Fierce  warriors  from  the  dragon's  teeth  rose. 
Where  Ismenus  softly  flows. 

The  dty  that  Semele  bare!'* 

— Sophocles,  ArUigone, 

Among  all  the  Gr  deities  none  appealed  more 
vividly  to  the  imagination  than  Dionysus.  Gr 
tragedy  is  a  form  of  worship,  the  ritual  cult  of  the 
god  of  wine,  who  makes  the  initiate  wise  and  the  un- 
godly mad.  Dionysus  speaks  most  strongly  to  the 
sense  and  to  the  spirit  at  the  same  time.  There  is 
nothing  monotonous  in  the  Dionysiac  legend;  it  is 
replete  with  both  joy  and  sorrow — ^in  some  aspects 
it  is  a  ''passion,"  in  others  a  triumph.  All  the 
passion  plays  of  the  world  (even  the  Oberammergau 
Schau8pi€l)  are  in  the  ancient  spirit.  One  Dionysus 
after  another  has  been  substituted,  but  from  the  first 
there  has  been  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  devotee 
to  realize  his  god  vividly  with  thrilling  nearness,  to 
partake  of  his  joys  and  sorrows  and  tnumphs  in  his 
manifold  adventures.  In  the  early  myths  Diony- 
sus was  one  of  the  lesser  ^ods;  he  is  mentioned  only 
twice  in  the  Iliad  and  twice  in  the  Odyssey;  but  he 
is  always  represented  as  bein^  more  nearly  akin  to 
man  than  the  great  august  deities  of  01ym{)us.  He 
is  a  man-god,  or  god-man.  To  the  inhabitants  of 
the  vine-clad  slopes  of  Attica^  to  which  his  cult  had 
been  brought  from  Phrygia  through  Thracian 
Boeotia,  he  was  particularly  dear.  At  their  vint- 
age feasts  last  year's  cask  of  wine  was  opened;  and 
when  the  new  year  brought  life  again  to  the  vines, 
the  boimtiful  god  was  greeted  with  songs  of  joyful 
praise.  The  burial  of  the  wine  in  the  dark  tomb  of 
the  jars  through  the  winter,  and  the  opening  of 
these  jars  at  the  spring  festival  symbolized  the 
great  awakening  of  man  nimself,  the  resurrection  of 
the  god's  worsUppers  to  a  fuller  and  more  joyous 
Ufe.  The  vine  was  not  the  only  manifestation  of 
the  god — oil  and  wheat  were  also  his;  he  was  the 
god  of  ecstasy,  the  pver  of  physical  joy  and  excite- 
ment, the  god  of  life,  the  god  of  certain  laws  of 
Nature,  germination  and  extinction,  the  external 
coming  into  being  and  the  dying  away  of  aU  things 
that  are,  fructification  in  its  widest  aspect  whether 
in  the  bursting  of  the  seed-grain  that  lies  intreas- 
ured  in  the  earth,  or  in  the  generation  of  living  crea- 
tures. Hence  the  prominence  given  to  the  phallus 
in  the  solemn  processions  in  honor  of  the  god. 

Nicanor  (2  Mace  14  33)  and  Antiochus  Epiphanes 
(2  Mace  6  7)  thought  that  the  cult  of  Dionysus 
would  not  be  objectionable  to  the  Jews.  Ptolemy 
Philopator  branded  the  Jews  with  an  ivy-leaf  (3 
Mace  2  29),  which  was  sacred  to  Dionysus.  See 
also  Bacchus.  J.  E.  Harrt 

DIOSCORINTHIUS,  di-o8-k6-rin'thi-us:  A  cer- 
tain (unidentified)  month  (2  Mace  11  21).  See 
Calendar;  Time. 
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DIOSCURI,  dl-os'kQ-rl  (Attfo-Kovpot,  Didscouroi; 
in  Acts  28  11,  A V  Castor  and  PoUux,  RV  THE 
TWIN  BROTHERS;  in  m,  "Dioscuri"):  The 
sign  of  the  ship  on  which  Paul  sailed  from  Melita 
to  S3rracuse  and  Rheraum.  The  Dioscuri  (i.e.  sons 
of  Zeus),  Castor  and  Pollux,  are  the  two  chief  stars 
in  the  constellation  of  the  Twins.  Some  4,000  years 
BC  they  served  as  pointers  to  mark  the  beginning 
of  the  new  year  by  setting  together  with  the  first 
new  moon  of  springtime.  The  constellation  of  the 
Twins  was  supposed  to  be  esp.  favorable  to  sailors, 
hence  ships  were  often  placea  under  the  protection 
of  the  twm  gods.  E.  W.  Maunder 

DIOTREPHES,  dl-ot're-fSz  (AiOTp«|»4s,  Dio- 
trephh):  A  person  mentioned  in  3  Jn  vs  9.10  as 
contentiously  resisting  the  writer's  authoritjr  and 
forbidding  others  from  exercising  the  Christian 
hospitalitv  which  he  himself  refused  to  show.  The 
words  "who  loveth  to  have  the  preeminence,  among 
them"  may  indicate  that  he  was  a  church  official, 
abusing  his  position. 

DIP:  Priests  when  offerins  a  sin  offering  were 
required  to  dip  a  finger  into  the  blood  of  the  sacri- 
ficed bullock  and  "to  sprinkle  of  the  blood  seven 
times  before  Jeh''  (cf  Lev  4  6,  et  al.).  See  also  the 
law  referring  to  the  cleansing  of  infected  houses 
(Lev  14  51)  and  the  cleansing  of  a  leper  (Lev  14 
16).    In  all  such  cases  "to  dip"  is  "to  moisten," 

"to  besprinkle,"  "to  dip  in,"  the  Heb  55p,  tabhal, 
or  the  Gr  pdwruj  bdpto.  See  also  Asher.  In  Ps 
68  23  "dipping"  is  not  tr*'  from  the  Heb,  but  merely 
employed  lor  a  better  imderstanding  of  the  passage: 
"Thou  may  est  crush  them,  dipping  thy  foot  in 
blood"  (AV  "that  thy  foot  may  be  dipped  in  the 
blood").  Rev  19  13  is  a  very  doubtfiil  passage. 
AV  reads:  "a  vesture  dipped  in  blood"  (from  baptOj 
"to  dip");  RV  following  another  reading  (either 
rhaind,  or  rkantizo,  both  "to  sprinkle"),  translates 
"a  garment  sprinkled  with  blood."  KVm  gives 
"dipped  in."    See  also  Sop.  A.  L.  Bresuch 

DIPHATH,  dl'f ath  (T\V^ ,  dtphalh) :  A  son  of 
Gomer,  son  of  Japheth,  son  of  Noah  (1  Ch  1  6), 
CEtlled  KiPHATH  (q.v.)  in  the  corresponding  geneal- 
ogy in  Gen  10  3. 

DISALLOW,  dis-a-lou':  "To  disallow"  as  used 
in  the  Scriptures  means  either  "to  oppose,"  "not 
permit"  (Heb  nd\  Nu  30  5.8.11),  or  "to  reject" 
(Gr  apodokinuUdj  lit.  "to  consider  useless,"  1  Pet 
8  4.7  AV,  RV  "rejected"). 

DISANNUL,  diB-a-nul'.    See  Annul. 

DISAPPOINT,  dis-a-point':  "To  disappoint" 
may  be  used  transitivelv  or  intransitively.  In  the 
former  case  it  naturally  has  a  more  forceful  meaning. 
Therefore  RV  changes  the  tr  of  AV  wherever  "dis- 
appoint" is  used  with  an  object:  Job  5  12,  "frus- 
trateth";  Ps  17  13,  "confront  him,"  RVm  "fore- 
stall"; Jth  16  6,  "brought  them  to  nought";  but 
RV  retains  "disappoint"  where  the  person  who  dis- 
iq)points  is  not  expressed,    d  Prov  15  22. 

DISCERN,  di-ziim':  Five  Heb  words  are  thus 
tr**:  bin,  yHdha^,  ndkhar.  r&^dh  and  ahOma^,  It  may 
simply  mean  "observe  (&ln),  "I  discerned  among 
the  youths"  (Prov  7  7);  or  discriminating  knowl- 
ege,  "A  wise  man's  heart  discemeth  time  and  judg- 
ment" (Eccl  8  6,  yOdha^)]  '*He  discerned  him  not, 
because  his  hands,"  etc  (Gen  27  23,  n&khar)]  "Then 
shall  ye  return  and  discern  between  the  nghteous 
and  the  wicked"  (Mai  3  18,  rd'Oh) ;  "So  is  my  lord 
the  king  to  discern  good,"  etc  (2  S  14  17,  shdma^). 


In  the  NT  the  words  anakrino,  diakrino  and  do- 
kimdzo  are  thus  tr^,  expressing  close  and  distinct 
acquaintance  with  or  a  critical  knowledge  of  things. 
Used  in  1  Cor  2  14  AV  of  "the  things  of  the  spirit 
of  God";  in  1  Cor  11  29  of  "the  [Lord's]  body" 
in  the  sacrament;  in  Mt  16  3  of  "the  face  of  the 
heaven";  in  He  6  14  of  a  clear  knowledge  of  good 
and  evil  as  the  prerogative  of  a  full-grown  man. 
See  also  next  art.  Henry  E.  Dobker 

DISCERNINGS,  di-ztei'inz,  OF  SPIRITS  (Stcuc- 
pCo-cis  irvcvudrwv,  ditikjiseia  pneumdtdn,  "judicial 
estimation,  "through  judgment  or  separation"): 
Occurs  in  1  Cor  12  10  as  being  one  of  the  .gifts 
of  the  Spirit.  The  Gr  word  occurs  in  He  6  14; 
and  Rom  14  1:  "But  him  that  is  weak  in  faith 
receive  ye,  yet  not  for  decision  of  scruples."  This 
tr  scarcely  expreaaes  the  meaning,  which  Thayer 
has  freely  renclered,  "not  for  the  purpose  of  passmg 
judgment  on  opinions,  as  to  which  one  is  to  oe  pre- 
ferred as  the  more  correct."  Taking  these  three 
passages  together  it  is  evident  that  the  Gr  term 
which  is  rendered  "discerning"  means  a  distin- 
guishing or  discriminating  between  things  that  are 
under  consideration;  hence  the  one  who  possessed 
the  gift  of  "discemings  of  spirits"  was  able  to  make 
distinction  between  the  one  who  spoke  by  the  Sj^irit 
of  God  and  the  one  who  was  moved  by  a  false  spirit. 
This  gift  seems  to  have  been  exercised  chiefly  upon 
those  who  assiuned  the  rdle  of  teachers,  and  it  was 
esp.  important  in  those  days,  because  there  were 
many  false  teachers  abroad  (see  2  Jn  ver  7;  Acts 
20  29.30).    See  also  Spiritual  Gifts. 

A.  W.  Fortune 

DISCIPLE,  di-sl'p'l: 

(1)  Usually  a  subst.  (/ma^r^t,  maiket:i8,  "a 
learner,"  from  manthdnOf  "to  learn";  Lat  diaci- 
jndus,  "a  scholar") :  The  word  is  found  in  the  Bible 
only  in  the  Gospels  and  Acts.  But  it  is  good  Greek, 
in  use  from  Herodotus  down,  and  always  means 
the  pupil  of  someone,  in  contrast  to  the  master  or 
teacher  {diddurKoKoSfdiddskalos).  See  Mt  10  24;  Lk 
6  40.  In  all  cases  it  implies  that  the  person  not 
only  accepts  the  views  of  the  teacher,  but  that  he  is 
also  in  practice  an  adherent.  The  word  has  several 
applications.  In  the  widest  sense  it  refers  to  those 
who  accept  the  teachings  of  anypne,  not  only  in 
belief  but  in  life.  Thus  the  disciples  of  John  the 
Baptist  (Mt  9  14;  Lk  7  18;  Jn  3  25);  also  of 
the  Pharisees  (Mt  22  16;  Mk  2  18;  Lk  5  33); 
of  Moses  (Jn  9  28).  But  its  most  common  use  is 
to  designate  the  adherents  of  Jesus,  (a)  In  the 
widest  sense  (Mt  10  42;  Lk  6  17;  Jn  6  66,  and 
often).  It  is  the  onlv  name  for  Chnst's  followers  in 
the  G98pels.  But  (b)  esp.  the  Twelve  Apostles, 
even  when  they  are  called  siinply  the  disciples  (Mt 
10  1;  11  1;  12  1,  et  al.).  In  the  Acts,  after  the 
death  and  ascension  of  Jesus,  disciples  are  those  who 
confess  Him  as  the  Messiah,  Christians  (Acts  6 
1.2.7;  9  36  [fem.,  mathMria];  11  26.  "The disciples 
were  called  Christians").  Even  hall-instructed  be- 
lievers who  had  been  baptized  only  with  the  bap- 
tism of  John  are  disciples  (Acts  19  1-4). 

(2)  We  have  also  the  vb.,  luiBtfrdm^  matheleiidf 
"Jesus'  disciple"  (lit.  "was  discipled  to  Jesus,"  Mt 
27  57);  "Make  disciples  of  all  the  nations'*  (AV 
"teach,"  Mt  28  19):  "had  made  many  disciples" 
(AV  "taught  many.  Acts  14  21);  "every  scribe 
who  hath  Deen  made  a  disciple  to  the  kingdom  of 
heaven"  (AV  "instructed,"  Mt  13  52).  The  dis- 
ciple of  Christ  today  may  be  described  in  the  words 
of  Farrar,  as  "one  who  believes  His  doctrines,  rests 
upon  His  sacrifice,  imbibes  Hb  spirit,  and  imitates 
His  example." 

The  OT  has  neither  the  term  nor  the  exact  idea, 
though  there  is  a  difference  between  teacher  ana 
scholar  among  David's  singers  (1  Ch  25  8),  and 
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among  the  prophetic  guilds  the  distinction  between 
the  rank  and  nle  and  the  leader  (1  S  19  20;  2  K 
6  6).  G.  H.  Trbvbb 

DISCIPLINE,  dis'i-plin  O^lti ,  milfdr) :  In  AV 

only  in  Job  86  10,  where  it  refers  to  moral  dis- 
cipune.  the  strenuous  cultivation  of  the  righteous 
life:  RV "instruction."  RV in 2  Tim  1  7  has^dis- 
dptine"  for  a  Gr  word  {s&phronismds)  meaning 
"sobering";  in  2  Tim  8  16  m,  for  Gr  paideia,  "in- 
struction." In  classic  Gr  paideia  means  "educa- 
tioxi,"  mental  culture.  Through  the  influence  of  the 
LXX,  which  translates  the  Heb  mufdr  by  paideia, 
the  meaning  of  "chastisement"  accompanies  paideia 
in  the  NT.  Cf  He  12  5.7.8.11.  See  Chastisement; 
and  for  ecclesiastical  discipline  see  Church. 

DISCOMFIT,  dis-kum'fit,  DISCOMFITURE,  dis- 
kum'fi-ttjr  (D'ln,  Aum,  Hp'inp,  m*hiimdh):  Tliese 
words  are  now  obsolete  or  at  least  obsolescent  and 
are  confined  in  Bib.  lit.  wholly  to  the  OT.  The 
meanine  in  general  is  "to  annoy/*  "harass,"  "con- 
fuse," "rout"  and  "destroy."  The  most  oonmion 
usage  is  that  based  upon  the  root  meaning,  "to 
trouble"  or  "annoy,"  sometimes  to  the  pomt  of 
destruction  (Josh  10  10;  Jgs  4  15;  1  S  7  10;  2  S 
22  15). 

The  AV  errs  in  the  tr  in  Isa  81  8,  where  the 
meaning  is  obviously  "to  become  subject  to  task 
work"  or  "to  place  a  burden  upon  one."  There 
seems  also  to  be  an  unwarranted  use  of  the  word 
in  Nu  14  45.  where  it  means  rather  "to  bruise"  or 
"strike."  Tne  purest  use  is  perhaps  in  1  S  14  20, 
where  the  statement  is  made  that  "every  man's 
sword  was  against  his  fellow,  and  there  was  a  very 
great  discomfiture."        Walter  G.  Cuppingbr 

DISCOURSE,  dis-kOrs':  In  RV  of  Acts  20 
7.9,  the  tr  of  Gr  diaUaomai  (AV  "preach"),  else- 
where rendered,  according  to  the  implications  of 
the  context,  "reason"  or  "dispute,"  as  Acts  17  2; 
19  9  (AV  "disputing,"  RV  "reasonmg");  Jude 
ver  9. 

DISCOVER,  dis-kuv'er:  In  modem  usage  the 
word  "discover"  signifies  "to  get  first  sight  or  knowl- 
edge of,"  "to  ascertain,"  or  "to  explore."  Such 
usage  appears  in  1  S  22  6  of  the  discovery  of 
David's  hiding-place,  where  the  Heb  uses  ^^7^, 
yddha\  In  AV  the  word  "discover"  often  occurs 
m  a  sense  now  archaic  or  even  obsolete. ,  (Note  in 
the  cases  cited  below^  the  Heb  word  is  np| ,  gGldh, 

except  Jer  18  26  [SVH ,  hOehaph,  "to  make  bare"] 
and  Hab  8  13  ["in^,  'drary  "to  make  naked"].) 
(1)  *To  exhibit,"  "uncover"  (or  "betrav"),  in 
which  examples  ERV  also  reads  with  AV  "dis- 
cover"; ARV  "uncover"  (Ex  20  26;  Job  12  22; 
Isa  67  8  ["discovered  thyself"  AV  and  ERV];  Jer 
18  26;  Lam  2  14;  Hos  7  1;  Nah  8  5).  (2)  "To 
cause  to  be  no  longer  a  covering,"  "to  lay  bare" 
(2  S  22  16  AV).  (3)  "To  bring  to  Ught,"  "dis- 
close" (1  S  14  8.11  [ERV  with  AV  "discover"]). 
(4)  "To  unmask"  or  "reveal  oneself"  (Prov  18  2 
AV).  (5)  'To  take  away  the  covering  of"  (Isa 
22  8AV).  (6)  "To  lay  bare"  (Hab  8  13).  In 
Ps  29  9,  AV  reads:  "The  voice  of  the  Lord  .... 
disco vereth  the  forests."  where  RV  reads,  "strippeth 
the  forests  bare,"  i.e.  strippeth  the  forests  of  their 
leaves"  (Perowne,  The  P(uam8f  I,  248);  "strippeth 
bare  the  forests"  (Briggs,  Psalmay  I,  251,  253). 

In  the  NT  (AV),  the  word  "discover"  occurs  as 
a  tr  of  the  Gr  anaphdnarUes  in  Acts  21  3.  and  for 
katendoun  in  Acts  27  39,  where  RV  reaos  in  the 
first  instance  "had  come  in  sight  of."  and  in  the 
latter  case  "perceived."  W.  N.  Stbabnb 


DISCREPANCIES,  dis-krep'an-siz,   BIBLICAL, 
bib'li-kal:  By  this  term  should  be  understood  sub- 
stantial disagreements  in  the  state- 

1.  Defini-  ments  of  Bib.  writers.  Such  disagree- 
tion  ments    might    subsist   between    the 

statements  of  dififerent  writers  or  be- 
tween the  several  statements  of  a  sin^e  writer. 
Contradictions  of  Bib.  views  from  extra-Bib.  sources 
as  history,  natural  science,  philosophy,  do  not  faU 
within  the  scope  of  our  subject. 

Observant  Bible  readers  in  every  age  have  noted, 
with  various  decrees  of  insight,  that  the  Scriptures 

exhibit   manifold   interior  dififerenoes 

2.  Critidsm  and  contrasts.  Differences  of  literarv 
V.  Doctrine  form  and  method  have  ever  seemed, 
of  Inerrancy  except  to  those  who  maintained  a  me- 

chamcal  theory  of  inspiration,  wholly 
natural  and  fitting.  Moreover,  that  there  was  prog- 
ress in  the  Bib.  revelation,  esp.  that  the  NT  of 
Jesus  Christ  signifies  a  vastly  richer  revelation  of 
God  than  the  OT^has  been  universally  recognized. 
In  fulfilling  the  law  and  the  prophets  Cluist  put  a 
marked  dStance  between  Himself  and  them,  yet 
He  certainly  affirmed  rather  than  denied  them. 
The  Christian  church  has  ever  held  to  the  essential 
unity  of  the  Divine  library  of  the  Holy  Scriptures. 
Moreover,  the  evangelical  churches  have  recog- 
nized the  Bible  as  "the  only  and  sufficient  rule  of 
both  faith  and  practice."  Indeed,  in  the  generation 
following  the  Keformation,  the  strictest  and  most 
literal  theory  of  inspiration  and  inerrancy  found 
general  acceptance.    Over  against  such  a  Dody  of 

gresuppositions,  criticism,  some  generations  later, 
egan  to  allege  certain  errors  and  discrepancies  in 
the  Bible.  Of  course  the  orthodox  sought  to  repel 
all  these  claims;  for  they  felt  that  the  fiible,  what- 
ever the  appearances  nught  seem  to  indicate,  must 
be  free  from  error,  else  it  could  not  be  the  word  of 
God.  So  there  came  with  criticism  a  long  period 
of  sturdy  defence  of  the  strictest  doctrine  of  Bib. 
inerrancy.  Criticism,  however,  kept  on  its  way. 
It  has  forced  the  church  to  find  a  deeper  and  surer 
ground  of  confidence  in  the  authority  of  the  Bible 
as  the  witness  to  God's  self-revelation  to  man.  In 
our  da^r  the  church  has  for  the  most  part  overcome 
the  notion  that  the  certainty  of  the  saving  grace  of 
God  in  Christ  stands  or  falls  with  the  absolute  iner- 
rancy of  each  several  statement  contained  in  the 
Bible.  Still  there  remains,  and  doubtless  ever  must 
remain,  a  need  of  a  clear  understanding  of  the  issue 
involved  in  the  allegation— along  with  other  "hu- 
man limitations" — of  Bib.  discrepancies. 

Alleged  discrepancies  pertain  (1)  to  statements 
of  specific,  concrete  facts,  and  (2)  to  the  utterance  of 
principles  and  doctrines.    Under  the 
8.  Synopsis  first  head  fall  disagreements  respect- 
of  the  ing  numbers,  dates,  the  form  and  order 

Argument  of  historical  events,  records  of  spoken 
words,  geography,  natural  history,  etc. 
Under  the  second  head  fall  disagreements  respecting 
moral  and  religious  truths,  the  "superhistorical 
realities  and  values.  Our  inquiry  resolves  itself 
into  three  parts:  ^1)  to  determme  whether  there  be 
discrepancies,  of  either  or  both  sorts,  in  the  Bible: 
(2)  to  obtain  at  least  a  general  understanding  of 
the  conditions  and  causes  that  may  have  given  rise 
to  the  discrepancies,  real  or  apparent;  (3)  to  de- 
termine their  significance  for  faith. 

As  to  the  first  point,  it  should  be  observed  that 
apparent  inconsistencies  may  not  be  real  ones;  as 
so  often  in  the  past,  so  again  it  may  come  about 
that  the  discovery  of  further  data  may  resolve 
manv  an  apparent  contradiction.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  affirmation  a  priori  that  there  can  be 
and  are  no  real  discrepancies  in  the  Bible  is  not 
only  an  outrage  upon  the  human  understanding, 
but  it  stands  fuso  m  contradiction  to  the  spirit  oi 
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freedom  that  is  of  faith.  Besides,  it  should  not  be 
overlooked  that  the  discoveries  ot  modem  histori- 
cal and  archaeological  research-,  which 
4.  Alleged  have  tended  to  confirm  so  many  Bib. 
Discrepan-  statements,  seem  just  as  surely  to 
cies  Per-  reveal  error  in  others.  In  any  event 
taining  to  we  must  bow  to  reality,  and  we  may 
Facts  do  this  with  fearless  confidence  in  ''the 

God  of  things  as  they  are."  But  are 
there  real  discrepancies  in  the  Bible?  It  is  no  part 
of  the  present  puui  to  attempt  the  impossible  and 
at  all  events  useless  task  of  exhibiting  definite  statis- 
tics of  all  the  alleged  discrepancies,  or  even  of  all 
the  principal  ones.  Passing  bv  the  childish  folly 
that  woula  find  a  ''discrepancy  in  mere  rhetorical 
antitheses,  such  as  that  m  Pirov  26  4.5  ("Answer 
not  a  fool,"  and  "Answer  a  fool  according  to  his 
foll3r"),  or  instances  of  merely  formal  contrariety 
of  expression,  where  the  things  intended  are  mani- 
festly congruous  (e.g.  Mt  12  30;  Lk  11  23  con- 
trasted with  Mk  9  40;  Lk  9  50:  "He  that  is  not 
with  me  is  against  me,"  "He  that  is  not  against 
us  is  for  us"),  it  will  serve  our  purpose  to  notice  a 
few  representative  examples  of  real  or  apparent 
discrepancy.  The  chronologies  of  K  and  Ch  are 
inconsistent  (cf  Chronoloot  of  OT).  The  gene- 
bogies  in  Gen  46;  Nu  26;  1  Ch  2-7  show  con- 
siderable variations.  The  two  lists  of  exiles  who 
returned  with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr  2;  Neh  7  6fT) 
show  many  discrepancies,  including  a  marked  dif- 
ference in  the  enumeration.  The  accounts  of  the 
creation  in  Gen  1  and  2  (cf  Creation) — ^to  take 
an  example  dependent  upon  the  results  of  modem 
criticism — are  mutually  independent  and  in  impor- 
tant particulars  diverse.  But  the  center  of  interest 
in  our  inquiry  is  the  gospel  history.  Since  Tatian 
and  his  DiaUssaron  in  the  2d  cent.,  the  variations 
and  contrasts  in  the  Gospels  have  not  onlv  been 
noted  and  felt,  but  many  nave  striven  to  "harmo- 
nifle"  them.  After  all,  however,  there  remain  some 
irreducible  differences.  The  Gospels,  generally 
epeaking,  do  not  ^ve  us  ipsissima  verba  of  Jesus; 
in  reporting  His  discourses  they  show  many  varia- 
tions. In  so  far  as  the  essential  meaning  is  the 
same  in  all,  no  one  speaks  of  discrepancies;  but 
where  the  variation  clearly  involves  a  difference 
of  meaning  (e.g.  Mt  12  39.40  and  Lk  11  29.30), 
one  may  say  that  at  least  a  technical  discrepancv 
exists.  In  recording  sayings  or  events  the  evangel- 
ists manifestly  do  not  always  observe  the  same 
chronological  order;  Lk,  e.g.  records  in^  wholly 
different  connections  sayings  which  Mt  includes 
as  parts  of  the  Sermon  on  the  Moimt  (e.g.  the  Lord's 
Prayer,  Mt  6  9ff;  Lk  11  1-4:  cf  Jesus  Christ; 
Chronologt    of    NT).    We   nave    two   distinct 

genealogies  of  Jesus  (Mt  1  1-16;  Lk  8  23  ff ;  cf 
enealoot).  We  may  even  note  that  Pilate's 
superscription  over  the  cross  of  Jesus  is  given  in 
four  distmct  forms.  Here,  however,  the  discrep- 
ancy is  not  real  except  in  the  most  technical  sense, 
and  is  worth  mentioning  only  to  show  that  the 
evangelists'  interest  does  not  lie  in  a  mere  objec- 
tive accuracy.  That  a  perfect  agreement  as  to  the 
significanoe  of  an  event  exists  where  there  are  un- 
deniable discrepancies  in  external  details  may  be 
illustrated  by  the  two  accounts  of  the  healing  of 
the  centurion's  servant  (Mt  8  5  ff ;  Lk  7  1  ff).  Of 
enormously  greater  interest  are  the  various  accounts 
of  the  appearances  of  the  risen  Christ.  If  a  com- 
plete certainty  as  to  the  form  and  order  of  these 
events  is  necessary  to  faith,  the  case  is  not  a  happy 
one,  for  the  harmonists  have  been  unable  to  render 
a  p<^ect  account  of  these  matters  (cf  Jesus  Christ; 
Resurrection).  Turning  from  the  Gospels  to 
apostolic  history,  we  meet  some  real  problems,  e.g. 
how  to  relate  Paul's  autobiographical  notes  in  Gal 
1  with  the  accounts  in  Acts. 


The  discrepancies  thus  far  noted  pertain  to  his- 
torical matters,  and  not  one  of  them  involves  the 
contradiction  of  a  fact  in  which  faith 
6.  Alleged  is  interested.  But  are  there  also  real 
Discrepan-  or  apparent  discrepancies  in  matters 
cies  Per-  of  doctrine?  Many  scholars  maintain, 
taininj;  to  for  instance,  that  the  ideal  of  the 
Doctnne  prophets  and  that  of  the  priestly  class 
stand  in  a  relative  (not  absolute)  oppo- 
sition to  each  other  (cf,  e.g.  Isa  1  11;  Mic  o  8 
with  the  ritualism  of  Lev  and  Dt).  Or,  to  turn  to 
the  NT,  some  would  assert — among  them  Luther — 
that  James  stands  in  opposition  to  Paul  in  respect 
to  faith  and  works  (cf  Jas  2  17  ff  in  contrast  with 
Gal  2  16  and  many  other  passages  in  Paul).  But 
particular  interest  attaches  to  the  problem  of 
Christ's  attitude  toward  the  OT  law.  His  ''but  I 
say  unto  you"  (Mt  5  22  and  passim)  has  been  inter- 
preted by  many  as  a  distinct  contradiction  of  the 
OT.  Another  question  of  acute  interest  is  the 
agreement  of  the  Johannine  picture  of  Jesus  with 
that  of  the  Synoptists. 

It  can  scarcely  require  proof  that  some  of  these 
alleged  discrepancies  are  not  such  at  all.  For  ex- 
ample, Jesus'  attitude  toward  the  OT  was  one  of 
profound  reverence  and  affirmation.  He  was  per- 
fectly conscious  that  the  OT  law  represented  a 
stage  in  the  Divine  education  of  mankind.  His 
**but  I  say  unto  you"  was  not  a  denjring  of  the  de- 
gree of  advancement  represented  by  the  OT  law, 
but  a  carrying  out  of  the  principle  of  the  law  to  its 
full  expression  (cf  Law;  Fulfilment).  Of  course, 
the  Divine  education  of  Israel  did  not  mean  the 
mere  inculcation  of  the  truth  in  a  fallow  and  hith- 
erto unoccupied  soil.  There  was  much  superstition 
and  error  to  be  overcome.  If  then  one  should  insist 
that  the  errors,  which  revelation  was  destined  to 
overcome,  still  manifest  themselves  here  and  there 
in  the  OT,  it  may  be  replied  that  at  all  events  the 
one  grand  tendency  of  Divine  revelation  is  unmis- 
takaoly  clear.  An  idea  is  not  "Scriptural"  simply 
by  virtue  of  its  havine  been  incidentally  expressed 
by  a  Biblical  writer,  but  because  it  essentially  and 
inseparably  belongs  to  the  organic  whole  of  the 
Biblical  testimony.  In  the  case  of  James  v.  Paul  the 
antithesis  is  one  of  emphasis,  not  of  contradiction 
of  a  first  principle.  Ajid  as  for  the  variations  in 
the  gospel  history,  these  do  not  deserve  to  be  called 
real  discrepancies  so  lon^  as  the  Gospels  unite  in 
giving  one  harmonious  picture  and  testimony  con- 
cerning the  personal  life  and  the  work  and  teaching 
of  Jesus.  Even  from  this  point  of  view,  John, 
though  so  much  more  theological,  preaches  the 
same  Christ  as  the  Synoptists. 

As  to  the  conditions  under  which  discrepancies 
may  arise,  it  may  suffice,  first,  to  call  attention  to 
the  general  law  that  God  in  revealing 
6«  Causes     Himself  to  men  and  in  moving  men  by 
of  Dis-  His  Spirit  to  speak  or  write,  never 

crepancies  lifts  them  out  of  the  normal  relations  of 
human  intelligence,  so  far  as  matters  of 
history  or  science  are  concerned.  It  is  their  witness 
to  Himself  and  His  will  which  is  the  result  of  revela- 
tion and  inspiration.  Their  references  to  history 
and  Nature  are  not  therefore  in  an^  sense  super- 
human; accordingly  they  have  no  direct  authoritv 
for  faith  (cf  Revelation;  Inspiration).  On  this 
basis  the  divergences  of  human  traditions  or  docu- 
ments as  exhibited  in  different  genealogies,  chronol- 
ogies and  the  like  are  natural  in  the  b^t  sense  and 
wholly  fitting.  As  for  the  rest,  errors  of  copyists 
have  played  a  part. 

Faith,  however,  has  no  interest  in  explaimng 
away  the  human  limitations  in  God's  chosen  wit- 
nesses. It  is  God's  way  to  place  the  heavenly 
"treasure  in  earthen  vessels"  (2  Cor  4  7).  It  seems 
that  God  has  purposely  led   the  church  to  see, 


Discus 
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through  the  necessity  of  recognizing  the  human 
limitations  of  the  Bible,  just  where  her  faith  is 

grounded.  God  has  made  Himself 
7.  Their  known  through  His  Son.  The  Scrip- 
Significance  tures  of  the  NT,  and  of  the  OT  m 
for  Faith       preparation  for  Him,  give  us  a  clear 

and  sufficient  testimony  to  the  Christ 
of  God.  The  clearness  and  persuasive  power  of  that 
testimony  make  all  questions  of  verbal  and  other 
formal  agreement  essentially  irrelevant.  The  cer- 
tainty that  God  hafl  spoken  unto  us  in  His  Son  and 
that  we  have  this  knowledge  through  the  Scripture 
testimony  lifts  us  above  all  anxious  concern  for  the 
possible  errors  of  the  witnesses  in  matters  evidently 
nonessential. 

Literature. — ^Besides  the  lit.  noted  under  Revela- 
tion and  Inspiration,  .T.  W.  Haley,  An  ExamincUion  of 
the  Alleged  Diacrepanciee  of  the  Bible,  Andover,  1873; 
M.  S.  Terry.  Bib.  Hermeneutica,  New  York,  1883;  EJlhler. 
Zur  Bibel/rage,  Leipzig.  1907. 

J.  R.  Van  Pelt 
DISCUS,  dis'kus  (SCotkosi  diskoSf  ^'the  summons  of 
the  discus/'  2  Mace  4  14  m,  ''to  the  game  of  the 
discus,"  AV  "the  game  of  discus") :  The  discus  was 
a  round  stone  slab  or  metal  plate  of  considerable 
weight  (a  kind  of  quoit),  the  contest  of  throwing 
which  to  the  greatest  distance  was  one  of  the  exer- 
cises in  the  Gr  gymnasia^  being  included  in  the  pentor 
thlon.  It  was  introduced  into  Jerus  by  Jason  the 
high  priest  in  the  time  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes, 
175-164  BC,  in  the  Palaestra  he  had  formed  there 
in  imitation  of  the  Gr  games.  His  conduct  led  to 
his  being  described  in  2  Mace  4  13.14  8S  that  ''im- 
godly  man"  through  whom  even  the  priests  forsook 
their  duties  to  play  at  the  discus.  A  statue  of  a 
discobolos  (discus-thrower)  is  in  the  British  Museum. 
From  discus  we  have  the  words  "disc,"  "dish," 
"desk."    See  Games.  W.  L.  Walker 

DISEASE,  di-z5z',  DISEASES,  di-zSzlz  (nbn, 
hdldhy  ''bn ,  hdll;  vA<ro«,  ndsos) :  Palestine,  from  its 
position  and  physical  conditions,  ought  to  be  a 
healthy  countiy.  That  it  is  not  so  depends  on  the 
unsanitary  conditions  in  which  the  people  live  and 
the  absence  of  any  attempts  to  check  the  intro- 
duction or  development  of  zymotic  diseases.  The 
number  of  marshes  or  pools  is  fairly  small,  and  the 
use  of  active  measures  to  destroy  the  larvae  of  mos- 
quitos  mi^ht  ea^y  diminish  or  abolish  the  malarial 
fevers  which  now  prevail  all  over  the  coimtry.  The 
freeing  of  Ism&ilien  and  Port  Said  from  these  pests 
is  an  object-lesson  in  sanitation.  When  one  ex- 
amines the  conditions  of  life  in  towns  and  villages 
all  over  the  country,  the  evidences  of  the  ravages 
of  these  fevers  and  their  sequelae  appear  on  every 
hand  as  they  affect  all  ages  from  infancy  to  middle 
age,  and  one  meets  but  few  individuals  of  extreme 
old  age.  The  absence  of  any  adequate  system  of 
drainage  and  the  pollution  of  the  water  supplies 
are  al^  factors  of  great  importance  in  preserving 
this  unhealthiness. 

In  ancient  times  it  was  regarded  afl  healthier  than 
Egypt,  as  it  well  might  be,  hence  the  diseases  of 
Egypt  are  referred  to  as  being  worse  than  those  of 
FsS  (Dt  7  15;  28  60;  Am  4  10).  The  sanitary 
regulations  and  restrictions  of  the  PC  would  doubt- 
less have  raised  the  standard  of  public  health,  but 
it  is  unlikely  that  these  were  ever  observed  over  any 
large  area. 

The  types  of  disease  which  are  referred  to  in  the 
Bible  are  those  that  still  prevail.  Fevers  of  several 
kinds,  dysentery,  leprosy,  intestinal  worms,  plague, 
nervous  diseases  such  as  paralysis  and  epilepsy, 
insanity,  ophthalmia  and  skin  diseases  are  among 
the  commonest  and  will  be  described  imder  their 
several  names .  Methods  of  treatment  are  described 
under  Medicine;  Physician.  The  word  "disease" 
or  "diseases"  in  AV  is  changed  to  "sickness"  in  RV 


in  2  K  1  2;    8  8;    Mt  9  35,  and  left  out  in  Jn 


ease"  is  changed  to  "burning." 

Alex.  Macalister 
DISEASES  OF  THE  ETE.    SeeErEs,  Diseases 

OP. 

DISH:  The  rendering  in  EV  in  some  connections 
of  three  Heb  and  one  Gr  word.  The  kf^Or^  of  Ex 
26  29;  37  16;  Nu  4  7  was  apparently  a  kind  of 
salver,  in  this  case  of  gold,  for  holding  the  loaves  of 
the  "presence  bread.'     The  same  word  represents 


Slave  Bearing  Covered  Dishes. 

the  silver  "platters"  (Nu  7  13  ff)  brought  by  the 
princes  as  a  dedication  gift.  The  §ephel  of  Jgs  6 
25  was  a  large  bowl,  so  tr**  in  Jgs  6  38.  "Lordly 
dish"  is  lit.  ''bowl  of  [fit  for]  nobles.'*  The  gallahath 
of  2  K  21  13;  Prov  19  24;  26  15  Qast  twoAV 
"bosom"  after  LXX)  refers  probably  to  the  wide, 
deep  dish  in  which  the  principal  part  of  the  meal 
was  served.  Of  somewhat  similar  form  may  have 
been  the  trublion  (LXX  for  Ip'^drdh)  mentioned  in 
connection  with  the  Passover  meal  (Mt  26  23; 
Mk  14  20).  Benjamin  Reno  Downer 

DISHAN,  dl'shan,  DISHON,  dl'shon  Cpp'^'n,  rfi- 

shdUy  ITD^T ,  dlshoTiy  "antelope,"  "pygarg") :  A  Horite 
clan,  mentioned  as  the  youngest  "son"  and  else- 
where as  the  "grandson"  of  Seir.  The  form  Dishon 
occurs  several  times  in  the  list  of  Horite  clans,  to- 
gether with  many  other  totem  names  (Gen  86 
passim;  1  Ch  1  38.41).    See  Gray,  HPN,  89. 

DISHONESTY,  dis-on'es-ti:  Only  in  2  Cor  4  2, 
the  AV  rendering  of  Gr  aischune;  AV  elsewhere 
and  RV  uniformly,  "shame." 

DISOBEDIENCE,  dis-d-be'di-ens,  DISOBE- 
DIENT  (nnp,    mdrdh;    dirctO^w,    apeithiOf  irapa- 

Ko^w,  parakado) :  The  word  used  chiefly  in  the  NT 
has  the  general  meaning  of  a  lack  oi  regard  for 
authority  or  rulership.  The  stronger  meaning  of 
actual  stubbornness  or  violence  is  perhaps  conveyed 
in  the  OT  (1  K  13  26;  Neh  9  26;  cf  1  K  13  21). 
In  the  NT  there  seem  to  be  two  rather  clearly 
defined  uses  of  the  word,  one  objective  and  practi- 
cal, the  other  ethical  and  psychological.  The  first 
refers  more  to  conduct,  the  second  to  belief  and  one's 
mental  attitude  toward  the  object  of  disobedience. 
To  the  first  belong  such  passages  as  refer  to  the 
overt  act  of  disobSience  to  one's  parents  (Rom  1 
30;  2  Tim  8  2).  Illustrating  this  more  fully,  the 
tr  according  to  the  AV  of  1  Tim  1  9  is  given  as 
"unruly"  in  the  RV.  By  far  the  greater  emphasis, 
however,  is  placed  upon  the  distinctly  ethical  quality 
in  which  disobedience  is  really  an  attitude  of  the 
mind  and  finds  its  essence  in  a  heart  of  unbelief  and 
unfaithfuhiess  (1  Pet  2  7.8;  Eph  2  2j  6  6;  Col 
3  6).  In  the  latter  three  references  "children  [sons] 
of  disobedience"  are  mentioned,  as  if  one  should 
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become  the  verv  offspring  of  such  an  unhappy  and 
unholy  state  of  mind.  The  classic  phrase  of  NT 
Ut.  (Acts  26  19)  contains  both  the  practical  and  the 
ethical  aspects.  Paul's  convictions  were  changed 
by  the  vision  and  his  conduct  was  made  to  conform 
immediately  to  it.  Walter  G.  Clippinger 

DISORDERLY,  dis-dr'dSr-U  (&TaicTos,  dtaktoa): 
The  word  is  found  four  times  in  the  Epp.  to  the 
Thess  (1  Thess  6  14;  2  Thess  8  6.7.11),  "With- 
draw yourselves  from  every  brother  that  walketh 
d.";  "We  behaved  not  ourselves  d.";  "We  hear 
of  some  that  walk  among  you  d."  The  word  is 
a  nuHtary  term  and  has  reference  to  the  soldier 
who  does  not  keep  the  ranks  {inordinaiua,  Liv). 
Then  it  refers  to  people  who  refuse  to  obey  tne  civil 
laws,  and  thus  it  gets  its  meaning,  "disorderly." 
It  points  to  members  in  the  early  church,  who.  by 
their  lives,  became  a  reproach  to  the  gospel  of 
Christ  (cf  1  Thess  4  11.12).    Henrt  E.  Doskeb 

DISPATCH,  dia-pach':  Occurs  Tob  7  8  in  the 
sense  of  dispatch  of  business,  "Let  this  business  be 
dispatched' ^(RV  "finished");  2  Mace  12  18^  "be- 
fore he  had  dispatched  anything"  (RV  "without 
accomplisUng") ;  Wisd  11  19  [20]  in  the  sense  of 
finishing,  destroying,  "dispatch  them  at  once"  (RV 
"consume");  2  Mace  9  4  "dispatch  the  journey" 
(kalaniiein),  which  may  mean  finish  it  quickly." 
RV  spells  "despatch." 


DISPENSATION,  dis-pen-s&'shun :  The  Gr  word 
(oikonamia)  so  tr^*  signifies  primarily,  a  stewardship, 
the  management  or  disposition  of  affairs  intrusted 
to  one.  Thus  1  Cor  9  17,  AV  "A  dispensation  of 
the  gospel  is  committed  imto  me,"  RV  "I  have  a 
stewutiship  intrusted  to  me."  The  idea  is  similar 
in  Eph  3  2  II  Col  1  25  (RVm  "stewardship").  In 
Eph  1  10  God's  own  working  is  spoken  of  as  a 
"dispensation." 

DISPERSION,  dis-piir'shun,  THE  (Stoo^iropd, 
diaapord) : 

1.  Oolah  and  Dispersion       19.  Among  Greeks  Proper 

2.  Purpose  of  "  20.  The  Roman  Dispersion 
8.  Causes  of             '*  21.  Jews  and  Pompey 

4.  Extent  of             **  22.  Jews  and  the  First  Cae- 

5.  The  Eastern        "  sars 

6.  The  Egyptian     '*  23.  Influence  of  Jews  in  the 

7.  Testimony  of  Aramaic  Early  Roman  Empire 

Papyri  24  Jews    in    Italy,    Oaul. 

8.  Jewish  Temple  at  Syene  Spain  and  N.  Africa. 
0.  Theories  of  the  Syene    25.  The   Numbers   of   the 

Settlement  Dispersion 

10.  Importance  of  the  Dis-    26.  Jewish  Proselytism 

covery  27.  Internal  Organization 

11.  A  New  Chapter  of  OT    28.  Unity   of    the   Jewish 

History  People 

12.  Alexandrian  Judaism  20.  Dispersion     Influenced 

13.  The  Jews  and  Hellenism  by  Greek  Thought 

14.  The  Septuaglnt  30.  The  Dispersion  a  Prep- 

15.  Early    Evidence   of   a  aration  for  the  Ad- 

Jewish  Community  vent  of  Christ 

16.  The  Dispersion  in  Sjrla  31.  The  Dispersion  an  Aux- 

17.  In  Arabia  iliary  to  the  Spread 

18.  In  Asia  Minor  of  the  Gospel 

The  Dispersion  is  the  comprehensive  designation 
applied  to  Jews  living  outside  of  Pal  and  maintaining 

their  religious  observances  and  cus- 
1.  Golali  toms  among  the  Gentiles.  They  were 
and  known  as  the  Goldh  (Aram.  GdliUhd^), 

Diaspora       the  captivity — an  expression  describing 

them  m  relation  to  their  own  land; 
and  the  Diasparaj  the  Dispersion,  an  expression 
describing  them  in  relation  to  the  nations  among 
whom  they  were  scattered.  On  a  notable  occasion 
Jesus  said,  ''Ye  shall  seek  me,  and  shall  not  find  me: 
and  where  I  am,  ye  cannot  come.  The  Jews  there- 
fore said  among  themselves,  Whither  will  this  man 
go  that  we  shall  not  find  him?  Will  he  go  unto  the 
Dispersion  among  the  Greeks,  and  teach  the  Greeks?'' 
(Jn  7  34.36). 


In  2  Mace  certain  priests  of  Jems  are  represented 
as  prajring  to  God:   "Gather  together  om  Dispca'- 
sion,  set  at  liberty  them  that  are  in 
2.  Purpose    bondage  among  the  heathen"  (2  Mace 
of  fhe  1  27;    cf  2  Esd  2  7;  Jas  1  1;  1  Pet 

Dispersion  11).  The  thought  of  such  a  Disper- 
sion as  a  punishment  for  the  disobe- 
dience of  the  people  finds  frequent  expression  in  the 
Prophets:  Hosea  (9  3),  Jeremiah  (8  3;  16  15.  etc), 
Ezekiel  (4  13),  and  Zechariah  (10  9).  And  it  ap- 
pears also  in  the  Deuteronomic  Law  (Dt  28  25; 
SO  1).  That  the  Dispersion  of  the  Jews  was  for 
the  ben^t  of  the  Gentiles  is  a  conception  to  which 
expression  is  given-  in  utterances  of  psalmists  and 
prophets  (Ps  67;  Mic  5  7,  etc).  It  is  found  also 
m  the  Apoc  Bar.  a  work  belonging  to  the  1st 
cent.  AD:  "I  will  scatter  this  people  among  the 
Gentiles,  that  they  may  do  good  to  the  Genules" 
(1  7). 

The  causes  of  the  Dispersion  most  obvious  to  the 
student  of  OT  history  were  the  Ass3rr  and   Bab 
captivities,  when  the  king  of  Assyria 
8.  Causes     carried  Israel  away  into  his  own  land 
of  the  and  placed  them  in  Halah,  and  in 

Dispersion  Habor  by  the  river  of  Gozan,  and  in 
the  cities  of  the  Medes  (2  K  17  5  ff) : 
and  when  in  the  reign  of  Nebuchadrezzar,  king  oi 
Babylon,  Judah  was  carried  away  into  Babylonia 
(2  K  24  14).  See  Captivity.  But  there  were 
other  captivities  which  helped  to  scatter  the  chil- 
dren of  Abraham.  Ptolemy  I  of  Egypt  (322-285 
BC)  by  his  expeditions  to  Pal  and  ms  capture  of 
Jems  added  largely  to  the  Jewish  population  of 
Alexandria.  Antiochus  the  Great  of  03rria  (223- 
187  BC)  removed  from  the  Jewish  communities 
in  Mesopotamia  and  Babylon  2,000  families  and 
settled  them  in  Phrygia  and  Lydia  (Jos,  Anty  XII, 
iii,  4).  Pompey  after  his  capture  of  Jems  in  63 
BC  carried  off  hundreds  of  Jews  to  Rome,  where 
they  were  sold  as  slaves,  but,  afterward,  many  of 
them  obtained  their  freedom  and  civic  rights. 

There  was,  besides,  a  volimtary  emigration  of 
Jewish  settlers  for  purposes  of  trade  and  commerce 
into   the   neighboring   countries,  and 
4.  Extent      esp.  into  the  chief  cities  of  the  civilized 
d  fhe  world.     The  successors  of  Alexander. 

Dispersion  and  their  successors  in  turn,  encouraged 
immigration  into  their  territories  and 
the  mingling  of  nationalities.  They  needed  colo- 
nists for  the  settlements  and  cities  which  the^  estab- 
lished, and  with  the  offer  of  citizenship  and  facilities 
for  trade  and  conmierce  they  attracted  many  of  the 
Jewish  people. 

**In  this  way,"  says  Phllo.  *' Jems  became  the  capital, 
not  only  of  Judaea,  out  of  many  other  lands,  on  account 
of  the  colonies  which  it  sent  out  from  time  to  time  into 
the  bordering  districts  of  Esirpt,  Phoenicia,  Syria,  Ooele- 
Syria,  and  into  the  more  distant  regions  of  Pamphylia, 
Cillela,  the  greater  part  of  Asia  Minor  as  far  as  Bitnynia, 
and  the  remotest  comers  of  Pontus.  And  in  like  manner 
into  Europe:  into  Thessaly,  and  Boeotia,  and  Macedonia, 
and  Aetolla,  and  Attica  and  Argos.  and  Corinth,  and  into 
the  most  fertile  and  fairest  parts  of  the  Peloponnesus. 
And  not  only  is  the  continent  full  of  Jewish  colonists,  but 
also  the  most  important  islands,  such  as  Euboea,  Cyprus, 
and  Crete.  I  say  nothing  of  the  ooimtrles  beyond  the 
Euphrates.  All  of  them  except  a  very  smaU  portion, 
and  Babylon,  and  all  the  satrapies  which  contain  fruit- 
ful land,  have  Jewish  inhabitants"  (Phllo.  Leg  ad  Caium, 
36). 

About  the  middle  of  the  2d  cent.  BC  the  Sibylline 
Oracles  could  say  of  the  Jewish  people:  "Every 
land  and  every  sea  is  full  of  thee"  (3  271).  About 
the  same  period  the  Rom  Senate,  being  anxious  to 
extend  i>rotection  to  the  Jews,  had  a  circular  letter 
written  in  their  favor  to  the  kings  of  Een^t,  Syria, 
Pergamum,  Cappadocia  and  Parthia,  and  to  a  great 
number  of  provinces,  cities  and  islands  of  the  Medi- 
terranean, where  presumably  there  was  a  larger 
or  smaller  number  of  Jews  (1  Mace  15  15  ff).    It 
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is  no  surpriBe,  therefore,  to  read  that  for  the  Feast  of 
Pentecost  at  Jerus,  there  were  present  after  the  ascen- 
sion of  Jesus:  'Tarthians  and  Medes  and  Elamites. 
and  the  dwellers  in  Mesopotamia,  in  Judaea  ana 
Cappadocia,  in  Pontus  and  Asia,  in  Phrygia  and 
Pamphylia,  in  Egypt  and  the  parts  of  Libya  about 
Cyrene,  and  sojourners  from  Rome,  both  Jews  and 
proselytes,  Cretans  and  Arabians'*  (Acts  2  9-12). 

The  Eastern  Dispersion,  caused  by  the  Assyrian 

and  Babylonian  captivities,  seems  to  have  increased 

and  multiplied,  and  to  have  enjoyed  a 

5.  The  considerable  measure  of  liberty,  and 
Eastern  of  prosperity.  When  the  return  from 
Dispersion    the  cai)tivity  took  place  under  Zerub- 

babel,  it  was  only  a  small  proportion 
of  the  exiles  who  sought  a  home  again  in  the  land 
of  their  fathers.  Nor  did  the  numbers  who  accom- 
panied Ezra  from  Babylon  greatly  diminish  the 
exiles  who  remained  behmd.  In  the  time  of  Christ, 
Jos  could  speak  of  the  Jews  in  Babylonia  by  "in- 
nimierable  myriads"  (Ant,  XI^  v,  2).  He  also  tells 
us  of  the  2,000  Jewish  lamihes  whom  Antiochus 
transferred  from  Babvlon  and  Mesopotamia  to 
Phrygia  and  Syria.  Of  the  peculiarities  of  the  Jews 
as  a  people  living  apart  and  observing  their  own 
customs  and  arousing  the  ill-will  of  the  neighbors, 
we  have  a  glimpse  in  the  Pers  period  in  the  Book  of 
Est  (3  8).  Babylonia  remained  a  focus  of  eastern 
Judaism  for  centuries,  and  from  the  discussions  in 
rabbinical  schools  there  were  elaborated  the  Talm 
of  Jerus  in  the  5th  cent,  of  our  era,  and  the  Talm  of 
Babylon  a  cent,  later.  The  two  chief  centers  of 
Mesopotamian  Judaism  were  Nehardea,  a  town  on 
the  Euphrates,  and  Nisibis  on  the  Mygdonius,  an 
affluent  of  the  Chaboras,  which  were  also  centers 
of  Syrian  Christianity. 

The  Egyp  Dispersion  is  of  special  interest  and 
importance,  and  recent  discoveries  have  thrown 

unexpected    light    upon    it.    As    far 

6.  The  back  as  the  days  of  Sheshenq,  the 
Egyptian  founder  of  the  22d  Dynasty,  the  Shi- 
Dispersion    shak  of   1  K  14  25  f;     2  Ch  12  2  f, 

who  invaded  Pal  in  the  10th  cent.  BC. 
and  engraved  on  the  S.  wall  of  the  great  Temple  ot 
Kamak  the  names  of  many  districts  and  cities  he 
had  captiured,  prisoners  of  war  and  hostages  may 
have  been  earned  off  to  Egypt  by  the  conqueror. 
At  a  later  time  Jewish  mercenaries  are  said  to  have 
fought  in  the  expedition  of  Psammetichus  II  against 
Ethiopia,  to  which  expedition  belong  the  famous 
inscriptions  of  Abu  Simbel  (594-589  BC).  So  we 
learn  from  the  well-known  Letter  of  Aristeas.  But 
the  clearest  and  best-known  example  of  a  settle- 
ment of  Jews  in  Egypt  is  that  connected  with  the 
prophet  Jeremiah.  When  Gedaliah,  the  governor 
of  Judaea,  after  the  destruction  of  Jerus  in  586  BC, 
had  been  treacherously  murdered,  the  depressed 
and  dispirited  remnant  under  Johanan,  the  son  of 
Kareah,  resolved  to  take  fli^t  into  Egypt^  against 
the  counsel  of  Jeremiah.  A  host  of  fugitives,  in- 
cluding Jeremiah  and  his  friend  Baruch,  accordingly 
set  out  thither,  and  settled  at  Mi^dol  and  Tah- 
panhes  and  Noph  (Memphis),  and  m  the  coimtry 
of  Pathros  in  upper  Eg^t  (Jer  43,  44).  It  was 
in  Egypt  with  those  fugitives  that  Jeremiah  ended 
his  life.  Many  of  the  fugitives  were  taken  prisoners 
by  Nebuchadrezzar  on  one  of  his  latest  expeditions 
to  the  west,  and  w^ere  transported  to  Babylon  (Jos, 
iln/,  X,ix,  7;  cf  Jer  43  8f). 

Of  this  colony  of  Jews  it  is  nattiral  to  see  a  strong  con- 
firmation in  the  recent  discovery  of  Aram,  papyri  at 
,  Assouan,  the  Syene  of  the  ancients.     The 

7.  Testl-  papyri  were  the  contents  of  a  deed  box  of  a 
monv  d  member  of  a  Jewish  colony  in  upper  Egypt. 
*  J:  5  and  the  deeds  refer  to  honseproperty  in 
Aramaic  which  Jews  are  concerned.  Here  then  at 
Papjrri  Assouan,  about  470  BC  is  a  colony  of  Jews 

who  have  acquired  houses  and  other  proper- 
ty, and  have  become  bankers  and  money  lenders,  within  a 


cent,  of  the  death  of  Jeremiah.  In  the  papyri  there  is  evi- 
dence of  the  existence  of  a  tribunal  of  the  Hebrews,  a  court 
where  cases  could  be  decided,  as  fully  recognized  by  law 
as  any  of  the  other  courts,  Egyp  or  Pers,  for  Egypt.  "  the 
basest  of  kingdoms."  was  then  subject  to  a  Pers  suzerain. 
Most  significant  of  all,  Jeh  is  acknowledged  as  the  God  of 
the  Jews,  and  the  existence  of  a  chapel  and  even  of  an 
altar  of  sacrifice  is  beyond  all  doubt.  Evidently  these 
Jews  in  Egypt  did  not  consider  that  an  altar  of  Jen  could 
not  stand  anywhere  else  than  at  Jerus,  or  that  outside 
Jerus  the  worship  of  the  synagogue  was  the  only  worship 
of  the  Ood  of  their  fathers.  These  facts  are  rendered 
still  more  striking  when  we  regard  them  as  a  fulfilment 
of  Isaiah's  prophecy:  "In  that  day  there  shall  be  five 
cities  in  the  land  of  Egypt  that  speak  the  language  of 
Canaan,  and  swear  to  Jehovah  of  hosts ;  one  shall  oe  called 
the  city  of  destruction.  In  that  day  there  shall  be  an  altar 
to  Jehovah  in  the  midst  of  the  land  of  Egypt,  and  a  pillar 
at  the  border  thereof  to  Jehovah"  (Isa  19  18.19).  These 
papyri  give  information  similar  to  that  which  the  clay 
tablets  discovered  at  Nippur  give  regarding  the  house  of 
Murashu  Sons  (see  Captivity)  about  the  same  time — 
the  time  when  Ezra  was  setting  out  from  Babylon  to 
restore  at  Jerus  the  worship  of  tne  temple  which  Zerub- 
babel  had  rebuilt.  It  was  just  about  a  cent,  from  the 
time  that  Jeremiah  had  gone  down  to  Egypt  that  we  have 
the  first  of  these  deeds,  and  it  was  the  grandfathers,  or 
great-grandfathers,  of  the  persons  concerned  whom  he 
had  accompanied  thither  so  much  against  his  will. 

These  papyri  were  discovered  in  1904.  and  a  year  or 

two  later,  additional  papyri  were  discovered  in  a  mound 

which  stands  on  the  site  of  the  ancient 

8.  Jewish  Elephantine  or  Yob,  an  island  in  the  Nile, 
Temnl^  on  the  frontier  also.     One  of  these  papyri 

A  o  contains    a    petition    from    the    Jewish 

at  Syene  colony  in  Elephantine  addressed  to  Bagohl 
(called  Bagoas  by  Jos,  Ant,  XI,  vii.  7),  the 
Pers  governor  of  Judah.  about  408  BC.  They  ask  for 
assistance  to  enable  them  to  rebuild  the  temple  of  Jeh  in 
Elephantine,  which  had  been  destroyed  at  the  instigation 
of  the  priests  of  the  ram-headed  Egyp  god  Khnub,  who 
had  a  temple  in  the  fortress  of  Yeb  or  Elephantine.  This 
Jewish  temple  had  been  erected  to  Jeh  at  least  125  years 
before  and  had  been  spared  by  Cambyseshi  525  BC  when 
he  destroyed  all  the  temples  erected  to  the  gods  of  Egypt. 
The  destruction  of  the  temple  at  Yeb  occurred  in  uie 
14th  year  of  Darius.  411  BC.  It  contained  an  altar  for 
burnt  sacrifice,  and  there  were  gold  and  silver  vessels  in 
which  the  blood  of  sacrifice  was  collected.  The  head  of 
the  college  of  priests  presenting  this  petition  is  Jedoniah. 
a  name  found  In  an  abbreviated  form  in  Jadon  (Neh  8  7) . 
An  attempt  has  been  made  to  show  that  the  bearers 
of  these  Heb  names  were  descended  from  the  captivity  of 
the  Northern  Kingdom.     It  is  suggested 

9.  Theories  that  they  had  come  into  Egypt  with  the 
of  the  ^^'^  army  under  Cambyses  from  their 
GwA«A  adopted  homes  in  Assjrria  and  the  cities 

I  oy ene  of  the  Medes  and  had  obtained  possessions 

Settlement    on  the  southern  frontier  of  Egypt.     Names 

believed  to  point  to  the  Northern  King- 
dom, like  Hosea  and  Menahem,  occur  very  frequently, 
but  this  is  too  narrow  a  foimdation  for  such  a  theory, 
and  the  Israelltish  origin  of  the  Syene  colonists  is  not 
established  {JQR  [1907],  441  fl).  There  is  more  to  be 
said  in  favor  of  the  view  that  they  were  the  descendants 
of  a  Jewish  military  colony.  That  Jewish  mercenuies 
fought  in  the  campaigns  of  the  Pharaohs  we  have  already 
seen.  And  that  Elephantine  was  an  important  garri- 
son town  on  the  frontier  is  also  certain.  Jos  ( A  nt,  XlV,  vi, 
2)  mentions  a  Jewish  military  colony  holding  a  post  at 
Pelusium  in  the  cent,  before  Christ,  and  this  miight  be 
a  similar  garrison  stationed  at  the  opposite  extremity  of 
the  land  in  the  5th  cent.  Such  a  garrison  would  attract 
Jews  engaged  in  business  and  in  the  occupations  of  civil 
life,  and  so  a  distinct  Jewish  community  would  be  formed. 
It  has  even  been  suggested  that  the  tidings  of  the  de- 
struction of  the  temple  at  Jerus  furnished  the  motive  to 
these  Eg3rp  Jews  to  build  the  temple  and  rear  the  altar 
of  burnt  oflFering  which  the  heathen  priests  of  Khnub 
had  destroyed. 

WhUe   the  petition  to  the   religious   authorities   at 
Jerus  indicates  that  the  priests  of  Elephantine  regarded 

their  temple  as  dependent  upon  the  temple 

10.  Im-  at  Jerus,  it  is  si^ficant  that  they  were 
nnrfflnr«k  also,  as  is  shown  in  their  letter,  in  com- 
portance  municaUon  with  Delaiah  and  Shelemiah 
01  tne  the  sons  of  Sanballat,  the  governor  of 
Discovery      Samaria.     That     this     was     Nehemiah's 

enemy  (Neh  4  1:6  1.  etc)  is  impossible, 
for  he  lived  nearly  a  cent,  earlier.  But  the  association 
with  descendants  of  his,  themselves  Samaritans,  gives  a 
schismatical  appearance  to  the  position  of  the  Elephan- 
tine temple.  The  existence  of  this  temple  with  its  priest- 
hood, its  altar  of  sacrifice,  and  its  offerings,  from  5(X) 
years  BC,  is  an  important  fact  In  the  history  of  the  Dis- 
persion. It  was  meant  to  keep  those  Jewish  exiles  true 
to  the  religion  of  tiieir  fathers  and  in  r^igious  fellowship 
with  their  brethren  in  Pal.  For  a  like  purpose  the 
Temple  of  Onias  at  Leontopolis  was  erected  in  the  early 
years  of  the  Maccabean  struggle.  Onias  had  to  flee  from 
Jerus  with  a  number  of  priests  and  Levites.  and  for  the 
aid  he  rendered  to  Ptolemy  Philometor,  the  king  of 
^syptf  he  received  a  gift  of  land  upon  which  he  built  a 
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temple  like  to  the  Temple  at  Jems.  Professor  Flinders 
Petne  believes  he  has  discovered  this  temple  of  Onias 
IV  at  Tel  el-Yehudiyeh  {Hykao*  and  Israelite  Citiea,  31). 
The  discovery  confirms  the  account  given  of  the  temple 
by  Jos.  who  is  our  only  authority  for  its  erection  (Ani, 
XlII.lii.2;  XIV,  viii.2). 

The  Elephantin^yene  papyri  have  added  a  new 
and  valuaole  chapter  to  OT  history.  We  know 
now  of  a  Jewish  temple  in  Egypt  which 
11.  A  New  certainly  reaches  400  years  farther 
Chapter  of  into  antiquity  than  the  temple  of 
OT  Onias  IV  at  Leontoi)oli8,  and  we  obtain 

History  important  information  as  to  the  rela- 
tions of  its  priesthood  with  the  leaders 
of  the  Jems  Jews  and  the  Samaritans.  We  know 
now  from  uhbiased  authorities  that  the  Jewish 
settlements  in  the  Valley  of  the  Nile  are  much  older 
than  has  hitherto  been  believed.  We  have  valuable 
confirmation  not  only  of  the  notices  in  the  Book  of 
Jer,  but  also  of  the  statements  in  the  later  Helle- 
nistic Ut.  Moreover,  it  is  now  shown  that  the  skep- 
ticism which  has  prevailed  in  some  quarters  as  to 
the  very  existence  of  any  considerable  Egyp  Dis- 
persion before  the  time  of  Alexander  the  Great  is 
unwarranted  (Peters,  Die  judische  Gemeinde  von 
ElepharUinSSyene,  50  f;  Schtirer,  GJV\  III,  19  f). 

What  exactly  were  the  fortunes  of  this  Jewish 
community  at  a  later  time,  no  record  has  yet  been 
found  to  tell.  Possiblv  it  decayed  in 
IS.  Alex-  course  of  time,  for  Herodotus  who 
andrian  viEdted  Egypt  about  450  BC  makes  no 
Judaism  mention  of  it  and  found  no  Jews  in 
sufficient  numbers  to  attract  his  atten- 
tion. It  was  undoubtedly  with  the  founding  of 
Alexandria  in  332  BC  that  the  flourishing  period  of 
Judaism  in  Egypt  commenced.  Alexander  the 
Great  had  hastened  from  the  field  of  victory  at 
Issus  333  BC,  throuj^h  Syria  by  way  of  Tyre,  the 
siege  of  which  occupied  him  some  months,  showing 
clemency  to  the  inhabitants  of  Jems  and  severity 
to  the  reccJcitranl  inhabitants  of  Gaza  till  by  its 
eastern  gate  he  entered  Egypt  and  took  possession 
of  the  Ifuid  of  the  Pharaohs.  The  Jews  appear  to 
have  been  friendly  to  Macedonian  conquest,  and 
in  Alexander's  new  city  they  received  the  rights  of 
citizenship  and  two  quarters  all  to  themselves.  That 
they  were  restricted  to  their  own  quarters  does  not 
I4)pear,  and  in  the  time  of  Philo,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Christian  era,  thev  had  synagogues  and 
S laces  of  prayer  in  all  parts  of  the  city.  Alexander 
ied  in  3^  BC  but  the  favor  which  he  had  accorded 
to  the  Jews  was  continued  by  the  Ptolemies  who 
succeeded  to  his  Egyp  empire.  The  first  Ptolemy, 
Ll^gi  or  Soter  (322-^  BC),  increased  the  Jewish 
population  of  Alexandria  by  raids  into  Pal  on  which 
ne  brought  back  a  large  number  of  captives,  both 
Jews  and  Samaritans.  Other  Jews,  hearing  of  his 
liberality  and  of  the  prosperity  of  their  coreligion- 
ists, were  attracted  to  Egypt  and  settled  in  Alex- 
ancMa  of  their  own  accord  (Jos,  ArUf  XII,  i,  1). 
Under  their  own  ethnarch  thev  enjoyed  great  pros- 
perity and  had  full  religious  liberty.  The  principal 
synagogue  of  the  city  was  on  a  scale  of  great  mag- 
mfioence.  In  the  reign  of  Ptolemy  Philometor  (182- 
146  BC)  they  were  sQlowed  to  set  up  the  temple  at 
Leontopolis.  as  we  have  alread]^  noticed.  In  the 
time  of  Philo  the  Jewish  colony  in  Egypt  was  con- 
sidered to  number  a  million. 

It  was  in  Alexandria  that  the  Jews  first  came  so 
powerfully  under  the  influence  of  Hellenism,  and 
here  that  the  peculiar  Graeco-Jewish 
18.  The  philosophy  sprang  up  of  which  Philo 
Tews  and  was  the  most  notable  representative. 
HelleniBin  The  same  soil  was  eminently  favorable 
to  early  Christianity  which  had  from 
the  end  of  the  2d  cent,  onward  its  greatest  teachers 
and  their  learned  catechetical  school.  See  Alex- 
andria. 


The  great  monument  of  Hellenistic  Judaism,  which 
had  Its  chief  seat  in  Alexandria,  is  the  LXX  tr  of  the 
tA    Tu  ^"^^  "^^^ich  became  such  a  powerful  vrae- 

14.  Tne  paralio  evangelica,  and  was  the  Bible  of 
SeDtuafldnt     the  Apostles  and  the  first  Christians,  even 

*^  *^  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  Himself.  It 
is  ascribed  in  the  Letter  of  Aristeae  to  the  interest  of 
Ptolemy  II  Philadelphus  (285-247  BC)  in  a  proposal  to 
secure  a  copy  of  the  Jewish  L<aw  In  an  accessible  tr  for 
the  famous  Royal  Library.  It  is  more  likely  that  as 
familiarity  with  their  Hob  tongue  diminished  in  their 
new  surroundings,  the  need  of  an  intelligible  version  of 
the  Law  to  begin  with  was  felt,  and  Jewish  hands  were 
set  to  work  to  produce  it.  In  course  of  time  the  rest 
followed,  but  from  the  tradition  of  its  being  the  work  of 
70  or  72  translators  it  is  known  as  the  LXX.    See  Sbp- 

TUAGINT. 

The  question  has  been  raised  whether  too  much 
has  not  been  made  of  a  Jewish  community  in  Alex- 
andria so  early,  and  it  has  been  asserted 

15.  Early  that  we  ean  scarcely  speak  of  a  Jewish 
Evidence  of  Dispersion  anywhere  before  the  Macca- 
a  Jewish  bean  period  in  the  second  half  of  the 
Community  2d  cent.  BC.    The  evidence  as  we  have 

seen  points  to  the  existence  of  Jewish 
communities  contmuously  from  the  days  of  Jere- 
miah. Papjrri  prove  the  presence  of  Jews  in  Egypt, 
not  only  in  the  towns  but  in  coimtry  districts  from 
a  comparatively  early  period.  A  remarkable  in- 
scription has  recently  come  to  light  showing  that 
at  Schedia,  some  20  miles  from  Alexandria,  there 
existed  a  Jewish  community  which  had  built  a  syna- 
gogue and  dedicated  it  to  the  honor  of  Ptolemy  III 
Euergetes  (247-222  BC)  and  his  queen  Berenice. 
If  such  a  community  was  organized  in  the  little 
town  of  Schedia  at  that  date,  we  can  well  believe 
the  cosmopolitan  city  of  Alexandria  to  have  had  a 
considerable  Jewish  community  at  a  still  earlier 
date. 

When  we  turn  to  Syria,  we  find  large  numbers  of 
Jews,  notwithstanding  the  hatred  of  Greeks,  and 

Syrians.    Jos  (BJ,  VII,  iii,  3)  says 

16.  Disper-  that  it  is  the  country  which  has  the 

sion  in  Syria  largest  percentage  of  Jewish  inhabit- 
ants, and  Antioch  among  the  towns 
of  Syria  had  the  preeminence.  In  Damascus^  which 
seems  to  have  Had  a  Jewish  quarter  or  Jewish  ba- 
zaars in  the  days  of  Ahab  (1  K  20  34  and  Burney's 
note  ad  loc),  the  Jewish  population  was  numbered 
by  thousands.  From  Galilee  and  Gilead  and  the 
region  of  the  Hauran,  Judas  Maccabaeus  and  his 
brother  Jonathan  brought  bodies  of  Jews,  who  were 
settlers  among  a  pagan  population,  for  safety  to 
Judaea  (1  Mace  5). 

Even  in  Arabia  Judaism  had  considerable  footing. 
Edward  Olaser,  who  prosecuted  valuable  archaeological 

researches  in  Arabia  (see  Hilprecht,  Recent 
17    In  Reeearchea  in  Bible  Lands,  131  ff),  professes 

AmKSa  ^  have  found  Himyarltlc  inscriptions  of 

AraDia  the  4th  and  5th  cents,  of  our  era  which 

are  monotheistic  and  therefore  Jewish,  but 
there  is  still  uncertainty  as  to  this.  In  the  beginninK  of 
the  6th  cent,  a  Jewish  king  actuallv  reigned  m  Arabia, 
and  because  of  his  persecution  of  the  Christians  he  was 
attacked  and  overthrown  by  the  Christian  king  of  Abyv- 
sinia. 

Of  the  widespread  distribution  of  the  Dispersion 
in  Asia  Minor  tnere  is  abundant  testimony,  not  only 
in  the  texts  of  the  apostles,  but  in  clas- 
18.  In  Asia  sical  and  early  Christian  lit.  and  in  the 
Minor  epigraphic  lit.  which  has  been  accumu- 

lating for  the  last  30  years.  At  Per- 
gamum,  in  Lydia.  m  Karia,  at  Magnesia,  at  Tralles, 
at  Miletum,  m  Cappadocia,  Bithynia,  and  Pontus, 
considerable  Jewish  communities  existed  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Christian  era.  At  Smvma  the  Jews 
played  a  prominent  part  in  the  death  of  Polvcarp 
155  AD,  being  esp.  zealous  in  heaping  up  fagots 
upon  the  fire  that  consumed  the  martvr.  In  his 
(JilieB  and  BUkoprics  of  Phrygia  Sir  William  Ram- 
say mentions  numerous  indications  found  on  inscrip- 
tions of  Jewish  settlers,  and  his  chapter  on  'The 
Jews  in  Phrygia''  focuses  the  results  of  his  inquirieB 
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(op.  cit.,  667  ft;  cf  649  ft).  He  has  also  made  it 
extremely  probable  that  long  before  St.  Paul's  day 
there  was  a  strong  body  of  Jews  in  Tarsus  of  Cilicia, 
and  he  holds  that  a  Jewish  colonjr  was  settled  there 
as  early  as  171  EC.  "The  Seleucid  kings,"  he  says, 
like  the  Ptolemies,  ''used  the  Jews  as  an  element  of 
the  colonies  which  they  foimded  to  strengthen  their 
hold  on  Phrygia  and  other  countries/'  But  it  is 
difficult  to  trace  out  the  profound  influence  they 
exerted  in  the  development  of  their  country  from 
the  fact  that  they  adopted  to  such  an  extent  Gr  and 
Rom  names  and  manners,  and  were  thus  almost 
indistinguishable.  At  Laodicea  and  Hierapolis 
there  have  been  found  many  evidences  of  their 
presence:  for  example,  at  the  latter  place  an  in- 
scription on  a  gravestone  tells  how  the  deceased 
Publius  Aelius  Glycon  mortified  a  sum  of  money  to 
provide  for  the  decoration  of 'his  tomb  every  year 
at  the  Feast  of  Unleavened  Bread. 

The  Dispersion  among  the  Greeks  proper  had 

attained  to  considerable  dimensions  in  the  time  of 

Christ.     Philo,  as  noticed  above,  men- 

19.  Among  tions  Thessaly,  Boeotia,  Macedonia, 
Greeks  Aetolia,  Attica,  Argos,  Corinth  and  the 
Proper  fairest  and  most  fertile  parts  of  the 

Peloponnesus  as  having  Jewnsh  in- 
habitants. Inscriptions  recovered  from  Delphi  and 
elsewhere  relating  to  the  manumission  of  slaves  in 
the  2d  cent.  BC  contain  the  names  of  Jews  (Deiss- 
mann,  Light  from  the  Ancient  East,  325  f).  In 
Sparta  and  Sicyon,  Jews  lived  in  the  days  of  the 
Maccabees  (1  Mace  15  23).  At  Philippi  we  know 
from  Acts  16  16  there  was  a  proaeuche,  or  place  of 
of  praver,  and  at  Thessalonica,  Berea,  Athens,  Cor- 
inth there  were  synagogues  in  St.  Paul's  time.  On 
the  islands  of  the  Greek  archipelago  and  the  Mediter- 
ranean there  were  Jews.  Cjrprus,  the  home  of  Bar- 
nabas, had  a  large  Jewish  population;  and  Euboea 
and  Crete  are  named  by  rhilo  as  Jewish  centers. 
Rhodes  has  the  distinction  of  havins  produced  two 
opponents  of  Judaism  in  the  first  half  of  the  1st 
cent.  BC.  Clearchus  of  Soli,  a  disciple  of  Aristotle, 
introduces  in  one  of  his  dialogues  a  Jew  from  Coele- 
Syria,  Hellenic  not  in  speech  only  but  in  mind,  rep- 
resenting him  as  having  come  in  his  travels  to  Asia 
Minor  and  there  conversed  with  Aristotle.  Such 
an  experience  may  have  been  rare  so  early;  the 
incident  may  not  be  fact,  but  fiction;  yet  such  as  it 
is  it  tells  a  tale  of  the  spread  of  Judaism. 

The  relations  of  Rome  with  the  Jewish  people 
lend  special  interest  to  the  Dispersion  there.    Jews 

do  not  appear  to  have  been  settled  in 

20.  The  Rome  before  the  Maccabean  period. 
Roman  There  is  a  certain  pathos  in  the  appeal 
Dispersion    made  to  the  Rom  state  by  Judas  Mac- 

cabaeus,  amid  the  difficulties  that  were 
gathering  round  his  position,  for  ''a  league  of  amity 
and  confederacy"  with  the  Rom  people  (1  Mace  8 
17-32).  His  brother  and  successor,  Jonathan,  fol- 
lowed this  up  later  (12  1-4.16).  And  in  140  BC 
Simon  sent  a  delegation  which  concluded  a  treatv, 
offensive  and  defensive,  with  Rome,  which  was  duly 
intimated  by  the  Senate  to  their  allies  in  various 
countries,  esp.  of  the  East.  During  the  stay  of  the 
mission  at  Rome  its  members  seem  to  have  made 
attempts  at  religious  propagandism,  and  the  praetor 
Hispatus  compelled  tnem  to  return  to  their  homes 
for  attempting  to  corrupt  Rom  morals  by  introduo- 
ing  the  worship  of  Jupiter  Sabazius  which  is  no 
doubt  the  Rom  interpretation  of  the  Lord  of  Hosts 
(Jehovah  Sabaoth).  But  ere  long  in  Rome,  as  in 
Alexandria,  they  formed  a  colony  by  themselves, 
occupying  Trastevere,  the  Transtibenne  portion  of 
the  city^  together  with  an  island  in  the  Tibier.  Their 
prosperity  grew  with  their  numbers.  When  Cicero 
m  59  BC  was  defending  Flaccus  he  speaks  of  gold 
bdng  sent  out  of  Italy,  and  all  the  provinces,  to 


Jems,  and  there  was  present  among  his  listeners 

a  large  body  of  Jews  interested  in  the  case.    When 

Pompey  had  captured  Jerus  in  63  BC, 

21.  Jews  he  brought  back  with  him  to  Rome 
and  a  number  of  Jewish  captives.  They 
Pompey        were  sold  as  slaves,  but  many  of  them 

received  their  freedom  and  rights  to 
citizenship.  W^hen  Julius  Caesar,  who  was  a  great 
patron  and  protector  of  the  Jews,  was  assassinated, 

they  wept  over  him  for  nights  on  end. 

22.  Jews  Augustus  protected  and  encouraged 
and  the  them.  Tiberius,  however,  adopted  re- 
First  pressive  measures  towiurd  them^  and 
Caesars        4,000  Jews  were  deported  by  him  to 

Sardinia  while  others  were  driven  out 
of  the  city.  With  the  downfall  of  Sejanus,  the 
imworthy  favorite  of  Tiberius,  this  repressive  policy 
was  reversed  and  they  were  allowed  to  return  to 
Rome.  Claudius  agam  devised  measures  against 
them  (c  60  AD),  andf  they  were  banished  from  the 
city.    They  had,  however,  so  multiplied  and  they 

had  attained  such  influence  that  it  was 

23.  Influ-  impossible  to  get  rid  of  them  alto- 
ence  of  gether.  Their  customs  and  religious 
Jews  in  fhe  observances  brou^t  down  upon  them 
Early  Ro-  the  scorn  of  Juvenal  and  others,  while 
man  Empire  their  faith  and  worship  had  attractions 

for  the  thoughtful  and  the  superstitious. 

**  The  Jews  from  the  time  of  the  first  Caesar,"  says  Sir 
Samuel  Dill,  "have  worked  their  way  into  every  class  of 
society.  A  Jewish  prince  had  inspired  Caligula  with  an 
oriental  ideal  of  monarchy.  There  were  adherents  of 
Judaism  in  the  household  of  the  great  f  reedmen  of  Claudi- 
us, and  their  growing  influence  and  turbulence  compelled 
that  emperor  to  expel  the  race  from  his  capital.  The 
worldly,  pleasure-loving  Poppaea  had.  perhaps,  yielded 
to  the  mysterious  charms  of  the  religion  of  Moses.  But  it 
was  under  the  Flavians,  who  had  such  close  associations 
with  Judaea,  that  Jewish  influences  made  themselves 
most  felt.  And  in  the  reign  of  Domitisii.  two  members 
of  the  imperial  house,  along  with  many  others,  suffered 
for  following  the  Jewish  mode  of  life  {Roman  Society 
from  Nero  to  Marcue  Aureliue,  S4). 

In  recent  excavations,  which  have  laid  bare  much 
of  subterranean  Rome,  many  Jewish  tombs  have 
been  examined  and  have  3rielded  much  addition^d 
knowledge  of  the  conditions  of  Jewish  life  in  the 
capital  of  the  Caesars.  Probably  Jews  |p*acing 
Pompey's  triumph  after  his  Syrian  campaign,  61 
BC,  made  the  first  Rom  catacombs  similar  to  those 
on  Jewish  hillsides  and  esp.  roimd  Jerus j  and  in 
these  Jewish  catacombs  pagans  and  Christians  were 
never  laid. 

In  Italy,  apart  from  Rom  and  Southern  Italy, 

where  they  were  widely  spread,  the  number  of  Jews 

at  the  beginning  of  our  era  was  not 

24.  Jews  in  large.  In  Southern  Gaul  they  were 
Italy,  Gaul,  numerous  and  in  Spain  they  were  nu- 
Spain  and  merous  and  powerful.  In  North  Africa 
North  there  were  Jewish  communities  in 
Africa            many  centers,  and  Cyrene  was  the 

home  of  a  large  and  flourishing  Jewish 
population. 

It  is  not  easy  to  form  a  trustworthy  estimate  of 
the  Jewish  population  of  the  world  in  the  times  of 
Cnrist.  Hamack  reckons  up  four  or 
26.  Num-  four  and  a  half  miUions  (Expansion  of 
bers  of  the  Christianityy  I,  10)  within  the  Rom 
Dispersion  Empire.  The  Judaism  of  the  Disper- 
sion would  at  least  be  several  times 
more  numerous  than  the  Judaism  of  Pal. 

The  question  has  been  discussed  how  far  the  Jews 
of  the  Dispersion  recruited  their  ranks  by  proselyt- 
ism.  That  they  should  mamtain  a 
26.  Jewish  propaganda  on  behalf  of  their  ancestral 
Proselytism  faith  would  only  be  in  keeping  with 
the  character  of  their  religion  as  a 
religion  of  revelation.  Although  they  had  to  live 
within  'Hhe  hedge  of  the  Law"  to  protect  them 
against  the  corruptions  and  idolatries  of  the  Gentiles, 
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there  was  nevertheless  at  the  heart  of  Judaism  a 
missionary  purpose,  as  we  see  from  the  universalism 
of  the  Pbs  and  the  Prophets.  Judaism  was  bur- 
dened with  a  message  which  concerned  all  men,  to 
the  effect  that  there  was  one  God,  holy  and  s{)iritual, 
Creator  of  heaven  and  earth,  who  had  committed  to 
the  family  of  Abraham  in  trust  for  the  world  His 
Law.  To  witness  for  the  Living  God,  and  to  pro- 
claim His  Law,  was  the  chief  element  of  the  Jewish 
propaganda  in  the  Rom  empire,  and  their  system 
of  proselytism  enabled  them  to  gain  adherents  in 
numbers.  In  this  the  OT  Scriptures  and  the  ob- 
servance of  the  Sabbath  were  important  factors, 
and  enabled  them  to  win  the  adherence  of  intelligent 
and  educated  people. 

That  the  Jews  of  the  Dispersion  had  an  internal 
organization  with  courts  of  their  own,  having  con- 
siderable jurisdiction,  not  only  in  spirit- 

27.  Xntemal  ual  but  m  civil  affairs,  there  is  no 
Organiza-     doubt.  ^  This  would  only  be  in  accord- 
tion  ance  with  the  analogy  of  their  consti- 
tution as  seen  in  the  NT,  and  of  their 

commercial  organization  in  many  lands  to  this  day. 

In  all  the  lands  of  their  Dispersion  the  Jews  never 

lost  touch  with  the  land  of  tneir  fathers,  or  Jems. 

the  city  of  the  Great  King.    The  bona 

28.  Unity  of  unity  was  maintained  by  the  pilgrim- 
of  fhe  Jew-  ages  thev  made  from  all  the  coimtries 
ish  People    where  they  were  scattered  to  their 

three  great  national  feasts;  by  the 
payment  of  the  half-shekel  toward  the  services  of 
the  Temple  as  long  as  it  stood;  and  by  their  volun- 
tary submission,  so  long  as  they  had  a  national 
pobty,  to  the  decrees  of  the  great  Sanhedrin. 

That  Judaism  was  influenced  in  its  Dispersion  by 
contact  of  the  larger  world  of  life  and  thought  in 

which  the  Jews  had  their  place  outside 

29.  Disper-  of  Pal  we  can  see  by  the  example  of 
sion  Influ-  Alexandria.  It  was  there  that  it  felt 
enced  by  most  {powerfully  the  penetrating  and 
Greek  pervasive  influence  of  Gr  thought,  and 
Thought       the  large  apocryphal  and  apocalyptic 

lit.  which  sprang  up  there  is  one  of  the 
most  notable  results.  ''The  Alexandrian  Jew  was 
in  reality  both  a  Jew  and  a  Greek;  he  held  the  faith 
of  Jeh  and  sincerely  worshipped  the  God  of  his 
fathers,  but  he  spoke  the  Gr  language,  had  received 
a  Gr  education,  and  had  contracted  many  Gr  ideas 
and  habits.  Still  those  in  his  position  were  Jews 
first,  and  Greeks  afterward,  and  on  all  'the  funda- 
mentals' were  in  thorou^  sympathy  with  their 
Palestinian  brethren"  (Fairweather,  From  the  Exile 
to  the  Advent,  109  f). 

The  Jewish  people  thus  widely  distributed  over 
the  Rom  world  with  their  monotheism,  with  their 

Scriptures,  and  with  their  Messianic 

30.  The  hopes,  dia  much  to  prepare  the  way 
Dispersion  for  the  advent  of  the  Redeemer  who 
a  Prepara-  was  to  be  the  fulfilment  of  Jewish  ex- 
tion  for  the  pectation  and  hope.  It  was  due  to 
Advent  of  the  strange  and  unique  ii^uence  of 
Christ  Judaism  and  to  the  circulation  of  the 

glowing  visions  of  Israel's  prophets 
among  the  nations,  that  there  was  so  widespread 
an  expectation,  mentioned  by  Tacitus,  by  Sue- 
tonius and  by  Jos,  that  from  Judaea  would  arise  a 
Ruler  whose  dominion  would  be  over  all.  It  is  now 
believed  that  Virgil's  conception  of  the  Better  Age 
which  was  to  be  inaugurated  by  the  birth  of  a  child 
was  derived  from  Isaiah's  prophecies.  And  not 
only  did  the  Jewish  Dispersion  thus  prepare  the 
way  for  the  world's  Redeemer  in  the  fulness  of  the 
time,  but  when  He  had  come  and  suffered  and  died 
and  risen  and  ascended,  it  furnished  a  valuable  auxil- 
iary to  the  proclamation  of  the  gospel.  Wherever 
the  apostles  and  the  first  preachers  traveled  with 
the  good  news,  they  found  Jewish  communities 


to  whom  they  offered  first  the  great  salvation. 
The  synagogue  services  lent  themselves  most  effect- 
ively to  the  minist^  of  St.  Paul  and 
31.  An  his  colleagues,  and  it  was  to  the  syna- 

Auxiliaiy       gogue  that  they  first  repaired  in  ever^ 
to  the  city  they  visited.    Even  to  this  day  this 

Spread  of  preservation  of  "the  dispersed  of  Israel" 
the  Gospel  is  one  of  the  marvels  of  the  Divine 
government  of  the  world,  proving  the 
truth  of  the  word  of  God  by  one  of  the  earliest 
prophets:  "I  will  sift  the  house  of  Israel  among  all 
the  nations,  like  as  grain  is  sifted  in  a  sieve,  yet 
shall  not  the  least  kernel  fall  upon  the  earth"  (Am 
9  9). 

LiTEBATURB.— SchUrer,(7/V<,  III,  1  flf ;  Hamack,  Expats 
9ion  of  Chriatianity,  I,  1-40;  Fairweather,  Background  of 
the  Gospel  and  From  the  Exile  to  the  Advent;  Jew  Enc,  art- 
"Diaspora" ;  Sayce  and  Cowley,  Aram. Paptfri  Discovered  at 
Aaauan;  Oesterley  and  Box,  Religion  and  Worehip  of  the 
Synagogue, 

T.  NiCOL 

DISPERSION  OF  NATIONS.  See  Babel; 
Dispersion;  Table  of  Nations. 

DISPOSITION,  dis-p6-zish'un  (StaraYaC,  dia- 
tcLjgai):  Only  in  Acts  7  63,  "received  the  law  by  the 
disposition  of  angels,"  where  it  bears  the  meaning 
of  "administration";  RV  "as  it  was  ordained  by 
angels." 

DISPUTATION,  dis-pfl-ta'shun:  In  Acts  16  2, 
RV  reads  "questioning"^  for  AV  "disputation"  (Gr 
suzkesis).  In  Rom  14  1,  AV  "doubtful  disputa- 
tions" becomes  in  RV  "decision  of  scruples'  (Gr 
diakriseis  dialogismdUf  lit.  "discussions  of  doubts"). 
The  Gr  in  neither  case  implies  what  the  word  "dis- 
pute" has  come  to  mean  in  modern  £ng.,  but  rather 
"to  discuss"  or  "argue." 

DISTAFF,  dis'taf  i^^^ ,  peUkh) :  This  word  oc- 
curs once  in  Prov  31  19;  "spindle"  is  found  in  the 
same  passage.  In  RV  the  meanings  of  the  two 
words  nave  Deen  exchanged.    See  Spinning. 

DISTIL,  dis-til':  Only  found  twice  in  the  Eng. 
Bible  (Dt  32  2;  Job  36  27),  in  both  cases  in  its 
original  meaning  of  "to  fall  in  drops,"  as  dew  or 
rain  (derived  through  Fr.  from  Lat  de,  "down," 
etilloj  *  'to  drop' ' ) .  It  does  not  occur  in  its  later  tech- 
nical sense,  for  the  process  we  call  distillation  was 
not  known  in  ancient  times. 

DISTINCTLY,  dis-tinkt'li:  OnlyNeh  8  8,  "They 
read  in  the  book,  in  the  law  of  God,  distinctly. 
Probably  the  better  rendering  is  RVm  "with  an 
interpretation,"  i.e.  translating  into  Aram.  The  Heb 
word  is  a  part,  of  vb.  pdrash^  "to  make  distinct." 
The  corresponding  Aram,  word  occurs  in  Ezr  4  18 
=  "plainly^'  AV  and  RV,  better  "translated"  RVm. 

DITCH,  dich:  The  word  is  used  indiscriminately 
in  AV  to  represent  at  least  three  different  ideas:  a 
conduit  or  trench  (2  K  3  16);  a  reservoir  or  cis- 
tern; or  simply  a  pit  or  hole  in  the  ground.  In  RV 
this  distinction  is  observed  more  carefully.  Cf 
Job  9  31;  Ps  7  15  ("pit"),  and  Isa  22  11  ("reser- 
voir"), the  former  meaning  a  pit  or  any  similar 
place  of  destruction  or  corruption ;  the  latter  a  reser- 
voir or  cistern  of  water.  The  NT  usage  (Mt  16 
14  AV)  corresponds  somewhat  with  the  former. 
Seealso2  K  3  16  ("trenches"). 

DIVERS,  di'verz,  DIVERSE,  dl-vQrs',  DIVER- 
SITIES, di-vtir'si-tiz:  "Divers*'  meaning  "vari- 
ous," "different  in  kind,"  is  now  obsolete  and 
used  only  as  a  synonym  of  "several,"  i.e.  more  than 
one.  The  distinction  between  "divers"  and  "di- 
verse" in  AV  seems  to  be  that  the  former  is  the 


Dives 
Divinatioii 
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wider  term,  the  latter  being  restricted  to  the  mean- 
ing of  '^different  in  kind,  while  ' 'divers"  is  also 
used  to  express  difference  of  number.  RV  retains 
' 'diverse"  in  all  instances  but  changes  ''divers" 
nearly  everywhere,  except  where  it  has  the  meaning 
"several."  Cf  Mt  24  7:  Lk  21  11;  He  9  10, 
et  al.  It  is  hard  to  unaerstand  why  RV  retains 
"divers"  as  a  tr  of  xowc/Xot,  voikUoa,  in  Mt  4  24; 
Mk  1  34,  et  al.,  because  poildlos  certainly  cannot 
have  the  meaning  "several  but  "different  m  kind," 
and  the  idea  expressed  in  these  passages  is  not  that 
some  of  the  people  had  several  dis^ises  but  that 
different  people  had  different  kinds  of  diseases. 
The  same  is  true  in  He  IS  9  where  "divers"  does 
not  refer  to  number  but  to  various  kinds  of  teach- 
ing. He  2  4  and  Jas  1  2  rightly  change  the  read- 
ing of  AV  "divers"  to  "manifold." 

In  other  passages  RV  changes  "divers"  to  "di- 
verse," and  thus  renders  the  idea  of  the  original 
text  ^'different  in  kind."  Cf  Dt  25  13  f ;  Prov  20 
10.23.  Other  passages  are  changed  the  better  to 
render  the  original  text:  Dt  22  9,  "two  kinds  of 
seed";  Jgs  6  30,  "dyed";  2  Ch  80  11,  "certain 
men";  Mk  8  3  and  Acts  19  9,  "some."  AV  reads 
in  all  these  passages  "divers."  RV  changes  AV 
He  1  1  "at  sundry  times  and  in  divers  manners," 
an  expression  often  found  in  Old  Eng.,  to  "by  divers 
portions  and  in  divers  manners." 

"Diversities"  is  found  twice  as  tr  of  dialpetrit, 
diairesis,  lit.  "distribution"  (1  Cor  12  4ff),  but 
RV  changes  AV,  1  Cor  12  28,  "diversities"  to 
'Idivers  kinds,"  as  tr  of  t^pv,  p^5,  "kinds." 

A.  L.  Brbblich 

DIVES,  dl'vSz.    See  Lazarus. 

DIVIDE,  di-vid':  It  is  difficult  to  decide  whether 
^ST,  rOgha'  (Job  26  12;  Isa  61  15;  Jer  81  35) 
should  be  rendered  "to  stir  up"  or  "to  still."  The 
Heb  has  both  meaning.  Some  render  "He  causes 
the  sea  to  tremble . ' '  RV  reads ' 'to  stir' '  in  text  and 
"to  still"  in  mardn,  while  AV  has  "to  divide"  in  all 
three  cases.    2  Ch  86  13,  "carried  them  quickly" 

(AV  "divided  them  speedily").  Since  pbn ,  fUOat, 
may  mean  either  "to  distribute"  or  "to  be  smooth," 
Hos  10  2  reads  "their  heart  is  divided"  in  the  text, 
but  offers  "smooth"  in  margin  (AV  "divided"). 
The  Gr  dpOorofUta^  orthotomidf  means  "to  cut 
straight,"  hence  the  more  lit.  tr  of  2  Tim  2  15, 
"handling  aright  the  word  of  truth"  (note  "holding 
a  straight  course  in  the  way  of  truth"  or  "rightly 
dividing  the  word  of  truth";  AV  "rightly  mvid- 
ing").  A.  L.  Brebuch 

DIVINATION,  div-i-n5'shun: 

1.  Definition 

2.  Kinds  of  Divination 

3.  Fundamental  Assumption  in  Divination 

4.  Legitimate  and  IlleRitimate  Divination 

5.  The  Bible  and  Divination 

6.  Modes  of  Divination  Mentioned  in  the  Bible:   Those 
Approved  and  Those  Condemned 

7.  Terms  Used  in  the  OT 

8.  Divination  and  Prophecy 

LlTEBATUBB 

Divination  is  the  act  of  obtaining  secret  knowl- 
edge, csp.  that  which  relates  to  the  future,  by  means 
within  the  reach  almost  exclusively  of 

1.  Defini-     special  classes  of  men. 

tion  Of  this  there  are  two  main  species: 

(1)  artificial^  (2)  inspirational,  or,  as 
it  was  called  in  ancient  times  (Cicero,  Lord  Bacon, 
etc),  natural  divination.     Artiificial  divination  de- 
pends on  the  skill  of  the  agent  in  read- 

2.  Kinds  of  mg  and  in  interpreting  certain  signs 
Divination    called  omens.    Sec  Augury.     In  in- 
spirational or  natural  divination  the 

agent  is  professedly  under  the  immediate  influence 
of  some  spirit  or  god  who  enables  the  diviner  to  see 


the  future,  etc,  and  to  utter  oracles  embodying  what 
he  sees.  Among  the  Romans  artificial  divination 
prevailed  almost  exclusively,  the  other  having  vogue 
largely  among  the  Greeks,  a  proof  surelv  of  the 
more  spiritual  trend  of  the  Gr  mind.  Yet  that  great 
Roman,  Cicero,  in  his  memorable  treatise  on  Dwina- 
tioUf  says  he  agrees  with  those  who  take  cognizance 
of  these  two  aistinct  kinds  of  divination.  As  ex- 
amples of  inspirational  divination  he  instances  men 
dreaming  or  m  a  state  of  ecstasy  (De  Divinatione, 
i.  18).  But  though  Cicero  arranges  diviners  accord- 
ing to  their  pretentions,  he  does  not  believe  in  any 
superhuman  communication.  Thus  he  explains 
dreams  on  psychological  principles  much  as  modem 
psycholop;ist8  would  (op.  cit.  u.63ff).  As  a  matter 
of  fact  Cicero  was  an  atheist,  or  at  least  an  agnostic. 

The  Lat  word  diviruUio  was  confined  almost  ex- 
clusively to  divination  by  outward  signs,  thou^  its 
etymology  (deus.  ''god'')  suggests  that  it  denoted 
originally  the  otner  kind — that  due  to  the  inspirsr 
tion  of  superhuman  beings.  Chrysippus  (d.  at 
Athens  207  BC).  though  himself  a  Ur  philosopher, 
defines  the  word  in  a  way  which  would  have  com- 
manded the  approval  of  nearly  every  Rom,  includ- 
ing Cicero  himself  who  gives  it.  "Divination," 
Cicero  makes  him  say  (op.  cit.  ii.63),  is  ''a  power 
in  man  which  foresees  and  explains  those  signs  which 
the  gods  throw  in  his  way."  The  Greeks  were,  on 
the  other  hand,  a  more  imaginative  and  emotional 
people,  and  witn  them  inspirational  divination  held 
much  the  larger  place.  The  Gr  mdntis  {itAmi) 
bears  a  close  resemblance  to  the  OT  prophet,  for 
both  claimed  to  be  inspired  from  without  and  to  be 
superhumanly  informed.  The  Gr  term  for  divina- 
tion {he)  manlike  (—he  manlikt  Uchne)  has  refer- 
ence to  the  work  of  the  mantis^  and  it  hardly  ever 
means  divination  of  the  lower  sort — ^that  by  means 
of  signs. 

Underlving  all  methods  of  divination  there  lay 
the  belief  that  certain  superhuman  spiritual  beings 
(gods,  spints)  possess  the  secret 
8.  Funda-  knowledge  desirea  by  men,  and  that, 
mental  As-  on  certain  conditions,  they  are  willing 
sumption  in  to  impart  it. 

Divination  (1)  The  word  "divination"  itself, 
from  deusy  "god,"  or  diouBy  "pertaining 
to  god,"  carries  with  it  the  notion  that  the  informa- 
tion obtained  came  from  deity.  Similarly  the  Gr 
manlike  implies  that  the  message  comes  to  the 
mantis  from  gods  or  spirits  by  way  of  inspiration. 

(2)  Astrology,  or  astromancy,  is  but  one  form  of 
divination  anTit  rests  upon  the  ultimate  belief  that 
the  heavenly  bodies  are  deities  controUing  the  des- 
tinies of  men  and  revealing  the  future  to  those  who 
have  eyes  to  see.  According  to  the  WeUanachavr 
ung  or  conception  of  the  universe  advocated  by 
Hugo  Winckler,  Alfred  Jeremias  (see  The  OT  inihe 
Light  of  the  East)  and  others,  terrestrial  events  are 
but  shadows  of  the  celestial  realities  (cf  Plato's  doc- 
trine of  ideas).  These  latter  represented  the  mind 
of  the  gods  (see  Astboloot  sees.  1,2). 

(3)  On  hepatoscopy,  or  divining  from  the  liver, 
see  below,  6,  (2),  (c). 

(4)  It  can  be  proved  that  among  the  ancient 
peoples  (Babylonians.  Egyptians,  Greeks,  Romans, 
etc)  the  view  prevailed  that  not  only  oracles  but 
also  omens  of  all  kinds  are  given  to  men  by  the 
gods  and  express  the  minds  of  these  gods. 

Among  the  ancient  Babylonians,  Egyptians, 
Greeks  and  Romans  the  diviner  stood  in  the  service 

of  the  state  and  was  officially  consulted 
4.  Legiti-  before  wars  and  other  great  enterprises 
mate  and  were  undertaken.  But  among  these 
Illegitimate  and  other  ancient  peoples  certain 
Divination    classes  of  diviners  were  prohibited  by 

the  government  from  exercising  their 
calling,  probably  because  they  were  supposed  to  be 
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in  league  with  the  gods  of  other  and  hostile  nations. 
The  gods  of  a  people  were  in  the  beliefs  of  the  time 
the  protectors  of  their  people  and  therefore  the  foes 
of  tne  foes  of  their  prot^es.  It  is  on  this  account 
that  witchcraft  has  been  so  largely  condemned  and 
punished  (see  Witchcraft).  Necromancy  is  uni- 
formly forbidden  in  the  OT  (see  Lev  19  31;  Dt  18 
11;  Isa  8  19;  19  3),  probably  on  account  of  its  con- 
nection with  ancestor  worship.  But  among  other 
ancient  peoples  it  was  allowed  and  largely  practised. 
Note  that  the  Heb  words  ti^  (Dt  18  11)  '^consulter 
with  a  familiar  spirit''  and  ''wizards"  denote  alike 
such  persons  as  seek  oracles  from  the  spirits  of  the 
dead  (see  the  present  writer's  Magics  Divination f 
and  Demonology  among  the  Hebrews j  85  fif).  The 
early  Fathers  believed  that  in  the  divination  of 
heathenism  we  have  the  work  of  Satan  who  wished 
to  discredit  the  true  religion  by  producing  phe- 
nomena among  pagan  races  very  similar  to  the 
prophetical  marvels  of  the  chosen  people.  This  of 
course  rests  on  a  view  of  the  OT  prophet  which 
makes  him  a  "predicter"  and  little  if  anything  more. 
See  Prophecy. 

The  attitude  of  the  Bible  toward  divination  is  on 
the  whole  distinctly  hostile  and  is  fairly  represented 

by  Dt  18  10  f,  where  the  prophet  of 
6.  The  I  ahweh  is  contrasted  with  diviners  of 

Bible  and  all  kinds  as  the  only  authorized  medium 
Divination    of  supernatural  revelation.    Yet  note 

the  following: 

(1)  Balaam  (Nu  22-24)  was  a  heathen  diviner 
whose  words  of  blessing  and  of  cursing  were  beUeved 
to  have  magical  force,  and  when  his  services  are  en- 
listed in  the  cause  of  Yahwism,  so  that,  instead  of 
cursing  he  blessed  Israel,  there  is  not  a  syllable  of 
disapproval  in  the  narrative. 

(2)  In  Isa  3  2  diviners  are  ranked  with  judges, 
warriors  and  prophets  as  pillars  of  the  state.  They 
are  associated  with  prophets  and  seers  in  Jer  27  9; 
29  8;  Ezk  22  28  (cf  13  6-9;  12  24).  It  is  true 
that  the  prophets  and  diviners  mentioned  in  these 
passages  use  utter  falsehoods,  saying  peace  where 
there  is  none;  all  the  same  the  men  called  prophets 
and  diviners  are  classed  together  as  similar  func- 
tionaries. 

Pure  Yahwism  in  its  very  basal  principle  is  and 
must  ever  have  been  antagonistic  to  divination  of 
every  kind,  though  inspirational  divination  has 
resemblances  to  prophetism  and  even  affinities  with 
it.  Wh^  then  does  the  Bible  appear  to  speak  with 
two  voices,  generally  prohibiting  but  at  times 
countenancing  various  forms  of  divination?  In 
the  actual  religion  of  the  OT  we  have  a  syncretism 
in  which,  though  Yahwism  forms  the  substructure, 
there  are  constituents  from  the  religions  of  the  native 
aborigines  and  the  nations  around.  The  imderlying 
thought  in  all  forms  of  divination  is  that  by  em- 
plo3ring  certain  means  men  are  able  to  obtain  knowl- 
edge otherwise  beyond  their  reach.  The  religion 
of  Israel  made  Yahweh  the  source  of  that  knowledge 
and  the  prophet  the  mediuni  through  which  it  came 
to  men.  We  have  an  analogous  example  of  syncre- 
tism resulting  in  the  union  of  opposite  elements  in 
ancient  Zarathustraism  (Zoroastrianism)  which, 
though  in  its  central  principle  inconsistent  with 
divination  by  omens,  yet  tooK  on  from  the  native 
Turanian  cults  of  Persia  certain  forms  of  divination, 
esp.  that  by  lot  (see  Lenormant,  La  Dimnalion^  22 
ff).  Nor  should  it  be  forgotten  that  the  Bible  is  a 
library  and  not  a  book,  and  where  so  many  writers, 
living  at  widely  separated  times,  have  been  at  work 
it  is  natural  to  look  for  diversity  of  teaching,  though 
no  one  can  deny  that  in  fundamental  matters  Bible 
authors  are  wonderfully  consistent. 

For  modes  of  divination  in  vogue  among  the  an- 
cient Babylonians,  Egyptians,  Greeks,  Romans,  etc, 
see  the  relevant  works  and   dictionary  articles. 


6.  Modes 
of  Divina- 
tion Men- 
tioned in 
the  Bible 

been  cited. 


The  species  of  divination  spoken  of  in  the  Bible 
may  be  arranged  under  two  heads:  (1)  those  ap- 
parently sanctioned,  and  (2)  those 
condemned  in  the  Bible. 

(1)  Methods  of  divination  tacitly  or 
expressly  sanctioned  in  the  Bible. — (a) 
The  following  are  instances  of  inspira- 
tional divination: 

(a)  The  case  of  Balaam  has  ahready 
He  was  a  Moabite  and  therefore  a 
heathen  soothsayer.  His  word  of  blessing  or  of 
curse  is  so  potent  that  whether  he  blesses  or  curses 
his  word  secures  its  own  realization.  So  far  is  his 
vocation  from  being  censured  that  it  is  actually 
called  into  the  service  of  Yahweh  (see  Nu  22-24). 

(i9)  To  dreams  the  Bible  assigns  an  important 
place  as  a  legitimate  means  of  revealing  the  future. 
Such  dreams  are  of  two  kinds: 

(i)  Involuntary  or  such  as  come  unsought. 
Even  these  are  regarded  as  sent  for  guidance  in 
human  affairs.  The  bulk  of  the  dreams  spoken  of 
in  the  Bible  belong  to  this  class:  see  Gen  20  3.6 
(Abimelech);  28  2f;  31  10-14  (Jacob);  37  5-9- 
(Joseph;  see  Astronomy,  II,  6);  40  5-21  (Pha- 
raoh's butler  and  baker);  41  1-35  (Pharaoh);  Jgs 
7  9-14  (Gideon  and  an  unnamed  man);  Dnl  1  17 
(Daniel  had  imderstanding  of  dreams);  Dnl  2  1- 
49  (Nebuchadnezzar's  dream  and  its  interpretation 
by  Daniel);  Mt  1  20 j  2  13f.l9f  (Joseph,  hus- 
band of  Mary  the  virgin);  27  19;  see  also  Jer  23 
25  ff,  where  the  lawfulness  of  prophetic  dreams  is 
assumed  (cf  ver  32,  where  "l3dng  dreams''  imply 
genuine  ones).  In  the  document  usually  ascribed 
by  modem  critics  to  the  Elohist  (E),  dreams  bulk 
largely  as  the  above  examples  serve  to  show. 
Among  the  Bab3rlonian8  belief  in  the  significance 
of  dreams  gave  rise  to  a  science  (oneiromahcy)  so 
elaborate  that  only  special  interpreters  called  seers 
(sing,  baru)  were  considered  able  to  explain  them 
(see  Lenormant,  op.  cit.,  143,  for  examples). 

(ii)  The  other  species  of  dreams  consists  of  such 
as  are  induced  by  what  is  called  "incubation," 
i.e.  by  sleeping  in  a  sacred  place  where  the  god  of 
the  place  is  believed  to  reveal  his  secrets  to  the 
sleeper.  Herodotus  (iv.l72)  says  that  the  Nasa- 
monians,  an  Egyp  tribe,  used  to  practise  divination 
by  sleeping  in  the  graves  of  their  ancestors.  The 
dreams  which  then  came  to  them  were  imderstood 
to  be  revelations  of  their  deified  ancestors.  See 
Herod,  i.181  for  another  instance  of  incubation  in 
Nineveh.  We  have  a  reference  to  this  custom  in 
Isa  66  4  ("that  sit  among  the  graves"),  where 
Yahweh  enters  into  judgment  with  the  Jews  for 
their  sin  in  yielding  to  this  superstition.  Solomon's 
dream  (1  K.  3  5-15)  came  to  him  at  the  high  place 
of  Gibeon.    See  also  Dream,  Dreamer. 

(6)  But  the  Bible  appears  in  some  places  to  give 
its  approval  to  some  kinds  of  artificial  or  (as  it  may 
be  called)  ominal  divination., 

(a)  Sortilege  or  divination  by  lot.  The  use  of  the 
lot  as  a  means  of  ascertaining  the  will  of  Deity  is 
referred  to  at  least  without  expressed  censure,  and, 
as  the  present  writer  thinks,  with  tacit  approval, 
in  manv  parts  of  the  Bible.  It  was  by  lot  that 
Aaron  decided  which  of  the  two  goats  was  to  be  for 
Yahweh  and  which  for  Azazel  (Lev  16  7-10).  It 
was  by  lot  that  the  land  of  Canaan  was  divided 
after  the  conquest  (Nu  26  56  ff;  Josh  18,  19).  For 
other  Bib.-  instances  see  Josh  7  14  (Achan  found 
out  by  lot);  1  Ch  6  54ff:  24  5ff;  26  8f;  26 
13 f;  Est  3  7  ("They  cast  Pur,  .that  is,  the  lot"; 
see  Century  Bible  in  loc);  Neh  10  34;  11  1;  Jon 
1  7  ("The  lot  fell  upon  Jonah");  Mt  27  35;  Acts 
1  26.  In  the  Urim  and  Thummim  (q.v.),  as  ex- 
plained by  modem  scholars,  the  same  principle  is 
applied,  for  these  two  words,  though  etymologically 
still  obscure,  stand  for  two  objects  (pebbles?),  one 
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denoting  yea  or  its  equivalent,  and  the  other  no. 
Whichever  the  high  priest  took  from  his  ephod  was 
believed  to  be  the  answer  to  the  question  asked. 
In  all  cases  it  is  taken  for  granted  that  the  lot  cast 
was  an  expression  and  indication  of  the  Divine  will. 
See  Augury,  IV,  3. 

(i9)  Hydromancjr,  or  divination  by  water.  In 
Gen  44  5  Joseph  is  represented  as  practising  this 
kind  of  divination  and  not  a  word  of  disapproval  is 
expressed.    See  Augury,  IV,  2. 

(7)  We  read  in  the  OT  of  other  signs  or  omens 
which  are  implicitly  approved  of,  thus  Jgs  6  36- 
40  (Gideon's  fleece):  1  S  14  8-13  (Jonathan  de- 
cides whether  or  not  ne  is  to  attack  the  Philis  by  the 
words  which  he  may  happen  to  hear  them  speak). 

(2)  Modes  of  divination  condemned. — The  follow- 
ing methods  of  divination  are  explicitly  or  implicitly 
condemned  in  the  OT: 

(o)  Astromancy  (= Astrology).    See  Astrology. 

(6)  Rhabdomancy,  or  the  use  of  the  divining  rod, 
referred  to  apparently  in  Hos  4  12  (which  may  be 
paraphrased:  "My  people  ask  counsel  of  a  bit  of 
wood,  and  the  rod  made  thereof  answers  their  ques- 
tions'^): Ezk  8  17  ("They  put  a  rod  [EV  ^'the 
branch  ]  to  their  nose"). 

(c)  By  an  examination  of  the  liver  of  animals; 
see  Ezk  21  21.  This  mode  of  divining,  hepatos- 
copy,  as  it  is  has  been  called,  was  very  widespread 
among  the  Babylonians,  Greeks,  Romans,  etc,  of  the 
ancient  world,  and  it  is  still  in  vogue  in  Borneo, 
Burmah  and  Uganda.  We  have  no  evidence  that 
it  was  practised  among  the  Israelites,  for  in  the 
above  passage  it  is  the  king  of  Babylon  (Nebuchad- 
nezzar) who  is  said  to  have  "looked  in  the  liver." 

Opinions  dlfTer  as  to  how  the  state  of  the  liver  could 
act  as  an  omen.  Jastrow  sasrs  the  liver  was  considered 
to  be  the  seat  of  life,  and  that  where  the  liver  of  the  ani- 
mal sacriflced  (generally  a  sheep)  was  accepted,  it  took 
on  the  character  of  the  deity  to  whom  it  was  offered. 
The  soul  of  the  animal  as  seen  in  the  liver  became  then 
a  reflector  of  the  soul  of  the  god  (see  EB,  XX,  102  f). 
On  the  other  hand.  Alfred  Jeremias  says  that  in  the  view 
of  the  ancient  Babylonians  the  lines  and  forms  of  the 
sheep's  liver  were  regarded  as  reflecting  the  universe  and 
Its  history  (The  OT  in  the  Light  of  the  Ancient  East,  I.  61). 
Neither  of  these  explanations  is  made  probable  by  its 
advocates. 

(d)  By  terimhim  (cf  Teraphim);  see  1  S  16  23; 
Ezk  21  21;   Zee  10  2. 

(e)  Necroman^,  or  consulting  the  dead;  see  Lev 
19  31;  20  6;  Dt  18  11;  Isa  8  19;  19  3;  see 
above. 

(/)  Divination  through  the  sacrifice  of  children 
bv  burning  (see  Dt  18  10).  The  context  makes  it 
almost  certain  that  the  words  tr^  ''that  maketh  his 
son  or  his  daughter  to  pass  through  the  fire''  (EV; 
but  read  and  render  ''that  burns  his  son  or  his 
daughter  in  the  fire'')  refer  to  a  mode  of  obtaining 
an  oracle  (cf  2  K  8  27).  The  Phoenicians  and 
Carthaginians  sacrificed  their  children  to  Kronos  in 
times  of  grave  national  danger  or  calamity  (Por- 
phjrry  Apiid  Eitseb,  Praep,  Ev,  iv.64,4;  Diod.  Sic. 
XX.14). 

These  are  examined  in  detail  in  T.  Witton  Davies' 
Moffic,  Divination^  and  Demonohgy  among  the  He- 
brews and  Their  Neighbors.  See  also 
7.  Terms  the  art.  "Divination'^  in  EB  by  the 
Used  in  same  writer.  The  following  brief  notes 
the  OT  in  must  suffice  here. 
Connection  (1)  QOJ^ ,  j^e^em,  generally  rendered 
with  "divination,"  is  a  general  term  for  div- 

Diyination  ination  of  all  kinds.  In  Ezk  21  21  [26] 
it  stands  for  divination  by  arrows 
while  in  1  S  28  8  it  is  used  of  divination  through 
the  medium  of  an  ^obh  ('^'familiar  spirit").  On  the 
derivation  of  the  word  see  EB^  art.  "Magic,"  §  3. 

(2)  'jSi^,  m'^onen^  probably  from  a  Sem  root 
(cf  Arab,  ^anna)  which  denotes  to  emit  a  hoarse 
nasal  sound  such  as  was  customary  in  reciting  the 


prescribed  formula  (see  Charm).  For  "oak  of  the 
m**dnlm"  see  Augur's  Oak.  Some  say  the  word 
means  one  who  divines  from  the  clouds,  deriving 
from  197,  ^an&nj  "a  cloud,"  though  nothing  in  the 
context  suggests  this  sense,  and  the  same  remark 
applies  to  the  meaning  "one  who  smites  with  the 
evil  eye,"  making  the  term  a  denominative  from 
^ayin^  "eye."  The  usual  rendering  in  AV  is  pi. 
"observers  of  times"  and  in  RV  "them  that  prac- 
tise augury"  (Dt  18  10.14). 

(3)  The  vb.  tJnj ,  nihesh,  of  which  l&O^ ,  lihesh, 
is  but  a  variant,  is  probably  a  denominative  from 
tDnj,  ndhdsh,  "a  serpent"  {I  and  n  interchange  in 
Heb),  denoting  "to  hiss,"  "to  whisper"  (like  a  ser- 
pent), then  "to  utter  divinatoiy  formulae."  As  it 
IS  used  for  so  many  kinds  of  divination,  W.  R.  Smith 
concludes  that  it  came  to  be  a  general  term  for 
divine.  The  part,  of  this  vb.  is  tr**  "enchanter" 
inDt  18  10,  the  cognate  vb.,  "to  use  enchantments" 
in  Lev  19  26;  2  K  21  6;  2  Ch  ZZ  6.  and  the 
corresponding  noun  "enchantment"  in  Nu  23  23; 
24  1. 

(4)  'j'^Tfl ,  gas^rlnf  lit.  "cutters,"  i.e.  such  as  kill 

(in  Arab,  the  cognate  vb.  =  "tb  slaughter")  for  the 
purpose  of  examining  the  liver  or  entrails  as  omens. 
Perhaps  the  etymology  implies  "sacrifice,"  animals 
being  sacrificed  as  an  appeal  to  deity.  The  word 
occurs  only  in  Dnl  (2  27;  4  7  [4];  5  7.11),  and  is 
tr**  "soothaayers."  Some  think  they  were  "astrolo- 
gers," the  etymology  in  that  case  referring  to  the 
dividing  of  the  heavens  with  a  view,  by  casting 
the  horoscope,  to  forecasting  the  future. 

(5)  m;^» ,  'ashshaph  (AV  "astrologer,"  RV  "en- 
chanter" )j  occurs  only  in  Dnl  in  the  Heb  (1  20: 
2  2)  and  in  the  Aram.  (2  10;  4  4  [7],  etc)  parts  of 
the  book.  The  term  is  probably  taken  from  the 
Bab  and  denotes  a  magician  and  esp.  an  exorcist 
rather  than  a  diviner. 

(6)  Cy'TOS ,  kasdd^imf  the  same  word  as  the  Gr 
Chaldaioi  (XaXdatoi)  (EV  "Chaldeans"),  denotes  in 
Dnl  (1  4,  etc)  where  alone  it  occurs,  not  the  people 
so  designated  but  a  class  of  astrologers.  This  usage 
(common  in  classical  writers)  arose  after  the  fall  of 
the  Bab  empire,  when  the  only  Chaldaeans  known 
were  astrologers  and  soothsayers.  See  further, 
Magic.  For  "Spirit  of  divination"  (Acts  16  16) 
see  Python;  Philippi. 

Inspirational  divination  and  OT  prophecy  have 
much  in  common.  Both  imply  the  following  con- 
ditions: (1)  the  primitive  instinct  that 
8.  Divina-  craves  for  secret  knowledge,  esp.  that 
tion  and  relating  to  the  future;  (2)  the  belief 
Prophecy  that  such  knowledge  is  possessed  by 
certain  spiritual  beings  who  are  willing 
on  certain  terms  to  impart  it;  (3)  such  secret  knowl- 
edge is  imparted  generally  to  special  classes  of  men 
(rarely  women)  called  diviners  or  (Bab)  seers  and 
prophets. 

Many  anthropologifilts  (Tylor.  Frazer,  etc)  and 
OT  scholars  (Wellhausen,  W.  Robertson  Smith,  etc) 
consider  prophecy  to  be  but  an  outgrowth  and  higher 
form  of  divination.  The  older  theologians  almost 
to  a  man,  and  a  goodly  number  of  modems,  take 
precisely  the  opposite  view,  that  divination  is  a 
corruption  of  prophecy.  Probably  neither  view  is 
strictly  true.  Sometimes  in  human  life  we  find 
evidences  of  progress  from  lower  to  higher.  Some- 
times the  process  is  the  very  reverse.  It  is  impor- 
tant to  take  notice  of  the  differences  as  well  as  the 
resemblances  between  the  diviner  and  the  prophet. 

(1)  The  OT  prophet  believes  in  a  personal  God 
whose  spokesman  he  considers  himself  to  be.  When 
he  spoke  or  wrote  it  was  because  he  was,  at  least 
professedly,  inspired  and  informed  by  Yahweh. 
"Thus  says  Yahweh,"  was  the  usual  formula  with 
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which  he  introduced  his  oracles.  The  Or  and  Rom 
mantis f  on  the  other  hand,  worked  himself  up  to  the 
necessary  ecstatic  state  by  music,  drugs  (intoxi- 
cants, etc),  sacrificial  smoke  and  the  like.  Some- 
times it  has  been  thought  a  sufficient  means  of 
divination  to  swallow  the  vital  portions  of  birds 
and  beasts  of  omen.  It  was  believed  that  by  eat- 
ing the  hearts  of  crows,  or  moles,  or  of  hawks,  men 
took  into  their  bodies  the  presaging  soul  of  the 
creature  (Frazer,  Golden  Bough* ,  II,  355). 

(2)  The  mantis  practised  his  art  as  a  remuner- 
ative occupation,  charing  high  fees  and  refusing 
in  most  cases  toply  his  calling  without  adequate 
remuneration.  The  local  oracle  shrines  (De_lphi. 
Clavis,  etc)  were  worked  for  personal  and  political 
ends.  The  OT  prophet,  on  the  other  hand,  clainied 
to  speak  as  he  was  bidden  by  his  God.  It  was  with 
him  a  matter  of  conviction  as  to  what  lives  men 
ought  to  live,  what  state  of  heart  they  should  cul- 
tivate. So  far  from  furthering  his  own  material 
interests,  as  he  could  by  saying  what  kings  and 
other  dignitaries  wished  to  hear,  he  boldly  de- 
nounced the  sins  of  the  time,  even  when,  as  often, 
he  had  to  condemn  the  conduct  of  kings  and  the 
policy  of  governments.  Look,  for  example,  at 
Isaiah's  fearless  condemnation  of  the  conduct  of 
Ahaz  in  summoning  the  aid  of  Assyria  (Isa  7ff), 
and  at  the  scathing  words  with  which  Jeremiah 
censured  the  doings  of  the  nation's  leaders  in  his 
day  (Jer  2  36,  etc),  though  both  these  noble  proph- 
ets suffered  severely  for  their  courage,  esp.  Jere- 
miah, who  stands  out  as  perhaps  the  finest  recorded 
example  of  what,  in  the  face  of  formidable  opposi- 
tion, the  relirious  teacher  ought  ever  to  be.  Of 
Micaiah  ben  Imlah,  King  Ahab  of  Israel  said,  ''I 
hate  him;  for  he  doth  not  prophesy  good  concern- 
ing me,  but  evil."  What  reward  didf  this  prophet 
have  for  his  fidelity  to  his  conscience  and  his  God? 
Imprisonment  (1  K  22  1-35).  Had  he  pleased  the 
king  by  predicting  a  happy,  prosperous  future  that 
was  never  to  be,  he  would  have  been  clothed  in  gor- 
geous robes  and  lodged  in  a  very  palace. 

LmBATiTBB. — ^In  addition  to  the  references  above  and 
the  full  bibliography  prefixed  to  the  present  writer's  book 
named  above  {Magic,  etc),  note  the  following:  Bouch6- 
Lederoq,  HxMtoire  de  la  divination  dana  VantiquiU;  E.  B. 
Tylor.  PrimUive  Culture*,  I.  78-81;  117-33;  II,  165;  J.  G. 
Frazer,  Golden  Bough*,  I,  346*  II,  355;  III.  342,  et  paeeim, 
and  the  arts,  in  the  principal  Bible  dictionaries. 

T.   WiTTON   Da  VIES 

DIVINE,  di-vin',  DIVINER,  di-vln'gr.  See 
Augury;  Astrology;  Divination. 

DIVINE  NAlftES.    See  God,  Names  of. 

DIVINE  VISITATION.    See  Punishments. 

DIVISION,  di-vizh'un:  Used  in  EV  in  the  follow- 
ing senses: 

(1)  A  separate  body  of  people  (a)  of  the  tribal 
divisions  of  Israel  (Josh  11  23;  12  7:  18  10);  (6) 
of  sections  of  a  tribe,  "the  divisions  of  Reuben"  (Jgs 
5  15.16  AV:  but  RV rightly  substitutes  "the  water- 
courses of  Reuben";  in  Job  20  17  the  same  word 
is  rendered  "rivers");  (c)  of  the  (late)  organization 
of  priests  and  Levites  into  classes  or  families  who 
ministered  in  the  temple  in  rotation:  tr**  "courses" 

fenerally  in  AV,  and  always  in  RV  (1  Ch  24  1; 
6  1.12.19;  Neh  11  36;  cf  2  Ch  85  5).  Much 
prominence  is  given  by  the  Chronicler  to  the  24 
classes  of  priests,  singers,  and  doorkeepers,  who 
served  in  turns  in  the  temple  (cf  Lk  1  5.8). 

(2)  Separation,  distinction:  "I  will  put  a  division  [KVm 
"sign  of  aeUverance"]  between  my  people  and  thy  people" 
(Ex  8  23).  The  Heb  word  here  Is  pedhuth^" rtknaom,'* 
"redemption"  (cf  Ps  111  9),  but  the  reading  is  doubtful. 
AV  andRV  follow  LXX,  Syr  and  Vulg,  which  render  "set 
a  distinction."  perhaps  on  the  basis  of  a  different  reading 
from  that  of  our  Heb  text. 


(3)  In  the  NT,  dissension,  dismilon,  schism  (Lk  18  51 ; 
Rom  16  17:  I  Cor  3  3  AV.  omitted  in  RV;  1  Cor  1  10; 
11  18;  Gal  5  20). 

D.  MiALL  Edwards 
DIVORCE,  di-vOrs',  IN  OT:  Woman,  among  the 
Hebrews,  as  among  most  nations  of  antiquity,  oc- 
cupied a  subordinate  position .   Thouj^ 

1.  Subor-  the  Heb  wife  and  mother  was  treated 
dinate  Posi-  with  more  consideration  than  her  sister 
tion  of  in  other  lands,  even  in  other  Sem 
Woman         countries,    her    position    nevertheless 

was  one  of  infenority  and  subjection. 
The  marriage  relation  from  the  standpoint  of  Heb 
legislation  was  looked  upon  very  largely  as  a  business 
aoair,  a  mere  question  of  property.  A  wife,  never- 
theless, was.  indeed,  in  most  homes  in  Israel,  the 
husband's  "most  valued  possession."  And  yet 
while  this  is  true,  the  husband  was  unconditionally 
and  unreservedly  the  head  of  the  family  in  all  do- 
mestic relations.  His  rights  and  prerogatives  were 
manifest  on  every  side.  Nowhere  is  this  more  evi- 
dent than  in  the  matter  of  divorce.  According  to 
the  laws  of  Moses  a  husband,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, might  divorce  his  wife;  on  the  other  hand, 
if  at  all  possible,  it  was  certainly  very  difficult  for 
a  wife  to  put  away  her  husband.  Unfortunately 
a  double  standard  of  moralitv  in  matters  pertaining 
to  the  sexes  is,  at  least,  as  old  as  Moses  (see  Ex  21 
7-11). 

The  OT  law  concerning  divorce,  apparently  quite 
clear,  is  recorded  most  fully  in   Dt  24  Iff.    A 

perusal    of    the    commentaries    will, 

2.  Law  of  nevertheless,  convince  ^  anyone  that 
Divorce:  there  are  difficulties  of  interpretation. 
Dt  24: 1-4    The  careful  reader  will  notice  that  the 

renderings  of  the  AV  and  RV  differ 
materiallv.  AV  reads  in  the  second  part  of  ver  1 : 
*Uhen  let  him  write  a  bill."  etc,  RV  has  "that  he  ahaU 
write."  etc,  while  the  Heb  original  has  neither  "then" 
nor  that,"  but  the  simple  conjunction  "and." 
There  is  certainly  no  command  m  the  words  of 
Moses,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  ft  clear  purpose  to 
render  the  proceeding  more  difficult  in  the  case  of 
the  husband.  Moses'  aim  was  "to  regulate  and 
thus  to  mitigate  an  evil  which  he  could  not  extir- 
pate." The  evident  purpose  was,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  favor  the  wife,  and  to  protect  her  against  an  un- 
ceremonious expulsion  from  her  home  and  children. 

As  already  suggested,  marriage  among  the  He- 
brews, as  among  most  Orientals,  was  more  a  legal 
contract  than  the  result  of  love  or 
8.  Marriage  affection.  It  would  be,  however,  a 
a  Legal  great  mistake  to  assume  that  deep  love 
Contract  was  not  often  present,  for  at  all  times 
the  domestic  relations  of  the  Heb 
married  couple  have  compared  most  favorably  with 
those  of  any  other  people,  ancient  or  modem.  In 
its  last  analysis  it  was,  nevertheless^  a  business 
transaction.  The  husband  or  his  fanuly  had,  as  a 
rule,  to  pay  a  certain  dowry  to  the  parents  or  guard- 
ians of  the  betrothed  before  the  marriage  was  con- 
summated. A  wife  thus  acquired  could  easily  be 
regarded  as  a  piece  of  property,  which,  without  great 
difficulty,  could  be  disposed  oi  in  case  the  husband, 
for  any  reason,  were  disposed  to  rid  himself  of  an 
uncongenial  companion  and  willing  to  forfeit  the 
mohar  which  he  had  paid  for  his  wife.  The  advan- 
tage was  always  with  the  husband,  and  yet  a  wife 
was  not  utterly  helpless,  for  she,  too,  though  prac- 
tically without  legal  rights,  could  make  herself  so 
intolerably  burdensome  and  hateful  in  the  home 
that  almost  any  husband  would  gladly  avail  him- 
self of  his  prerogatives  and  write  her  a  bill  of 
divorcement.  Thus,  though  a  wife  could  not  di- 
vorce her  husband,  she  could  force  him  to  divorce 
her. 

The  following  words  of  Professor  Israel  Abrahams, 
Cambridge,  England,  before  "the  Divorce  Ck)m- 


wJoreS  Is  WT     "^^^  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


864 


mission"  (London,  November  21, 1910),  are  to  the 

point:    ''In  all  such  cases  where  the  wife  was 

concerned  as  the  moving  party  she 

4.  Divorce  could  only  demand  that  her  husband 
Applicable  should  divorce  her.  The  divorce  was 
Omy  to  always  from  first  to  last,  in  Jewish 
Wives  law,  the  husband's  act."    The  common 

term  used  in  the  Bible  for  divorce  is 

•         •    • 

n^{5  H15Tp ,  shillu^h  'ishah&kf  "the  sending  away  of 
a  wife"  (Dt  22  19.29).  We  never  read  of  "the  send- 
ing away  of  a  husband."  The  fem.  part.,  Hlp^'l]! , 
gTushdh,  "the  woman  thrust  out,"  is  the  term  ap- 
plied to  a  divorced  woman.  The  masc.  form  is  not 
found. 

The  Mosaic  law  apparently,  on  the  side  of  the 

husband,  made  it  as  difficult  as  possible  for  him  to 

secure  a  divorce.    No  man  could  un- 

5.  Process  ceremoniously  and  capriciously  dismiss 
and  £z-  his  wife  witnout  the  semblance  of  a 
ceptions        trial.    In  case  one  became  dissatii^ed 

with  his  wife,  (1)  he  had  to  write  her 
a  Bill  op  Divorce  (q.v.)  drawn  up  by  some  con- 
stituted legal  authority  and  in  due  legal  form.  In 
the  very  nature  of  the  case,  such  a  tribunal  would 
use  moral  suasion  to  induce  an  adjustment;  and, 
failing  in  this,  would  see  to  it  that  the  law  in  the 
case,  whatever  it  might  be.  would  be  upheld.  (2) 
Such  a  bill  or  decree  must  oe  placed  in  the  hand  of 
the  divorced  wife.  (3)  She  must  be  forced  to  leave 
the  premises  of  her  former  husband.  Divorce  was 
denied  two  classes  of  husbands:  (1)  The  man  who 
had  falsely  accused  his  wife  of  antenuptial  infidelity 
(Dt  22  13  ff),  and  (2)  a  person  who  had  seduced 
a  virgin  (Dt  22  28  f) .  In  addition,  a  heavy  penalty 
had  to  be  paid  to  the  father  of  such  damsels. 

It  is  probable  that  a  divorced  wife  who  had  not 
contracted  a  second  marriage  or  had  been  guilty  of 
adultery  mieht  be  reunited  to  her  husband.  But 
in  case  she  had  married  the  second  time  she  was 
forever  barred  frqm  returning  to  her  first  husband, 
even  if  the  second  husband  had  divorced  her  or  had 
died  (Dt  24  3f).  Such  a  law  would  serve  as  an 
obstacle  to  hasty  divorces. 

Divorces  from  the  earliest  times  were  common 
among  the  Hebrews.  All  rabbis  agree  that  a  sepa- 
ration, though  not  desirable,  was  quite  lawful. 
The  only  source  of  dispute  among  them  was  as  to 
what  constituted  a  valid  reason  or  just  cause. 

The  language  in  Dt  24  1  ff  has  always  been  in 

dispute.    The  Heb  words,  "^'7  njny ,  'ertoalh  dd- 

bhaVf  on  which  a  correct  interpretation 

6.  Grounds  depends,  are  not  easy  of  solution, 
of  Divorce  though  many  exegetes,  influenced 
(Doubtful  possibly  by  some  preconceived  notion, 
Meaning  of  pass  over  them  quite  flippantly.  The 
Dt  24:1)       phrase  troubled  the  Jewish  rabbis  of 

olden  times,  as  it  does  Jewish  and 
Christian  commentators  and  translators  in  our  day. 
AV  renders  the  two  words,  "some  uncleanness," 
and  in  the  margin,  "matter  of  nakedness."  The 
latter,  though  a  uteral  tr  of  the  Heb,  is  quite  unin- 
telligible. RV  and  ARV  both  have:  "some  un- 
seemly thing."  Professor  Driver  translates  the 
same  words  "some  indecency."  The  Ger.  RV 
(Kautzsch)  has  "elvxia  Widerwdrtigea"  ("something 
repulsive") .  We  know  of  no  modem  version  which 
makes  ^erwaih  ddbhdr  the  equivalent  of  fornication 
or  adultery.  And,  indeed,  in  the  very  nature  of 
the  case,  we  are  forced  to  make  the  words  apply  to 
a  minor  fault  or  crime,  for,  by  the  Mosaic  law,  the 
penalty  for  adultery  was  death  (Dt  22  20  fif ) .  It  is, 
nowever,  a  question  whether  the  extreme  penalty 
was  ever  enforced.  It  is  well  known  that  at,  and 
some  time  before,  the  time  of  our  Saviour,  there  were 
two  schools  among  the  Jewish  rabbis,  that  of  Sham- 
mai  and  that  of  Hillel.    Shammai  and  his  followers 


maintained  that  ^erwath  ddbhdr  signified  nothing 
less  than  unchastity  or  adultery,  and  argued  that 
only  this  crime  justified  a  man  in  divorcing  his  wife. 
Hillel  and  his  disciples  went  to  the  other  extreme. 
They  placed  great  stress  upon  the  words,  "if  she 
find  no  favor  in  his  eyes"  immediately  preceding 
^enoath  ddbhdr  (Dt  24  1),  and  contended  that  di- 
vorce should  be  granted  for  the  flimsiest  reason: 
such  as  the  spoiling  of  a  dish  either  by  burning  or 
careless  seasoning.  Some  of  the  rabbis  boldly 
taught  that  a  man  had  a  perfect  ri^^t  to  dismiss  his 
wife,  if  he  found  another  woman  whom  he  liked 
better,  or  who  was  more  beautiful  (Mish,  GiUlnf 
14  10).  Here  are  some  other  specifications  taken 
from  the  same  book:  "The  following  women  may 
be  divorced:  She  who  violates  the  Law  of  Moses, 
e.g.  causes  her  husband  to  eat  food  which  has  not 

been  tithed She  who  vows,  but  does  not 

keep  her  vows She  who  goes  out  on  the 

street  with  her  hair  loose,  or  spins  in  the  street,  or 
converses  [flirts]  with  any  man^  or  is  a  noisy  woman. 
What  is  a  noisy  womanr  It  is  one  who  speaks  in 
her  own  house  so  loud  that  the  nei^bors  may  hear 
her."  It  would  be  easy  to  extend  the  list,  for  the 
Mish  and  rabbinic  writings  are  full  of  such  laws. 
From  what  has  been  said,  it  is  clear  that  adultery 
was  not  the  only  valid  reason  for  divorce.  Besides, 
the  word  adultery  had  a  peculiar  significance  in 
Jewish  law,  which  recognized  polygamy  and  con- 
cubinage as  legitimate.  Thus  a  Hebrew  might  have 
two  or  more  wives  or  concubines,  and  might  have 
intercourse  with  a  slave  or  bondwoman,  even  if 
married,  without  being  guilty  of  the  crime  of  adul- 
tery (Lev  19  20),  for  adultery,  according  to  Jewish 
law,  was  possible  only  when  a  man  dishonored  the 
"free  wife^'  of  a  Hebrew  (20  10  ff). 

Divorcement,  Bill  of:  This  expression,  found  In  Dt  24 
1.3;  Isa  50  1;  Jer  8  8  is  the  tr  of  the  Heb  DD'^IS  ^^Q. 

tipher  kfirithtuh.  The  two  words,  lit.  rendered,  signify 
a  document  or  book  of  cutting  off,  i.e.  a  certificate  of 
divorce  given  by  a  husband  to  a  wife,  so  as  to  afford  her 
the  opportunity  or  privilege  of  marryins  another  man. 
The  Heb  term  is  rendered  by  the  LXX  fiifiMoy  airo- 
oTairiov,  biblion  apoataaion.  This  Is  also  foimd  in  the 
NT  (Mk  10  4).  Mt  5  31  has  "writing  of  divorce- 
ment'^ in  £V.  but  Mt  19  7  AV  has  "¥rriUng,"  while 
RV  and  ARV  have  "bill."  The  certificate  of  divorce 
is  called  t:|i ,  git,  pi.  y^Jp} ,  gittin,  in  the  TainL    There  Is 

an  entire  chapter  devoted  to  the  subjects  in  the  Mish. 
It  is  not  positively  known  when  the  custom  of  writing 
bills  of  divorcement  commenced,  but  there  are  references 
to  such  documents  in  the  earliest  Heb  legislation.  The 
fact  that  Joseph  had  in  mind  the  putting  away  of  his 
espoused  wife,  Mary,  without  the  formality  of  a  bill  or 
at  least  of  a  public  procedure  proves  that  a  decree  waf 
not  r^arded  as  absolutely  necessary  (Mt  1  19).  The 
following  was  the  usual  form  of  a  decree: 

"  On  the day  of  the  week in  the  month  — 

in  the  year from  the  beginning  of  the  world,  accord- 
ing to  the  oonunon  computation  in  the  province  of 

I the  son  of by  whatever  name!  may  be  known. 


of  the  town  of 


with  entire  consent  of  mind,  and  with- 


out any  constraint,  have  divorced,  dismissed  and  ex- 
pelled thee daughter  of by  whatever  name  thou 

art  called,  of  the  town  who  hast  been  mv  wife 

hitherto;  But  now  I  have  dismissed  thee the  daugh- 
ter of by  whatever  name  thou  art  called,  of  the  town 

of so  as  to  be  free  at  thy  own  disposal,  to  marry 

whomsoever  thou  pleasest,  without  hindrance  from  any- 
one, from  this  day  for  ever.  Thou  art  therefore  free 
for  anyone  (who  would  marry  theej.  Let  this  be  thy 
bill  of  divorce  from  me,  a  writing  of  separation  and  ex- 
pulsion, according  to  the  law  of  Moses  and  Israel. 

,  the  son  of ,  witness 

,  the  son  of .  witness 

Spiritual  application. — ^The  Heb  prophets  regard- 
ed Jeh  not  only  as  the  father  and  king  of  the  chosen 
{)cople,  and  thus  entitled  to  perfect  obedience  and 
oyaltv  on  their  part,  but  they  conceived  of  Him  as 
a  husband  married  to  Israel.  Isaiah,  speaking  to 
his  nation,  says:  "For  thy  Maker  is  thy  husband; 
Jehovah  of  hosts  is  his  name''  (64  5).  Jeremiah 
too  makes  use  of  similar  language  in  the  following: 
"Return,  O  backsliding  chfldrcn,  saith  Jehovah; 
for  I  am  a  husband  unto  you"  (3  14).    It  is  per- 
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f ectly  natural  that  NT  writers  should  have  regarded 
Christ's  relation  to  His  church  under  the  same 
fi^re.  Paul  in  2  Cor  says:  ' 'I  am  jealous  over  you 
with  a  godly  jealousy:  for  I  espoused  you  to  one 
husband,  thiat  I  might  present  you  as  a  pure  virgin 
to  Christ"  (11  2);  see  also  Mt  9  15;  Jn  3  29; 
Rev  19  7.  Any  unfaithfulness  or  sin  on  the  part 
of  Israel  was  regarded  as  spiritual  adultery,  which 
necessarily  broke  off  the  spiritual  ties,  and  divorced 
the  nation  from  God  (Isa  1  21;  Ezk  16  22;  Rev 
2  22).    See  also  Marriage. 

LiTBBATUBB. — ^Aixiram,  Jevnah  Law  of  Divorce  accordr 
ing  to  the  BiMe  and  Talmiid,  London,  1897;  Abrahams, 
Jewiah  Life  in  the  Middle  Age*,  London,  1806;  Mackie, 
BH>U  Manners  and  Cuatome,  London,  1898;  The  Miahna^ 
Trd  into  Bng.,  De  Sola  and  Raphall,  London,  1843;  Ben- 
zinger.  Hebrdiache  Archdologie,  Freiburg,  1894;  Nowack, 
Lehrbuch  der  hebrdiachen  Archdologie,  1894. 

W.  W.  Davibs 

DIVORCE  IN  NT  (t6  d«o<rrdoaov,  td  apostdaum) : 
The  Scripture  doctrine  of  divorce  is  very  simple. 
It  is  contained  in  Mt  19  3-12. 

We  are  not  called  upon  to  treat  of  divorce  in  the 
Mosaic  legislation  (Dt  24  1-4).  That  was  passed 
upon  by  Sgbub  in  the  above  discussion  and  by  Him 
ruled  out  of  existence  in  His  system  of  religion. 
After  Jesus  had  spoken  as  above,  the  Mosaic  per- 
mission of  divorce  became  a  dead  letter.  There 
could  not  be  practice  under  it  among  His  disciples. 
So  such  OT  oivorce  is  now  a  mere  matter  of  anti- 
quarian curiosity. 

It  may  be  of  interest  in  passing  to  note  that  the 
drift  of  the  Mosaic  legislation  was  restrictive  of  a 
freedom  of  divorce  that  had  been  practised  before 
its  enactment.  It  put  in  legal  proceedings  to  bar 
the  personal  wiU  of  one  of  the  parties.  It  recog- 
nized marriage  as  a  social  institution  which  should 
not  be  disrupted  without  reference  to  the  rights  of 
society  in  it.  In  this  restrictive  character  "the  law 
is  become  our  tutor  to  bring  us  unto  Christ''  (Gal 
8  24).  But  here,  as  in  numerous  other  instances, 
Christ  went  behind  the  enactments  to  primitive 
original  principles  whose  recognition  would  make 
the  law  of  none  effect,  because  no  practice  was  to 
be  Dermitted  under  it.    Thus  the  OT  is  disposed  of. 

Of  course  what  Jesus  said  will  dominate  the  New. 
In  fact,  Jesus  is  the  only  author  in  the  NT  who  has 
treated  of  divorce.  It  nas  been  thought  that  Paul 
had  the  subject  in  hand.  But  we  shall  find  on  ex- 
amination, farther  along,  that  he  did  not.  We  need 
then  look  nowhere  but  to  this  19th  ch  of  Mt  for 
the  Scripture  doctrine  of  divorce. 

True,  we  have  other  reports  of  what  Jesus  said  (Mk 
10  2-12;  Lk  16  18).  But  in  Mt  19  we  have  the  fullest 
report,  oontaining  everything  that  is  reported  elsewhere 
and  one  or  two  important  observations  that  the  other 
writers  have  not  included.  Lk  has  but  one  ver  where 
Mt  has  ten.  Lk's  ver  is  in  no  necessary  connection  with 
context.  It  seems  to  be  a  mere  memorandum  among 
others  of  the  spiritual  or  ethical  teachings  of  Christ. 
Luke  however  caught  the  gist  of  the  whole  teaching  about 
divorce  in  recording  the  prohibition  to  put  awav  one 
wife  and  marry  another.  The  records  in  Mt  19  and 
Mk  10  cover  one  and  the  same  occasion.  But  there  is 
nothing  in  Mk  that  is  not  in  Mt;  and  the  latter  contains 
nearly  a  third  more  of  text  than  the  former.  There  is 
nothing,  however,  essential  in  Mt  that  is  not  in  Mk.  save 
the  clause  "exeept  for  fornication."  That  exception 
will  be  treated  farther  along.  We  seem  to  be  Justified 
then  in  saying  that  the  total  doctrine  of  the  Scripture 
pertaining  to  divorce  is  contained  in  Mt  19- 

Attention  must  be  called  to  the  fact  that,  in  the  Sermon 
on  the  Mount  (Mt  5  27-32),  Jesus  treated  of  divorce, 
and  that  in  every  essential  particular  it  agrees  with  the 
elaboration  in  ch  19.  Jesus  there  as  plainly  as  in  the 
argument  with  the  Pharisees  put  Moses'  permission  of 
divorce  imder  ban;  as  plainly  there  declared  the  putting 
away  of  one  partner  to  marry  another  person  to  be  adul- 
tery. This  may  also  be  noticed,  that  the  exception  to 
the  absolute  prohibition  is  in  the  text  of  the  Sermon  on 
the  Mount. 

We  have  then  a  summary  of  the  NT  doctrine  of 
divorce  stated  by  Christ  Himself  as  follows:  "Who- 
soever shall  put  away  his  wife,  except  for  fornication, 
and  shall  marry  another,  oommitteth  adultery''  (Mt 


19  9).  This  puts  Him  in  line  with  the  ideal  of  the 
monogamic,  mdissoluble  family  which  pervades 
the  whole  of  the  OT. 

It  may  be  well  here  to  treat  of  the  exception  which 
Christ  made  in  His  rule  to  the  indissolubility  of 
marriage.  It  is  very  widely  main- 
1.  The  tained  in  the  Christian  church  that 

Family  there  should  be  no  divorce  for  any 

cause  whatever.  This  position  is  in 
plain  contradiction  to  Christ's  teaching  in  Mt  6 
and  19.  One  of  the  grounds  adduced  for  this  denial 
of  divorce  in  case  a  partner  is  guilty  of  adultery  is 
that  Lk  and  Mk  do  not  record  the  exception.  It  is 
a  difficult  matter  to  invade  the  psychology  of  writers 
who  lived  nearly  two  thousand  years  ago  and  tell 
why  they  did  not  include  something  in  their  text 
which  someone  else  did  in  his.  Neither  Luke  nor 
Mark  were  personal  disciples  of  the  Lord.  They 
wrote  at  second  hand.  Matthew  was  a  personal 
<^ciple  of  Christ  and  has  twice  recorded  the  excep- 
tion. It  will  be  a  new  position  in  regard  to  judg- 
ment on  human  evidence  when  we  put  the  silence 
of  absentees  in  rank  above  the  twice  expressed  report 
of  one  in  all  probability  present — one  known  to  be 
a  close  personal  attendant. 

This  may  be  said:  Matthew's  record  stands  in 
ancient  MS  authority,  Greek  and  also  the  Versions. 
And  on  this  point  let  it  be  noted  that  the  testimony 
of  the  MSS  was  up  before  the  English  and  American 
Revisers,  and  they  have  deliberately  reaffirmed  the 
text  of  1611  and  given  us  the  exception  in  Christ's 
rule  in  each  place  (Mt  6  32;  19  9).  This  makes 
the  matter  as  nearly  res  adjudicata  as  can  be  done 
by  human  wisdom. 

Let  us  consider  the  rationality  of  the  exception. 
That  feature  has  had  scant  attention  from  theolo- 
gians and  pubUcists,  yet  it  will  bear  the  closest 
scrutiny.     In  fact  it  is  a  key  to  much  that  is  ex- 

Elanatory  of  the  basic  principle  of  the  family.  To 
egin  with,  the  exception  is  not  on  its  face  an  after- 
thought of  some  transcriber,  but  was  called  out  by 
the  very  terms  of  the  question  of  the  Pharisees:  "Is 
it  lawful  for  a  man  to  put  away  his  wife  for  every 
cause  f "  This  plainly  called  for  a  specification  from 
Jesus  of  exceptions  which  he  woiild  allow  to  the 
rule  against  divorce.  It  is  fortunate  that  the  Phari- 
sees asked  the  question  in  the  form  they  did,  for 
that  put  on  Jesus  the  necessity  of  enumerating  such 
exceptions  as  he  would  allow.  He  mentioned  one, 
and  but  one  in  reply.  That  puts  the  matter  of  ex- 
ceptions under  the  rule  in  logic:  Expressio  unius 
exclusio  aUerius.  All  other  pretences  for  divorce 
were  deliberately  swept  aside  by  Christ — a  fact 
that  should  be  remembered  when  other  causes  are 
sought  to  be  foisted  in  alongside  this  one  allowed 
by  Christ.  The  question  may  come  up.  Whose 
insight  is  likely  to  oe  truest? 

Why,  then,  will  reason  stand  by  this  exception? 
Because  adultery  is  per  se  destructive  of  monogamic 
family  life.  Whoever,  married,  is  guilty  of  adultery 
has  taken  another  person  into  family  relation. 
Children  may  be  bom  to  that  relation — are  bom  to 
it.  Not  to  allow  divorce  in  such  case  is  to  force  an 
innocent  party  in  marriage  to  live  in  a  polygamous 
state.  There  is  the  issue  stated  so  plain^  that 
"the  wayfaring  man  need  not  err  therein,"  and  "he 
who  runs  may  read,"  and  "he  who  reads  may  run." 

It  is  the  hand  of  an  unerring  Master  that  has  made 
fornication  a  ground  for  divorce  from  the  bond  of 
matrimony  and  Umited  divorce  to  that  single  cause. 
Whichever  way  we  depart  from  strict  practice  under 
the  Saviour's  direction  we  land  in  polygamy.  The 
society  that  allows  by  its  statutes  divorce  for  any 
other  cause  than  the  one  that  breaks  the  monogamic 
bond^  is  simply  acting  in  aid  of  polygamy,  consecu- 
tive if  not  contemporaneous. 

Advocates  of  the  freedom  of  divorce  speak  of  the 
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above  view  as  ''the  ecclesiastical."  That  is  an 
attempt  to  use  the  argument  ad  invidiam.  The 
churcn  of  Christ  held  and  holds  its  views,  not  be- 
cause ecclesiastics  taught  it,  but  because  Christ 
taught  it,  and  that  in  His  teaching  we  have  a  state- 
ment out  from  the  righteousness,  wisdom,  insight 
and  rationality  of  the  all-wise  God. 

Paul  is  the  only  other  NT  author  besides  Christ 
who  has  been  supposed  to  treat  of  divorce.  But  a 
careful  examination  of  Paul's  writing 
2.  Paul  will  disclose  the  fact  that  he  has  no- 

where discussed  the  question — ^for 
what  cause  or  causes  a  man  mi^t  put  away  his 
wife,  or  a  woman  her  husband,  with  hberty  of  mar- 
riage to  another  person.  If  Paul  has  treated  of 
divorce  at  all  it  is  in  1  Cor  7.  But  even  a  careless 
reading  of  that  chapter  will  disclose  the  fact  that 
Paul  is  not  discussing  the  question  for  what  causes 
marriage  might  be  disrupted,  but  the  question  of 
manners  and  morals  in  the  relation.  Paul  has  not 
modified  Christ  in  any  respect.  It  has  been  sup- 
posed that  in  ver  15  Paul  has  allowed  divorce  to  a 
DeUevin^  partner  who  has  been  deserted  by  one 
unbelieving,  and  so  he  has  been  sometimes  under- 
stood as  adding  desertion  to  the  exception  Christ 
made  as  cause  for  divorce. 

But  Paul  has  not  said  in  that  verse  or  anywhere 
else  that  a  Christian  partner  deserted  by  a  heathen 
may  be  married  to  someone  else.  All  he  said  is: 
"If  the  unbelieving  departeth,  let  him  depart:  the 
brother  or  the  sister  is  not  under  bondage  [dedoiUotai] 
in  such  cases:  but  God  hath  called  us  in  peace.'' 
To  say  that  a  deserted  partner  **haih  not  been 
enslaved"  is  not  to  say  that  he  or  she  may  be  re- 
married. What  is  meant  is  easily  inferred  from  the 
spirit  that  dominates  the  whole  chapter,  and  that 
is  that  everyone  shall  accept  the  situation  in  which 
God  has  called  him  just  as  he  is.  "Be  quiet"  is 
a  direction  that  hovers  over  every  situation.  If 
you  are  married,  so  remain.  If  unmarried,  so 
remain.  If  an  unbelieving  partner  deserts,  let  him 
or  her  desert.  So  remain.  "God  hath  called  us  in 
peace."  Nothing  can  be  more  beautiful  in  the 
morals  of  the  marriage  relation  than  the  direction 
given  by  Paul  in  this  chapter  for  the  conduct  of  all 
parties  m  marriage  in  all  trials. 

Many  reasons  might  be  given  why  Paul  could 
not  have  given  liberty  of  remarriage,  besides  the 
one  that  he  did  not  in  his  text;  but  attention  should 
be  called  to  the  fact  that  such  an  assumption  of 
authority  in  divorce  would  soon  have  brought  him 
into  conflict  with  the  Rom  government.  Paul's 
claim  that  he  was  a  Rom  citizen  was  of  some  value 
to  himself.  Would  not  some  Rom  citizen  have 
claimed  to  scrutinize  pretty  closely  Paul's  right  to 
issue  a  decree  of  divorce  against  him  because  he  had 
"departed"  from  a  wife  who  had  become  a  Chris- 
tian? There  would  be  two  sides  to  such  divorces. 
Would  not  Paul,  careful,  shrewd,  politic  as  he  was, 
have  known  that,  and  have  avoided  an  open  rup- 
ture with  a  government  that  did  not  tolerate  much 
interference  with  its  laws?  That  neither  Paul  nor 
anyone  else  ever  put  such  construction  upon  his 
language,  is  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
record  m  history  of  a  single  case  where  it  was  at- 
tempted for  400  years  after  Paul  was  in  his  grave, 
axid  the  Rom  Empire  had  for  a  century  been  Chris- 
tian. Then  we  wait  400  years  more  before  we  find 
the  suggestion  repeated.  That  no  use  was  ever 
made  of  such  construction  of  Paul  in  the  whole  era 
of  the  adjustment  of  Christianity  with  heathenism 
is  good  evidence  that  it  was  never  there  to  begin 
with.  So  we  shall  pass  Paul  as  having  in  no  respect 
modified  the  doctrine  of  divorce  laid  down  by  Christ 
in  Mt  19. 

In  all  civilized  countries  the  machinery  of  legisla- 
tion and  law  can  always  be  open  for  removal  or 


relief  of  troubles  in  marriage  without  proceeding 
to   its   annulment.     If   a   father  is   cruel   to   his 

children,  we  do  not  abolish  the  parental 
8.  Reme«  relation,  but  punish  the  father  for  his 
dies  for  cruelty.  If  he  deserts  his  children,  we 
Marriage  need  not  assist  him  to  rear  other  chil- 
nis  dren  whom  he  can  desert  in  turn,  but 

we  can  punish  him  for  his  desertion. 
What  can  be  done  by  law  in  case  of  parent  and  child 
can  be  done  in  case  of  husband  ana  wife.  By  put- 
ting in  absolute  divorce  (frequently  for  guilty  and 
innocent  alike)  we  invite  the  very  evils  we  seek  to 
cure.  We  make  it  the  interest  of  a  dissatisfied  party 
to  create  a  situation  that  a  court  will  regard  as 
intolerable,  and  so  he  or  she  may  go  free. 

Then  by  affording  an  easy  way  out  of  the  troubles 
of  married  life  we  are  inviting  carelessness  about 
entering  marriage.  We  say  by  divorce  statutes  to 
a  young  woman:  "If  your  husband  deserts  you, 
you  may  have  another.  If  he  is  cruel,  you  may  have 
another.  If  he  fails  to  support  you,  you  may  have 
another.  If  he  is  drunken,  you  may  have  another. 
If  he  is  incompatible  or  makes  vou  unhappy,  you 
may  have  another" — and  yet  others  beyond  these. 
When  an  easy  road  is  thus  made  out  of  marriage, 
will  there  be  proper  caution  about  entering  into 
marriage?  By  just  as  much  as  a  crevice  for  relief 
of  the  miseries  of  married  life  is  opened  by  divorce, 
by  so  much  the  flood  gates  are  opened  into  those 
miseries.  The  more  solemnly  society  is  impressed 
that  the  door  of  marriage  does  not  swing  outward 
as  well  as  inward  the  more  of  happiness  and  blessing 
will  it  find  in  the  institution.    S^  Family. 

pi-ZAHAB,  di'za-hab,  diz'a-hab  (Vrr-^ ,  dUzO- 
hdbh;  LXX  Karaxpi'O'ca,  KcUachriiseaj  lit.  "abound- 
ing in  gold") :  The  name  occurs  in  a  list  apparently 
intended  to  fix  definitely  the  situation  of  the  camp 
of  Israel  in  the  plains  of  Moab  (Dt  11).  No  place 
in  the  region  has  been  found  with  a  name  suggest- 
ing this:  and  there  is  no  other  clue  to  its  identifica- 
tion. Some  names  in  the  list  are  like  those  of 
stations  earlier  in  the  wanderings.  Thinking  that 
one  of  these  may  be  intended  Burckhardt  suggested 
Mina  edh-Dhahab,  a  boat  harbor  between  Roe 
Mohammad  and  Aqaba.  Cheyne  gets  over  the 
difficulty  by  accepting  a  suggestion  of  Sayce  that 
Di-zahab  corresponds  to  Me-zahab  (Gen  86  39): 
this  latter  he  then  transforms  into  Mitzraim,  ana 
identifies  it  with  the  North  Arabian  Mufri  {EB  s.v.). 
The  changes,  however,  seem  greater  than  can  be 
justified.  W.  EwiNQ 

DOCTOR,    dok'tgr:    In    Lk  2  46    (St8d4rKaXo«, 

diddskalos)  "doctor"  is  eauivalent  to  "teacher," 
which  latter  is  the  tr  of  RV.  So  in  Lk  6  17:  Acts 
6  34,  AV  and  RV  "doctors,"  "doctor,"  of  the  law 
{nornodiddskalos).    See  Educatign;  Rabbi;  Scribe. 

DOCTRINE,  dok'trin :  Lat  doctrina,  from  doceo, 
"t.o  teach,"  denotes  both  the  act  of  teaching  and 
that  which  is  taught;  now  used  exclusively  in  the 
latter  sense. 

(1)  In  the  OT  for  (a)  lefiah  "what  is  received," 
hence  "the  matter  taught"  (Dt  82  2;  Job  11  4; 
Prov  4  2;  Isa  29  24,  ARV  "instruction");  (6)  «^«- 
mH'ah,  "what  is  heard"  (Isa  28  9,  RV  "message," 
RVm  "report");  (c)  mti^dr,  "discipline"  (Jer  10  8 
m,  ''T^®  stock  is  a  doctrine  [RV  "instruction"]  of 
vanities,"  i.e.  "The  discipline  of  unreal  gods  is  wood 
(is  like  themselves,  destitute  of  true  moral  force)" 
(BDB). 

(2)  In  the  NT  for  (i)  didaskalia=^  (a)  ''the  act  of 
teaching"  (1  Tim  4  13.16;  5  17;  2  Tim  8  10. 
16),  all  in  RV  "teaching";  (6)  "what  is  taught" 
(Mt  16  9;  2  Tim  4  3).  In  some  palssages  the 
meaning  is  ambiguous  as  between  (a)  anid  (6).     (ii) 
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didaiM,  always  tr^  "teaching"  ic  RV,  except  in  Rom 

16  17,  where  "doctrine"  ie  retained  in  the  text  and 

"teaching"  inserted  in  m=  (a)  the  act 

1.  Hranlng  of  teaching  (Mk  4  2;  Acta  3  42,  AV 
of  Tenns       "doctrine");  (b)  what  is  taught  (Jn  7 

16,17;  Rev  3  14,15.24,  AV  "doc- 
trine"). In  some  pli^nea  the  meaning  is  ambiguous 
as  between  (a)  and  (b)  and  in  Mt  7  28;  Mk  1  22; 
Acta  18  12,  the  manner,  rather  than  the  act  or 
matter  of  teaching  ia  denoted,  namely,  with  author- 
ity and  power. 

The  meaning  of  these  words  in  the  NT  varied  as 
the  church  developed  the  content  of  its  experience 

into  a  system  of  thought,  and  came  to 

2.  Christ's  regard  such  &  system  as  an  integral 
Teachine  part  of  saving  faith  (cf  the  development 
Infomuu       of  the  meamng  of  the  term  "faith") : 

(1)  The  doctrines  of  the  Pharisees  were 
a  fairly  compact  and  definite  body  of  teaching,  a 
fixed  tradition  handed  down  from  one  generation 
of  teachers  to  another  {Mt  16  12,  AV  "doctrine"; 
cf  Mt  16  9;  Mk  7  7),  (2)  In  contrast  with  the 
Pharisaic  system,  the  teaching  of  Jesus  was  uncon- 
ventional and  occamonal,  discursive  and  unsystem- 
atic; it  derived  its  power  from  His  personality, 
character  and  works,  more  than  from  His  words,  so 
that  His  contemporaries  were  astonished  at  it  and 
recognized  it  as  a  new  teaching  (Mt  7  28;  23  33; 
Mk  1  22.27;  Lk  4  32).  So  we  find  it  in  the  Synoptic 
Gospels,  and  the  more  systematic  form  given  to  it  in 
the  Johannine  discourses  is  undoubtedly  the  work  of 
the  evangelist,  who  wrote  rather  to  int«rpret  Christ 
than  to  record  His  i-pai»nina  verba  (Jn  30  31), 

The  earheat  teacning  ot  the  apostles  consisted 
essentially  of  three  propositions:   (a)  that  Jesus  was 

the  Christ  (Acta  3  18);  (6)  that  He 
S.  Apostolic  was  risen  from  the  dead  (Acta  1  22; 
Doctrinea      3  24.32);   and  (c)  that  salvation  was 

by  faith  in  His  name  (Acta  2  38;  3 
16).  While  proclaiming  these  trutlis,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  coordinate  them  with  Heb  faith,  as  based 
upon  OT  revelation.  The  method  of  the  earheat 
reconstruction  may  be  gathered  from  the  epeechea 
of  Peter  and  Stephen  (Acta  3  14-36;  6  29-32;  7 
2-S3).  A  more  thorough  reconstruction  of  the 
codrdination  of  the  Christian  facts,  not  only  with 
Heb  history,  but  with  universal  history,  and  with  a 
view  of  the  world  as  a  whole,  was  undertaken  by 
Paul.  Both  types  of  doctrine  ore  found  ig  his 
speeches  in  Acta,  the  former  type  in  that  delivered 
at  Antioch  (13  16-^1),  and  the  latter  in  the  speeches 
dehvered  at  Lystra  (14  15^17)  and  at  Athens  (17 
22-31).  The  ideas  given  in  outline  in  theae  speeches 
ore  more  fully  developed  into  a  doctrinal  system, 
with  its  center  removed  from  the  resurrection  to 
the  death  of  Christ,  in  the  epistles,  eep.  in  Gal, 
Rom,  Eph,  Phil  and  Col.  But  as  yet  it  is  the 
tbeolodcal  system  of  one  teacher,  and  there  is  no 
wgn  of  any  attempt  to  impose  it  by  authority  on 
the  church  as  a  wnole.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the 
Pauline  system  never  was  generally  accepted  by  the 
church.    Cf  James  and  the  Apostohc  Fathers. 

In  the  Pastoral  and  General  Epistles  a  new  atate 
of   things    appears.     The   repeated    emphasis   on 

''aound"  or  "healthy  doctrine"  (1  Tim 
4.  Begin-  1  10;  6  3;  2  Tim  1  13;  4  3;  Tit  1 
nings  of  9;  3  1),  "good  doctrine"  (1  Tim  4  6) 
Do^ma  imphea  that  a  body  of  teachine  had 

now  emerged  which  was  generally  ac- 
cepted, and  which  should  serve  as  a  standard  of 
orthodoxy.  The  faith  haa  become  a  body  of  truth 
"once  for  all  dehvered  unto  the  saints"  (Jude  ver3). 
The  content  of  this  "sound  doctrine"  is  nowhere 
formally  ^ven,  but  it  is  a  probable  inference  that  it 
corresponded  very  nearly  to  the  Rom  formula  that 
became  known  as  the  Apostles'  Oeed.  See  Dooua. 
T.  Rbes 


DOCUS,  dC'kus.    See  Dok. 

DODAI,do'dl,  dO'dS-l  (1  Ch  27  4).    Sec  Dodo. 

DODANIH,dO'da-nim  (VVp ,  dddhanlm,  "lead- 
ers"): In  Gen  10  4,  the  son  of  Javan,  the  son  of 
Japheth.  This  would  place  the  Dodanim  among  the 
lonians.  The  ||  passage  1  Ch  1  7,  with  the  LXX 
and  S,  has,  however/ 'Rodanim,"  which  is  probably 
the  true  reading.  This  identifies  the  people  with 
the  Rhodions  (<J  on  Etk  27  15  under  Dgdan). 

DODAVAHn,  dS-daVa-ha  (vy/fn,  dddhSwOkC, 
"loved  of  God" ;  AV  Dodavah):  Father  of  Elieser 
of  Mareshah,  a  prophet  in  the  days  of  Jehoshaphat 
(2  Ch  20  37). 

DODO,  diS'dO,  DODAI  (1111.  dsdho,  "Tl^, 
dSdhay,  "beloved"): 

(1)  The  grandfather  of  Tola  of  the  tribe  of  Is- 
eochar,  one  of  the  judges  (Jgs  10  I). 

(2)  "The  Ahohit*,"  father  ot  Eleazar,  one  of 
David's  heroes,  and  (2  S  38  9;  1  Ch  11  12)  him- 
self the  commander  of  one  of  the  divisions  of  the 
army  (1  Ch  37  4). 

(3)  The  Bethlehemite,  father  of  Elhanan,  one  of 
David's  mighty  men  (2  S  33  24;  1  Ch  11  26). 

DOE,  do.    See  Deer. 

DOEG,  dC'eg  (SSi"!,  38^,  dd'igk,  "anxious," 
"cared  for") :  "The  Edomite,"  a  servant  of  Saul, 
who  watched  David's  intercourse  with  the  priest 
Ahimclech,  then  denounced  the  priest  to  the  king, 
and  lat«r  executed  hia  command  to  slay  the  priests 
at  Nob.  The  position  he  held  is  described  as  that 
of  "the  mightiest"  of  S.'s  herdsmen  (1  8  21  7  m). 
LXX  reads:  "tending  the  mules.'  Rabbinical 
legends  speak  of  him  as  the  greatest  scholar  of  his 
time.  The  traditional  title  of  Ps  62  associat«e 
the  composition  of  that  Ps  with  the  events  that  led 
to  the  slaying  of  the  priests  (I  S  21  7;  32  9.18.22). 
Nathan  Isaacs 

DOG  P5J,  keUbh;  [cf  Arab,  kelb,  "dog"l;  «««•, 
jhlon;  and  dimin,  Kwdfuav,  kiaidrum):  Referencee 
to  the  dog,  both  in  the  OT  and  in  the  NT,  are  uaually 
of  a  contemptuous  character.  A  dog,  and  eep.  a 
dead  dog,  is  used  as  a  figure  of  insignificance.  Go- 
liath says  to  David  (1  S  17  43):  "Am  I  a  dog,  that 


Poriab  Dog  at  BelrOt. 

thou  comest  to  me  with  staves?"  David  says  to 
Saul  (1  S  34  14):  "After  whom  dost  thou  puisue? 
after  a  dead  dog,  after  a  flea."  Mephibosheth  says 
to  David  (2  S  9  8):  "What  is  thy  servant,  that 
thou  shouldeet  look  upon  such  a  dead  dog  as  I  am?" 
The  same  figure  is  found  in  the  words  of  Hazael  to 
Elisha  (2  K  8  13).  The  meaning,  which  is  ob- 
sciu«  in  AV,  is  brought  out  well  in  KV:  "But  what 
is  thy  servant,  who  la  but  a  dog,  that  be  should  do 
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this  great  thing?"  The  characteristically  oriental 
interrogative  form  of  these  expressions  should  be 
noted. 

Other  passages  express  by  inference  the  low  es- 
teem in  which  dogs  are  held.  Nothing  worse  could 
happen  to  a  person  than  that  his  body  should  be 
devoured  bv  dogs  (1  K  14  11;  16  4;  21  19.23, 
etc).  Job  80  1  says  of  the  youth  who  deride  him 
that  he  disdained  to  set  their  fathers  with  the  dogs 
of  his  flock.  In  Phil  3  2  and  Rev  22  15,  dogs  are 
coupled  with  evil-workers,  sorcerers,  etc.  In  Mt 
7  6  we  read:  "Give  not  that  which  is  holy  unto  the 
dogs,  neither  cast  your  pearls  before  the  swine." 

Job  80  1  (cited  above)  refers  to  the  use  of  dogs 
to  guard  flocks;  and  the  comparison  of  inefficient 
watchmen  with  dumb  dogs  (Isa  66  10)  implies  that 
at  least  some  dogs  are  useful.  In  the  apocryphal 
Book  of  Tob,  Tooias'  dog  is  his  compamon  on  his 
travels  (Tob  6  16;  11  4;  on  this  see  Expos  T,  XI, 
258;  HDB,  IV,  989;  Geiger,  CivUizaiion  of  E, 
Iranians,  I,  85  ff). 

There  is  further  the  reference  to  the  greyhound  (Prov 
80  31  EV)  aa  one  of  the  four  things  which  are  "stately 
in  their  going."  But  the  rendering,  "greyhound,"  rests 
solely  upon  inference,  and  is  contrary  to  the  LXX  and 
Vulg,  which  have  respectively  aUktdr  and  gallu»,  i.e. 
"cock,"  AVm  "horse.  The  Beb  has  tartir  mothnayim, 
which  AVm  renders  "girt  in  the  loins."  RVm  has  "war- 
horse."  Heb  "well  girt  [or,  weU  knit]  in  the  loins."  In 
support  of  the  meaning,  "girt,"  for  sareir,  there  is  the 
wora  s«r,  which,  with  zarzir,  is  assigned  to  the  obs  root 
tdrar  and  the  Arab.  «trr,  "button,  from  «orr,  "to  but- 
ton," "to  compress."  Piu*ther,  to  render  zartir  by 
"cock"  logically  requires  a  change  in  the  text,  for  moth- 
nayim,  "loins,  becomes  superlative  and  inappropriate 
(see  EB,  s.v.  "Cock").  On  the  other  hand,  the  Arab. 
xarxur  is  a  starling  (cf  Arab,  zarzar,  "to  utter  cries," 
said  of  birds;  fanar,  ^*  to  cry  out" ;  farsUr,  "cockroach." 
or  "cricket").  Also,  according  to  Eb  (b.y.  "Cock"), 
"the  Talmudic  zarzir  ....  means  some  bird  (a  kind  of 
raven)."  If  the  text  stands,  there  appears  to  be  no 
better  rendering  than  "girt  in  the  loins,"  which  might 
fairly  be  taken  to  refer  to  a  war  horse  or  to  a  greyhound. 
The  Pers  greyhound  would  in  that  case  be  understood, 
a  hairy  race,  which,  according  to  the  Royal  Natural  His- 
tory, is  less  fleet  than  the  Eng.  breed  and  is  used  in  cours- 
ing gazelles  and  in  hunting  the  wild  ass.  and  which  accord- 
ing to  Doughty  (Arabia  Deaerta)  Is  kept  bv  the  Bedawin. 
'^hese  dogs  are  said  to  be  sometimes  girdled  by  their 
owners  toprevent  them  from  over-eating  and  becoming 
fat"  (L.  Fletcher,  Britizh  Muteum  [Natural  History]). 

Domestic  dogs  have  probably  been  derived  from 
various  species  of  wolves  and  jackals.  In  this  con- 
nection, it  is  noteworthy  that  the  dogs  of  certain 
regions  ^eatly  resemble  the  wolves  of  those  regions. 
The  panah  dogs  of  Svria  and  Pal  resemble  the  jack- 
als, esp.  in  color  and  in  the  tail,  difTerins  in  their 
peater  size  and  in  the  shape  of  muzzle  and  ears.  It 
IS  fair  to  assume  that  they  are  much  the  same  as 
existed  in  Bible  times.  They  are  in  general  meek 
and  harmless  creatures,  and  are  valuable  as  scav- 
engers, but  disturb  the  night  with  their  barking. 
Each  quarter  of  the  city  has  its  own  pack  of  dogs, 
which  vigorously  resents  any  invasion  of  its  terri- 
tory. A  dog  which  for  any  reason  finds  itself  in 
foreign  territory  gets  home  as  quickly  as  possible, 
and  IS  lucky  if  it  does  not  have  to  run  the  gauntlet 
of  a  pack  of  vicious  foes.  The  pariah  dog  is  some- 
times brought  up  to  be  a  sheep  dog,  but  the  best 
shepherd  do^  are  great  wolfish  creatures,  which  are 
usually  ob tamed  from  Kurdistan. 

Alfred  Ely  Day 

DOGMA,    do^ma   (S^YiMti  ddgma,  from  8oid«, 
dokid,  "that  which  seems,"  "an  opinion,"  partic- 
ularly the  opinion  of  a  philosopher) :  In 
1.  As  Law     the  decadent  period  of  Gr  philosophy, 
and  the  opinion,  or  ipse  dixit,  of  the  master 

Ordinance  of  a  philosophical  school  came  to  be 
quoted  as  authoritative  truth;  also, 
the  opinion  of  a  sovereign  imposed  as  law  upon  his 
subjects:  a  decree  or  ordinance  of  the  civil  author- 
ity. The  word  never  appears  in  EV,  although  it  is 
used  5  t  in  the  Gr  NT,  out  with  the  one  exception 


of  Acts  16  4,  in  a  sense  widely  different  from  that 
which  ecclesiastical  usage  has  eiven  to  it  from  the 
2d  cent,  downward.  "Dogma'^is  used  in  the  NT, 
(1)  of  Rom  laws:  "adecree[Gr  dogrma]  from  Caesar 
Augustus"  (Lk  2  I);  "the decrees  of  Caesar"  (Acts 
17  7)= the  whole  body  of  Rom  law;  (2)  of  ordi- 
nances of  religious  law:  "the  law  of  commandments 
contained  in  ordinances"  (Eph  2  15);  "the  bond 
written  in  ordinances"  (Col  2  14) » the  Mosaic  ordi- 
nances as  expressing  the  moral  law  which  condemned 
the  sinner,  and  whose  enmity  Christ  abolished  by 
His  death.  It  is  a  significant  revelation  of  the  spint 
of  Gr  theology  that  all  the  Gr  commentators  under^ 
stood  by  ordinances  in  these  two  places,  the  gospel 
as  a  body  of  dogmas  which  had  removed  the  com- 
mandment or  bond  that  was  against  us  (see  Light- 
foot,  Col,  ad  loc);  (3)  of  the  decrees  of  the  Council 
of  Jems  (Acts  15  20).  which  Paul  and  his  com- 
panions delivered  to  tne  Kentile  churches  (Acts  16 
4).  Here  we  have  one  element  that  entered  into 
the  later  ecclesiastical  meaning  of  the  word.  These 
dogmas  were  decisions  on  religious  matters,  imposed 
by  a  more  or  less  authoritative  council  of  the  church 
as  a  condition  of  admission  to  its  membership. 

There  is  however  one  important  difference.   These 
decrees  relate  to  moral  and  ceremonial  matters, 

but  from  the  2d  cent,  downward,  dog- 
2.  As  ma  means  esp.  a  theological  doctrine. 

Formulated  In  Gr  theology  "doctrine"  and  "dog- 
Teaching       ma"  meant  the  same  thing.    Each  h^ 

its  origin  in  the  opinion  of  some  ^reat 
teacher;  each  rested  upon  revelation  and  claimed 
its  authority;  each  meant  an  exposition  of  apar- 
ticular  truth  of  the  gospel,  and  of  the  whole  Chris- 
tian truth,  which  the  church  adopted  as  the  only 
right  exposition.  Each  word  might  be  used  for  the 
teaching  of  a  philosopher,  or  of  a  heretic,  although 
for  the  latter,  "heresy"  became  the  regular  term. 
On  the  one  side  stood  the  doctrines  or  dogmas 
of  the  majority  or  the  "Catholic"  church,  and 
on  the  other  side^  those  of  the  heretics.  So  long 
as  the  "Catholic"  ideal  of  orthodoxy  and  uniformity 
of  belief  held  the  field,  there  was  no  room  for  the 
distinction  now  made  between  "doctrine,"  as  a 
scientific  and  systematic  expression  of  the  truth  of 
the  Christian  reUgion,  and  dogma,"  hjb  those  truths 
"authoritatively  ratified  as  expressing  the  belief 
of  the  church.  This  distinction  couM  only  arise 
when- men  began  to  think  that  various  expressions 
of  Christian  truth  could  coexist  in  the  church,  and 
is  therefore  quite  modem  and  even  recent.  Dogma 
in  this  sense  denotes  the  ancient  conception  of 
theology  as  an  authoritative  system  of  orthodoxy, 
and  doctrine,  the  modem  conception,  outside  the 
dogmatic  churches^  where  theology  is  regarded  as 
a  scientific  exposition  of  truth. 

LiTEBATUBB. — Hamack,   Hiatory  of  Dogma,  I,   cfa  i; 
Dnimmond.  Studies  in  Chriziian  Doctrine,  1-7. 

T  Rees 
DOK.  ddk  (Ad^K,  D6k,  Aa^dSv,  Daq6n) :  A  small  for- 
tress, "uttle  stronghold"  near  Jericho  (1  Mace  16 
15),  built  by  Ptolemv,  son  of  Abubus,  where  he 
entertained  and  murdered  his  father-in-law  Simon 
Maccabaeus  and  his  two  sons.  Jos  (Ant,  XIII, 
yiii,  1 ;  BJ,  1^  ii,  3)  calls  the  place  Dagon  and  places 
it  above  Jericho.  The  name  persists  in  Ain  Duk 
with  its  copious  springs  of  excellent  water  about  4 
miles  N.W.  of  Jericho.  Some  ancient  foundations 
in  the  neighborhood  are  possibly  those  of  Ptolemy's 
fortress,  but  more  probsbbly  of  a  Templars'  station 
which  is  known  to  have  stood  there  as  late  as  the 
end  of  the  13th  cent.  For  its  importance  in  earlier 
Jewish  history,  see  Smith,  HOHL,  250^251. 

J.  HXTTCHISON 

DOLEFUL,  d5l'f6&l  (W ,  '3«A,  "howling") :  The 
"doleful  creatures"  reiferred  to  in  Isa  13  21  are 
probably  "jackals,"  although  some  have  suggested 
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'leopard,"  or  "hyaena."  The  older  EV  givea 
"great  owls."  The  word  rendered  "doleful  lamen- 
tation" in  Mic  2  4  (nihryah)  is  simply  a  form  of  the 
word  ordinarily  tr^  "wailing"  {n'hl).    Cf  AVm. 

DOLPHIN,  dol'fin.    See  Badger. 

DOMINION,  d6-min'yun:  In  Eph  1  21;  Col 
1  16  the  word  so  tr**  (icvpiATT|«,  kuridtes)  appears 
to  denote  a  rank  or  order  of  angels.  The  same  word 
is  probably  to  be  so  interpreted  in  Jude  ver  8  (AV 
and  RV  "dominion"),  and  in  2  Pet  2  10  (AV 
"government,"  RV  "dominion").      See  Angel. 


10  (AV  "the  morning."  RVm  "the  turn"  or  "the 
crowning  time";  but  the  meaning  is  not  yet  quite 
certain);  and  in  1  (3or  4  9  (irieavdrusj  epi- 
ihandtios,  "as  men  doomed  to  death,"  AV  "ap- 
pointed [originally  "approved"]  unto  death").  Our 
word  "doom"  is  connected  with  the  word  "deem," 
and  signifies  either  the  act  of  judging  or  (far  more 
often)  the  sentence  itself  or  the  condition  resulting 
therefrom  (cf  "Deemster"  of  Isle  of  Man  and  Jer- 
sey). Generally,  but  not  always,  an  imfavorable 
judgment  is  impUed.  Cf  Dryden,  Coronation  of 
Charles  II,  i,  127: 

"Two  kingdomB  wait  your  doom.  and.  aa  you  choose. 
This  must  receive  a  crown,  or  that  must  lose.*' 

J.  R.  Van  Pelt 
DOOR,  ddr:  Most  commonly  the  rendering  of 
Heb  pMah,  "doorway,"  deleth,  "door"  proper  (the 
two  distinguished  in  Gen  19  6),  or  of  Gt  ^/»a, 
Ui^ra,  which  represents  both  meanings.  The  door 
proper  was  usually  of  wood,  frequently  sheeted  with 
metal,  sometimes  of  one  slab  of  stone,  as  shown  in 
excavations  in  the  Hauran.  It  turned  on  pivots 
(the  "hinges"  of  Prov  26  14)  working  in  sockets 
above  and  below,  and  was  provided  with  a  bolt 
(2  S  IS  17)  or  with  lock  and  key  (Jgs  3  23).  The 
doorway  was  inclosed  by  the  stone  threshold  (1  K 
14  17),  the  two  doorposts  on  either  side,  and  the 
lintel  above  (Ex  12  7).  Doors  were  frequently 
two-leaved,  and  folding  ones  are  mentioned  m  con- 
nection with  the  temple  (1  K  6  34).  Where  "door" 
is  used  in  connection  with  city  gates  (Neh  3  1  ff) 
it  refers  to  the  door  proper  which  swings  on  its 
hinges  as  distinguished  from  the  whole  structure. 
The  custom  of  fastening  to  the  doorposts  small 
cases  containing  a  parchment  inscribed  with  the 
words  of  Dt  6  4-9;  11  13-21  had  its  oriein  in  the 
command  there  given.    See  also  Gate;  Bouse. 

Figurative:  (ij  Christ  is  "the  door"  into  the  gos- 
pel ministry  (Jn  10  1.2.7);  ministers  must  receive 
their  authority  from  Him,  and  exercise  it  in  His 
spirit.  (2)  'Through  faith  in  Him  also  both  shep- 
herds and  sheep  enter  into  the  kingdom  of  God  (ver 
9),  and   find  all   their  spiritual  needs  supplied.' 

(3)  The  fig.  in  Rev  3  20  is  expressive  of  Christ's 
patient,  persistent  and  affectionate  appeal  to  men. 

(4)  Elsewhere  also  of  opportimity  (Mt  26  10; 
Acts  14  27;  1  Cor  16  9;  2  Cor  2  12;  Rev  3  8). 
(6)  Of  freedom  and  power  (CJol  4  3).  See  also 
Achob;  Shepherd.     Benjamin  Reno  Downeb 

DOORKEEPER,  d5r'kep-6r  ("iTitJ ,  aho'er) :  The 
gates  of  an  oriental  city  and  of  the  temple  courts 
BO  closely  resembled  the  door  of  a  house  that  the 
same  Heb  word  was  used  for  doorkeeper  and  gate- 
keeper. It  is  often  tr**  by  the  less  definite  word 
"porter"  (q.v.). 

In  the  preexilic  writings  (2  S  18  26;  2  K  7  10. 
11)  reference  is  made  to  porters  at  the  gates  of  the 
cities   Mahanaim   and   Samaria.    In   these   early 


writings  there  is  also  mention  of  a  small  number  of 
"keej)ers  of  the  threshold"  of  the  temple,  whose 
duties  included  the  gathering  of  money  from  the 
people  for  temple  purposes,  and  the  care  of  the 
sacred  vessels  (2  K  12  9;  22  4;  23  4).  They 
held  an  honorable  position  (2  K  26  18),  and  occu- 
pied chambers  in  the  temple  (Jer  36  4).  The  same 
term  is  used  to  describe  officers  in  the  household  of 
the  king  of  Persia  (Est  2  21;  6  2). 

Differing  from  these  "keepers  of  the  threshold" 
in  some  respects  are  the  doorkeepers  or  porters 
mentioned  in  Ch,  Ezr  and  Neh.  These  formed  a 
numerous  sacred  order  (1  Ch  9  22;  23  5)  from  the 
time  of  David.  Their  duties  and  the  words  describ- 
ing them  in  two  passages,  "keepers  of  the  thresh- 
olds" (1  Ch  9  19)  and  "porters  of  the  thresholds" 
(2  Ch  28  4),  connect  them  in  some  measure  with 
the  "keeper  of  the  threshold"  referred  to  above. 
They  guarded  the  gates  of  the  house  of  Jeh  (1  Ch 
9  23),  closing  and  opening  them  at  the  proper  times 
(ver  27)  and  preventing  the  unclean  from  entering 
the  sacred  inclosure  (2  Ch  23  19) ;  they  had  charge 
of  the  sacred  vessels  and  of  the  free-will  offerings 
(2  Ch  31  14),  and  dwelt  in  the  chambers  about 
the  temple  (1  Ch  9  27).  They  were  Levites,  and 
came  in  from  the  Levitical  villages  every  seventh 
day  for  service  in  their  turn  (1  Ch  9  25).  Their 
office  was  honorable,  ranking  with  the  singers,  after 
the  priests  and  Levites  (Ezr  2  42;   1  Ch  16  18). 

In  Ps  84  10.  "I  had  rather  be  a  d.  in  the  house 
of  my  God,"  the  word  is  not  used  in  its  technical 
sense.  RVm  gives  "stand  [AVm  "sit"]  at  the 
threshold,"  to  an  eastern  mind  a  situation  of  deep 
humility  (cf  title  of  the  Ps  and  1  Ch  9  19). 

In  the  NT  the  order  of  temple  doorkeepers  is  not 
referred  to.  But  a  doorkeej)er  {Ovptapln,  thurords) 
is  mentioned  in  connection  with  a  private  house 
(Mk  13  34),  with  the  high  priest's  house  (Jn  18 
16.17),  and  with  sheep-folds  (Jn  10  3),  a  maid 
serving  as  doorkeeper  in  some  cases  (Acts  12  13). 

George  Rice  Hovey 

DOORPOST,  dor'post.    See  House. 

DOPHKAH,  dof'ka  (Ty^^"^ ,  doph^h,  "drover"): 
A  desert  camp  of  the  Israelites,  the  first  after  leaving 
the  wilderness  of  Sin  (Nu  88  12.13).  See  Wan- 
derings OF  Israel. 

DOR,  d6r,  DORA.  dS'ra  C^rh ,  dd'r  "T^ ,  dor, 
"habitation,"  "circle'*;  AAp,  D6r;  Jos,  Ad»pa,  Ddra; 
mod.  Tanturah) :  A  town  of  the  coast  of  Pal,  S.  of 
Carmel  (CAp,  II,  10;  Vila,  8),  about  8  miles  N.  of 
Caesarea.  It  was  occupied  in  the  earliest  times  by 
the  Canaanites  and  prooably  belonged  to  Phoenicia, 
tradition  saying  that  it  was  a  Sidonian  colony.  It 
furnished  an  abundance  of  the  shell-fish  so  valuable 
for  the  manufacture  of  the  Tyrian  purple,  and  this 
would  have  led  the  Phoenicians  to  occupy  the  site. 
In  the  12th  cent.  BC,  the  region  was  occupied  by  the 
northern  people  who  raided  the  whole  Sjrian  coast 
and  Egypt.  They  were  driven  back  by  the  Eg3rp- 
tians,  but  renewed  the  attack,  and  the  weakness  of 
Egypt  in  the  middle  of  the  cent,  enabled  them  to 
settle  in  the  coast  region  S.  of  Carmel;  a  tribe  of 
them  occupied  Dor,  and  others  the  territory  to  the 
limits  of  the  desert  of  Sinai,  and  became  the  Phili 

Sjople  so  well  known  by  their  contests  with  the 
ebrews.  Naphoth-dor,  "the  heights  of  Dor," 
may  be  the  slopes  of  C^armel  inland  from  Tanturah. 
Dor  fell  within  the  territory  assigned  to  &lanasseh 
(Josh  17  11;  cf  Ant,  V,  i,  22).  It  was  the  seat 
of  a  king  who  possessed  other  towns  on  the  heights 
back  of  the  coast.  He  was  one  of  the  allies  of  Jabin 
of  Hazor  in  the  conflict  with  Joshua  (Josh  11  2) 
and  was  conquered  by  him  (12  23),  but  Dor  was 
not  occupied  by  the  IsraeUtes  (17  11;  Jgs  1  27). 
The  inhabitants  of  Dor  were  at  enmity  with  the 
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Phoen  towns  and  it  would  seem  that  the  Sidonians 
seized  it  to  obtain  its  rich  supplies  of  shell-fish,  and 
this  probably  caused  the  war  of  retaliation  wa^ed 
b^'  the  Philis,  under  the  lead  of  Ashkelon,  against 
Sidon  in  the  middle  of  the  11th  cent.  Sidon  was 
besieged  by  land,  and  the  inhabitants  were  comp)elled 
to  flee  to  Tyre.  Dor  seems  to  have  been  occupied 
by  Solomon  since  he  placed  one  of  his  purveyors  in 
the  town  (1  K  4  11),  and  Tiglath-pileser  III  re- 
duced it  and  set  a  governor  over  it  (Rawl.,  Phoen. ^ 
84).  Here  Tryphon  was  besieged  by  Antiochus,  but 
escaped  to  Apamea  (1  Mace  16  11.13.25;  Antj 
XIII,  vii,  2).  It  was  made  free  by  Pompey,  and 
joined  to  the  province  of  Syria  (XIV,  iv,  4).  The 
youths  of  the  place  set  up  a  statue  of  Tiberius  in  the 
Jewish  synagogue,  an  outrage  that  was  reported  to 
Publius  Petronius  by  Agrippa,  and  reparation  was 
made  (XIX,  vi,  3).  It  does  not  seem  to  have  been 
of  much  importance  in  later  times,  though  the  forti- 
fications still  remaining  on  the  ruined  site,  from  the 
period  of  the  Middle  Ages,  show  that  it  was  then 
occupied.  It  is  now  only  a  miserable  village  nestled 
in  the  ruins.  H.  Porter 

DORCAS,  d6r'kas  (AopKds,  Dorkds,  the  Gr 
equivalent  of  Aram,  lablihaf  ''a  gazelle'') :  The  name 
was  borne  by  a  Christian  woman  of  Joppa.  She 
is  called  a  disciple  {maMiria:  Acts  9  36,  the  only 
place  in  the  NT  where  the  fem.  form  is  used).  She 
seems  to  have  had  some  means  and  also  to  have 
been  a  leader  in  the  Christian  community.  Dorcas 
was  beloved  for  the  manner  in  which  she  used  her 
position  and  means,  for  she  ''was  full  of  good  works, 
andalmsdeedswhicnshedid."  Among  her  charities 
was  the  clothing  of  the  poor  with  garments  she  her- 
self made  (ver  39),  ana  by  following  her  example, 
numerous  ''Dorcas  societies"  in  the  Christian 
church  perpetuate  her  memory.  There  is  a  local 
memorial  m  the  "Tabitha  School"  in  Jaffa  devoted 
to  the  care  and  education  of  poor  girls. 

Her  restoration  to  life  by  Peter  is  recorded.  At 
the  time  of  her  death  Peter  was  in  Lydda  where  he 
had  healed  Aeneas.  Being  sent  for,  he  went  to 
Joppa,  and,  by  the  exercise  of  the  supernatural 
powers  granted  to  him,  "he  presented  her  ahve"  to 
the  moiu*ning  community.  In  consequence  of  this 
miracle  "many  beUeved  on  the  Lord"  (ver  42). 

S.  F.  Hunter 

DORYMENES,  d6-rim'e-ngz  (Aopv|Uvns,  Da- 
runUnes):  Father  of  Ptolemy  Macron  (1  Mace  8 
38;  2  Mace  4  45);  probably  the  same  man  who 
fought  against  Antiochus  the  Great  (Polyb.  v.61). 

DOSITHEUS,  d6-sith'g-us  (Aoor(eco$,  Doaitheos) : 

(1)  A  captain  of  Judas  Maccabaeus  (2  Mace  12 
19-25);  along  with  Sosipater  he  captured  Timo- 
theus  after  the  battle  of  Camion,  but  granted  him 
his  life  and  freedom  on  the  representation  that  "he 
had  in  his  power  the  parents  of  many  of  them  and 
the  brethren  of  some,  who,  if  they  put  him  to  death, 
should  "be  disregarded." 

(2)  A  soldier  m  the  army  of  Judas  Maccabaeus 
(2  Mace  12  35);  he  made  a  special  attack  upon 
Gorgias,  governor  of  Idumaea,  the  opposing  general, 
and  woiild  have  taken  the  "accursed  man  prisoner 
but  for  the  interference  of  a  Thracian  horseman. 

(3)  A  Jew,  son  of  Drimylus  (3  Mace  1  3)  who 
rescued  Ptolemy  Philopator  from  a  plot  of  The- 
odotus.  He  afterward  proved  an  apostate  from 
Judaism. 

(4)  A  Levite  priest  who  "in  the  4th  year  of  the 
reign  of  Ptolemy  and  Cleopatra"  carried  the  tr  of 
the  Book  of  Est  to  Alexandria  (Ad  Est  11  1). 

J.  Hutchison 
DOTAEA,  d6-te'a  (AV,  incorrectly,  Judea;  A»- 
raiof  Dotaia) :  Another  form  of  the  name  Dothan 
(q.v.). 


DOTE,  dot:  "To  dote"  means  either  "to  be 
weakminded"  or  "to  be  foolishly  fond."  In  the 
latter  sense  it  is  employed  in  Ezk  23  5  ff ;  in  the 
former,  in  Jer  60  36  AV  (RV  "shall  become  fools"); 
AV  Sir  26  2  (RV  "lacking  understanding"),  and 
AV  1  Tim  6  4  (RVm  "to  be  sick";  AVm  "a  fool"). 

DOTHAIM,  dd'thft-im:  Mentioned  ia  Jth  4  6 
and  frequently  in  connection  with  the  invasion  of 
Holofemes.    See  next  art. 

DOTHAN,  dS'than  (VV^f  ddthauin,  "in^ ,  dothan, 
"two  wells,"  "double  feast";  A»eeUi|t,  Ddihdeim): 
A  place  to  the  N.  of  Shechem  whither  Jacob's  sons 
went  for  pasture  for  the  flocks;  where  Joseph  who 
followed  them  was  sold  to  the  IshmaeUtes,  after 
having  been  imprisoned  in  a  "pit"  (Gen  37  17  ff). 


Dothan. 

Here  in  later  days  the  eyes  of  Elisha's  servant  were 
opened  to  see  the  mountain  "full  of  horses  and 
chariots  of  fire,"  guarding  his  master  from  the  en- 
circling Syrians  (2  K  6  13ff).  This  is  certainly 
to  be  identified  with  Tell  Ddth&n^  which  lies  on  the 
E.  of  the  ancient  road  leading  from  Gilead  across 
Esdraelon  to  the  seacoast,  and  thence  to  Eg3rpt. 
It  is  about  5  miles  to  the  S.W.  of  Jenln.  There  are 
some  traces  of  old  buildings,  two  cisterns — Dothayin 
or  po^/iayim="two  cisterns"  or  "pits" — and  one 
copious  spring.  Excellent  pasture  is  found  in  the 
surrounding  plain,  and  on  the  adjoining  slopes. 

W.  EWING 

DOUBLE,  dub"l  (HJTp ,  ahanahy  "to  repeat,"  as  in 
counting;  589 1  kdphalj  "to  fold  over,"  or  "double," 
as  a  cloth):  A  word  used  quite  frequently  in  the 
OT.  Jacob  ordered  his  sons  to  take  double  money 
in  their  hands,  i.e.  twice  the  necessary  amoimt  (Gen 
48  12.15).  If  a  thief  be  caught  with  a  living  ani- 
mal he  was  to  restore  double  (Ex  22  4) ;  if  property 
be  stolen  out  of  the  house  of  one  to  whom  it  is  in- 
trusted he  was  to  restore  double  (Ex  22  7.9).  The 
firstborn  was  to  receive  a  double  portion  of  the  in- 
heritance (Dt  21  17).  Likewise  also  by  a  beauti- 
ful symbol  Elisha  asked  for  a  double  portion  of 
Elijah's  spu-it  to  fall  upon  him  (2  K  2  9).  De- 
grees of  punishment  or  sufferings  were  also  expressed 
by  the  idea  of  a  doubling  (]£a  61  7;  Jer  16  18; 
17  18;  Zee  9  12).  The  use  of  the  second  Heb 
form  in  Job  11  6  and  41  13  seems  quite  confusing 
in  its  tr.  AV  translates  it  simply  "double,"  but  RV 
gives  it  its  expanded  and  denved  meaning,  "mani- 
fold in  understanding,"  and  "who  shall  come  within 
his  jaws,"  resj)ectively,  "manifold"  in  the  first 
instance  meaning  multiplied,  and  "jaws"  doubt- 
less meaning  the  double  row  of  teeth.  The  classic 
phrases  in  the  NT  are  those  used  by  James  to  repre- 
sent instability  and  a  wavering  disposition,  dl^vxof, 
dipsuchoSj  Ut.  "doubleminded    (Jas  1  8;  4  8). 

Walter  G.  Clippingeb 

DOUBT,  dout:  This  word,  found  only  a  score  of 
times  in  tne  Bible,  translates  nevertheless  about 
half  as  many  different  Heb  and  Gr  originals  with  a 
corresponding  variety  of  meanings. 

In  Gen  37  33  "without  doubt"  is  to  be  taken  in 
the  common  sense  of  "certainly";  in  Job  12  2  in 
the  sarcastic  sense  of  "indeed!  In  Dnl  5  12.16, 
it  is  used  as  a  difiicult  problem  or  mystery  to  be 
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explained,  and  these  are  .the  only  cases  of  its  em- 
ployment in  the  OT. 

In  the  NT  it  is  about  equally  used  to  translate 
Siavop4taj  diapor^o,  and  9mKpi¥u,  diakrind^  and 
their  coniates.  The  first  means  ^'to  be  without 
resource, •'  ^'utterly  at  a  loss.''  "nonplussed'';  and 
the  second,  "to  judge  diversely."  For  the  first,  see 
Jn  18  22;  Acts  2  12  AV;  5  24  AV;  10  17  AV;  26 

20  AV;  and  Gal  4  20  AV.    For  the  second  see  Mt 

21  21;  Mk  11  23;  Acts  10  20;  Rom  14  23.  The 
last-named  is  deserving  of  particular  attention.  ' 'He 
that  doubteth  is  condemned  [AV  "damned"]  if  he 
eat,"  means  that  in  a  case  of  imcertainty  as  to  one's 
Christian  liberty,  it  were  better  to  err  on  the  side  of 
restraint.  In  Lk  12  29  "to  be  of  doubtful  mind" 
{fUT§wplj;ta,  mete&rizd,  lit.  "to  suspend":  vide 
Thayer,  s.v.),  means  "to  be  driven  by  gusts,  or  "to 
fluctuate  in  mid-air." 

Here,  as  in  Mt  14  31,  "doubt"  does  not  indicate 
alack  of  faith,  but  rather  "a  state  of  qualified  faith" : 
its  weakness,  but  not  its  absence. 

In  Jn  10  24  "doubt"  translates  afpw  ^vx^^  drd 
psuchhi,  which  lit.  means  "to  lift  up  the  soul," 
or  "to  Keep  one  in  suspense";  so  RV.    See  also 

DlSPTTTATION.  J  AMES  M.   GbAT 

DOUGH,  d6.    See  Bbead. 

DOVE,  duv  nir\,  (or,  H}^'',  yihiOh;  vfpto^pa, 
peristerd;  Lat  Zenaedura  carolinemia):  A  bird  of 
the  family  Columbidae,  Doves  and  pigeons  are  so 
closely  related  as  to  be  spoken  and  written  of  as 
sjmonymous,  yet  there  is  a  distinction  recognized 
from  the  beginning  of  time.  It  was  esp.  marked  in 
Pal,  because  doves  migrated,  but  pigeons  remained 
in  their  chosen  haunts  all  the  year.  Yet  doves  were 
the  wild  birds  and  were  only  confined  singlv  or  in 
pairs  as  caged  pets,  or  in  order  to  be  available  for 
sacrifice.  Pigeons,  without  question,  were  the  first 
domesticated  birds,  the  record  of  their  conquest 
by  man  extending  if  anything  farther  back  than 
ducks,  geese  and  swans.  These  two  were  the  best 
known  and  the  most  loved  of  all  the  myriads  of 
birds  of  P^.  Doves  were  given  preference  because 
they  remained  wild  and  were  more  elusive.  The 
thmg  that  escapes  us  is  usually  a  little  more  attract- 
ive uian  the  thme  we  have.  Their  loving  natures 
had  been  noted,  their  sleek  beautiful  plumage,  their 
plump  bodies.  They  were  the  most  ijrecious  of  anjr- 
thin^  offered  for  sacrifice.  Their  use  is  alwa>rs  speci- 
fied m  preference  to  pigeons  if  only  one  bird  was 
used;  if  both,  the  dove  is  frequently  mentioned 
first.  Because  of  their  docility  when  ca^ed,  their 
use  in  sacrifice,  and  the  religious  superstition  con- 
cerning them,  they  were  allowed  to  nest  unmolested 
and,  according  to  species,  flocked  all  over  Pal.  The 
turtle-dove  nested  in  gardens  and  vineyards,  and 
was  almost  hjb  tame  as  the  pigeons.  The  palm 
turtle-dove  took  its  name  from  its  love  of  homing 
in  pcdm  trees,  and  sought  these  afield,  and  in  cities, 
even  building  near  the  temple  in  Jems.  It  also 
selected  thorn  and  other  trees.  It  has  a  small  bodv, 
about  ten  inches  in  length,  covered  with  bri^t 
chestnut-colored  feathers,  the  neck  dappled  with 
dark,  lustrous  feathers.  The  rock  dove  swarmed 
over,  through,  and  among  the  cUffs  of  mountains 
and  the  fissures  of  caves  and  ravines.  The  collared 
turtle-dove  was  the  largest  of  the  species.  It  re- 
mained permanently  and  homed  in  the  forests  of 
Tabor  and  Gilead,  around  the  Dead  Sea,  and  along 
the  Jordan  valley.  This  bird  was  darker  than  the 
others  and  took  its  name  from  a  clearly  outlined 
collar  of  dark  feathers  encircling  the  neck,  and  was 
esp.  sought  for  caged  pets  on  account  of  its  size  and 
biuty. 

In  all,  the  dove  is  mentioned  about  fifty  times  in 
the  Bible.    Many  of  these  references  are  concerning 


its  use  in  sacrifice  and  need  not  all  be  mentioned. 
The  others  are  quoted  and  explained  from  a  scien- 
tific standpoint  and  in  accordance  with  the  charac- 
teristics and  habits  of  the  birds.  The  first  reference 
to  the  dove  occurs  in  Gen  8  8-12,  in  the  history 
of  the  flood;  then  follows  its  specified  use  in  sac- 
rifice; note  of  its  migratory  habits  is  made,  and 
then  in  poetry,  prophecy,  comparison,  simile  and 
song,  it  appears  over  ancf  over  throughout  the  Bible. 
In  Gen  8  8-12,  we  read,  "And  ne  sent  forth  a 
dove  from  him,  to  see  if  the  waters  were  abated." 
Noah  first  sent  out  a  raven,  because  it  was  a  strong, 
aggressive  bird  and  would  return  to  its  mate.  But 
the  raven  only  flew  over  the  water  and  returned  to 
perch  on  the  ark.  This  was  not  satisfactory,  so 
Noah  in  looking  for  a  bird  better  suited  to  his  pur- 
pose, bethought  him  of  the  most  loving  and  tender 
Dird  he  knew — ^the  dove.  It  not  only  would  return 
to  the  ark,  but  would  enter  and  go  to  the  cage  of  its 
mate,  and  if  it  found  green  food  it  would  regurgitate 
a  portion  for  her  or  its  young,  or  if  not  nesting  he 
could  tell  by  its  droppings  if  greenery  had  been 
eaten  and  so  decide  if  the  waters  were  going  down. 
And  this  is  precisely  what  happened.  The  dove 
came  back,  and  the  watching  Noah  saw  it  feed  its 
mate  httle  green  olive  leaves,  for  the  dove  never 
carries  food  in  the  beak,  but  swallows  and  then 
regurgitates  it  to  mate  and  young.  This  first 
retWence  to  birds  was  made  on  account  of  the  loving, 
tender  characteristics  of  the  species;  the  next, 
because  they  were  the  most  loved  bv  the  people, 
and  therefore  chosen  as  most  suitable  to  offer  as 
sacrifice  (Gen  15  9).  In  Lev  1  14  f ,  doves  are  men- 
tioned as  sacrifice:  "And  the  priest  shall  bring  it 
unto  the  altar,  and  wring  off  its  head,  and  bum  it 
on  the  altar;  and  the  blood  thereof  shall  be  drained 
out  on  the  side  of  the  altar."  In  Lev  5  7  the 
proper  preparation  of  the  sacrifice  is  prescribed. 
For  metnod  of  handling  sacrifice  see  vs  8.9.10.  In 
Lev  12  6  the  law  for  a  sacrifice  for  a  mother  is 
given,  and  ver  8  of  same  ch  provides  that  if  she  be 
too  poor  to  offer  a  lamK  doves  or  pigeons  will  suffice. 
In  Lev  14  4-8  the  reference  for  the  sacrifice  of  a 
leper  is  merely  to  "birds,"  because  it  is  understood 
that  they  are  pigeons  and  doves,  and  it  contains 
the  specification  that  if  the  victim  is  too  poor  to 
afford  so  elaborate  a  sacrifice,  a  smaller  one  will 
suffice.  Hie  birds  are  named  in  ver  22:  "Two 
turtle-doves,  or  two  young  pigeons^  such  as  he  is 
able  to  get;  and  the  one  shall  oe  a  sm-offering,  and 
the  other  a  burnt-offering"  (cf  Lev  16  14.29;  Nu 
6  10).  When  David  prayed  for  the  destruction 
of  the  treacherous,  he  used  the  dove  in  comparison, 
and  because  he  says  he  would  "lodge  in  the  wilder- 
ness" he  indicates  that  he  was  thinking  of  the  palm 
turtle. 

"And  I  said,  Oh  that  I  had  wings  like  a  dovet 
Then  would  I  fly  away,  and  be  at  rest"  (Ps  55  0). 

In  chanting  a  song  of  triumph,  David  used  an  ex- 
quisite thought. 

"When  ye  lie  among  the  sheepfolds. 
It  Is  as  the  wings  of  a  dove  covered  with  sliver, 
And  her  pinions  with  yellow  gold'*  (Ps  68  13). 

He  referred  to  the  rock  dove  because  the  metallic 
luster  on  its  neck  would  gleam  like  gold  in  sunshine, 
and  the  soft  grayish-white  feathers  beneath  the 
wines  as  he  would  see  the  bird  above  him  in  flight 
would  appear  silver-like.  By  this  quotation  David 
meant  tnat  in  times  of  peace,  when  men  slept  con- 
tentedly at  home  among  their  folds,  their  life  was 
as  rich  with  love  and  as  free  in  peace  as  the  silver 
wing  of  the  dove  that  had  the  gold  feathers  and  was 
unmolested  among  the  inaccessible  caves  and  cliffs. 
In  Ps  74  19  the  term  "turtle-dove"  is  used  to  indi- 
cate people  whom  the  Almighty  is  implored  to  pro- 
tect:  "Oh  deliver  not  the  soul  of  thy  turtle-oove 
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unto  the  wild  beast:  forget  not  the  life  of  thy  poor 


Turtle-DoTS  (Tartur  auritui). 

the  voice  of  the  dove  as  an  indication  of  Bprins.  In 
3  14  he  tiddrcssee  the  bride  aa  a  rock  dove.  In  6  2 
is  another  term  of  endearment,  this  time  used  in  the 
dream  of  the  bride  (cf  6  9),  Isa  38  14  has  reference 
to  the  wailing,  momTiful  dove  note  from  which  the 
commonestspeciestflke  the  name  "mourning  dove." 
The  reference  in  Isa  60  8  proves  that  the  prophet 
was  not  so  good  an  observer,  or  so  correct  in  his 
natural  history  as  David,  who  may  have  learned 
from  the  open.  As  a  boy,  David  guarded  the  flocks 
' '  Is  father  and  watched  the  creatures  around  him. 


.  IS  of  GentiJeH,  Isaiah  cried,  "Who 
__e  these  that  fly  aa  a  cloud,  and  as  the  doves  to 
their  windows?"  This  proves  that  he  confounded 
pigeons  and  dovee.  Doves  were  wild,  mostly  mi- 
gratory, and  had  no  "windows."  But  the  clay 
cotea  of  pigeons  molded  in  stjuares  ho  that  one  large 
cote  sheltered  many  pairs  in  separate  homes  had 
the  appearance  of  latticed  windows  and  were  used 
as  a  basis  in  estimatin);  a  man's  wealth.  This  refer- 
ence should  be  changed  to  read,  "and  as  pigeons  to 
their  windows."  In  Jer  8  7  the  fact  is  pointed  out 
that  doves  were  minatory;  and  in  IB  28  people 
are  advised  to  go  live  in  solitary  places  and  be 
peaceable,  loving  and  faithful,  like  the  rock  doves. 
See  also  Ezk  7  16:  "But  those  of  them  that  escape 
shall  escape,  and  shall  be  on  the  mountains  like 
doves  of  the  valleys,  all  of  them  moaning,  every  one 
in  his  iniquity."  This  merely  means  that  people 
should  be  driven  to  hide  among  the  caves  and  valleys 
where  the  rock  doves  Uved,  and  that  the  sound  of 
their  mourning  would  resemble  the  cry  of  the  birds. 
It  does  not  mean,  however,  that  the  doves  were 
mourning,  for  when  doves  coo  and  moan  and  to  our 
ears  prow  most  pitiful  in  their  cries,  they  are  the 
happiest  in  the  mating  season.  The  veneration 
cherished  for  doves  in  these  days  is  inborn,  and  no 
bird  is  so  loved  and  protected  as  the  dove — hence 
it  is  unusually  secure  and  happy  and  its  mournful 
cry  is  the  product  of  our  imagination  only.  The 
dove  is  the  happiest  of  birds.  Hos  7  11  and  11  11 
each  compares  people  with  doves;  the  first,  because 


e  ea^ly  frightened.    "And  Ephnum  is 


like  a  silly  dove,  without  understanding:  they  call 
unto  Egypt,  they  go  to  Assyria"  (7  11).  "They 
shall  come  trembling  as  a  bird  out  of  Egypt^  and  as 
a  dove  out  of  the  land  of  Assyria;  and  1  will  make 
them  to  dwell  in  their  houses,  saith  Jeh"  (11  11). 
The  reference  in  Nah  3  7is  to  the  voice  of  the  birds. 

NT  references  will  be  found  in  a  d^cription  of 
the  baptism  of  Jesus  (Mt  3  16).  People  are  ad- 
monished to  be  "harmless as  doves"  (10  16).  "And 
Jesus  entered  into  the  temple  of  God,  and  cast  out 
all  them  that  sold  and  bought  in  the  temple,  and 
overthrew  the  tables  of  the  money-changers,  and  the 
seats  of  them  that  sold  the  doves"  (Mt  21  12). 
This  proves  that  these  birds  were  a  common  article 
of  commerce,  probably  the  most  used  for  caged  pets, 
and  those  customarily  employed  for  sacrifice. 

Dove's  Dung  (CJIi  "'"in ,  kSrI  ydnlm,  Kthibh  for 
D"';i"'5'l,  dibkySnlm):  2  K  S  25:  "And  there  was 
a  great  famine  in  Samaria:  and,  behold,  they  be- 
■■■  ■    head  was  sold  for  fourscore 

Sieces  of  silver,  and  th( 
un^  for  five  pieces  o 
pulsivc  that  some  commentatois  have  tried  to  prove 
the  name  applied  to  the  edible  root  of  a  plant,  but 
the  history  of  sieges  records  other  cases  where  matter 
quite  as  offensive  was  used  to  sustain  life.  The 
text  is  probably  correct  as  it  stands. 

GeKG   STRATTON-PoaTEB 

DOWKY.dou'ri:  In  all  Heb  marriages,  the  dowry 
held  an  important  place.  The  dowry  sealed  the 
betrothal.  It  took  several  forms.  The  bride- 
gnx)m  presented  gifts  to  the  bride.  There  was  the 
1!TB ,  mohar,  "dowry"  as  distinguished  from  IPllJ , 
maitSn,  "gifts  to  the  members  of  the  family"  (ef 
Gen  24  22.53:  Gen  34  12),  The  price  paid  to 
the  father  or  brothers  of  the  bride  was  pronably  a 
survival  of  the  early  custom  of  purchajiing  wives 
(GenS4  12;  EiSS  17;  1  S  18  25;  cf  Ruth  4  10; 
Hos  3  2).  There  was  frequently  much  negotia- 
tion and  bargaining  as  to  size  of  dowry  (Gen  34 
12).  The  dowry  would  generally  be  according  to 
the  wealth  and  standing  of  the  bride  (cfl  S  18  23). 
It  might  consist  of  money,  jewelry  or  other  valu- 
able effects;  sometimes,  of  service  rendered,  as  in 
the  case  of  Jacob  (Gen  29  18);  deeds  of  valor  might 
be  accepted  in  place  of  dowrv  (Josh  IS  16;  1  S  18 
25;  Jga  1  12).  Occasionally  a  bride  received  a 
dowry  from  her  father;  sometimes  in  the  shape  of 
landUgs  1  15),  and  of  cities  (1  K  9  16).  Inlater 
Jewish  history  a  written  marriage  contract  definitely 
arranged  for  the  nature  and  sjae  of  the  dowTy. 
EnwARD  Baqby  Polurd 

DOXOLOGY,  dok-sol'd-ii  (SoeoXoyUi,  doxolo^a, 
"a  praising,"  "giving  glory  ) :  A  hymn  or  liturgical 
formula  expressive  of  praise  to  God,  as  the  Gloria 
in  ExceUit  (an  expansion  of  Lk  2  14),  sometimes 
called  the  Greater  Doxology,  and  the  Gloria  Patri 
("Glory  be  to  the  Father,  and  to  the  Son,  and  to  the 
Holy  Ghost,  world  without  end,  Amen")  also  known 
as  the  Lesser  Doxology. 


i   church's   dissent   Irom    1 

The  term  is  applied  in  particular  to  the  conclud- 
ing paragraph  of  the  Lord's  Prayer  (Mt  6  13  m, 
"For  thine  is  the  kingdom,"  etc;  cf  1  Ch  29  11, 
and  see  Lord's  Prayf.r). 

To  the  same  general  class  belong  Pa  41  13;  73 
18  f;  89  52;  Rom  16  27;  Eph  3  20;  1  Tim  1 
17;  Jude  ver  25;  Rev  6  13  f;  19  1-3,  and  the 
lod,  from  \ 
M.  O.  Evi 
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yp^,  6ej»\  "halfnshekel,"  which  must  refer  to  the 
light  standard  for  the  shekel,  as  its  weight  was  about 
62  grains.  In  the  NT  the  word  occurs  only  in  Lk 
15  8.9,  where  it  is  rendered  "a  piece  of  silver"  (m 
'  'drachma' ^ .  It  was  commonly  taken  as  equivalent 
to  the  Rom  denarius,  though  not  strictly  so. 

DRAGON,  drag'un  (T^^P ,  tonnin,  pi.  D'^Jp ,  tan- 
nf m,  DTUn ,  tanndih;  Spduc«»v,  drdkon) : 

Tannin  and  the  pi.  tanninlm  occur  14  t,  and  in  EV  are 
variously  rendered  "dragon,"  "whale,"  "serpent"  or 
"sea-monster";  but  Lam  4  3,  AV  "sea-monster,"  AVm 
"sea  calves."  KV  "Jackals."  Tannim  occurs  12  t.  and 
is  rendered  "dragons."  RV  "Jackals,"  except  in  Ezk  29 
3,  where  AV  has  "dragon"  (ARV  "monster"),  and  in 
Ezk  88  2,  where  AV  has  "whale"  and  ERV  and  AVm 
"dragon"  (ARV  "monster").  TanndfA  occurs  once,  in 
Mall  3,  where  it  is  rendered  "dragons."  RV  "Jackals." 
Drakdn  occurs  12  t  in  Rev  12,  18,  16,  and  20.  where  it 
is  miiformly  rendered  "dragon."  (Cf  Arab,  ttnnin,  the 
constellation.  Draco.)  Tann6th  (LXX  Swtiara  dSmcUa, 
"dwellings")  is  a  fem.  pi.  form  as  if  from  tannAh,  but  it 
suits  the  context  to  give  it  the  same  meaning  as  tannltn. 

In  Ex  7  9.10.12.  tonnin  is  used  of  the  serpents  which 
were  produced  from  Aaron's  rod  and  the  rods  of  the 
Egyp  magicians,  whereas  in  Ex  4  3  and  7  15,  for  the 
serpent  produced  from  Aaron's  rod,  we  find  ndAdsA.  the 
ordinary  word  for  serpent.  In  two  passages'  we  find 
"whale,"  RV  "sea-monster";  Gen  1  21:  "And  God 
created  the  great  sea-monsters,  and  every  living  creature 
that  moveth  " ;  Job  7  12 :  "  Am  I  a  sea.  or  a  sea-monster, 
that  thou  settest  a  watch  over  me  7"  Other  passages 
(ERV  and  AV)  are  Dt  82  33:  "Their  wine  is  the  poison 
of  dragons  [ARV  "serpents"],  and  the  cruel  venom  of 
asps";  Neh  2  13:  "And  I  went  out  by  night  by  the 
valley  gate,  even  toward  the  dragon's  [ARV  ^'Jackal's"] 
weU'^  (AV  "  dragon  weU") ;  Ps  91  13:  "  Thou  shalt  tread 
upon  the  lion  and  adder:  the  young  lion  and  the  serpent 


[AV  "dragon 'J  shalt  thou  trample  under  foot";  Ps  148 
7:  "  Praise  Jeh  from  the  earth,  ye  sea-monsters  [AV 
"dragons"!,  and  all  deeps";    Jer  51  34:    "Nebuchad- 

ressar  the  King  of  Babvlon  hath  devoured  me 

like  a  monster  (AV  "dragon").  Here  also  two  tonnim 
passages;  Ezk  29  3:  "Thus  saith  the  Lord  Jeh:  Be- 
hold. I  am  against  thee,  Pharaoh  king  of  Egsrpt,  the  great 
monster  [AV  "dragon"]  that  liethin  the  midst  of  his 
rivers,  that  hath  saJd.  Mv  river  is  mine  own,  and  I  have 
made  it  for  myself";  and  Ezk  82  2:  "Son  of  man,  take 
up  a  lamentation  over  Pharaoh  king  of  Egypt,  and  say 
unto  him.  Thou  wast  likened  unto  a  young  lion  of  the 
nations:  yet  art  thou  as  a  monster  fERV  "dragon,  "AV 
"whale"]  in  the  seas;  and  thou  didst  break  forth  with 
thy  rivers,  and  troubledst  the  waters  with  thy  feet,  and 
fouledst  their  rivers." 

The  foregoing  passa^ges  offer  no  especial  difficul- 
ties in  the  interpretation  of  the  word  tannin.  All 
may  fairly  be  understood  to  refer  to  a  serpent  or 
sea-monster  or  some  imaginary  creature,  without 
invoking  any  ancient  myths  for  their  elucidation. 
The  same  may  be  said  of  the  passages  in  Rev.  A 
dragon  is  taken  as  the  personification  of  Satan,  as 
of  Pharaoh  in  the  passages  in  Ezk.  It  is  of  course 
true  that  ancient  myths  may  more  or  less  distantly 
underlie  some  of  these  dragon  and  serpent  refer- 
ences, and  such  mvths  may  be  demonstrated  to 
throw  additional  light  in  certain  cases,  but  at  least 
the  passages  in  question  are  intelli^ble  without 
recourse  to  the  myths.  This  however  is  not  equally 
true  of  all  the  tannin  passages.  In  Ps  74  12  we 
read:  "Yet  God  is  my  King  of  old,  working  salva- 
tion in  the  midst  of  the  earth.  Thou  didst  divide 
the  sea  by  thy  strength:  thou  brakest  the  heads 
of  the  sea-monsters  [Av  "dragons"]  in  the  waters." 
aisa  27  1;  61  9f. 

The  three  passages  just  cited  seem  to  denote  each 
some  particular  act,  and  are  referred  by  Canon 
Cheyne  {EB  s.v.  "Dragon")  to  the  old  Bab  myth 
of  the  conflict  of  Marduk  and  Tiamat  in  the  Ai^yr 
creation-legend  (thus  Gunkel,  etc) .  Indeed  he  refers 
to  that  myth  not  only  these  passages,  but  also  Jer 
61  34:  Ezk  29  3-6:  32  2-8  and  Job  7  12,  which 
have  been  cited  above.  In  translating  the  last 
two  passages.  Canon  Che3rne  uses  the  defimte  article, 
*'tKe  dragon,"  instead  of  "o"  as  in  RV,  which  makes 
a  great  difference  in  the  meaning.  In  Ps  87  4,  it  is 
clear  that  Rahab  is  a  country,  i.e.  Egypt.  Isa  30 
7  is  to  the  same  point.    In  Isa  61  9.10,  "that  didst 


cut  Rahab  in  pieces"  and  "that  didst  pierce  the 
monster"  (AV  "dragon")^  are  two  coordinate  ex- 
pressions of  one  idea,  which  is  apparently  the  de- 
feat of  the  Egyptians,  as  appears  in  the  reference 
to  the  passage  of  the  Red  Sea.  In  Isa  27  1,  "levia- 
than the  swift  serpent"  and  "leviathan  the  crooked 
serpent"  and  "the  monster  [AV  and  ERV  "dragon"] 
that  is  in  the  sea"  have  been  identified  with  Baby- 
lon, Persia  and  Egypt  (EB  s.v.  "Dragon,"  4).  It 
is  more  probable  that  the  first  two  expressions  are 
coordinate,  and  amount  to  "leviathan  the  swift  and 
crooked  serpent,"  and  that  the  verse  may  therefore 
refer  to  Babylonia  and  Egypt.  Ps  74  12-15  is  more 
in  line  with  the  idea  of  the  art.  in  EB^  but  it  is 
nevertheless  susceptible  of  an  explanation  similar  to 
that  of  the  other  two  passages. 

Tannim,  "dragons"  (RV  "jackals")  occurs  in  Job 
80  29;  Ps  44  19;  Isa  13  22 ;  84  13;  36  7;  48 
20;  Jer  9  11;  10  22;  14  6:  49  33;  61  37;  tan- 
notk,  "dragons"  (RV  "jackals*')  is  found  in  Mai  1  3. 
In  all  these  passages,  "jackal"  suits  the  context 
better  than  "dragon,"  "sea-monster"  or  "serpent." 
An  exception  to  the  rendering  of  "dragon"  or  "ser- 
pent" or  "sea-monster"  for  tannin  is  found  in  Lam 
4  3  :  "Even  the  jackals  draw  out  the  breast,  they 
give  suck  to  their  yoimg  ones."  AV  has  "sea- 
monster,"  AVm  "sea  calves."  A  mammal  is  indi- 
cated, and  RV  apparently  assumes  that  tannin  is 
an  error  for  tannim.  Two  other  exceptions  are  in 
Ezk  29  3  and  82  2.  where  EV  renders  tannim  by 
"dragon,"  since  in  tnese  two  passages  "jackal"  ob- 
viously will  not  suit.    See  Jackal. 

On  the  constellational  dragons  or  snakes,  see 
Astronomy,  II,  1-5. 

Alfred  Ely  Day 

DRAGON,  BEL  AND  THE.  See  Bel  and  the 
Dragon. 

DRAGON,  RED.    See  Revelation,  Book  of. 

DRAGON  WELL  (Neh  2  13  AV).  See  Jack- 
al's  Well. 

DRAM.    See  Drachma;  Money. 

DRAMA  MIMIC,  dra'ma  mim'ik.    See  Games. 

DRAUGHT,  draft  (A+€8p44v,  aphedrdn;  Mt  16 
17;  Mk  7  19):  "Closet,"  "sink"  or  "privy" 
(Rheims),  lit.  "place  for  sitting  apart"  (cf  2  K  10 
27,  "draught-house,"  and  Mish  "water-house"). 
According  to  the  Mish  Jehu  turned  the  temple  of 
Baal  in  Samaria  into  public  latrines,  "water- 
houses."  Mk  adds  here  (7  19)  that  by  this  saying 
Jesus  cleansed  all  articles  of  food,  i.e.,  declared 
them  to  be  clean. 

DRAWER,  dr6'§r,  OF  WATER  (D'^.fl  niW) ,  ah&Shh 
mayim,  from  38?^ ,  ahd^dbh,  "to  bale  up"  water) : 
In  S3rria  and  Pal,  outside  of  Mt.  Lebanon  and  the 
Anti-Lebanon,  the  springs  of  water  are  scarce  and 
the  inhabitants  of  these  less  favored  places  have 
always  depended  upon  wells  and  cisterns  for  their 
water  supply.  This  necessitates  some  device  for 
drawing  the  water.  In  the  case  of  a  cistern  or 
shallow  well,  an  earthenware  water  iar  or  a  bucket 
made  of  tanned  goats'  skin  is  lowered  into  the  water 
by  a  rope  and  then  raised  by  pulling  up  the  rope 
hand  over  hand  (probably  the  ancient  method),  or 
by  running  the  roj)e  over  a  crude  pulley  fixed  di- 
rectly over  the  cistern  or  well.  In  tne  case  of  deep 
wells,  the  rope,  attached  to  a  larger  bucket^  is  run 
over  a  pulley  so  that  the  water  may  be  raised  by 
the  drawers  walking  away  from  the  well  as  they  pull 
the  rope.  Frequently  animals  are  hitched  to  the 
rope  to  do  the  pulling. 
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In  some  districts  where  the  water  level  is  not  too 
deep,  a  flight  of  steps  leading  down  to  the  water's 
edge  is  constructed  in  addition  to  the  opening  ver- 
tically above  the  water.  Such  a  well  is  pointed  out 
near  Uaran  in  Meaopotamia  as  the  one  from  which 
Rebekah  drew  water  for  Abraham's  servant.  In 
Gen  34  tdweread  that  Ilel>ekah"wentdown  tothe 
fountain,  and  filled  her  pitcher,  and  came  Up." 

The  deep  grooves  in  their  curbs,  worn  by  the  ropes 
88  the  water  was  being  raised,  attest  to  the  antiquity 
of  many  of  the  wells  of  Pal  and  Syria,  Any  one  of 
the  hundreds  of  grooves  around  a  single  well  was 
many  years  in  bping  formed.  The  fact  that  the 
present  method  of  drawing  water  from  these  wells 
IS  not  making  these  grooves,  shows  that  they  are 
the  work  of  former  times. 


St,  Mary's  Woll  ac  Nazareth. 

The  drawing  of  water  waB  considered  the  work  of 
women  or  of  men  unfit  for  other  service  (Gen  21 
11.13,43;  1  S  9  II;  Jn  «  7),  In  Syria^  today,  a 
girl  servant  willingly  goes  to  draw  the  daily  supply 
of  water,  but  seldom  is  it  possible  to  perauaae  a 
boy  or  man  to  perform  this  service.  When  the  well 
or  fountain  is  at  a  distance,  or  much  water  is  needed, 
tanned  skins  or  earthen  jars  are  filled  and  trans- 
ported on  the  backs  of  men  or  donkeys. 

Water  drawing  was  usually  done  at  evening  time 
(Gen  24  11).  and  this  custom  has  remaned  un- 
changed. There  is  no  sight  more  interesting  than 
the  daily  concourse  at  a  Syrian  water  source.  It  is 
bound  to  remind  one  of  the  Bible  stories  where  the 
setting  is  a  wellside  (Gen  S4;  Jn  4). 

The  service  of  water  drawing  was  associated,  in 
early  times,  with  that  of  hewer  of  wood  (Dt  30  11). 
Joshua  made  the  Gibeonitcs  hewers  of  wood  and 
drawers  of  water  in  exchange  for  their  lives  (Josh 
9  21.23.27).  The  inhabitants  of  Nineveh  were 
exhorted  to  draw  water  nnd  fill  the  cisterns  of  their 
fortresses  in  preparation  for  a  siege  (Nah  S  14). 

Figurative:  Water  drawing  is  mentioned  in  the 
metaphor  of  Isa  12  3,  "Ye  draw  water  out  of  the 
wells  of  salvation."  Jambs  A.  Patch 

DREAH,  drEm,  DREAMER,  dr^m'Sr  (Dibn, 
Jdlflm,  030 ,  kekm;  ivap,  dnar) :  In  all  time  dreams 
and  their  interpretation  have  been  the  occasion  of 
much  curious  and  speculative  inquiry.  Because 
of  the  mystery  by  which  they  have  been  enshrouded, 
and  growing  out  of  a  natural  curiosity  to  know  the 
future,  much  significance  has  been  attached  to  them 
by  people  esp.  of  the  lower  stages  of  culture.  Even 
the  cultured  are  not  without  a  supen<tltious  awe 
and  dread  of  dreams,  attaching  to  them  different 
interpretations  according  to  local  color  and  custom. 

Naturally  enough,  as  with  all  other  normal  and 
natural  phenomena  for  which  men  could  assign  no 
scientific  and  rational  explanation,  they  would  be 


While  &  fully  satisfactory  theory  of  dreams  has 
not  yet  been  established  and  while  it  is  hardly  pos- 
sible that  there  will  ever  be  a  satis- 
1.  Phyaio-  factory  explanation  for  each  individual 
logicu  «nd  dream,  yet  through  the  rapid  diacov- 
Psychologi-  eries  of  physiological  psychology  in  the 
cat  Ground  recent  aecade  or  more,  much  new  light 
is  thrown  on  the  subject.  With  the 
contribution  modem  psycholo^  has  made  to  our 
knowledge  of  the  association  ol  ideas  through  the 
connected  relation  of  certain  cortical  centers  and 
areas,  it  has  come  to  be  pretty  well  established  that 
the  excitation  of  certain  bodily  organs  or  surfaces 
will  stimulate  certain  brain  areas.  Conversely  the 
stimulation  of  certain  cortical  areas  will  produce  a 
response  in  certain  bodily  regions  over  which  these 
centers  or  areas  preside.  Connecting  thought  pro- 
cesses are  therefore  dependent  upon  the  proper  corre- 
lation of  ideas  through  what  are  known  physio- 
logically as  the  association  centers.  If  then  it  comca 
to  pass  that,  as  occurs  in  dreams,  only  fragmentary 
ideas  or  loosely  connected  trains  of  thought  occur, 
and  if,  as  frequently  happens,  there  ia  momentary 
connection,  but  little  connection  with  normal  waking 
experience,  it  will  easily  be  seen  that  the  excitation 
of  certain  centers  will  awaken  certain  trains  of 
thought  wiiich  are  but  poorly  related  to  the  balance 
of  one's  thinking  processes.  Much  is  being  said 
about  the  dissociation  of  ideas  and  the  disturoance 
of  personality  of  which  dreams  are  one  of  several 
forms.  Others  are  hallucinations,  trances,  visions, 
etc.  Dreams  are  abnormal  and  sometimes  patho- 
logical. Sleep  is  a  normal  experience.  Perfect  and 
natural  sleep  should  be  without  dreams  of  any  con- 
scious occurrence.  Perhaps  psychologically  there 
can  be  no  such  thing  as  perfectly  dreamless  sleep. 
Such  a  condition  would  probably  be  death  itself. 
Nature  doubtless  has  her  silent  vigils,  keeping  watch 
in  the  chambers  of  the  soul  during  the  deepest  sleep. 
The  only  difference  is  tiiat  they  do  not  come  to  the 
threshold  of  consciousness.  Thus,  dreams  are  to  the 
sleeping  state  what  visions  and  hallucinations  are  to 
the  waEing  Btat«,  and  like  them  have  their  ground  in 
adiatorteaimage-makingfunction.  While tne source 
of  the  materials  and  the  excitant  may  not  be  the 
samein  each  case,  yet  functionally  they  are  the  same. 

The  stimuli  of  dreams  may  be  of  two  kinds. 
First,  they  may  be  ph^cal  and  obiective,  or  they 
may  be  due  to  suggestions  and  the  association  of 
ideas.  They  may  be  due  to  some  physical  disorder, 
such  as  imperfect  digestion  or  circulation,  improper 
ventilation  or  heating,  or  an  uncomfortable  position. 
Since  by  the  very  nature  of  the  case  dreams  do  not 
occur  in  a  conscious  state,  the  real  cause  cannot 
easily  be  discoverable  and  then  only  after  the  sub- 
ject IS  entirely  awakened  through  the  effects  of  it. 
They  may  also  be  due  to  the  association  of  ideas. 
Suggestion  plays  a  larji^e  part.  The  vividness  and 
recency  of  a  conscious  impreasion  during  the  waking 
state  may  be  thrown  up  from  the  subconscious 
region  during  the  sleeping  hours.  The  usual  dis- 
torted aspect  of  dreams  is  doubtless  due  to  the  un- 
coupling of  groups  of  ideas  through  the  uncoupling 
of  the  cortical  association  areas,  some  of  them  bdng 
less  susceptible  than  others  to  the  existing  stimulus. 

The  materials  of  dreams  need  not  be  recent;  they 
may  have  been  tumished  by  the  conscious  pro- 
cesses a  long  time  before,  but  are  brought  to  the 
threshold  only  by  means  of  some  train  of  ideas  dur- 
ing a  semi-conscious  state.    It  is  interesting  to  note 
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that  while  time  and  space  seem  quite  real  in  dreams, 
the  amoimt  covered  m  a  single  dream  may  occupy 
but  a  moment  of  time  for  the  dreamer. 

Dreams  have  always  played  an  important  part 
in  the  lit.  and  religion  of  £ul  peoples.  They  have 
furnished  mythologies;  they  have 
2.  History  been  the  sources  of  syrstems  of  necro- 
of  Belief  mancy;  they  have  l)ecome  both  the 
in  Dreams  source  and  the  explanation  of  other- 
wise inexplicable  acts  of  Providence. 
Growing  out  of  them  we  have  a  theory  of  night- 
mares and  demonology.  They  have  become  the 
working  material  of  the  prophet  both  Bib.  and  pagan. 
Mediaeval  civilization  is  not  without  its  lasting 
effects  of  dreams,  and  modem  civilization  still  cUngs 
with  something  of  reverence  to  the  imsolved  mys- 
tery of  certain  dreams.  While  we  have  almost 
emerged  from  anything  like  a  slavish  adherence  to 
a  superstitious  belief  in  dreams,  we  must  still  admit 
the  possibility  of  the  profound  significance  of 
dreams  in  the  impressions  they  make  upon  the  sub- 
ject. 

The  Bible,  contrary  to  a  notion  perhai»  too 
commonly  held,  attaches  relatively  little  religious 
significance  to  dreams.  Occasionally, 
8.  Dreams  however,  reference  is  made  to  commu- 
in  the  OT  nications  from  God  through  dreams 
(Gen  20  6;  1  K  3  5;  Mt  1*20;  2 
12.13.19.22).  It  recognizes  their  human  relations 
more  frequently.  ^  In  the  OT  lit.  dreams  play  but 
little  part  except  in  the  books  of  Gen  and  Dnl,  in 
which  there  are  abundant  references  to  them.  For 
their  moral  bearings  the  most  important  ones  per- 
haps are  those  referred  to  in  Gfen  37  5-10.  An 
uncritical  attitude  will  ^ve  to  them  a  lifeless  and 
mechanical  interpretation.  A  sympathetic  and 
rational  explanation  gives  them  beauty,  naturalness 
and  significance.  Joseph  was  the  yoimgest  and 
most  beloved  son  of  Jacob.  He  was  just  in  the 
prime  of  adolescence,  the  very  period  of  day  dream- 
mg.  He  was  perhaps  inordinately  ambitious.  This 
was  doubtless  heightened  by  the  attentions  of  a 
doting  father.  The  most  natural  dream  would  be 
that  suggested  by  his  usual  waking  state,  which  was 
one  of  ambition  and  perhaps  unhealthy  rivalry  (see 
Astronomy,  II,  6).  The  source  of  Pharaoh's 
dreams  and  his  solicitude  are  likewise  capable  of 
interpretation  on  somewhat  natural  grounds  (Gen 
41  7-32).  The  significance  of  them  was  given  by 
Joseph. 

Another  illustration  of  the  psychological  exposi- 
tion preceding  is  the  dream  of  Solomon  (1  K  3  5. 
11-15).  In  this  narrative,  after  Solomon  had  done 
what  pleased  Jeh  and  had  offered  a  most  humble 
prayer  on  an  occasion  which  to  him  was  a  great  crisis 
and  at  the  same  time  a  moment  of  great  ecstasy  in 
his  life,  he  doubtless  experiences  a  feeling  of  sweet 
peace  in  consequence  of  it.  His  sleep  would  natur- 
ally be  somewhat  disturbed  by  the  excitement  of 
the  day.  The  dream  was  suggested  by  the  associ- 
ations and  naturally  enough  was  the  approving  voice 
of  Jeh. 

Dreamins  and  the  prophetic  function  seem  to 
have  been  closely  associated  (Dt  13  1.3.5).  Wheth- 
er from  a  coldly  mechanical  and  superstitious,  a 
miraculous,  or  a  perfectly  natural  point  of  view, 
this  relation  is  consistent.  The  prophet  must  be 
a  seer,  a  man  of  visions  and  ideals.  As  such  he 
woidd  be  subject,  as  in  his  waking  states,  so  in  his 
sleeping  states,  to  extraordinary  experiences.  The 
remarkable  dreams  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  who  stands 
out  as  an  exceptional  example,  afford  an  illustra- 
tion of  what  may  be  styled  a  disturbed  personality 
(Dnl  2  3-45;  4  5-19).  The  effort  made  by  the 
magicians,  the  enchanters,  the  Chaldaeans,  and  the 
soothsayers,  according  to  the  best  skill  of  the  Ori- 
entalsi  was  unavailing.    Daniel,  whether  by  ex- 


traordinary intellectual  insight  or  by  Divine  com- 
munication, was  able  by  his  interpretation  and  its 
moral  to  set  before  the  king  a  powerful  lesson. 

The  NT  gives  still  less  place  and  importance  to 
dreams  than  the  OT.  There  are  only  six  references 
and  one  citation  to  dreams  or  dreamers.  It  is  sig- 
nificant that  all  these  references  are  by  Mt,  and 
still  more  significant  that  Jesus  nowhere  refers  to 
dreams,  evidently  attaching  little  if  any  importance 
to  them.  The  references  in  Mt  are  confined  entirely 
to  warnings  and  annoimcements  (Mt  1  ^;  2  12. 
13.19.22;  27  19).  Once  a  citation  (Acts  2  17)  is 
used  for  illustrative  purposes  (cf  Joel  2  28).  See 
also  Augury,  IV,  5;  Divination,  VI,  1,  1(6); 
Magic;  Revelation. 

Whether  God  communicates  directly  or  indirectly 
by  dreams  is  still  unsettled.  With  our  present 
knowledge  of  spirit  communication  it  would  not 
seem  unreasonaole  to  assume  that  He  may  reveal 
Himself  directly;  and  yet  on  the  other  hand  the 
safest  and  perhaps  surest  explanation  for  our  own 
day  and  experience  is  that  in  dream  states  the  mind 
is  more  impressionable  and  responsive  to  natural 
causes  through  which  God  speaks  and  operates. 
That  dreams  have  been  and  are  valuable  means  of 
shaping  men's  thoughts  and  careers  cannot  be  de- 
nied, and  as  such,  have  played  an  important  part 
in  the  social  and  moral  life  of  individuals  and  of 
society.  A  valuable  modem  illustration  of  this  is 
the  dream  of  Adoniram  Judson  Gordon  (s^  How 
Christ  Came  to  Church),  through  the  influence  of 
which  his  entire  reUgious  life  and  that  of  his  church 
were  completely  transformed. 

LiTEBATURB.— Judd,  Psychology:  Cutten,  The  Pay' 
ehologieal  Phenomena  of  Chrietianity;  Ladd,  Philosophy 
of  Knowledge:  Baldwin,  Dictionary  of  Philosophy  and 
Psychology;  EIlJLs,  The  World  of  Dreams  (Houghton, 
Mifflin  do.). 

Walter  G.  Clippinger 
DREDGE,  drej:   A  mixture  of  oats  and  barley 
(Job  24  6  AVm;    AV  "corn";    RV  "provender"). 

The  Heb  word  is  b'^bsi ,  6«Zi/,  usually  "mixed  grain," 
ZDMG,  XLVIII,  236:  grain  not  ground  and  boiled 
in  water.    Cf  Job  6  5;  Isa  30  24. 

DREGS,  dregs:  The  "sediments,"  "lees," 
"grounds  of  liquor";  only  in  pi.  In  AV  it  stands 
for:  (1)  Heb  Jpubha'alh,  '^bowl,"  "chalice,"  found 
only  in  Isa  51  17.22:  "the  dregs  of  the  cup  of 
trembling";  "the  dregs  of  the  cup  of  my  fury." 
RV  correctly  changes  "dregs"  into  "bowl."  (2) 
Heb  ah'mdrlmf  "sediments"  or  "dregs,"  esp.  lees 
of  wine.  "The  dregs  thereof,  all  the  wicked  of  the 
earth  shall  wring  [ARV  "drain"]  them  out  and 
drink  them"  (Ps  76  8)^  i.e.  God  gives  to  the  wicked 
the  cup  of  wrathful  judgment,  which  they  must 
drink  to  the  last  drop. 

DRESS:  In  the  Heb  and  Gr  there  is  a  wonderful 
wealth  of  terminology  having  to  do  with  the  general 
subject  of  dress  among  the  ancient  Orientals.  This 
is  reflected  in  the  numerous  synonyms  for  "dress" 
to  be  found  in  EV,  "apparel,'^  "attire,"  "clothes," 
"raiment/'  "garments,  etc.  But  the  words  used 
in  the  on^nais  are  often  greatly  obscured  through 
the  inconsistent  variations  of  the  traiislators.  Be- 
sides there  are  few  indications  even  in  the  original 
Heb  or  Gr  of  the  exact  shape  or  specific  materials 
of  the  various  articles  of  dress  named,  and  so  their 
identification  is  made  doubly  difficult.  In  deaUng 
with  the  subject,  therefore,  the  most  reliable  sources 
of  information,  apart  from  the  meaning  of  the  terms 
used  in  characterization,  are  certain  well-known 
facts  about  the  costumes  and  dress-customs  of  the 
orthodox  Jews,  and  others  about  the  forms  of  dress 
worn  today  by  the  people  of  simple  fife  and  primi- 
tive habits  in  modern  Pal.  Thanks  to  the  ultra- 
conservatism  and  unchanging  usages  of  the  nearer 
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East,  this  is  no  mean  help.  In  the  endeavor  to  die- 
cover,  distinguiab  and  deal  with  the  varioua  oriental 
garments,  then,  we  will  consider:   1.  The  Meaning 


A  NaMve  or  Jericho. 

of  Terms;  2.  The  Materials;  3.  The  Outer  Gar- 
ments; i.  The  Inner  Garmenla;  5.  The  Headdress; 
6.  The  Foot-gear;  7.  The  Dress  of  Jesus  and  His 
Disciples. 

There  was  originally  a  sharp  distinction  between 
classical  and  oriental  costume,  out  this  was  palpably 

lessened  under  the  cosmopolitanism 
1.  Ueoning  of  the  Rom  Empire.  This  of  course 
of  Terms       had  its  effect  both  in  the  modification 

of  the  fashions  of  the  day  and  upon  the 
words  used  for  articles  of  clothing  in  the  NT. 

(1)  The  terms  most  used  for  clothes  in  general 
were,  in  the  OT,  iOdkln,  sindak,  salmih,  aadin  the 
NT  kimdtion  (Mt  21  7;  34  18;  30  65;  Lk  8  27) 
and  induma  (Mt  22  II  f;  cf  7  15),  pi.,  though  the 
oldest  and  moat  widely  distributed  article  of  human 
apparel  was  probably  the  "loin-cloth"  (Heb  'ezor), 
entirely  different  from  "girdle"  (Gr  sflne).  Bib. 
references  for  clothes  are  nearly  all  to  the  costume 
of  the  males,  owing  doubtless  f«  the  fact  that  the 
garments  ordinarily  used  indoors  were  worn  alike 
by  men  and  women, 

(2)  The  three  normal  body  garments,  the  ones 
most  mentioned  in  the  Scriptures,  are  fSdkln,  a 
rather  lone  "under  garment"  provided  with  sleeves; 
Iclhonetk  (Gr  chU6n),  a  long-ttleeved  tunic  worn  over 
the  ^Sdhln,  hkewiae  a  shirt  with  sleeves  (see  Master- 
man,  DCG.  art.  "Dress");  and  simlSh  (Gr  kima- 
tion),  the  cloak  of  AV  and  RV,  used  in  the  pi.  for 
"gMments"  in  general;  and  the  "girdle"  (Gr  i^i; 
Arab,  zunnor).  The  "headdress  (two  types  are 
now  in  use,  the  "turban"  and  the  "kafiyeh")  is  never 
definitely  named  in  the  Bible,  though  we  know  it 
was  the  universal  custom  among  ancient  Orientals 
to  cover  the  head. 

(3)  The  aindah  (Gr  himoHon)  signifies  an  "ou«?r 
garment"  (see  below),  a  "mantle,  or  "cloak"  (see 
lexicons).  A  kindred  word  in  the  Gr  himaliamia, 
(tr^  "raiment"  in  Lk  »  29,  "garments"  in  Mt  37 
35,  and  "vesture"  in  .In  19  24)  stands  in  antithesis 
tohi-matum.  The  Or  cfciVon,  Heb  t'(A*ne(A.  the  "un- 
der garment,"  is  tr^  "coat"  mMt  6  40,  "clothes"tn 
MkU  63.     The  Heb  word  m''H,Gr»loM,Lat8toia, 


stands  for  a  variety  of  garment  used  only  by  men  of 
rank  or  of  the  priestly  order,  rendered  RV  "robe." 
It  stands  for  the  long  earmcnts  of  the  scribes  ren- 
dered "lone  robes"  (Mk  13  38;  Lk  20  46)  and 
"best  robe  in  the  story  of  the  Prodigal  Son  (Lk 
16  22).  (For  difference  between  m''ti  and  siirdSh, 
gee  Kennedy,  one-vol  HDB,  197.)  Oriental  influ- 
ences led  to  the  adoption  of  the  Ions  tunic  in  Rome, 
and  in  Cicero's  time  it  was  a  mark  of  effeminacy. 
It  came  to  be  known  in  its  white  form  as  tunica 
cUba,  or  "white  tunic,"  afterward  in  Enzlish  "aii." 

Other  NT  terms  are  rap^ipar,  porphiiran,  the 
"purple"  (Lk  16  19);  the  purple  robe  of  Jesus  is 
called  himalion  in  Jn  19  2;  Unticn,  "the  towel" 
with  which  Jesus  girded  himself  (IS  4.5);  then 
oth6nion,  "linen  cloth"  (Lk  34  12;  Jn  19  40); 
HndOti,  "linen  cloth"  {Mt  37  59);  and  bussos,  "fine 
hnen"  (Lk  16  19). 

The  primitive  "aprons"  of  Gen  3  7,  made  of 
"sewed  fig-leaves,"  were  quite  different  from  the 
"aprons"  Drought  to  the  apostles  in  Acts  19  12. 
The  Iat1«r  were  of  a  species  known  among  the  Ro- 
mans as  aemicinclium,  a  short  "waist-cloth"  worn 
esp.  by  slaves  (Rich,  Diet,  of  Rom  and  Gr  Antia.). 

Anthropology,  Scripture  and  archaeology  all  wit- 
ness to  the useby  primitive  man  of  efcins  of  animaU 
as  dress   material    (Gen  3  21,   "coats 
2.  Th«  of  skin";    cf  He  11  37,  "went  about 

Materials      in  sheepskins,  in  goatskins"). 

Even  today  the  traveler  will  occa- 
sionally see  in  Pal  a  shepherd  clad  in  "a  coat  of 
skin."  Then,  as  now,  goat's  hair  and  camel's  hair 
supplied  the  materials  for  the  coarser  fabrics  of  the 
poor.  John  the  Baptist  had  his  raiment,  enduma, 
of  camel's  hair  (lit.  "of  camel's  hairs,"  Mt  3  4). 
This  was  a  coarse  cloth  made  by  weaving  camel's 
hairs.  There  is  no  evidence  that  coats  oT  camel's 
skin,  like  those  made  of  goat's  skin  or  sheep's  skin 
have  ever  been  worn  in  the  East,  as  imagined  by 


A  f^hepberd  ot  BeUiuir  (with  Sheepakfn  Coat). 

C'ntera  (see  Meyer,  Bleek,  Weiss  and  Droadua; 
,  cf  HDB,  art.  "Camel").  The  favorite  materi- 
als, however,  in  Pal,  as  throughout  the  Orient,  in 
ancient  times,  were  wool  (see  Prov  27  26,  "The 
Iambs  are  for  thy  clothing")  and  fiax  (see  Frov  SI 
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13,  where  it  is  said  of  the  ideal  woman  of  King  Lem- 
uel, "She  seeketh  wool  and  flaJtj  and  worketn  will- 
ingly with  her  handa").  The  fineet  quaUty  of  an- 
dent  "linen"  aeems  to  have  been  the  product  of 


3.  The 
Onter 
Garments 


Sculpture  on  Beblstun  Rock. 


E^ypt  (see  Lisen).  The  "silk"  of  Prov  SI  22  AV 
ifl  really  "fine  linen,"  ae  in  RV.  The  firet  certain 
mention  of  "silk"  in  the  Bible,  it  is  now  conceded, 
is  in  R«v  18  12,  sa  the  word  rendered  "silk"  in 
Ezk  IS  10.13  is  of  doubtful  meaning. 

(1)  We  may  well  begin  here  with  the  familiar 
sajdng  of  Jesus  for  a  basal  distinction ;  "If  anv  man 

would  go  to  law  with  thee,  and  take 
away  thy  coat  [Gr  ckUon].  let  him  have 
thy  cloak  [kimation]  also  (Mt  6  40). 
Here  the  "coat"  {Heb  Ifthihtelh)  was 
the  ordinary  "inner  garment"  worn 
by  the  Jew  of  the  day,  in  which  he  did  the  work  of 
the  day  (see  Mt  34  18:  Mk  13  16).  It  resem- 
bled the  Roman  '  'tunic, '  correeponding  most  nearly 
to  our  "long  shirt,"  reaching  below  the  Knees  always, 
and,  in  case  it  was  designed  for  dress  occasions, 
reaching  almost  to  the  ground.  Sometimes  "two 
coats"  were  worn  (Lk  S  11;  cf  Mt  10  10;  Mk  8 
9),  but  in  general  only  one.  It  was  this  garment  of 
Jesus  that  is  said  by  John  (19  23)  to  nave  been 
"without  eeam,  woven  from  the  top  throughout." 

(2)  The  word  himation,  here  rendered  "cloak,"  de- 
notes the  well-known  "outer  garment"  of  the  Jews 
(see  Mt  0  20.21 ;  U  36;  21  7.8;  but  cf  also  9  J8; 
17  2;  M  18;  as  65;  27  31.35).  It  appears  in  some 
cases  to  have  been  a  loose  robe,  but  in  most  others, 
certainly,  it  was  a  large  square  piece  of  cloth,  like 
a  modem  ahawl,  which  could  be  wrapped  around  the 
person,  with  more  or  less  taste  and  comfort.  Now 
these  two,  with  the  "girdle"  (a  necessary  and  almost 
universal  article  of  oriental  dress)j  were  commonly 
all  the  garments  worn  by  the  ordinary  man  of  the 
Orient.  The  "outer  garment"  was  frequently  used 
by  the  poor  and  by  the  traveler  as  his  only  covering 
at  night,  just  as  shawls  are  used  among  us  now. 

(3)  The  common  Heb  name  for  this  "outer  gar- 
ment" in  the  OT  is  as  above,  simlah  or  ialmiih.  In 
most  cases  it  was  of  "wool,  though  sometimes  of 
"Unen,"  and  was  as  a  rule  certainly  the  counterpart 
of  the  himalwn  of  the  Gr  (this  is  its  name  through- 
out the  NT).  It  answered,  too,  to  the  paUium  of 
the  Romans.    It  belonged,  like  them,  not  to  the 


endilmaUi,  or  garments  "put  on,"  but  to  the  peri- 


ahould  be  returned  before  sunaet— "for  that  is  hia 
only  covering,  it  is  his  raiment  for  his  skin;  wherein 
shall  he  sleep?  ....  for  1  am  gracious"  (Ex  22 
27).  The  Jewish  tribunals  would  naturally,  there- 
fore, allow  the  "inner  garment"  to  be  taken  by 
legal  process,  rather  than  the  outer  one  (Mt  6  40; 
Lk  S  29) ;  but  Jesus  virtually  teaches  that  rather 
than  have  difficulty  or  indulge  animosity  one  would 
better  yield  one's  nghta  in  this,  as  in  other  matters; 
cf  1  Cor  S  7, 

Some  identify  the  simlak  of  the  ancient  Hebrews 
with  modem  aba,  the  coarse  blouse  or  overcoat 
worn  today  by  the  Syrian  peasant  (Nowack,  Ben- 
linger,  Mackie  in  HDB);  but  the  distinction  be- 
tween these  two  garments  of  the  Jews,  so  clearly 
made  in  the  NT,  seema  to  confirm  the  conclusion 
otherwise  reached,  that  this  Jewish  "outer  garment" 
closely  resembled,  if  it  was  not  identical  with,  the 
himation  of  the  Greeks  (see  Jew  Enc,  art.  "Cloke" 


tad  Veil  (Modem). 

and  1-vol  HDB,  "Dress,"  197;  but  cf  Maaterman, 
DCG,  art.  "Dress,"  4S9,  and  Dearmer,  DCG,  art. 
"Cloke").  In  no  respect  has  the  variety  of  render- 
ings in  our  EV  done  more  to  conceal  from  Eng. 
readers  the  meaning  of  the  original  than  in  the  case 
of  this  word  simlSn.  For  instance  it  is  the  "gar- 
ment" with  which  Noah's  nakedness  was  covered 
(Gen  9  23):  the  "clothes"  in  which  the  Hebrews 
bound  up  their  kneading-troughs  (Ex  IS  34);  the 
"garment"  of  Gideon  in  Jgs  8  25;  the  "raiment" 
of  Ruth  (8  3) ;  just  as  the  himation  of  the  NT  is  the 
"cloak"  of  Mt  S  40,  the  "clothes"  of  Mt  24  18  AV 
(RV  "cloak"),  the  "garment"  (Mk  IS  16  A V,  RV 

(1)  In  considering  the  under  garments,  contrary 
to  the  impression  made  by  EV,  we  must  beg^n  with 
the  "loin-cloth"  (Heb  'ezor),  which 
unlike  the  "girdle  (see  Girdle),  waa 
always  worn  next  to  the  skin.  The 
figurative  use  made  of  it  in  Isa  11  5, 
and  Jer  13  11,  e.g.  will  be  lost  unless 
this  is  remembered.  Often  it  was  the  only  "under- 
giirment,"  as  with  certain  of  the  prophets  (Elijah, 
2  K  I  8:  cf  John  the  Baptist,  Mt  S  4;  Isaiah, 
SO  2,  and  Jeremiah,  IS  1  ff).  In  later  times  it  waa 
displaced  among  the  Hebrews  by  the  "shirt"  or 


4.  The 
Gannents 


IMDk,  Stront 
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"tunic"  (see  Tuwic).  The  universal  "eipx  of 
mourning"  was  tbe  girdioK  of  the  w&ist  with  an 
'HOT  or  '^hair-cloth"  (EV  ''sack-cloth").  A  "loin- 
cloth" of  "hnen"  was  worn  by  the  priests  of  early 
times  and  bore  the  special  name  of  iph^h  (1  S  3 
18;  cf2  8  a  US). 

(2)  The  ordinary  "under  Barment,"  later  worn 
by  all  olassee — certain  apecial  occasions  and  indi- 
viduals being  exceptions — was  the  "shirt"  (Heb 
iPthOneth)  which,  as  we  have  seen,  reappears  as 
ehilSn  in  Gr,  and  tunica  in  l^t.  It  is  uniformly 
rendered  "coat"  in  EV, except  that  RVm  haa  "tunic 
in  Jn  10  23.  The  well-known  piece  of  Assyr 
Bculpture,  representinK  the  sieKe  and  capture  of 
Lachish  by  Sennacherib,  shows  the  Jewish  captives, 
male  and  female,  dressed  in  a  moderately  tight  gar- 
ment,^ fitting  close  to  the  neck  (cf  Job  30  18)  and 
reaching  almost  to  the  ankles;  which  must  repre- 
sent the  IfthdneOi,  or  kuUdneth  of  the  period,  aa  worn 
in  towns  at  least.  Probably  the  kiutoneih  of  the 
peasantry  was  both  looser  and  shorter,  resembUng 
more  the  modem  kamU  of  the  Syrian  /eUoA  (cf  Lat 
eamva,  and  Eng.  "chemise"). 

(3)  As  r^arde  sleeves,  they  are  not  expressly 
mentioned  in  the  OT,  but  the  Lachiah  tunics  men- 
tioned above  have  short  sleeves,  reaching  half-way 
to  the  elbows.  This  probably  represents  the  pre- 
vailing type  of  sleeve  among  the  Hebrews  of  the 
earlier  penod.  An  early  Egyp  picture  of  a  group 
of  Sem  traders  (c  2000  BC)  shows  a  colored  tunic 
without  sleeves,  which,  fastened  on  the  left  shoulder, 
left  the  right  bare.  Another  variety  of  sleeves,  re- 
stricted to  the  upper  and  wealthy  classes,  had  long 
and  wide  sleeves  reaching  to  the  ground.  This  was 
the  tunic  worn  by  Tamar,  the  royal  princess  (2  8 
18  18,  "A  garment  of  divers  colors  upon  her;  for 
with  such  robes  were  the  king's  daughters  that  were 
virgins  apparelled"),  "the  tunic  of  "i.e.  reaching  to| 
palms  and  soles"  worn  by  Joseph,  familiarly  known 
as  the  "coat  of  many  colore"  {Gen  37  3),  a  render- 
ing which  represents  now  an  abandoned  tradition 
(cf  Kennedy,  HDB).  The  long  white  linen  tunic, 
which  was  the  chief  garment  of  the  ordinarv  Jewish 
priest  of  the  later  period,  had  sleeves,  which,  for 
special  reasons,  were  tied  to  the  arms  (cf  Jos,  Ant, 

m,  vi.-  2). 

(4)  Ultimately  it  became  usual,  even  with  the 
people  of  the  lower  ranks,  to  wear  an  under  "tunic," 
or  "real  shirt"  (Jos,  Ant,  XVII,  vi,  7;  Mish,  poMtm, 
where  it  is  called  hSiulf).  In  this  case  the  upper 
timic,  the  kuUOnelk  proper,  would  be  removed  at 
nieht  (cf  Cant  fi  3,  '1  have  put  off  my  garment"). 

The  waterial  for  the  tumc  might  be  either  (1) 
woven  on  the  loom  in  two  pieces,  and  afterward  put 
together  without  cutting  (cf  I>tcf.  of  Rom  and  Gr 
ATttig.,  art.  "Tunica"),  or  (2)  the  garment  might  be 
woven  whole  on  a  special  loom,  "without  seam," 
i.e.  so  as  to  require  no  sewing,  as  we  know  from 
the  description  given  in  Jn  19  23,  and  from  other 
sources,  was  the  ckilOn  worn  by  Our  Lord  just  be- 
fore His  crucifixion.  The  garments  intended  by 
the  Heb  {Dnl  S  21-27),  rendered  "coats"  AV, 
h&ve  not  been  certainly  made  out.  The  AVm  has 
"mantlM,"  the  ERV  "hosen ,"  ARV  "breechee"  (see 
Hosek}.    For  "coat  of  mail    (1  S  17  5)  see  Armoe. 

When  the  Hebrews  first  emerged  into  view,  they 
seem  to  have  had  no  covering  for  the  head  except 
on  special  demand,  as  in  case  of  war, 
6.  The  when  a  lealher^ielmet  was  worn   (see 

Headdress  Arhob).  Ordinarily,  as  with  the 
fellah  of  Pal  today,  a  rope  or  cord 
served  as  a  fillet  (cf  1  K  SO  32,  and  Virgil,  Aeneid 
IDryden],  iv.213:  "A  golden  fillet  binds  his  awful 
fcrows").  Such  "fillets  may  be  seen  surviving  in 
the  representation  of  Syrians  on  the  monuments  of 
E^pt.  Naturally,  in  the  course  of  time,  exposure 
to  the  Syrian  sun  m  the  tropical  summer  tmie  would 


kufiyeh,  which  lets  m  the  breeze,  but  protects  m 
a  graceful,  easy  way,  the  head,  the  neck  and  the 
shouldera.  The  head-gear  of  Ben-hadad's  tribute- 
carriers  (see  above)  resembles  the  Phrygian  cap. 


Modem  Drum  Headdress. 

The  head  covering,  however,  which  is  best  at- 
tested, at  least  for  the  upper  ranks  of  both  sexes,  is 
the  turban  (Heb  cSnlpk.  from  a  root  meaning  to 
"wind  round").  It  is  the  ladies'  "hood"  of  Isa  8 
23,  RV  "turban":  the  "royal  diadem"  of  Isa  63  3, 
and  the  "mitre'  of  Zee  8  5,  RVm  "turban"  or 
"diadem."  Ezekiel's  description  of  a  lady's  head- 
dress: "I  bound  thee  with  attire  of  fine  linen"  (Eik 
16  10  in)i  points  to  a  turban.  For  the  egg-shaped 
turban  of  thepriests  see  Bonnet  (RV  "head-tiree"). 
The  haU  of  Dnl  3  21  (RV  "mantles")  are  thought 
by  some  to  have  been  the  conical  Bab  headdress 
seen  on  the  monuments.  According  to  2  Mace  4 
12  RV  the  young  Jewish  nobles  were  compelled  by 
Antiochus  Epiphanes  to  wear  the  p&aso»,  the  low, 
broad-brimmed  hat  associated  with  Hermes,  Other 
forms  of  headdress  were  in  use  in  NT  times,  as  we 
learn  from  the  Mish,  as  well  as  from  the  NT,  e.g. 
the  svddar  (aovSiptar,  smuMrion)  from  Lat  tuda- 
rium  (a  cloth  for  wiping  off  perspiration,  sudor) 
which  18  probably  the '^'napkin"^of  Jn  11  44;  M  7, 
although  there  it  appears  as  a  kerchief,  or  covering, 
for  the  head.  The  female  captives  from  Lachish 
(see  above)  wear  over  their  tunics  an  upper  garment, 
which  covers  the  forehead  and  falls  down  over  the 
shoulders  to  the  ankles.  Whether  this  is  the  gar- 
ment intended  by  the  Heb  in  Ruth  8  15,  rendered 
"vail"  by  AV  and  "mantle"  by  RV,  and  "kerchiefs 
for  the  head"  (Eik  IS  18  RV),  we  cannot  say. 
The  "veil"  with  which  Rebekah  and  Tamar  "cov- 
ered themselves"   (Gen  M  65;  S8  14)  was  moat 
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likely  a  large  "mantle"  in  which  the  whole  body 
could  be  wrapped,  like  the  fSdhln  (see  above).  But 
is  seems  impossible  to  draw  a  clear  distinction  be- 
tween "mantle"  and  "veU"  in  the  OT  (Keimedy). 
The  case  of  Moaea  (Ex  M  33)  gives  us  the  only 
exprees  mention  of  a  "face-veil." 

llie  ancient  Hebrewa,  like  Orientab  in  general, 
went  barefoot  within  doors.     Out  of  doors  they 

usually  wore  sandals,  less  frequently 
6.  FootgesT  shoes.    The  simplest  form  of  sandal 

then,  aa  now,  consisted  of  a  sole  of 
untanned  leather,  bound  to  the  foot  by  a  leather 
thong,    the   shoe-latchet   of    Gen  U  23    and    the 


Diadples 


latchet  of  Mk  1  7,  etc.  In  the  obelisk  of  Shal- 
maneier,  however,  Jehu's  attendants  are  distin- 
guished by  shoes  completely  covering  the  feet,  from 
the  Assyrians,  who  are  represented  as  wearing 
sandals  fitted  with  a  heel-ca[).  X<adies  of  Exekiel's 
day  wore  shoes  of  "sealskin"  (Ezk  18  10  RV). 
The  soidiere'  "laced  boot"  may  be  intended  in  Isa 
9  5  (RVm).  Then,  aa  now,  on  enterins  the  house 
ofa  friend,  orasacred  precinct  (Ex  3  5;  Josh  S  15), 
or  in  case  of  mourning  (2  S  16  30),  the  sandals,  or 
shoes,  were  removed.  The  prieata  performed  their 
offices  in  the  Temple  ia  bare  feet  (cf  the  modem  re- 
quirement on  entering  a  mosque), 
t 

B  of  the  simplest 
and  least  aumptuoua  kinds.  A  special 
interest  must  attach  even  to  the  clothes 
that  Jesus  wore.  These  consisted, 
it  seems  quite  certain,  not  of  just 
five  separate  articles  (see  Edersheim, 
LTJM,  I,  625),  but  of  six.  la  His 
day  it  had  become  customary  to  wear  a 
linen  shirt  {f^tualf)  beneath  the  tunic  (see  above). 
That  Our  Lord  wore  such  a  "ahirt"  seems  clear  from 
the  mention  of  the  laying  aside  of  the  upper  gar- 
ments (himdlia,  ^1.),  i.e.  the  "mantle"  and  the 
"tunic,  before  washing  His  disciples'  feet  (Jn  13 
4).  The  tunic  proper  worn  by  Him,  as  we  have 
•een,  was  "woven  without  seam"  throughout,  and 
was  of  the  kind,  therefore,  that  fitted  closely  about 
the  neck,  and  had  short  sleeves.  Above  the  tunic 
would  naturally  be  the  linen  ^rdle,  wound  several 
times  about  the  waist.  On  His  feet  were  leather 
sandals  (Mt  3  1 1).  His  upper  garment  was  of  the 
customiary  sort  and  shape,  probaoly  of  white  woolen 
cloth,  aa  IS  suggested  by  tne  details  of  the  account 
of  the  Transfiguration  (Mk  9  3),  with  the  four  pre- 
scribed "tassels"  at  the  comers.  As  to  His  head- 
diese,  we  have  no  description  of  it,  but  we  may  set 
it  down  as  certain  that  no  Jewish  teacher  of  that 
day  would  appear  in  public  with  the  head  uncovered. 
He  probably  wore  the  customaty  white  linen  "nap- 
kin   Itxtdarium),  wound  round  the  head  aa  a  turban. 


with  the  ends  of  it  falling  down  over  the  neck.  The 
dress  of  His  disciples  was,  probably,  not  materially 
different. 

In  conclusion  it  may  be  said  that,  althou^  the 
dress  of  even  orthodox  Jews  today  is  as  various  as 
their  landa  of  residence  and  theu"  languages,  yet 
there  are  two  garments  worn  by  them  the  world 
over,  the  iallUh  and  the  'arba'  kan'phdtk  (see  DCQ, 
art.  "Dress,"  col,  1).  Jews  who  affect  special 
sanctity,  eap.  those  living  in  the  Holy  Land,  still 
wear  the  UMUh  all  day,  as  was  the  common  custom 
in  Christ's  time.  As  the  earliest  mention  of  the 
'arba'  kan'photh  is  in  1350  AD,  it  is  clear  that  it  can- 
not have  existed  in  NT  times. 

LiTEBiTDBE, — .Nowock's  uid  Benzinger'B  Hib  Archa- 
tlogie;  Tristram,  finilirn  Cuifomi  iiTBtblt  Landi;  Rich. 
Did.  a/  Rom  and  Or  Anliq.:  Ederahelm,  Li/i  and  Tim— 
b}  Jiiui  the  Mcttiah.  625,  and  elsewhere:  &rti.  on  "Dren." 
■■Clothing,-  -Coatumes."  etc,  HDB.  DCO.  Jtvj  Bne  (by 
NSldekej  la  SB  <b)- Abrahuiu  and  Cook);  MasCannui, 
"  " and  Penonal  Adornment  In  Mod.  Pal,"  in  Bib. 
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DmNK,    See  Food;  Drink,  Stronq. 

DRUnC  OFFERING.    See  Sacbifigb  in  OT  amo 


DRINK,  STROHG  ("pW,  ^WiOr;  o-bnpa,  rf- 
hera;  from  *\S1|7,  sAdiiAar,  "tobeorbecomedrunk"; 
probably  from  the  same  root  as  tagar,  taecharine) : 
With  the  exception  of  Nu  28  7,  "strong  drink"  is 
always  coupled  with  "wine."  The  two  terms  are 
commonly  used' as  mutually  exclusive,  and  as  to- 
gether exnaustive  of  all  kinds  of  intoxicants. 

OrlKinBUy  iMkhllr  seems  to  h&ve  been  »genval  term 

lor  iutoTlcBtlng  drlnke  oT  all  [dodB,  without  reteraice  to 
the  material  out  of  which  they  were  made:  and  In  that 
■ ofthtsolder 


._ Lparing  It  wlti 

.  „    -  -,   —id  with  Ei  SO  40,  where  the  material  oT  the 
drink  offerloj;  1b  expressly  designated  "wine  "). 

When  the  Hebrews  were  Uving  a  nomadic  life, 
before  their  settlement  in  Canaan,  the  grape-wine 
was  practically  unknown  to  them,  and  there  would 
be  no  need  of  a  special  term  to  describe  it.  But 
when  they  settled  down  to  an  agricultural  life,  and 
came  to  cultivate  the  vine,  it  would  become  neces- 
sary to  distinguish  it  from  the  older  kinds  of  intoxi- 
cants; hence  the  borrowed  word  yayin  ("wine")  was 
applied  to  the  former,  while  the  latter  would  be 
claSBed  together  under  the  old  term  ekekhSr,  which 
would  then  come  to  mean  all  intoxicating  beverages 
o/Aer (Aon  wine  (Lev  10  9;  Nu  6  3;  Dt  14  26;  Prov 
20  1;  Isa  24  9).  The  exact  nature  of  these  drinks 
is  not  clearly  indicated  in  the  Bible  itself.  The 
only  fermented  beverage  other  than  erape-wine 
specifically  named  is  pomegranate-wine  (Ciiit  8  2: 
"the  juice  of  my  pom^anate,"  RVm  "sweet  wine 
of  my  pomegranate"):  but  we  maj^  infer  that  other 
kinds  of  shikhar  besides  that  obtained  from  pome- 

Sranates  were  in  use,  such  as  drinks  made  from 
&tes,  honey,  raisins,  barley,  apples,  etc.  Probably 
Jerome  (c  400  AD)  was  near  the  mark  when  he 
wrote,  "Sikera  in  the  Heb  tongue  means  every  kind 
of  drink  which  can  intoTocate,  whether  made  from 
grain  or  from  the  juice  of  apples,  or  when  honey- 
combs are  boiled  down  into  a  sweet  and  strange 
drink,  or  the  fruit  of  palm  oppressed  into  liquor, 
and  when  water  is  coloured  and  thickened  from 
boiled  herbs"  (Ep.  ad  Nepotianum).  Thus  ahlkhOr 
is  a  comprehensive  term  for  all  kinds  of  fermented 
drinks,  excluding  wine. 

Probably  the  most  common  sort  of  tKtkMr  used  tn 
Bib.  times  was  palm-  or  date-wine.  This  is  not  actualb 
mentioned  Id  the  Bible,  and  we  do  not  meet  with  lU  Beb 
name  ircn  UmSHm  <"wlne  ol  dates")  untJl  the  Tolmudle 
MrlcHl.  But  It  Is  frequently  referred  to  In  the  Aisyr- 
Bab  contract  tablets  (ounelformi,  and  from  this  uid 
Other  evideoce  we  Infer  that  11  was  very  well  known 
amoDK  the  andent  Sem  peoples.    Moraover,  It  Is  known 
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that  the  palm  tree  flourished  abundantly  In  Bib.  lands, 
and  the  presumption  Is  therefore  very  strong  that  wine 
made  of  the  Juice  of  dates  was  a  conmion  beverage.  It 
must  not  be  supposed,  however,  that  the  term  thikhdr 
refers  excluslvelv  to  date-wine.  It  rather  deslsnatee 
all  Intoxicating  liquors  other  than  grape-wine,  whUe  in  a 
few  cases  it  probably  includes  even  wine. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  shekh&r  was  intoxi- 
cating. This  is  proved  (1)  from  the  etymology  of 
the  word,  it  being  derived  from  ahdJchar,  "to  be  or 
become  drunk"  (Gen  9  21;  Isa  29  9:  Jer  25  27, 
etc);  cf  the  word  for  drunkard  (shikkdr)^  and  for 
drunkenness  (shikkdron)  from  the  same  root;  (2) 
from  descriptions  of  its  effects:  e.g.  Isaiah  graphic- 
ally describes  the  stupefying  effect  of  ahekhdr  on 
those  who  drink  it  excessively  (28  7.8).  Hannah 
defended  herself  against  the  charge  of  being  drunk 
by  saying,  "I  have  drunk  neither  wine  nor  strong 
drink,"  i.e.  neither  wine  nor  any  other  intoxicating 
liquor  (1  S  1  15).  The  attempt  made  to  prove 
that  it  was  simply  the  unfermented  juice  of  certain 
fruits  is  quite  without  foundation.  Its  immoderate 
use  is  strongly  condemned  (Isa  5  11.12;  Prov  20 
1;  see  Drunkenness).  It  was  forbidden  to  min- 
istering priests  (Lev  10  9),  and  to  Nazirites  (Nu 
6  3;  Jgs  13  4.7.14:  cf  Lk  1  15),  but  was  used  in 
the  sacrificial  meal  as  drink  offering  (Nu  28  7), 
and  could  be  bought  with  the  tithe-money  and  con- 
sumed by  the  worshipper  in  the  temple  (fit  14  26). 
It  is  commended  to  the  weak  and  perishing  as  a 
means  of  deadening  their  pain;  but  not  to  princes, 
lest  it  might  lead  them  to  pervert  justice  (Prov  31 
4-7).  D.  MiALL  Edwards 

DROMEDARY,  drum'Snift-ri,  drom'SnlA-ri.  See 
Camel. 

DROP,  DROPPING:  "To  drop"  expresses  a 
"diHtilUng"  or  "dripping"  of  a  fluid  (Jgs  5  4;  Prov 
3  20;  Cant  6  5.13;  Joel  3  18;  Am  9  13;  cf  1  S 
14  26,  "the  honey  dropped"  [m  "a  stream  of 
honey"]);  Job  29  22  and  Isa  46  8  read  "distil" 
(AV  "drop").  The  continuous  "droppings"  of 
rain  through  a  leaking  roof  (roofs  were  usually  made 
of  clay  in  Pal,  and  always  liable  to  cracks  and  leak- 
age) on  a  *Very  rainy  day"  is  compared  to  a  con- 
tentious wife  (Prov  19  13;  27  15);  "What  is  de- 
scribed is  the  irritating,  unceasing,  sound  of  the  fall, 
drop  after  drop,  of  water  through  the  chinks  in  the 
root"  (Plumptre  loc.  cit.);  cf  also  AV  Eccl  10  18 
(RV  "leaketh"). 

DROPSY,  drop'si  (v8p«iriK6«,  hudropikds,  "a 
man  afflicted  with  hydrops  or  dropsy") :  Both  forms 
of  this  disease  occur  in  Pal,  that  m  which  the  limbs 
and  body  are  distended  with  water  called  anasarca^ 
depending  generally  on  cardiac  or  renal  disease, 
and  the  form  confined  to  the  abdomen,  usually  the 
result  of  liver  affection.  The  latter  is  the  com- 
moner, as  liver  disease  is  a  frequent  result  of  recur- 
rent attacks  of  malarial  fever.  The  man  was  evi- 
dently able  to  move  about,  as  he  had  entered  into 
the  Pharisee's  house  (Lk  14  2). 

DROSS,  dros  (^"^9 ,  ^Igh) :  The  refuse  of  smelting 
of  precious  metal  (Prov  26  4;  26  23);  used  fig- 
uratively of  what  is  base  or  worthless  (Isa  1  22.25; 
Ezk  22  18.19;  Ps  119  119). 

DROUGHT,  drout.    See  Famine. 

DROVE,  drov.    See  Cattle. 

DROWNING,  droun'ing.    See  Punishments. 

DRUM,  drum  (TV|iiravov,  iiimpanon) :  This  was 
the  Heb  iophf  "tabret"  or  "timbrel,"  a  hand-drum, 
consisting  of  a  ring  of  wood  or  metal  covered  with  a 
tightly  drawn  skin,  with  small  pieces  of  metal  hung 


around  the  rim,  like  a  tambourine.  It  was  raised 
in  the  one  hand  and  struck  with  the  other,  usually 
by  women,  but  sometimes  also  by  men,  at  festivities 
and  on  occasions  of  rejoicing.  See  1  Mace  9  39, 
RV  "timbrels." 

.  DRUNKENNESS,   .drunk'*n-nes   (Hjn,    raweh, 
yn'^V,  shikkdron,  '^PTp,  shHhl;  |Uet|,  nUthe): 

/.  its  Prevalence. — The  Bible  affords  ample  proof 
that  excessive  drinking  of  intoxicants  was  a  common 
vice  among  the  Hebrews,  as  among  other  ancient 
peoples.  This  is  evident  not  only  from  individual 
cases  of  intoxication,  as  Noah  (Gen  9  21),  Lot 
(Gen  19  33.35),  Nabal  (1  S  25  36),  Uriah  made 
drunk  by  David  (2  S  11  13),  Amnon  (2  S  13  28), 
Elah,  king  of  Israel  (1  K  16  9),  Benhadad,  king 
of  Syria,  and  his  confederates  (1  K  20  16),  Holo- 
f ernes  (Jth  13  2),  etc,  but  also  from  frequent  ref- 
erences to  drunkenness  as  a  great  social  evil.  Thus. 
Amos  proclaims  judgment  on  the  voluptuous  and 
dissolute  rulers  of  Samaria  "that  drink  wme  in  [large] 
bowls"  (Am  6  6),  and  the  wealthy  ladies  who  press 
their  husbands  to  join  them  in  a  carousal  (4  1);  he 
also  complains  that  this  form  of  self-indulgence  was 
practised  even  at  the  expense  of  the  poor  and  under 
the  guise  of  religion,  at  the  sacrificial  meals  (2  8; 
see  also  Isa  6  11.12.22;  28  1-8;  56  11  f).  Its  prev- 
alence is  also  reflected  in  many  passages  in  the 
NT  (e.g.  Mt  24  49;  Lk  21  34;  Acts  2  13.15; 
Eph  6  18;  1  Thess  6  7).  Paul  complains  that  at 
Corinth  even  the  love-feast  of  the  Christian  church 
which  immediately  preceded  the  celebration  of  the 
Eucharist,  was  sometimes  the  scene  of  excessive 
drinking  (1  Cor  11  21).  It  must,  however,  be 
noted  that  it  is  almost  invariablv  the  well-to-do 
who  are  charged  with  this  vice  in  the  Bible.  There 
is  no  evidence  to  prove  that  it  prevailed  to  any 
considerable  extent  among  the  common  people. 
Intoxicants  were  then  an  expensive  luxury,  be- 
yond the  reach  of  the  poorer  classes.  See  Drink, 
Strong. 

//.  ita  Symptom*  and  £//"•€*•. —These  are  moat  vividly 
portrayed:  (1)  some  of  Its  physical  symptoms  (Job  18 
25;  Ps  107  27;  Prov  23  29;  Isa  19  14;  28  8;  29  9; 
Jer  26  16);  (2)  its  mental  effects:  exhilaration  (Gen 
43  34),  Jollity  and  mirth  (1  Esd  3  20).  forgotfulness 
(1  Esd  8  20).   loss  of  imderstanding   and   balance  of 

Judgment  (Isa  28  7;  Hos  4  11):  (3)  its  effects  on  man's 
lappiness  and  prosperity:  its  immediate  effect  is  to  make 
one  obUvious  of  his  misery;  but  ultimately  it  "biteth 
like  a  serpent,  and  stingeth  like  an  adder,"  and  leads  to 
woe  and  sorrow  (Prov  23  29-32)  and  to  poverty  (Prov 
23  21;  cf  21  17;  Ecclus  19  1);  hence  wine  is  called  a 
"mocker"  deceiving  the  unwise  (Prov  20  1);  (4)  ita 
moral  and  spiritual  effects:  it  leads  to  a  maladministra- 
tion of  Justice  (Prov  31  5;  Isa  5  23),  provokes  anger 
and  a  contentious,  brawling  spirit  (Prov  20  1;  23  29; 
1  Esd  3  22;  Ecclus  31  26.29  f).  and  conduces  to  a  profli- 
gate life  (Eph  5  18;  "riot."  lit.  profligacy).  It  is  alUed 
with  gambling  and  licentiousness  (Joel  8  3).  and  inde- 
cency (Gen  9  21  f).  Above  all,  it  deadens  the  spiritual 
sensibilities,  produces  a  callous  indifference  to  religious 
influences  and  destroys  all  serious  thought  (Isa  5  12). 

///.  Attitude  of  the  Bible  to  the  Drink  Qaeetion. 

— Intemperance  is  condemned  in  uncompromising 
terms  by  the  OT  and  the  NT,  as  well  as  by  the 
semi-canonical  writings.  While  total  abstinence  is 
not  prescribed  as  a  formal  and  universal  rule,  broad 
principles  are  laid  down,  esp.  in  the  NT,  which  point 
m  that  direction. 

In  the  OT,  intemperance  is  most  repugnant  to 
the  stern  ethical  rigorism  of  the  prophets,  as  well 
as  to  the  more  utilitarian  sense  of  pro- 
1.  In  the       priety  of  the  ''wisdom"   writers.    As 
OT  might  be  expected,  the  national  con- 

science was  but  gradually  Quickened 
to  the  evil  of  immoderate  drinking.  Li  tne  narra- 
tives of  primitive  times,  excessive  mdul^nce,  or  at 
least  indulgence  to  the  point  of  exhilaration,  is  men- 
tioned without  censure  as  a  natural  thing,  esp.  on 
festive  occasions  (as  in  Gen  43  34  RVm).     But  a 
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conscience  more  sensitive  to  the  sinfulness  of  over- 
indulgence was  gradually  developed,  and  is  reflected 
in  the  denunciations  of  the  prophets  and  the  warn- 
ing of  the  wise  men  (cf  references  under  I  and  II, 
esp.  Isa  6  llf.22;  28  1-8 ;  Prov  23  29-33). 
Nowhere  is  the  principle  of  total  abstinence  incul- 
cated as  a  rule  applicable  to  all.  In  particular 
cases  it  was  recogmzed  as  a  duty.  Priests  while  on 
duty  in  the  sanctuary  were  to  abstain  from  wine  and 
strong  driok  (Lev  10  9;  cf  Ezk  44  21).  Nazirites 
were  to  abstain  from  all  intoxicants  during  the 
period  of  their  vows  (Nu  6  3f;  cf  Amos  2  12), 
yet  not  on  account  of  the  intoxicating  qualities  of 
wine,  but  because  they  represented  the  simplicity 
of  the  older  pastoral  life,  as  against  the  Canaanite 
civilization  wnich  the  vine  symbolized  (W.  R.  Smith, 
Prophets  of  Israel,  84  f).  So  also  the  Rechabites 
abstained  from  wine  (Jer  36  6.8.14)  and  social  con- 
veniences, because  they  regarded  the  nomadic  life 
as  more  conducive  to  Jeh-worship  than  agricultural 
and  town  life,  with  its  temptations  to  Baal-worship. 
In  Daniel  ana  his  comrades  we  have  another  instance 
of  voluntary  abstinence  (Dnl  1  8-16).  These,  how- 
ever, are  isolated  instances.  Throughout  the  OT 
the  use  of  wine  api>ears  as  practically  imiversal, 
and  its  value  is  recognized  as  a  cheering  beverage 
(Jgs  9  13;  Ps  104  15;  Prov  31  7),  which  enables 
the  sick  to  forget  their  pains  (Prov  31  6).  Moder- 
ation, however,  is  strongly  inculcated  and  there 
are  frequent  warnings  against  the  temptation  and 
perils  of  the  cup. 

In  Apoc,  we  have  the  attitude  of  prudence  and 
common  sense,  but  the  prophetic  note  of  stem  de- 
nunciation IS  wanting.    The  path  of 

2.  Deutero-  wisdom  is  the  golden  mean.  '^Wine 
and  Extra-  is  as  good  as  life  to  men,  if  thou  drink 
Canonical  it  in  its  measure;  .  .  .  .  wine  drunk 
Writings       in  season  and  to  satisfy  is  joy  of  heart, 

and  gladness  of  soiu:  wine  drunk 
largely  is  bitterness  of  soul,  with  provocation  and 
conflict"  (Ecclus  31  27-30  RV).  A  vivid  picture 
of  the  effects  of  wine-drinking  is  given  in  1  Esd 
3  18-24.  Stronger  teaching  on  the  subject  is  given 
in  the  Testament  of  the  Twelve  Patriarchs.  The 
use  of  wine  is  permitted  to  him  who  can  use  it  tem- 
perately, but  abstinence  is  enjoined  as  the  wiser 
course  (XII  P,  Jud  16  3). 

In  the  NT^  intemperance  is  treated  as  a  ^ave  sin. 
Only  once,  indeed,  does  Our  Lord  explicitly  con- 
demn drunkenness  (Lk  21  34),  though 

3.  In  the  it  is  implicitly  condemned  in  other 
NT  passages  (Mt  24  49=Lk  12  45).  The 

meagemess  of  the  references  in  Our 
Lord's  teaching  is  probably  due  to  the  fact  already 
mentioned,  that  it  was  chiefly  prevalent  among  the 
wealthy,  and  not  among  the  poorer  classes  to  whom 
Our  Lord  mainly  ministered.  The  references  in 
Paul's  writings  are  very  numerous  (Gal  6  21;  Eph 
6  18,  et  al.).  Temperance  and  sobriety  in  all  things 
are  everywhere  insisted  on  (e.g.  Acts  24  25;  Gal 
6  23;  2  Pet  1  6).  A  bishop  and  those  holding 
honorable  position  in  the  church  should  not  be 
addicted  to  wine  (1  Tim  3  2f;  Tit  1  7  f;  2  2f). 
Yet  Jesus  and  His  apostles  were  not  ascetics,  and 
the  NT  gives  no  rough-and-ready  prohibition  of 
strong  drink  on  principle.  In  contrast  with  John  the 
Baptist,  who  was  a  Nazirite  from  birth  (Lk  1  15). 
Jesus  was  called  by  His  enemies  a  "wine-bibber 
(Mt  11  19).  He  took  part  in  festivities  in  which 
wine  was  drunk  (Jn  2  10).  There  are  indications 
that  He  regarded  wine  as  a  source  of  innocent  en- 
joyment (Lk  6  38f;  17  8).  To  insist  on  a  dis- 
tinction between  intoxicating  and  unfermented 
wine  is  a  case  of  unjustifiable  special  pleading.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  drink  question  is  far 
more  complex  and  acute  in  modern  than  in  Bib. 
times,  and  that  the  conditions  of  the  modern  world 


have  given  rise  to  problems  which  were  not  within 
the  horizon  of  NT  writers.  The  habit  of  excessive 
drinking  has  spread  enormously  among  the  common 
people,  owing  largely  to  the  cheapening  of  alcoholic 
drinks.  The  fact  that  the  evil  exists  today  in 
greater  proportions  may  call  for  a  drastic  remedy 
and  a  special  crusade.  But  rather  than  defend 
total  abstinence  by  a  false  or  forced  exegesis,  it  were 
better  to  admit  that  the  principle  is  not  formally 
laid  down  in  the  NT,  while  maintaining  that  there 
are  broad  principles  enunciated,  which  in  view  of 
modern  conditions  should  lead  to  voluntary  ab- 
stinence from  all  intoxicants.  Such  principles  may 
be  found,  e.g.  in  Our  Lord's  teaching  in  Mt  16  24  f ; 
Mk  9  42  f,  and  in  the  great  Pauline  passages — 
Rom  14  13-21;    1  Cor  8  8-13. 

IV,  Drunkenneaa  in  Metaphor, — Drunkenness 
very  frequently  supplies  Bib.  writers  with  striking 
metaphors  and  similes.  Thus,  it  symbolizes  intel- 
lectual or  spiritual  perplexity  (Job  12  25;  Isa  19 
14;  Jer  23  9),  bewilderment  and  helplessness  under 
calamity  (Jer  13  13;  Ezk  23  33).  It  furnishes 
a  figure  for  the  movements  of  sailors  on  board  ship 
in  a  storm  (Ps  107  27),  and  for  the  convulsions  of 
the  earth  on  the  day  of  Jeh  (Isa  24  20).  Jeh's 
"cup  of  staggering"  is  a  symbol  of  affliction,  the 
fury  of  the  Lord  causing  stupor  and  confusion  (Isa 
61  17-23;  cf  Isa  63  6 ;  Jer  26  15  fif;  Ezk  23  33; 
Ps  76  8).  The  sword  and  the  arrow  are  said  to  be 
sodden  with  drink  like  a  drunkard  with  wine  (Dt 
32  42;  Jer  46  10).  In  the  Apocalypse,  Babylon 
(i.e.  Rome)  is  portrayed  under  the  figure  of  a  "great 
harlot"  who  makes  kings  "drunken  with  the  wine 
of  her  fornication" ;  and  who  is  herself  "drunken 
with  the  blood  of  the  saints,  and  ....  of  the  mar- 
tyrs of  Jesus"  (Rev  17  2.6). 

D.  MiALL  Edwards 

DRUSILLA,  droo-sil'a  (Apoio-iXXa,  DrousUla,  or 
Apovcr(XXa,  DrousUla) :  Wife  of  Felix,  a  Jewess,  who 
along  with  her  husband  "heard  [Paul]  concerning 
the  faith  in  Christ  Jesus"  during  Paul's  deten- 
tion in  Caesarea  (Acts  24  24).  p  text  gives  the 
rendering  "Drusilla  the  wife  of  Felix,  a  Jewess, 
asked  to  see  Paul  and  to  hear  the  word."  The  fact 
that  Drusilla  was  a  Jewess  explains  her  curiosity, 
but  Paul,  who  was  probably  acquainted  with  the 
past  history  of  her  and  FeUx,  refused  to  satisfy  their 
request  in  the  way  they  desired,  and  preached  to 
them  instead  concerning  righteousness  and  self- 
restraint  and  the  final  judgment.  At  this  "Felix  was 
terrified"  (Acts  24  25).  p  text  states  that  Paul's 
being  left  in  bonds  on  the  retirement  of  Felix  was 
due  to  the  desire  of  the  latter  to  please  Drusilla  (cf 
Acts  24  27).  Probably  this  explanation,  besides 
that  of  the  accepted  text,  was  true  also,  as  Drusilla, 
who  was  a  memoer  of  the  ruling  house,  saw  in  Paul 
an  enemy  of  its  power,  and  hated  him  for  his  con- 
demnation of  her  own  private  sins. 

The  chief  other  source  of  information  regarding 
Drusilla  is  Jos.  Drusilla  was  the  youngest  of  the 
three  daughters  of  Agrippa  I,  her  sisters  oeing  Ber- 
nice  and  Mariamne.  ohe  was  born  about  36  AD 
and  was  married  when  14  years  old  to  Azizus,  king 
of  Emeza.  Shortly  afterward  she  was  induced  to 
desert  her  husband  by  Felix,  who  employed  a 
Cyprian  sorcerer,  Simon  by  name,  to  carry  out  his 

Eurpose.  She  was  also  influenced  to  take  this  step 
y  the  cruelty  of  Azizus  and  the  hatred  of  Bernice 
who  was  jealous  of  her  beauty.  Her  marriage  with 
Felix  took  place  about  54  AD  and  by  him  she  had 
one  son,  Agrippa,  who  perished  under  Titus  in  an 
eruption  of  Mt.  Vesuvius.  The  mention  by  Jos  of 
"the  woman"  who  perished  along  with  Agrippa 
(Anly  XX,  vii,  2)  refers  probably  not  to  his  mother 
Drusilla  but  to  his  wife.  C.  M.  Kebr 

DUALISM,  du'al-iz'm.    See  Philosophy. 
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DOB,  dQ.    See  Dutt. 

DUKE,  dak:  The  rendering  in  AV  in  Gen  38 
15  ft;  Ex  IB  15,  and  1  Ch  1  51  £f  of  B^3»,  'al- 
lUph  (ARV  and  ERVm  "chief"),  and  in  Joeh  13  21 

of  n'jMIm  ("dukes,"  RV  "princes").  It  occurs aleo, 
as  the  renderinK  of  strailgds,  in  1  Mace  10  65  (RV 
"captain").  E^aewhere  n'slAAfm  is  tr^  "princes"  or 
"principal  men."  The  fact  that  with  two  exneptions 
the  term  is  applied  in  EV  only  to  the  chiefs  of  Edom 
has  led  to  the  impresaion  that  in  the  family  of  Esau 
the  chiefs  bore  a  special  and  horeditary  title.  But 
'aUilph  was  a,  general  term  for  tribal  chief  or  prince 
(cf  Zee  9  7;  U  5,6;  RV  "chieftains,"  AV'govem- 
on"). 


Yet  in  all  probability  the  Reb  word  was  more 
epecific  than  ''chief"  or  "duke"  in  the  broad  sense. 
For  if  'ailUpk  is  derived  from  'eteph,  "thousand," 
"tribe,"  the  term  would  mean  the  leader  of  a  clan, 
a  "ehiliarch"  (cf  LXX,  Zee  9  7;  W  5.6).  ARV 
has  eliminated  the  word  "duke."  See  Chief. 
J.  R.  Van  Pelt 

DULCIUBR,  dul'si-mCr.  See  Music  under  Neh- 
het  and  Sumphimia. 

DDMAH,  dQ'ma  (n^^H ,  dUmdh.  "Bilenoe") ;  This 
word  occurs  in  the  OT  with  the  following  significa- 
tions: (1)  the  land  of  silence  or  death,  the  grave 
(Pb  M  17;  115  17);  (2)  a  town  in  the  higUands 
of  Judah  between  Hebron  and  Beeisheba,  now  ed- 
Daume  (Joeh  IS  52);  (3)  an  emblematical  designa- 
tion of  Edom  in  the  obscure  oracle  (laa  31  11.12); 
(4)  an  Ishmaelite  tribe  in  Arabia  (Gen  SB  U;  1  Ch 
1  30).  According  to  the  Arab,  geographies  this 
son  of  Ishmael  founded  the  town  of  DQmat-cl- 
Jondal,  the  stone-built  Ddmah,  so  called  to  distin- 

C'  h  it  from  another  D.  near  the  Euphrates.  The 
ler  now  bears  the  name  of  the  Jauf  ("belly"), 
being  a  depression  situated  half-way  between  the 
head  of  the  Persian  Gulf  and  the  head  of  the'  gulf 
of  Akaba.  Its  people  in  the  time  of  Mohammed 
were  Christians  of  the  tribe  of  Kelb.  It  contained 
a  ^reat  well  from  which  the  palms  and  crops  were 
irrigated.  It  has  often  been  visited  by  European 
travelers  in  recent  times.  See  Jour.  Royal  Geog. 
Soc.,  XXIV  (1854),  138-58;  W.  G.  Palgrave,  Cen- 
tral and  EtuUm  Arabia,  ch  ii.  It  is  possible  that 
the  oracle  in  Isa  (no.  3  above)  concerns  this  place. 
TnouAS  Hunter  Wbir 
DUMB,  dum  (p^tf ,  'Siam,  ois ,  'iUSm,  lit.  "tied 
in   the   tongue";    Kv^dt,  kSphde):    Used  either  as 


expressing  toe  physical  condition  of  speechk , 

generaUy  associated  with  deafness,  or  figuratively 

08  meaning  the  silence  produced  by  the  weight  of 
God's  judgments  (Ps  39  2-6;  Dnl  10  15)  or  the 
oppression  of  external  calamity  (Ps  38  13).  As  an 
adj.  it  is  used  to  characterize  inefficient  teachers 
destitute  of  spiritualitv  ("dumb  dogs,"  Isa  66  10), 
The  speechlessness  of  Saul's  companions  (Acts  9 
7)  was  due  to  fright;  that  of  the  man  without  the 
weddins  garment  was  because  he  had  no  excuse  to 

ELVe  (Mt  23  12).  Idols  are  called  dumb,  because 
elplossand  voiceless  (Hab  3  18.19;  I  Cor  12  2). 
The  dumbness  of  the  sheep  before  the  shearer  is  a 
token  of  submission  (Isa  63  7;    Acts  8  32). 

Temporary  dumbness  was  inflicted  as  a  sign  upon 
Eiekiel  (3  26;  34  27;  33  22)  and  as  a  punishment 


for  unbelief  upon  Zacharias  (Lk  1  22).  There  are 
several  cases  recorded  of  Our  Lord's  healing  the 
dumb(Mtl5  30;  Mk  7  37;  Lk  11  U.etc).  Dumb- 
ness is  often  associated  with  imbecility  and  was 
therefore  regarded  as  due  to  demoniac  possession 
(Mt  9  32;  13  22).  The  evangelists  therefore  de- 
scribe the  healing  of  these  as  effected  b^  the  cast- 
ing out  of  demons.  This  is  esp.  noted  m  the  case 
of  the  epileptic  boy  (Mk  9  17).  The  deaf  man 
with  the  impediment  in  his  speech  (Mk  7  32)  is 
said  to  have  Deen  cured  by  loosening  the  string  of 
his  tongue.  This  does  not  necessarily  mean  that 
he  was  tongue-tied,  which  is  a  condition  causing 
lisping,  not  stammering;  he  was  probably  one  of 
those  deaf  persons  who  produce  babbling,  incoherent 
and  meamnRless  sounos.  I  saw  in  the  asylum  in 
Jems  a  child  oom  blind  and  deaf,  who  though  dumb, 
produced  inarticulate  noises. 

In  an  old  14th-cent.  psalter  "dumb"  is  used  as  a 
vb.  in  Ps  39:  "I  doumbed  and  meked  and  was  ful 
stille."  Alex.  Macalister 

DUNG,  dung,  DUNG  GATE  (HIE^,  -athpoth, 
TO1 ,  dOmen,  BIJ ,  peresh;  aTrffoXov,  skUbalon,  etc) : 
Nine  different  words  occurring  in  the  Heb  have  been 
tH  "dung"  in  the  OT.  The  word  used  to  designate 
one  of  the  gates  of  Jems  {'aahpoik,  Neh  3  13;  S 
14}  is  more  general  than  the  others  and  may  mean 
any  kind  of  refuse.  The  gate  was  probably  bo 
named  because  outside  it  was  the  general  dump 
heap  of  the  city.  Visitors  in  recent  years  riding 
outside  the  city  walls  of  Jerus,  on  their  way  to 
the  Mt.  of  OUves  or  Jericho,  may  have  witnessed 
such  a  dump  against  the  wall,  which  has  existed  for 
generations. 

The  first  mention  made  of  dung  is  in  connection 
with  sacrificial  rites.  The  sacred  law  required  that 
the  dung,  along  wi  th  what  parts  of  the  animal  were 
not  burned  on  the  altar,  should  be  burned  outside 
the  camp  (Ex  39  14;  Lev  1  11;  8  17;  16  27;  Nu 
19  5). 

The  fertihEing  value  of  dung  was  appreciated  by 
the  cultivator,  as  is  indicated  by  Lk  13  8  and  possi- 
bly Ps  83  10  and  Isa  30  10. 

Dung  was  also  used  as  a  fuel.  Elk  4  12.15  will 
be  understood  when  it  is  known  that  the  dung  of 
animals  is  a  common  fuel  throughout  Pal  and  Syria, 
where  other  fuel  is  scarce.  During  the  summer, 
villagers  gather  the  manure  of  their  cattle,  horses 
or  camels,  mix  it  with  straw,  make  it  into  cakes  and 
dry  it  for  use  as  fuel  for  cooking,  esp,  in  the  winter 
when  wood  or  charcoal  or  straw  are  not  procurable. 
It  bums  slowly  Uke  peat  and  meets  the  needs  of  the 
kitchen.  In  Mesopotamia  the  writer  saw  it  being 
used  with  forced  draft  to  fire  a  steam  boiler.  There 
was  no  idea  of  uncleannesa  in  Ezekiel's  mind,  as- 
sociated with  the  use  of  animal  dung  as  fuel  (Eiik 
4  15). 

FiguratiTely:  Dun^  was  frequently  used  figur- 
■tively  to  express  the  idea  (a)  of  worthlessness,  esp. 
a  perishable  article  for  which  no  one  cares  (1  K  14 
10;  2  K  6  25;  9  37;  Job  30  7;  Ps  88  10;  Jer 
8  2;  9  22;  18  4;  36  53;  Zeph  1  17;  Pbi^t  3  8 
[ARV  "refuse")).  Dunghill  was  used  in  the  same 
way  (1  S  3  8;  Ew  611;  Ps  113  7;  Isa  SB  10; 
Dnl  3  5;  3  29;  Lk  14  35;  Lam  4  5);  (b)  as  an 
expreswon  of  disgust  (2  K  18  27;  Isa  36  12);  (c> 
of  rebuke  (Mai  2  3).  James  A.  Patch 

DUNGEON,  dun'jun.    See  Prison. 

DUNGHILL,  dung'hiUnS^,  'tuthpBth,  1  S  3  8, 
n;iail5,  madhmenSh,  etc,  with  other  words;  icowpla, 
kopHa,  Lk  14  35) :  Dung  heap,  or  place  of  refuse. 
To  ait  upon  a  dunghill  (1  S  S  8;  Ps  113  7;  Lam 
4  5)  is  significant  of  the  lowest  and  most  wretched 
condition.     To  turn  a  house  into  a  dunghill  (Dnl 
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2  5;  3  29),  or  be  flun^  upon  a  dunghill  (Lk  14  35), 
marks  the  extreme  of  ignommy.    See  also  Dung. 

DURA,  da'ra  (^y!^i  dura'):  The  name  of  the 
plain  on  which  Nebuchadnezzar,  kins  of  Bab^^lon, 
set  up  the  great  golden  image  which  all  his  subjects 
were  ordered  to  worship  (Dnl  8  1).  Oppert  placed 
it  to  the  S.E.  of  Babylon,  near  a  small  river  and 
mounds  bearing  the  name  of  Douair  or  DHuiir, 
where,  also,  was  what  seemed  to  be-  the  base  of  a 
great  statue  {Ezpid,  acierUifique  en  M^potamiey  I, 
238  f).  Others  have  believed  that  name  to  indicate  a 
portion  of  the  actual  site  of  Babylon  within  the  great 
wall  {dtaru)  of  the  city — ^perhaps  the  rampart  desig- 
nated ddr  Su^-anna,  ''the  rampart  [of  the  city] 
Lofty-defense,''  a  name  of  Babylon.  The  fact  that 
the  plain  was  within  the  city  of  Babylon  precludes 
an  identification  with  the  city  DUru,  which  seems  to 
have  lain  in  the  neighborhood  of  Erech  (Hommel, 
GrundrisSy  264,  n.  5).  It  is  noteworthy  that  the 
LXX  substitutes  Aecipd,  Deeirdj  for  Dura,  suggest- 
ing that  the  Gr  translators  identified  it  with^  the 
Bab  DSru,  a  city  which  apparently  lay  toward  the 
Elamite  border.  It  seems  to  have  been  called  also 
DUrAli,  ''god's  rampart."  That  it  was  at  some  dis- 
tance is  supported  by  the  list  WAI,  IVj  36  [38], 
where  DUru,  TmLvI  and  Gudua  (Cuthah),  intervene 
between  Dim  or  DUr-Ui  and  Tindir  (Babylon). 
'The  plain  of  the  dtlr"  or  "rampart"  within  Baby- 
lon would  therefore  seem  to  be  the  best  rendering. 

T.  G.  Pinches 

DURE.  dOr  (irp^o-xatpos,  frdskairoB):  Used  for 
"endure"^  (q.v.),  AV  Mt  13  21  (RV  "endureth"). 

DUST,  dust  npy,  ^dphdr;  Kovcofyr^s,  koniartds, 
X0V8,  choiis) :  Small  particles  of  earth.  The  word  has 
several  figurative  and  symbolic  meanings:  (1)  Dust 
being  the  material  out  of  which  God  is  said  to  have 
formed  man  (Gen  2  7),  it  became  a  symbol  of 
man's  frailty  (Ps  108  14,  "For  he  knoweth  our 
frame;  he  remembereth  that  we  are  dust";  cf 
Gen  18  27;  Job  4  19,  etc),  and  of  his  mortaUty 
(Gen  3  19,  "Dust  thou  art,  and  unto  dust  shalt  thou 
return";  cf  Job  34  15;  Ps  104  29;  Eccl  3  20;  12 
7,  etc)  Hence  it  is  used  figuratively  for  the  grave 
(Pd  82  15.29:  30  9;  Dnl  12  2).  (2)  Such  actions 
as  to  lie  in  the  dust,  to  lick  the  dust,  to  sprinkle 
dust  on  the  head,  are  symbols  expressive  of  deep 
humiliation,  abasement  or  lamentation  (e.g.  Job  2 
12;  42  6,  P&  72  9:  Isa  2  10;  47  1;  49  23;  Lam 
2  10;  3  29;  Ezk  27  30;  Mic  7  17;  Rev  18  19). 
Hence  such  expressions  as  "He  raiseth  up  the  poor 
out  of  the  dust,"  i.e.  out  of  their  state  of  lowhness 
(1  S  2  8;  Pb  113  7).  (3)  Throwing  dust  was  an 
act  eroressive  of  execration.  Thus  Smmei  "cursed" 
Davia  and  "threw  stones  at  him,  and  cast  dust," 
lit.  "dusted  [him]  with  dust"  (2  S  16  13).  So  the 
crowd  which  Paul  addressed  at  Jems  manifested 
their  wrath  against  him  by  tossing  about  their  ear- 
men  ta  and  casting  dust  into  the  air  (Acts  22  23). 
(4)  Shaking  the  dust  off  one's  feet  against  anyone 
(Mt  10  14:  Mk  6  11;  Lk  9  5;  10  11;  Acts  13 
51)  is  symoolic  of  renunciation,  as  we  would  say 
"washing  one's  hands  of  him,"  an  intimation  that 
all  further  intercourse  was  at  an  end.  It  was  prac- 
tised by  the  Pharisees  on  i)assing  from  gentile  to 
Jewish  soil,  it  beins  a  rabbinical  doctrine  that  the 
dust  of  a  heathen  land  defiles.  (5)  It  is  also  used 
fig.  for  an  innumerable  multitude  (e^.  Gen  13  16; 
28  14;  Job  27  16;  Ps  78  27).  (6)  The  expression 
"Jeh  will  make  the  rain  of  thy  land  powder  and 
dust"  (Dt  28  24)  means  the  dust  in  consequence 
of  the  drought  shall  fall  down  instead  of  rain  on  the 
dry  ground.  In  Judaea  and  vicinity  during  a 
sirocco,  the  air  becomes  filled  with  sand  and  dust, 
which  are  blown  down  by  the  wind  with  great  vio- 
lence. D.  MiALL  Edwards 


DUTY,  da'ti  r^rl,  ddbhar;  h^Ckm,  ophdld): 
The  word  d.  occurs  only  three  times  in  the  OT  and 
twice  in  the  NT.  In  the  OT  it  is  the  tr  of  dObhdr. 
which,  meaning  originally  "speech,"  or  "word,' 
came  to  denote  any  particular  "matter"  that  had 
to  be  attended  to.  In  the  twoplaces  where  it  is 
rendered  "duty"  (2  Ch  8  14;  Ezr  3  4)  the  refer- 
ence is  to  the  performance  of  the  Temple  services — 
praise  and  sacrifice — and  it  is  probab^  from  these 
passages  that  the  phrase  "takmg  duty"  in  church 
services  is  derived.  In  other  passages  we  have 
different  words  employed  to  denote  the  priests' 
dues:  AV  Lev  10  13.14,  ASJ  ("statutory  portion") ; 
Dt  18  3,  mishpOt  ("judpnent").  In  Aov  8  27, 
we  have  a  reference  to  d.  m  the  moral  sense,  "With- 
hold not  good  from  them  to  whom  it  is  due,"  ha^al 
(i.e.  as  in  AVm,  "from  the  ovmera  thereof").  In  Ex 
21  10  we  have  the  "duty  of  marriage"  Cdndh),  that 
which  was  due  to  the  wife. 

In  the  NT  "duty"  is  expressed  by  opheOdy  "to 
owe,"  "to  be  due.'*^  In  Lk  17  10,  we  have  "Say, 
....  we  have  done  that  which  it  was  our  duty  to 
do,"  and  in  Rom  16  27  AV,  it  is  said  of  the  Gen- 
tiles with  reference  to  the  Jewish  Christians,  "Their 
duty  is  also  to  minister  imto  them  in  carnal  things," 
ARV  "they  owe  it."  In  Mt  18  34  we  have  "tiUhe 
should  pay  all  that  was  due"  {ophetld.  "owing"), 
and  in  1  Cor  7  3  AV.  "Render  unto  the  wife  due 
\opheM]  benevolence,"  ARV  "her  due."  See  also 
Ethics.  W.  L.  Walkbr 

DWARF,  dwdrf :  The  rendering  in  EV  of  Heb 
pi,  do*,  "thin,"  "smaU,"  in  Lev  21  20,  where  a 
list  is  given  of  physical  failinfls  which  forbade  a 
man  of  the  seed  of  Aaron  to  officiate  at  the  altar, 
though  he  mi^t  partake  of  the  sacrificial  gifts.  The 
precise  meanmg  of  the  Heb  word  here  is  uncertain: 
elsewhere  it  is  used  of  the  lean  kine  (Gen  41  3)  ana 
blasted  ears  (ver  23)  of  Pharaoh's  dream;  of  the 
grains  of  manna  (Ex  16  14),  of  the  still,  small  voice 
a  K  19  12),  of  dust  (Isa  29  5),  etc.  LXX  and 
Vulg  suggest  defective  eyes;  but  "withered"  would 
perhaps  Dest  express  the  meaning.  See  Priests 
AND  Levites.  F.  K.  Fabb 

DWELL,  dwel: 

(1)  In  the  OT  "dwell"  tr-  9  words,  of  which  by 

far  the  most  frequent  is  yff^ ,  yaahabh,  "to  sit  down," 
tr<i  "dwell"  over  400  times  (Gen  4  20;  Josh  20  4: 

1  Ch  17  1.4.5,  etc);  also  very  frequently  "sit,'* 
and    sometimes    "abide,"    "inhabit,"    "remain." 

Another  word  often  rendered  "dwell"  is  JiXp  or 
P9)  shOkhan  or  shaikhs  ("to  settle  down"),  from 
which  is  derived  the  rabbinic  word  Slp'^^ip,  Bh'khlnOh 
(lit.  "that  which  dwells"),  the  light  on  the  mercv- 
seat  which  s3rmbolized  the  Divine  presence  (Ex  26 
8,  etc).  In  order  to  avoid  appearing  to  localize  the 
Divine  Being,  wherever  (jrod  is  said  to  "dwell"  in 
a  place,  the  Te  renders  that  He  "causes  His  She- 
kinah  to  dwell'  there. 

(2)  In  the  NT  "dwell"  most  frequently  stands 
for  oUita  oifdOf  or  one  of  its  compounds;  also 
ffiajvdWf  akendd,  and  (chiefly  in  the  Jonannine  writ- 
ings) /x^vw,  Tn&nOf  which,  however,  is  alwasrs  tr** 
"abide"  in  RV,  and  gjBnerally  in  AV.  Mention  may 
be  made  of  the  mystical  si^iificance  of  the  word  in 
some  NT  passages,  of  the  mdwelling  of  the  Father 
or  of  the  Godhead  in  Christ  (Jn  14  10;  Col  1  19: 

2  9),  of  the  believer  in  Christ  (Jn  6  56  AV;  Eph  8 
17).  and  in  God  (1  Jn  4  15  AV;  cf  Ps  90  1;  91  1), 
ana  of  the  Holy  Spirit  or  (jod  in  the  believer  (Jn 
14  17;  AVI  Jn  3  24;  4  15 f). 

D.  MiALL  Edwards 
DYE,  dl,   DYEING,  di'mg  (O^Sp,  m^'oddam, 

POT,  hamuQ,  b^np,  f6AtZ/,  TOf ,  ^ebha^):  Four 

different  Heb  words  have  been  tr**  "dyed":  AV  (a) 


Dye,  Dyeing 
Eagle 
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m^'odddm,  found  in  Ex  26  5;  26  14;  36  7;  36  19; 
39  34;  (6)  hdmug  (RVm  "crimsoned")  (Isa  63  1); 
(c)  i'bhul  (Ezk  23  15).  T'bhul  is  probably  more 
correctly  rendered  ''flowing  turban  as  in  the  RV 
of  the  above  vs  {BDB);  (d)  gebha\  ''dyed"  is  so  tr^ 
in  ARV  of  Jgs  6  30  (BDB);  cf  Arab,  sabagh.  The 
above  references  and  other  color  words  mentioned 
elsewhere  (see  Color)  indicate  that  the  Israelites 
were  acquainted  with  dyed  stuffs,  even  if  they  them- 
selves did  not  do  the  dyeing.  An  analysis  of  the 
various  Bib.  references  shows  but  four  colors  which 
were  produced  on  cloth  by  dyeing,  namely,  purple, 
blue  (violet),  crimson  and  scarlet.  Of  these,  purple 
is  the  one  best  known  because  of  the  many  historical 
references  to  it.  It  was  the  symbol  of  royalty  and 
luxury.  Because  of  its  hi^h  price,  due  to  the  ex- 
pensive method  of  obtaimng  it,  only  royalty  and 
the  rich  could  afford  purple  attire.  One  writer 
tells  us  that  the  dyestuff  was  worth  its  weight  in 
silver.  Probably  it  was  because  of  its  scarcity,  and 
because  it  was  one  of  the  very  limited  number  of 
dyes  known,  rather  than  for  any  remarkable  beauty 
of  color,  that  the  purple  was  so  much  sought  after. 
If  Pliny's  estimate  is  to  be  accredited,  then  "in  the 
dye  the  smell  of  it  was  offensive  and  the  color  itself 
was  harsh,  of  a  greenish  hue  and  strongly  resembling 
that  of  the  sea  when  in  a  tempestuous  state." 

The  purple  and  blue  dyes  were  extracted  from 
shellfish.  The  exact  process  used  by  the  ancients  is 
still  a  question  in  spite  of  the  attempts 
of  early  writers  to  describe  it.  T^e 
and  Sidon  were  noted  as  the  supphers 
of  these  colors,  hence  the  name  "T)rrian 
purple."  The  inhabitants  of  these  cities  were  at 
first  simply  dealers  in  the  purple  (Ezk  27  7.24), 
but  they  afterward  became  the  manufacturers,  as 
the  heaps  of  the  emptied  shells  of  the  Murex  trun- 
culiLS,  which  still  exist  in  the  vicinity  of  these  cities, 
testify.  The  pigment  was  secreted  by  a  gland  in  the 
lining  of  the  stomach.  The  shell  was  punctured 
and  the  fish  removed  in  order  to  secure  the  dye. 
The  juice,  at  first  whitish,  changed  on  exposure  to 
yellowish  or  greenish  and  finally  to  red,  amethvst 
or  purple,  according  to  the  treatment.  A  modified 
color  was  obtained  by  first  dipping  the  textile  in  a 
cochineal  bath  and  then  in  the  purple.  Tyrian 
purple  was  considered  most  valuable  when  it  was 
"exactly  the  color  of  clotted  blood  and  of  a  blackish 
hue"  (Pliny).  See  also  Lydia;  Thyatira.  Besides 
the  shellfish  above  mentioned,  several  other  species 
are  noted  by  different  writers,  namely,  Murex 
branderiSy  Murex  erinaceus,  Murex  hucdnum  (pur- 
pura ?iaemastoma).  This  latter  species  is  still  used 
by  the  dwellers  on  the  shores  where  it  is  found. 
Various  species  of  the  murex  are  found  today  at 
Haifa  (Syria),  about  the  Gr  isles  and  on  the  N. 
coast  of  Africa.  The  purple  color  has  been  pro- 
duced from  them  by  modem  chemists,  but  it  is  of 
historical  interest  only,  in  the  light  of  the  discovery 
of  modem  artificial  dyes  with  which  it  could  not 
compete  commercially. 

Two  words  have  been  used  in  the  Heb  Bible  to 
describe  the  colors  from  shellfish:  (a)  ^argdmdn 
(Gr  vorphura).  This  has  been  tr**  "purple";  (6) 
I'kheleth  which  was  probably  a  shade  of  violet,  but 
has  been  tr^  "blue"  in  both  AV  and  RV. 

As  indicated  elsewhere  (see  Colors),  three  Heb 
words  have  been  rendered  crimson  or  scarlet:  (a) 
karmil  (cf  Arab,  kirmiz  and  Eng.  "car- 
2.  Crimson  mine"),  (6)  tdla\  and  (c)  shdni.  We 
and  Scarlet  know  nothing  further  about  the 
method  of  producing  these  colors  than 
that  they  were  both  obtained  from  the  kermes  in- 
sect which  feeds  on  a  species  of  live  oak  growing  in 
Southern  Europe  and  Turkey  in  Asia.  The  modern 
dyer  can  obtain  several  shades  from  the  cochineal 
insect  by  varying  the  mordants  or  assistants  used 


with  the  dye.  Pliny  mentions  the  same  fact  as 
being  known  by  the  ancient  Egyptians.  Some  of 
the  Syrian  dyers  still  use  the  kermes,  commonly 
called  dUd  ("worms"),  although  most  of  them  have 
resorted  to  the  artificial  European  dyes  w^hich  they 
indiscriminately  call  dildf rangy  ("foreign  worms"). 

The  "rams'  skins  dyed  red"  mentioned  in  Ex  26 
are  still  made  in  S3na.  After  the  ram's  skin  has 
been  tanned  in  sumac,  it  is  laid  out  on  a  table  and  a 
solution  of  the  dye,  made  by  boiling  dUd  in  water, 
is  rubbed  on.  After  the  dye  is  dry,  the  skin  is 
rubbed  with  oil  and  finally  polished.  No  native 
product  is  more  characteristic  of  the  country  than 
the  slippers,  Beduin  shoes,  and  other  leather  articles 
made  from  "rams'  skins  dyed  red"  (see  Tanner). 

Other  dyes  probably  known  were: 

(1)  Madder. — In  Jgs  10  1,  we  read  that  "after 
Abimelech  there  arose  to  save  Israel  Tola  the  son  of 

Puah."  These  were  probably  names 
3.  Other  of  clans.  In  the  Heb  they  are  also 
Dyes  Prob-  color  words.  Told'^  is  the  scarlet  dye 
ably  Known  and  pu*dh,  if ,  as  is  probable,  it  is  the 

same  as  the  Arab.  fUtvah,  means 
"mjwider."  This  would  add  another  dyestuff. 
Until  the  discovery  of  alizarin,  which  is  artificial 
madder,  the  growing  otfUwah  was  one  of  the  indus- 
tries of  Cyprus  and  Syria.  It  was  exported  to 
Europe  and  was  also  used  locally  for  producing 
"Turkey  red"  on  cotton  and  for  ayeing  dull  reds 
on  wools  for  rug  making  (see  Thyatira).  It  was 
the  custom  near  Damascus  for  aJather  to  plant  a 
new  madder  field  for  each  son  that  was  bom.  The 
field  began  to  yield  in  time  to  support  the  boy  and 
later  become  his  inheritance.  Madder  is  mentioned 
in  the  Talm  and  by  early  Lat  writers.  A  Saracenic 
helmet  and  a  shield  of  similar  ori^,  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  writer,  are  lined  with  madder-dyed 
cotton. 

(2)  Indigo. — Another  dye  has  been  discovered 
among  the  Egyp  mummy  cloths,  namely,  indigo. 
Indigo  blue  was  used  in  weaving  to  form  the  borders 
of  the  cloths.  This  pigment  was  probably  imported 
from  India. 

(3)  Yellows  and  browns  of  doubtful  origin  have 
also  been  found  in  the  Egyp  tombs. 

The  Jews  acauired  from  the  Phoenicians  the  secret 
of  dyeing,  and  later  held  the  monopoly  in  this  trade 
in  some  districts.  A  Jewish  guild  of  purple  dyers 
is  mentioned  on  a  tombstone  in  Hieropolis.  In  the 
12th  cent.  AD  Jews  were  still  dyers  and  glass  work- 
ers at  Tyre.  Akhissar,  a  Jewish  stronghold  in  Asia 
Minor,  was  famous  as  a  dyeing  city.  See  also 
Attire,  Dyed. 

Literature. — See  *' Crafts"  esp.  In  Wilkinson,  Perrot 
and  Chipiez,  Jew  Enc,  and  HDB. 

James  A  Patch 
DYSENTERY,  dis'en-ter-i  (SvtrfVTcpCo,  dusen- 
teria) :  In  Acts  28  8  RV  uses  this  word  in  place  of 
the  phrase  "bloody  flux"  of  AV  to  describe  the  dis- 
ease by  which  the  father  of  Publius  was  affected  in 
Malta  at  the  time  of  St.  PauPs  shipwreck.  The 
acute  form  of  this  disease  is  often  attended  with  a 
high  temperature,  hence  Luke  speaks  of  it  as  "fever 
and  dysentery"  (puretois  kai  dv^enteria).  The  dis- 
ease is  still  occasionally  epidemic  in  Malta  where 
there  have  been  several  bad  outbreaks  among  the 
garrison  in  the  last  cent.,  and  it  has  proved  to  be 
an  intractable  and  fatal  disease  there.  It  is  due  to  a 
parasitic  microbe,  the  BacHlu8  dysenteriae.  In  2  Ch 
21  19  there  is  relerence  to  an  epidemic  of  a  similar 
nature  in  the  days  of  Jehoram.  The  malady,  as 
predicted  by  Elisha,  attacked  the  king  and  assumed 
a  chronic  form  in  the  course  of  which  portions  of  the 
intestine  slou^ed .  This  condi  tion  sometimes  occurs 
in  the  amoebic  form  of  dysentery,  cases  of  which 
sometimes  last  over  two  years. 

Alex.  Macalister 


EAGLE,  e'g'l  01?!.  ««*fte*"."  A"***,  oe*^*."  Lat 
OTuiifl):  A  bird  of  the  genus  aquila  of  the  family 
falamidae.  The  Heb  nesher,  meaning  "to  tear  with 
the  beak,  "is  almost  invariably  tH  "eagle,"  through- 
out the  Bible;  yet  many  of  the  must  important 
references  compel  the  admiBsion  that  the  bird  to 
which  they  applied  wae  a  vulture.  There  were 
many  lai^  birds  and  carrion  eaters  flockinK  over 
Pd,  attracted  by  the  ofial  from  animala  BLaudi- 
tered  (or  trib^  feasts  and  continuouasacrifice.  The 
eagle  family  could  not  be  separated  from  the  vul- 
tures by  their  babit  of  feeding,  for  they  at«  the  oSal 


From  slaughter  as  well  as  the  vultures.    One  di»- 


ilaushl 


tinction  always  holds  good.  Elaglea  never  flock. 
They  select  the  tallest  trees  of  the  forest,  the  top- 
raost  crag  of  the  mountain,  and  pairs  live  in  soli- 
tude, hunting  and  feeding  singly,  whenever  possible 
carrying  their  prey  to  the  neat  bo  that  the  ^oung 
may  gain  strength  and  experience  by  tearmg  at 
it  and  feeding  themselves.  The  vultures  are 
friendiyj  and  collect  and  feed  in  flocks.  So  where- 
ever  it  is  recorded  that  a  "flock  came  down  on  a 
carcase,"  there  may  have  been  an  eagle  or  two  in 
it,  but  the  body  of  it  were  vultures.  Because  they 
came  in  such  close  contact  with  birde  of  prey,  the 
natives  came  nearer  dividing  them  into  families 
than  any  birds.  Of  perhaps  a  half-dozen,  they 
recognized  three  eagles,  they  knew  three  vultures, 
four  or  five  falcons,  and  several  kites;  but  almost 
every  Bib.  reference  ia  tr^  "eaale,"  no  matter  how 
evident  the  text  makesitthat  the  bird  was  a  vulture. 
For  example,  Mic  1  16:  "Make  thee  bald,  and  cut 
off  thy  hau-  for  the  children  of  thy  delight:  enlarge 
thy  baldness  as  thee^le[m  "vulture"|j  for  they  are 
gone  into  captivity  from  tbee."  This  is  a  reference 
to  the  custom  of  shaving  the  head  when  in  moum- 
ing,  but  as  Pal  knew  no  bald  eagle,  the  text  could 
refer  only  to  the  bare  head  and  neck  of  the  grilTon 
vulture.  The  eagles  were,  when  hunger-driven, 
birds  o!  prey;  the  vultures,  carrion  feeders  only. 
Tliere  was  a  golden  eagle  (the  osprey  of  AV),  not 


very  common,  diatinguishcd  by  its  tan-colored  head; 
the  imperial  eagle,  more  numerous  and  easily  iden- 
tified by  a  dark  head  and  white  shoulders;  a  spotted 
eagle:  a  tawny  eagle,  much  more  common  and 
readily  distinguiflhed  by  its  plumage;  and  the  shorts 
toed  eagle,  most  common  of  all  and  especially  a  bird 
of  prey,  as  also  a  small  hooded  eagle  so  similar  to 
a  VTilture  that  it  was  eaaly  mistaken  for  one,  save 
that  it  was  veiy  bold  about  taking  its  own  food. 

TTie  first  Bib.  reference  to  the  eagle  referred  to 
the  right  bird.  Ex  19  4;  "Ye  have  seen  what  1 
did  unto  the  Erortians,  and  how  I  bare  you  on 
eagles'  wings,  and  brought  you  unto  myself.'  Thia 
"bore  you  on  eagles'  wings'  must  not  be  interpreted 
to  mean  that  an  eagle  ever  carried  anything  on  its 
back.  It  merely  means  that  by  strength  ofpower- 
tul  wing  it  could  carry  quite  a  load  with  ite  feet  and 
frequently  was  seen  doing  this.  Vultures  never 
carried  anything;  they  feasted  and  regurgitated 
what  they  had  eaten  to  their  young.  The  second 
reference  is  found  in  Lev  11  13  and  repeated  in 
Dt  14  12,  the  lists  of  abominations.  It  would 
seem  peculiar  that  Moses  would  find  it  neccsaary 
to  include  eagles  in  this  list  until  it  is  known  that 
Arab  mountaineers  were  eating  these  birds  at  that 
time.  The  next  falls  in  Dt  38  49:  "Jeh  will  bring 
a  nation  against,  thee  from  far,  from  the  end  of  the 
earth,  as  the  eagle  flieth;  a  nation  whose  tongue 
thou  shalt  not  understand."  Thia  alao  refers  to 
Uie  true  eagle  and  points  out  that  its  power  of  sus- 
tained flight,  and  the  speed  it  could  attain  when 
hastening  to  its  hunger-clamoring  young,  had  been 
observed.  The  next  reference  is  in  Dt  33  11: 
"As  an  eagle  that  stlrreth  up  her  neit. 

That  Suttereth  over  ber  young. 

He  spread  abroad  his  wings,  he  took  them, 

He  bare  them  on  his  plnlona." 

This  is  good  natural  history  at  last.  Former  VSS 
made  these  lines  read  as  if  the  eagle  carried  its 
young  on  its  wings,  a  thing  wholly  incompatible 
with  flight  in  any  bird.  Samuel's  record  of  the 
lamentation  of  David  over  Saul  and  Jonathan  is  a 
wonderful  poetic  outburst  and  contains  reference 
to  this  homing  flight  of  the  eagle  (2  8  1  23).  In 
Job  9  26  the  arrow-like  downward  plunge  of  the 
hunger-driven  eagle  is  used  in  comparison  with  the 
flight  of  time.  In  Job  30,  wliich  contains  more 
good  natural  history  than  any  other  chapter  of  the 
Bible,  will  be  found  everything  concerning  the  eagle 
anyone  need  know : 

the  eagiB  i 


From  thence  she  spleth  out  the  pi .., , 

Her  e^e>  behold  it  atar  off. 

Her  young  ones  also  suck  up  blood: 

And  wbra«  the  slain  are.  there  Is  she"  (vb  27-30). 

Pa  103  5  is  a  reference  to  the  long  life  of  the  ea^le. 
The  bird  has  been  known  to  live  to  an  astonishing 
age  in  captivity:  under  natural  conditions,  the  age 
it  attains  can  only  be  guessed. 


Prov  33  5  compares  the  flight  of  wealth  with  that 
of  an  ea^le;  30  17  touches  on  the  fact  that  the  eye 
of  prey  is  the  first  place  attacked  in  eating,  prob- 
ably because  it  is  the  most  vulnerable  point  and 
BO  IS  frequently  fed  to  the  young. 


The  way  ol  a  ship  In 
And  the  way  ot  a  nv 
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This  reference  to  the  eagle  is  to  that  wonderful 
power  of  flight  that  enables  a  bird  to  hang  as  if 
frozen  in  the  sky,  for  long  periods  appearing  to  our 
sight  immovable,  or  to  sail  and  soar  directly  into 
the  eye  of  the  sun,  seeming  to  rejoice  in  its  strength 
of  flight  and  to  exult  in  the  security  and  freedom  of 
the  upper  air. 

The  word  "way*'  is  here  improperly  translated. 
To  the  average  mind  it  always  means  a  road,  a  path. 
In  this  instance  it  should  be  trtuislated : 

The  characteristics  of  an  eagle  in  the  air; 
The  habit  of  a  serpent  upon  the  rock; 
The  path  of  a  ship  in  the  midst  of  the  sea; 
And  the  manner  of  a  man  with  a  maid. 

Each  of  these  lines  stood  a  separate  marvel  to  Akut, 
and  had  no  connection  with  the  others  (but  cf  wisd 
5  10.11,  and  see  Wat). 

Isa  40  31  is  another  flight  reference.  Jer  49  16 
refers  to  the  inaccessible  heights  at  which  the  eagle 
loves  to  build  and  rear  its  young.  Ver  22  refers  to 
the  eagle's  power  of  flight.  Ezk  1  10  recounts  a 
vision  of  the  prophet  in  which  strange  living  crea- 
tures had  faces  resembling  eagles.  The  same  book 
(17  3)  contains  the  parable  of  the  eagle:  'Thus 
saith  the  Lord  Jeh :  A  great  eagle  with  great  wings 
and  long  pinions,  full  of  feathers,  which  had  divers 
colors,  came  unto  Lebcmon,  and  took  the  top  of 
the  cedar."  Hos  8  1  is  another  flight  reference. 
Ob  ver  4  is  almost  identical  with  Jer  49  16.  The 
next  reference  is  that  of  Micah,  and  reallv  refers  to 
the  gpSon  vulture  (Mic  1  16).  In  Hab  1  8  the 
reference  is  to  swift  flight.  Mt  24  28  undoubtedly 
refers  to  vultures.  In  Rev  4  7  the  eagle  is  used  as 
a  symbol  of  strenxth.  In  Rev  8  13  the  bird  is 
represented  as  speaking:  ''And  I  saw,  and  I  heard 
an  eagle  [ AV  ''angel"],  flying  in  mid  heaven,  saying 
with  a  great  voice.  Woe,  woe,  woe,  for  them  that 
dwell  on  the  earth,  by  reason  of  the  other  voices  of 
the  trumpet  of  the  three  angels,  who  are  yet  to 
soimd."  The  eagle  makes  its  last  appearance  in 
the  vision  of  the  woman  and  the  dragon  (Rev  12 
14).  Gene  Stbatton-Porter 

EANES,  6'a-n5z  (1  Esd  9  21):  RV  MANES 
(q.v.),  RVm  "Harim.'^ 

EAR,  6r  C|p(,  'dzen;  ovs,  ods,  ttrCov,  dtlorif  the 
latter  word  [lit.  "earlet"]  in  all  the  Gospels  onlv 
used  of  the  ear  of  the  high  priest's  servant,  which 
was  cut  off  by  St.  Peter:  Mt  26  51;  Mk  14  47; 
Lk  22  51  [not  22  50];  Jn  18  10.26): 

(1)  The  physical  organ  of  hearing  which  was  con- 
sidered of  pecuhar  importance  as  the  chief  instru- 
ment by  which  man  receives  information  and  com- 
mandments. For  this  reason  the  ear  of  the  priest 
had  to  be  specially  sanctified,  the  tip  of  the  right 
ear  being  touched  with  sacrificial  blood  at  the  con- 
secration (Lev  8  23).  Similarly  the  ear  of  the 
cleansed  leper  had  to  be  rededicated  to  the  service 
of  God  by  blood  and  oil  (Lev  14  14.17.25.28).  The 
ear-lobe  of  a  servant,  who  preferred  to  remain  with 
the  family  of  his  master  rather  than  become  free 
in  the  seventh  year,  was  to  be  publicly  bored  or 
pierced  with  an  awl  in  token  of  perpetual  servitude 
(Ex  21  6).  It  has  been  suggested  that  Ps  40  6 
should  be  interpreted  in  this  sense,  but  this  is  not 
probable  (see  below).  The  cutting  off  of  the  ears 
and  noses  of  captives  was  an  atrocious  custom  of 
war  freouently  alluded  to  in  oriental  Ut.  (Ezk  23 
25).  The  phrase  "to  open  the  ear,"  which  origi- 
nally means  the  uncovering  of  the  ear  by.  partially 
removing  the  turban,  so  as  to  permit  a  clearer  hear- 
ing, is  used  in  the  sense  of  revealing  a  secret  or  of 
Sving  important  (private)  information  (1  S  9  15; 
)  2.12.13;  2  S  7  27;  1  Ch  17  25;  also  Ps  40 
6),  and  the  NT  promises  similarly  that  "things 
which  eye  saw  not,  and  ear  heard  not"  are  to  be 


revealed  by  the  reconciled  Ciod  to  the  heart  that 
in  gladsome  surrender  has  come  to  Him  to  be 
taught  by  His  spirit  (1  Cor  2  9). 

(2)  The  inner  ear,  the  organ  of  spiritual  percep- 
tion. If  the  ear  listens,  the  heart  willingly  submits, 
but  often  the  spiritual  ear  is  "hardened  (Isa  6  10: 
Zee  7  11;  Mt  13  15;  Acts  28  27),  or  "heayy'^ 
(Isa  6  10;  also  Dt  29*4),  either  by  self-seeking 
obstinacy  or  by  the  judgment  of  an  insulted  God. 
Such  unwilling  hearers  are  compared  to  the  "deaf 
adder  ....  which  hearkeneth  not  to  the  voice  of 
charmers,  charming  never  so  wisely"  (Ps  58  4.5; 
cf  also  Frov  21  13;  28  9;  Acts  7  57).  The  ex- 
pression "He  that  hath  ears  to  hear  let  him  hear" 
IS  frequent  in  the  Sjrnoptic  Gospels,  occurring  7  or 
8  times:  Mt  11  15;  13  9.43;  Mk  4  9.23  (7  16  RV 
omits) ;  Lk  8  8^  14  35,  and  while  not  found  in  the 
Fourth  Ciospel,  it  occurs  seven  times  in  Rev  2  and 
3.  "Itching  ears,"  on  the  other  hand,  are  those 
that  have  become  tired  of  the  sound  of  oft-repeated 
truth  and  that  long  for  new  though  deceitful  teach- 
ing (2  Tim  4  3).  Ears  may  "tingle"  at  startling 
news,  esp.  of  disaster  (1  S  8  11;  2  K  21  12;  Jer 
19  3). 

(3)  God's  ears  are  often  mentioned  in  the  anthro- 
popathic  style  of  Scriptiu^,  signifying  the  ability 
of  God  to  receive  the  petitions  of  His  people,  for 
"He  that  planted  the  ear,  shall  he  not  hear?  (Ps 
94  9;  also  Ps  10  17;  34  15;  130  2;  Isa  69  1; 
1  Pet  3  12).  But  God  also  hears  the  murmurings 
of  the  wicked  against  Him  (Nu  11  1;  2  K  19  28; 
Wisd  1  10;  Jas  5  4);  still  it  lies  in  His  power  to 
refuse  to  hear  (Ezk  8  18;  Lam  3  8;  cf  also  ver 
56).  H.  L.  E.  Ltterinq 

EARING,  er'ing  (tniTi ,  hdrUh) :  The  Heb  word 
is  twice  trd  "earing"  in  AV  (Gen  45  6:  Ex  34  21). 
The  RV  rendering  is  "plowing":  "There  shall  be 
neither  plowing  nor  harvest."  See  also  Dt  21  4: 
1  S  8  12;  Isa  30  24. 

EARLY,  tirii  (^pOpof ,  Mkroa,  and  related  words; 
irpMt,  prdl) :  The  word  generaUy  refers  to  the  day, 
and  means  the  hour  of  dawn  or  soon  after  (Gen 
19  2;  2  Ch  36  15;  Hos  6  4;  Lk  24  22).  Some- 
times it  refers  to  the  beginning  of  the  season,  e.g. 
the  early  rain  (Ps  84  6;  Jas  6  7;  see  Rain).  It 
may  also  have  the  sense  of  "speedily"  (Ps  46  6). 
The  early  morning  is  frequently  conmiended  as  the 
hour  for  prayer.  See  examples  of  Jesus  (Mk  1  35; 
Lk  21  38;  Jn  8  2);  also  Abraham  (Gen  19  27). 
Jacob  (Gen  28  18),  Gideon  (Jgs  6  38),  Samuel 
(1  S  16  12),  David  (1  S  17  20). 

G.  H.  Gerberding 

EARNEST,  tir'nest  (&^j^^^v„  arrhab&n) :  Found 
three  times  in  the  NT:  The  "earnest  of  our  inheri- 
tance" (Eph  1  14);  "the  earnest  of  the  Spirit" 
(2  Cor  1  22;  6  5).  It  has  an  equivalent  in  Heb 
^Srdbhdn  (found  in  (]ren  38  17.18.20),  in  Lat  ar- 
rabOf  Fr.  arrhes  and  the  OE  arles.  The  term  is  mer- 
cantile and  comes  originally  from  the  Phoenicians. 
Its  general  meaning  is  that  of  a  pledge  or  token 
given  as  the  assurance  of  the  fulfilment  of  a  bargain 
or  promise.  It  also  carries  with  it  the  idea  of  for- 
feit, such  as  is  now  common  in  land  deals,  only  from 
the  obverse  side.  In  other  words,  the  one  promis- 
ing to  convey  property,  wages  or  blessing  binds  the 
promise  with  an  advance  gift  or  pledge  partaJking  of 
the  quality  of  the  benefit  to  be  bestowed.  If  the 
agreement  be  about  wages,  then  a  part  of  the  wages 
is  advanced :  if  it  be  about  land,  then  a  clod  given 
to  the  purcnaser  or  beneficiary  may  stand  as  the 
pledge  of  final  and  complete  conveyance  of  the  prop- 
erty. 

Figurative:  In  the  spiritual  sense,  as  used  in  the 
passages  above  named,  the  reference  is  to  the  work 
of  the  Spirit  of  God  in  our  hearts  being  a  token  and 
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pledge  of  a  perfect  redemption  and  a  heavenly 
inheritance.  There  is  more  than  the  idea  of  security 
in  the  word  as  used,  for  it  cfearly  implies  the  con- 
tinuity and  identity  of  the  blessing. 

C.   E.   SCHENK 

EARRING,  Sr'ring:  An  ornamental  pendant 
of  some  kind  hanging  from  the  ears  has  been  worn 
by  both  sexes  in  oriental  lands  from  the  earliest 
times.  Among  the  Greeks  and  Romans,  as  with 
western  peoples  in  ^neral,  its  use  was  confined  to 
females.  The  ears  in  the  statue  of  the  Medicean 
Venus  are  pierced  and  probably  were  originally 
omaimented  with  earrings.  It  is  clear,  however, 
that  among  the  Hebrews  and  related  oriental  peo- 
ples earrings  were  worn  by  both  sexes.  Abraham's 
servant  ''put  the  earring  upon  [Rebekah's]  face,  and 
the  bracelets  upon  her  hands''  (Gen  24  47  AV),  in 
accordance  with  custom,  evidently,  but  it  is  im- 
plied that  it  was  customary  for  men  also  to  wear 
earrings,  in  that  the  relatives  and  friends  of  Job 
"every  one  [gave  him]  an  earring  of  gold"  (Job  42 
11  AY).  Such  ornaments  were  usually  inade  of 
gold,  finely  wrought,  and  often  set  with  precious 
stones,  as  archaeology  has  shown.  Such  jewels 
were  worn  in  ancient  times  for  protective  as  well 
as  for  decorative  purposes.  RV  renders  ''amulets" 
for  AV  "earrings"  in  Isa  3  20,  the  Heb  word 
(I'hdshlm)  being  elsewhere  associated  with  serpent- 
charming;  but  the  earrings  of  Gen  86  4,  alscx  were 
more  than  mere  ornaments,  so  the  AV  and  Rv  may 
both  be  right  in  their  renderings  here  (Kennedy). 
The  influence  of  f^^ypt,  where  amulets  of  various 
kinds  were  worn  by  men  and  gods,  by  the  living  and 
the  dead,  is  shown  by  recent  excavations  at  Gezer, 
Taanach  and  Megiddo.    See  Amulet;  Ornament. 

Geo.  B.  Eager 

EARTH, tbrthOfTail^,  'ddhdmOh,  f-JK,  'eresy  npy, 

^&ph&r;  y%  gtf  otKov|Uvi|,  aikaunUnS):  In  a  hilly 
limestone  country  Uke  ^al,  the  small  amount  of 
iron  oxide  in  the  rocks  tends  to  be  oxidized,  and 
thereby  to  give  a  prevailing  reddish  color  to  the  soil. 
This  is  esp.  the  case  on  relatively  barren  hills  where 
there  is  uttle  organic  matter  present  to  prevent 
reddening  and  give  a  more  blackish  tinge. 

'Adhdm&h  (cf  'adMm,  "a  man,"  and  Adam)  is 
from  ^ddham,  "to  be  red,"  and  is  used  in  the  senses: 
"earth"  (Ex  20  24),  "land"  (Ps  106  35),  a  "land" 
or  countnr  (Isa  14  2),  "ground"  (Gen  4  11),  "the 
earth"  (Gen  7  4). 

The  word  most  in  use  is  *ereg,  undoubtedly  from 
a  most  ancient  root  occurring  in  many  lan^;uages.  as 
Eng.  "earth,"  Ger.  ErdCf  Arab.  'ar4'  It  is  used  in 
most  of  the  senses  of  ^ddhOmdh,  but  less  as  "soil"  and 
more  as  "the  earth"  as  a  part  of  the  universe;  fre- 
quently with  Bh&mayimy  ''heavens,"  as  in  Gen  1  1 : 
'^In  the  beginning  Giod  created  the  heavens  and  the 
earth." 

^A-ph&T  and  its  root  word  and  derivatives  are 
closely  paralleled  in  the  Arab.,  and  refer  mainly  to 
"dust"  or  "dry  earth"  (cf  Arab,  ^a^r,  "to  be  of  the 
color  of  dust'';  ^afar.  "dust":  yo^filT,  "a  gazelle"; 
Heb  ^dpher,  "a  gazelle").  Cf  Gen  2  7:  'Jehovah 
God  formed  man  of  the  dust  of  the  ground";  Job 
2  12:  ".  .  .  .  sprinkled  dust  upon  their  heads"; 
Ps  104  29:  "...  .  they  die,  and  return  to  their 
dust";  Gen  18  27:  "dust  and  ashes." 

In  the  LXX  and  NT,  gi  is  used  in  nearlv  all  cases, 
oikawneni  being  used  a  few  times  for  the  "habit- 
able earth,"  as  in  Lk  21  26  AV.  See  further  An- 
thropoloot;  Astronomy;  Evolution:  World. 

Alfred  Ely  Day 
SARTH,  CIRCLE  OF  THE.    See  Astronomy, 
ni,  1,  3. 
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EARTH,  CORNERS  OF  THE:   The  "comers 
or  "ends"  of  the  earth  are  its  "wings"  {kan'phdth 


hd-^dre^),  i.e.  its  borders  or  extremities.  The  word 
in  general  means  a  wing,  because  the  wing  of  a  bird 
is  used  as  a  covering  for  its  yoimg,  and  from  this 
meaning  it  acouires  that  of  the  extremi^  of  any- 
thing stretchecl  out.  It  is  thus  used  in  Dt  22  12: 
"Thou  shalt  make  thee  fringes  upon  the  four  borders 
[wings]  of  thy  vesture,  wherewith  thou  coverest  thy- 
self. It  thus  also  means  the  coasts  or  boundaries 
of  the  land  surface  of  the  earth;  its  extremities. 
It  is  tr**  "comers"  in  Isa  11  12;  "ends"  in  Job  87 
3  and  88  13.  The  "four  comers"  of  the  earth  (Isa 
11  12)  or  "land"  (Ezk  7  2)  are  therefore  simply 
the  extremities  of  the  land  in  the  four  cardinal  direc- 
tions.   See  also  Astronomy,  IIL  3. 

E.  W.  Maunder 
EARTH,  ENDS  OF  THE.    See  Earth,  Cor- 
ners OF  THE. 

EARTH,  PILLARS  OF  THE.  See  Astronomy, 
III,  2. 

EARTH,  THE  NEW.  See  Eschatology  of 
THE  NT,  lA;  Heavens  (New). 

EARTH.  VAULT,  vdlt,  OF  THE;  In  one  passage 
God  is  said  to  have  "foimded  his  vault  [*dghudddh] 
upon  the  earth"  (Am  9  6).  It  is  not  quite  certain 
wnether  this  dome  or  vault  refers  to  the  earth 
itself,  or  to  the  heavens  arched  above  it.  The  latter 
is  the  usual  interpretation,  but  in  either  case  the 
reference  is  rather  to  the  strength  of  the  structure 
than  to  its  form;  the  word  implying  something 
that  is  firmly  boimd  together  and  hence  an  arch  or 
dome  because  of  its  stability.  See  also  Astronomy, 
III,  2. 

EARTHEN,  iirth"n,  VESSELS  (tenn,  Jerea,  '^, 
yeger;  io^pdiavot,  ostrdkinos):  These  vessels  were 
heat-resisting  and  were  used  for  cooking  and  for 
boiling  clothes  (Lev  6  28;  11  33;  14  5.50).  They 
were  probably  non-porous  and  took  the  place  of  the 
fpidri  or  ma^ajin  used  in  Syria  today.  A  traveler 
in  the  interior  of  Pal  may  still  meet  with  the  hos- 
pitatity  showed  to  David  (2  S  17  28).  The  gen- 
erous natives  brought  not  only  gifts  of  food  but  the 
necessary  vessels  in  which  to  cook  it.  An  earthen 
vessel  was  used  to  preserve  a  land  deed  (Jer  82  14). 

Figurative:  In  Jer  19  1  breaking  of  an  earthen 
vessel  was  svn^bolical  of  the  destruction  of  Jerus. 
Tliese  vessels  were  also  used  to  symbolize  the 
commonness  (Lam  4  2)  and  frailness  of  our  bodies 
(2  Cor  4  7).    See  Pottery.      Jambs  A.  Patch 

EARTHLY.  tbrthHi  (Myttot,  epiaeioSy  "existing 
upon  the  eartJi,"  "terrestrial,"  from  «r(,  cpl,  "upon" 
and  Y^,  0f^,  "earth";  Vulg  terrenus):  Of  or  pertain- 
ing to  the  earth,  or  to  the  present  state  of  existence. 
The  word  epigeioa  is  not  found  in  LXX,  but  occurs 
in  classical  Gr  from  Plato  down.  In  Plutarch  Mar. 
566  D,  it  occurs  in  the  remarkable  phrase,  "that 
which  is  earthly  of  the  soul."  Its  meaning  is  pri- 
marily merely  local  ("being  on  the  earth';).  The 
word  gi  ("esoth")  has  not  in  itself  an  ethical  sig- 
nificance, and  does  not  carry  a  suggestion  of  moral 
taint,  such  as  the  word  hdsmoa  ("world")  has,  esp. 
in  the  Johannine  writings,  and  9&rx  ("flesh"),  esp. 
in  Paul.  It  does,  however,  suggest  a  certain  limi- 
tation or  frailty;  and  in  some  passages,  the  context 
S'ves  the  adj.  epigeios  an  ethical  color,  though  in  the 
T  the  purelv  local  meaning  is  never  lost  sight  of. 
It  is  tr^  "earthly"  in  the  following  passages:  (1)  Jn 
8  12,  "if  I  told  you  earthly  things,  i.e.  thinga  which 
are  realized  an  earth,  things  within  the  circle  of 
human  observation,  truths  of  subjective  experience 
(e.g.  the  new  birth);  in  contrast  to  "heavenly 
thi]^,"  the  objective  truths  which,  as  not  directly 
realizable  in  human  exi>erience,  must  be  revealed 
from  above  (the  msrsteries  of  the  Divine  purpose 
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and  plans).  Clearly  "earthly"  here  implies  no 
moral  contrast  to  the  heavenly  or  spiritual.     (2) 

2  Cor  6  1,  "the  earthly  house  of  our  tabernacle j" 
i.e.  the  body  with  which  we  are  clothed  on  earthy  in 
contrast  to  the  spiritual  resurrection-body,  "which 
is  from  heaven"  (ver  2).  Here  again  the  word  has 
a  merely  local,  not  an  ethical,  significance.  (3) 
Phil  8  19,  "wnose  glory  is  in  theu*  shame,  who 
mind  earthly  things/'  i.e.  whose  thoughts  rest  on 
earth,  on  the  pleasures  of  life  here  below.     (4)  Jas 

3  15,  ''This  wisdom  is  not  a  wisdom  that  cometh 
down  from  above,  but  is  earthly,"  i.e.  it  is  on  the 
plane  of  life  on  earth,  merely  human,  incapable  of 
ascending  to  the  level  of  Divine  wisdom.  In  the 
last  two  passages,  the  literal  local  meaning  is  still 
evident,  out  the  word  shades  off  into  the  moral 
and  suggests  that  which  is  opposed  to  the  spiritual 
in  character.  The  same  word  is  tr**  "terrestrial" 
in  1  Cor  16  40,  and  "things  in  [RV  "on"]  earth" 
in  Phil  2  10.  AV  has  "earthly"  in  Jn  3  31.  where 
it  translates  ek  t^  g^—^t.  "out  of  the  eartn,"  the 
reference  being  to  the  character  and  mission  of  the 
Baptist  as  partaking  of  the  limitations  of  his  earthly 
(human)  origin,  in  contrast  to  the  Messiah  "that 
cometh  from  heaven."  The  AV  rendering  is  some- 
what misleading,  for  it  introduces  a  confusion  with 
the  "earthly"  of  ver  12  (vide  Westcott  in  loc). 
RV  rightlv  renders  "of  the  earth." 

"Earthly"  is  to  be  distinguished  from  "earthy" 
"■made  of  earth  or  c\&y  (chotJcdSf  from  choilSf  "earth 
dug  out,"  1  Cor  16  47  ff).    D.  Miall  Edwards 

EARTHQUAKE,  toli'kwak  (WTy ,  ra'ash;  <r«Mr. 

I&^»  aeiamda):   The  last  earthquake  which  worked 

any  damage  in  Pal  and  Syria  occurred 

1.  Earth-      in  1837,  and  destroyed  the  village  of 

fuakes  in  Safedf  near  Mt.  Hermon,  and  was  felt 
Palestine  even  to  Hebron.  Since  that  time  a 
few  feeble  shocks  have  been  felt  but 
no  damage  was  done.  The  region  is  just  on  the 
edge  of  the  great  earthquake  circle  whose  center  is 
in  Armenia,  and  is  liable  to  earthauakes.  The  large 
number  of  references  in  the  Bible  to  earthquakes, 
and  the  evident  fear  in  the  minds  of  the  people  oi 
those  times,  would  seem  to  indicate  that  tney  were 
more  frequent  in  Bible  times  than  recently. 

There  are  three  main  causes  of  earthquakes: 

(1)  BarthMlip*. — In  the  slow  process. of  cooling,  the 
crust  of  the  earth  tends  to  wrinkle  and  fold  as  it  con- 
tracts.   This  causes  a  stress  to  be  set  up 

2.  Causes  ^  (he  strata  composing  the  crust.  If  the 
Af  i?a«^i«  strata  are  too  rigid  to  bend  there  must 
oi  caiiDr       ^jQnjQ  ^i^p  ^  ijnjQ  ^  ^reak  or  fault.    The 

quakes  shock  caused  by  the  break,  which  is  usually 

several  miles  below  the  surface  of  the 
earth,  Is  an  earthquake,  and  it  spreads  in  the  form  of 
earth  waves  from  the  break  as  center.  Seismographs  in 
all  parts  of  the  world  are  now  adjusted  to  receive  the 
waves  even  though  the  origin  is  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  earth. 

(2)  BxploMxon  of  steam  or  gaaea  under  the  surface. — 
Some  earthquakes,  especially  those  underneath  the  sea, 
are  Uiought  to  be  caused  by  water  seeping  through  the 
soil  and  rocks  and  finding  its  way  to  the  heated  masses 
below.  Steam  is  formed  and  if  there  ia  no  escape  for  it, 
an  explosion  takes  place  whose  force  is  felt  on  the  surface. 

(3)  Volcanic. — As  earthquakes  are  of  common  occur- 
rence in  volcanic  regions  ft  seems  likely  that  there  is 
some  connection  between  the  two,  but  the  relation  has 
not  been  fully  traced.  It  may  be  that  the  second  cause 
is  the  orifl^  of  both  the  volcano  and  earthquake.  See 
further,  Ubluob  ov  Noah. 

Man^r  destructive  earthquakes  have  been  re- 
corded in  the  history  of  Syria,  but  thev  have  been 
mostly  in  the  north,  in  the  region  of 

3.  Earth-      Aleppo.    Jerus  itsell  has  seldom  been 

5uakes  in      affected  bv  earthquakes.    The  Hauran 
erusalem    beyond  the  Jordan  is  covered  with 
volcanic  remains  and  signs  of  violent 
shocks,  and  the  cities  on  the  coast  have  suffered 
much,  but  Jerus  on  the  higher  groimd  between  has 
usually  escaped  with  Uttle  destruction. 


A  number  of  earthquakes  are  mentioned  in  the 
Scriptures:    (1)  At  Mount  Sinai  (Ex  19  18);    (2) 

Korah  and  companions  destroyed  in 
4.  Earth-  fissure  and  sinking  ground  (Nu  16  31; 
quakes  in  Ant,  IV,  iii,  3) ;  (3)  in  the  Phili  camp 
Scripture       in  the  days  of  Saul  (1  S  14  15);   (4) 

after  Eliiah's  flight  (1  K  19  11);  (5) 
in  the  reign  of  Uzziah,  between  790  and  740  BC 
(Am  11);  Zee  14  5  probably  refers  to  the  same 
{Ant,  IX,  X,  4);  (6)  at  Christ^s  death  (Mt  27  61- 
64):  (7)  at  Christ's  resurrection  (Mt  28  2);  (8)  at 
Philippi  when  Paul  and  Silas  were  freed  from  prison 
(Acts  16  26).  Most  of  these  shocks  seem  to  have 
been  slight  and  caused  little  loss  of  life.  Jos  men- 
tions one  in  the  reign  of  Herod,  ''such  as  had 
not  happened  at  any  other  time,  which  was  very 
destructive  to  men  and  cattle"  (Ant,  XV,  v,  2). 
Professor  G.  A.  Smith  in  his  recent  work  on  Jerusor 
lem  is  of  the  opinion  that  earthquakes  were  suffi- 
ciently frequent  and  strong  to  account  for  the  ap- 
pearance and  disappearance  of  Nehemiah's  Foun- 
tain {JeruSf  I,  74).  The  Heb  ra^ash  is  commonly 
used  to  mean  a  great  noise.  Large  earthc^uakes  are 
sometimes  accompanied  by  a  rumoling  noise,  but  aa 
a  rule  they  come  silently  and  without  warning. 

In  the  Scriptures  earthquakes  are  mentioned  as 
tokens  of  God  s  power  (Job  9  6)  and  of  His  presence 

and  anger  (Ps  68  8;  18  7;  Isa  18 
6.  Symbolic  13):  ''She  shall  be  visited  of  Jeh  of 
Use  hosts  ....  with  earthquake,  and  great 

noise''  (Isa  29  6);    also  as  a  sign  of 

Christ's  "coming,  and  of  the  end  of  the  world'   (Mt 

24  3-7).    See  a&)  Rev  11  13.19;  16  18. 

LiTEBATUBS. — Milne,  Earthquakes  (Inter.  Sdent.  ser.) ; 
Plumptre,  Bib.  Studies,  136;  Dutton,  Barthquakes. 

Alfred  H.  Jot 

EASE,  ez  Cf^KV,  sJui^dndn,  IJ^^V,  shal'dndn, 
chiefly,  "at  ease") :  Used  19  t  in  the  OT  and  once 
in  the  NT,  most  frequently  meaning  tranquillity, 
security  or  comfort  of  mind;  in  an  ethical  sense, 
indicating  carelessness  or  indifference  with  reference 
to  one's  moral  or  religious  interests.  The  prophet 
Jeremiah  used  the  phrase  as  an  indication  of  national 
or  tribal  indifference:  "Moab  hath  been  at  e.  from 
his  youth"  (Jer  48  11);  "I  am  veiy  sore  displeased 
with  the  nations  that  are  at  e."  (Zee  1  15).  Fre- 
quent allusions  are  made  also  by  various  prophets 
to  individuals  or  groups  of  individuals,  as  'Woe  to 
them  that  are  at  e.  in  Zion"  (Am  6  1);  "Rise  up, 
ye  women  that  are  at  e."  (Isa  32  9),  and  "Tremble, 
ye  women  that  are  at  e."  (ver  11). 

The  word  in  another  form  is  used  also  in  a  verbal 
sense  and  to  apply  to  physical  ease  and  comfort,  as 
"My  couch  shall  e.  xny  complaint"  (Job  7  13;  cf 
esp.  2  Ch  10  4.9).  Simple  mental  tranquillity  or 
peace  of  mind  is  also  expressed  by  it  (Jer  46  27). 

The  single  instance  of  its  use  m  the  NT  is  illus- 
trative of  its  fl^;urative  but  most  common  usage  in 
the  OT,  where  it  refers  to  moral  indifference  in  the 
parable  of  the  Rich  Fool:  "Soul  ....  take  thine 
e.,  eat,  drink,  be  merry"  (Lk  12  19). 

Walter  G.  Clippinger 

EAST,  Sst,  CHILDREN  OP  THE  (nntJp ,  mis>- 
rdhf  DTJ ,  iedhem,  Ulp. ,  Ipedhem,  and  other  deriva- 
tives of  the  same  root;  dvaroX^,  anatoJt):  Mizrdh 
is  the  equivalent  of  the  Arab,  meshrilpf  "the  orient ' 
or  "place  of  sunrise."  In  the  same  way  ma^&rSbh^ 
"west."  corresponds  to  the  Arab,  maghriby  and  both 
mizrOfy  and  ma^drdbh  occur  in  Ps  103  12:  "As  far 
as  the*  east  is  from  the  west,  so  far  hath  he  removed 
our  transgressions  from  us."  f^Gdhanif  "to  pre- 
cede" (whence  l^edhem,  "east"),  and  its  derivatives 
correspond  closely  to  tne  Arab.  Ipadham,  except  that 
the  Arab,  derivatives  do  not  include  the  significa- 
tion "east."  In  the  majority  of  cases  "east"  and 
other  words  of  direction  require  no  explanation,  but 
the  expressions  "the  children  of  the  east"   (Ifni 
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Eartfaqiuike 
Ebal,  Moimt 


fpedhem),  ''the  land  of  the  children  of  the  east''  ('ere; 
ifni  fpedhem),  and  *'the  east  country"  ('ereg  Ifedhem), 
belong  to  a  different  category.  In  the  story  of 
Gideon  (Jgs  6  3.33;  7  12;  8  10),  we  find  several 
times  the  expression  ''the  Midianites  and  the 
Amalekit^  and  the  children  of  the  east.''  In  Jgs 
8  24  it  is  said  of  the  same  host:  "For  they  had 
golden  earrings,  because  they  were  Ishmaelites." 
In  Jer  49  28.29:  "Go  up  to  Kedar,  and  destroy 
the  children  of  the  east.  Their  tents  and  their 
flocks  shall  they  take."  In  Gen  26  6:  "But  imto 
the  sons  of  the  concubines,  that  Abraham  had, 
Abraham  gave  gifts:  and  he  sent  them  away  from 
Isaac  his  son,  while  ne  yet  lived,  eastward,  unto  the 
east  country."  Now  Ishmael  is  the  son  of  Abraham 
and  Hagar,  Midian  of  Abraham  and  Keturah, 
Kedar  the  son  of  Ishmael.  and  Amalek  the  grand- 
son of  Esau.  dweUing  in  Edom.  It  is  evident  that 
we  have  to  ao  with  the  Syrian  desert  and  in  a  general 
way  with  Arabia,  esp.  its  northern  part,  and  with 
peoples  like  the  modem  Bedawin  wno  kept  camels 
and  dwelt  in  tents,  "houses  of  hair"  (buyiU  ahd^r), 
as  they  are  called  by  the  Arabs  of  todav. 

A  striking  passage  is  Gren  29  1:  "Then  Jacob 
went  on  his  journey,  and  came  to  the  land  of  the 
children  of  the  east."  As  one  journevs  eastward 
through  the  country  E.  of  the  Jordan  he  traverses 
first  a  region  of  towns  and  villages  with  fields  of 
grain,  and  then  the  wide  desert  where  the  Bedawin 
wander  with  their  herds.  The  line  is  a  sharp  one. 
Within  a  very  few  hours  he  passes  from  the  settled 
part  where  the  rain,  though  scanty,  is  sufficient  to 
brine  the  grain  to  maturity,  to  the  bare  desert. 

Job  was  "the  greatest  of  all  the  children  of  the 
east"  (Job  1  3).  These  desert  people  had  a  name 
for  wisdom  as  we  see  from  1  IC  4  30,  "Solomon's 
wisdom  excelled  the  wisdom  of  all  the  children  of 
the  east,  and  all  the  wisdom  of  Eg3rpt";  and  from 
Mt  2  1 :  "Now  when  Jesus  was  bom  ....  Wise- 
men  from  the  east  came."        Alfred  Ely  Dat 

EAST  COUNTRY,  kun'tri  (nnTTp  jy$ ,  'areff  miz- 
rdh) :  Lit.  "coimtry  of  the  sunrise"  over  against  the 
"cbuntiy  of  the  sunset"  (Zee  8  7).  The  two  to- 
gether form  a  poetical  expression  indicating  the 
whole  earth. 

EAST  GATE.    See  Gate,  The  East. 

EAST  (EASTERN,  es'tSm)  SEA  (Zee  U  8). 
See  Dead  Sea. 

EAST  WIND.    See  Wind. 

EASTER,  Ss'tSr  (irAoxa,  pdscha^  fr  Aram.  KnipS, 
pa^hd*,  and  Heb  TVQlf ,  pe^ aA,  the  Passover  festival) : 
The  Eng.  word  comes  from  the  AS  Eaaire  or  Eaiera. 
a  Teutonic  goddess  to  whom  sacrifice  was  offeree! 
in  April,  so  the  name  was  transferred  to  the  paschal 
feast.  The  word  does  not  properly  occur  in  Scrip- 
ture, although  AV  has  it  in  Acts  12  4  where  it 
stands  for  Passover,  as  it  is  rightly  rendered  in  RV. 
There  is  no  trace  of  Easter  celebration  in  the  NT, 
though  some  would  see  an  intimation  of  it  in  1  Cor 
5  7.  The  Jewish  Christians  in  the  early  church 
continued  to  celebrate  the  Passover,  regarding 
Chiist  as  the  true  paschal  lamb,  and  tlus  naturally 
passed  over  into  a  commemoration  of  the  death  and 
resurrection  of  Our  Lord,  or  an  Easter  feast.  This 
was  preceded  by  a  fast,  which  was  considered  by 
one  party  as  ending  at  the  hour  of  the  crucifixion, 
i.e.  at  3  o'clock  on  Friday,  by  another  as  continuing 
until  the  hour  of  the  resurrection  before  dawn  on 
Caster  morning.  Differences  arose  as  to  the  time 
of  the  Easter  celebration,  the  Jewish  Christians 
naturally  fijdng  it  at  the  time  of  the  Passover  feast 
finhich  was  regi3ated  by  the  paschal  moon.    Accord- 


ing to  this  reckoning  it  began  on  the  evening  of  the 
14th  day  of  the  moon  of  the  month  of  Ni^dn  without 
regard  to  the  day  of  the  week,  while  the  gentile 
Christians  identified  it  with  the  first  day  of  the  week, 
i.e.  the  Sunday  of  the  resurrection,  irrespective  of 
the  day  of  the  month.  This  latter  practice  finally 
prevailed  in  the  church,  and  those  who  followed  the 
other  reckoning  were  stigmatized  as  heretics.  But 
differences  arose  as  to  the  proper  Sunday  for  the 
Easter  celebration  which  led  to  long  and  bitter 
controversies.  The  Council  of  Nice.  325  AD,  de- 
creed that  it  should  be  on  Sundav,  out  did  not  fix 
the  particular  Sunday.  It  was  left  to  the  bishop  of 
Alexandria  to  determine,  since  that  city  was  re- 
garded as  the  authority  in  astronomical  matters 
and  he  waa  to  communicate  the  result  of  his  deter- 
mination to  the  other  bishops.  But  this  was  not 
satisfactory,  esp.  to  the  western  churches,  and  a 
definite  rule  for  the  determination  of  Easter  was 
needed.  By  some  it  was  kept  as  early  as  March 
21,  and  by  others  as  late  as  April  25,  and  others 
followed  dates  between.  The  rule  was  finally 
adopted,  in  the  7th  cent.,  to  celebrate  Easter  on  the 
Sunday  following  the  14th  day  of  the  calendar  moon 
which  comes  on,  or  after,  the  vernal  equinox  which 
was  fixed  for  March  21.  This  is  not  always  the 
astronomical  moon,  but  near  enough  for  practical 
purposes,  and  is  determined  without  astronomical 
calculation  by  certain  intricate  rules  adopted  by 
ecclesiastical  authority.  These  rules  involve  the 
Dominical  Letters,  or  the  first  seven  of  the  alpha- 
bet, representing  the  days  of  the  week,  A  standing 
for  the  first  day  of  the  year  and  the  one  on  which 
Sunday  falls  being  called  the  Dominical  for  that 
year.  There  are  also  involved  the  Golden  Numbers 
and  the  Epacts,  the  first  being  the  numbers  from  1 
to  19,  the  cycle  of  the  moon  when  its  phases  recur 
on  the  same  davs  of  the  year,  the  first  of  the  cycle 
beingthat  in  which  the  new  moon  falls  on  January 
1.  The  Epacts  indicate  the  moon's  age  at  the  be- 
ginning of  each  year.  Easter  was  thus  fixed  by 
these  rules,  but  another  difficulty  arose  when  the 
Gregorian  calendar  was  adopted  in  1582,  the  differ- 
ence between  it  and  the  Julian  being  then  10  days. 
This  of  course  affected  the  determination  of  Easter, 
and  its  celebration  by  the  Gr  church,  which  has 
never  admitted  the'  Gregorian  calendar,  occurs 
usually  at  a  different  time  from  that  followed  by 
the  western  churches.  This  difference  may  be  as 
much  as  five  weeks  and  it  may  occur  as  late  as 
April  30,  while  in  the  West  it  cannot  occur  later 
than  April  25  nor  earlier  than  March  22.^  Occa- 
sionally the  two  come  together  but  this  is  rare, 
since  the  difference  between  the  two  calendars  is 
now  13  days.  The  Easter  feast  has  been  and  still 
is  regarded  as  the  greatest  in  the  Christian  church, 
since  it  conmiemorates  the  most  important  event 
in  the  life  of  its  Founder.  H.  Porter 

EBAL,  €'bal  (b^J,  'ehhCU,  ''bare")  or  ORAL 
(b^ir,  'obhal): 

(1)  A  people  and  region  of  Joktanite,  Arabia.  See 
Dillmann,  Gen,  and  Glaser,  Skizze^  II,  426.  The 
latter  form  of  the  name  is  that  ^ven  in  Gren  10  28, 
the  former  in  1  Ch  1  22  and  m  the  Sam  text  of 
Gen  10  28. 

(2)  A  son  of  Shobal,  son  of  Seir,  the  Horite  (Gren 
86  23;   1  Ch  1  40). 

EBAL,  e'bal,  MOUNT  (b;i-^?  nn ,  har  '^kSl; 
TaiPdX,  Gaibdl) :  Rises  N.  of  the  vale  of  Shechem, 
over  against  Mt.  Gerizim  on  the  S.  The  mountain 
(Arab.  d-I^lamiyeh)  reaches  a  height  of  1,402  ft. 
aJbove  the  floor  of  the  valley,  and  3,077  ft.  above  the 
level  of  the  Mediterranean.  The  Samaritans  fei^ 
that  Gerizim  is  the  higher;  but  it  is  more  than  200 
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ft.  lower  than  Ebal.  These  two  mountains  over- 
hang the  pa£B  through  which  runs  the  main  artery 
of  intercourse  between  E.  and  W.,  the  city  of  N5- 
bluB  lying  in  the  throat  of  the  valley  to  the  W.  The 
ancient  Shcchem  probably  stood  farther  to  the  E. 
The  lower  slopes  of  Ebal  as  one  ascends  from  Nablus 
are  covered  with  gardens  and  orchards,  the  copious 
streams  from  the  fountains  under  Gerisim  washing 
ita  foot,  and  spreading  fertiUtr  and  beauty.  The 
vine,  the  fig  and  the  oUve  grow  lujturiantly.  Higher 
up  we  scramble  over  rough  rocky  terraces,  where 
grow  only  the  ubiquiloua  thistles  and  prickly  shrubs. 


Mount  EbBl. 

From  the  broad  summit  a  view  of  surpassing  inter- 
est and  beauty  rewards  the  climber's  toil.  West- 
ward beyond  the  hills  and  the  plain  of  Sharon  with 
its  coast  line  of  yellow  sand  running  from  Jaffa  to 
Cannel,  stretch  the  blue  waters  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean. From  Carmel  to  Gilboa,  Little  Ilermon 
and  Tabor,  roll  the  fruitful  breadths  of  Esdraeion: 
the  uplands  of  Galilee,  with  Nazareth  showing  on 
the  brow  above  the  plain,  rise  awav  to  the  but- 
tresses of  Lebanon  in  the  N.  From  the  snowy  peak 
of  Hermon  the  eve  ranges  over  the  Jaul&n  and 
Mount  Gilead  to  the  Mountain  of  Bashan  in  the  E., 
with  the  steep  eastern  wall  of  the  Jordan  valley  in 
the  foreground.  The  land  of  Moab  is  visible  be- 
yond the  Dead  Sea;  and  the  heights  aroimd  Jerus 
close  the  view  on  the  S. 

Round  this  splendid  mountain,  seen  from  afar 
on  all  sides,  religjous  associations  have  gathered 
from  old  time.  The  Moslem  Weley  on  the  top^ 
the  usual  white-domed  sanctuary — where  it  is  said 
the  head  of  the  Baptist  is  buried,  is  doubtless  the 
modem  representative  of  some  ancient  seat  of  wor- 
ship. The  ruins  of  a  church  show  that  Christians 
fdso  came  under  the  spell  of  the  hill. 

The  slopes  of  Ebal  toward  Gerizim  played  their 
part  in  that  memorable  scene,  when,  having  con- 
quered the  central  region  of  Pal,  Joshua  Im  the 
people  hither,  erected  an  altar  of  unhewn  stones, 
wrote  upon  the  stones — either  engraving  on  the 
Btone  itself,  or  impressing  on  plast«r  placed  there 
for  the  purpose — a  copy  of  the  law,  and  then,  as 
Moses  tne  servant  <a  the  Lord  had  commanded. 

E laced  half  the  tribes  on  the  slope  of  Gerizim,  and 
alf  on  those  of  Ebal,  and  tiie  ark  with  the  priests 
and  Levites  in  the  center.  Then  with  dramatic 
responses  from  the  two  divisions  of  the  people,  the 
blessings  and  the  cursings  of  the  law  were  read 
(Josh  8  30ff;  cf  Dt  27  llff).  In  aU  the  future, 
therefore,  this  mountain,  towering  aloft  in  the  very 
heart  of  the  land,  would  remind  beholders  far  and 
near  of  their  people's  covenant  with  God.  It  has 
^times  been  questioned  if  the  reading  of  the  law 


tested  more  than  once,  leave  no  reasonable  doubt 
as  to  the  possibility. 

The  importance  of  the  mountain  from  a  military 
point  of  view  is  illustrated  by  tlie  ruins  of  a  massive 
fortress  found  on  the  summit.  W.  Ewino 


EBED,  e'bed  H^,  'ebhedh,  "servant"): 

(1)  Father  of  Gaal,  who  rebelled  against  Abim- 
elcch  (Jga  9  26-35). 

(2)  A  companion  of  Ezra  in  his  return  (Eir  8  6) 

=Obeth  (1  Esd  8  32). 

EBED-HELECH,     MMd-mBlek,     eb-ed-mriek 

Or^P"^Jl7,  'ebhedhrmeiekh,  "servant  of  the  king" 
or  "of  [god]  Metek") ;  An  Ethiopian  eunuch  in  the 
service  of  King  Zedeldah,  who  interceded  with  the 
king  for  the  prophet  Jeremiah  and  rescued  him  from 
the  dungeon  into  which  he  hod  been  cast  to  die 
(Jer  S8  7-13).  For  this,  the  word  of  Jeh  through 
Jeremiah  promised  Ebcd-melech  that  his  life  ^omd 
be  spared  in  the  fall  of  Jerus  (Jer  S9  15-18). 

EBBN-BOHAN.    See  Bohak. 

EBEN-EZEL.    See  Ezel. 

EBEN-EZER,  eb-en-e'tSr  01??  P9,  'ebhen 
Ad-'e«T,  "stone  of  the  help";   'Ajltiiiittp,  Abeniier): 

(1)  Here  Israel  was  defeated  by  the  Philis,  4,000 
men  falling  in  the  battle  (1  S  4  1  ff).  It  appears 
also  to  have  been  the  scene  of  the  disaster  when  the 
ark  of  God  was  captured  (vs  3ff).  The  place  is 
not  identified.  It  was  over  against  Aph^;  but 
this  site  is  also  unknown  (cf  Josh  U  18).    Onom 

Elaccfl  it  between  Jerus  and  Ascalon,  in  the  neigb- 
Drhood  of  Beth-shemesh.  Conder  suggests  Deir 
Aban,{iilly2ttaleaE.o{'AinShema{PEF,  III,  24). 

(2)  A  stone  set  Up  b^  Samuel  to  perpetuate  the 
memory  of  the  signal  victory  granted  to  Israel  over 


probably  identical  with  'Ain  Sinia,  N.  of  Bethel. 
This  d^nes  the  district  in  which  it  may  be  found; 
but  no  identification  is  yet  possible.     W.  Ewinq 

BBER,  EliEr  C^,  'Ibher;  "E^ii^  Sber,  in  Gen: 

•n9^fi,  Obtd,  in  Oi): 

(1)  Occurs  in  tiie  genealogies  (Gen  10  21.25; 
11  14  S)  as  the  great-grandson  of  Sbem  and  father 
of  Peleg  and  Joktan.  The  word  means  "the  other 
side,"  "across^"  and  the  form  "Hebrew,"  which  is 
derived  from  it,  is  intended  to  denote  the  people  or 
tribe  who  came  "from  the  other  side  of  the  river" 
{i.c.  the  Euphrates),  from  Haran  (Gen  11  31), 
whence  Abranam  and  his  dependents  migrated  to 
Canaan. 

(2)  A  Oadife  (1  Ch  »  13). 

(3)  (4)  Two  Benjamites  (1  Ch  8  12.22). 

(6)  The  head  of  a  priestly  family  (Neh  12  20). 
A.  C.  Gbant 

EBBZ,  e'bez  (f^,  'tbhe^,  meaning  unknown; 
'Viptt,  RMhes;  AV  Ahez):  One  of  the  16  cities  in 
Issachar  (Josh  19  20).  The  name  seems  to  be 
cognat«  to  that  of  the  judge  Ibzan  (Jgs  13  8-10). 
All  else  concerning  it  is  conjecture. 


EBIONISH,  e'bi-O-niz'm,  EBIOinTBS,  e'bi- 
6-nItB  ('E^«.wlIo^,  EbOnaloi,  from  UT'^T^ ,  'ebky^ 
nlm,  "poor  people"): 
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Ebal,  Mount 
Ebionism 


II.       AUTBORITIBB  POR  TBB  OPINIONS  OP  THB  BbIONITBS 

1.  IrenaeuB,  Tertullian  and  Hippolytus 

2.  Origen  and  Jerome 

3.  BplplianiUB'  Description 

4.  Justin  Martyr 

III.       LiTEBATUBB  OP  THE  EbIONITBB 

1.  The  Gospel  According  to  the  Hebrews 

2.  The  Clementines 

3.  Apocalyptic  Literature 
IV.     History  op  Ebionism 

1.  Ebionites  and  Essenes 

2.  Organization  of  Ebionites 

V.     EvioBNCB  PRoif  Ebionism  por  the  Doctrinb  op 
THE  Primitive  Chubcb 

1.  Ghristology  of  the  Early  Church 

2.  Pauliniam  of  the  Early  Church 
Literature 

The  Ebionites  were  a  sect  of  heretics  frequently 
mentioned  by  the  early  Fathers.    In  regard  to  their 

opinions,  as  in  regard  to  those  of  most 
General  earlv  heretical  sects,  there  is  the  dif- 
Statement     ficulty  that  to  a  large  extent  we  are 

dependent  for  our  information  on  their 
opponents.  These  opponents  were  not  generally 
very  careful  to  apprenend  exactly  the  views  of  those 
whose  opinions  they  undertook  to  refute.  It  adds 
to  the  cufficulty  in  the  present  case  that  there  is  a 
dubiety  as  to  the  persons  designated  by  the  title. 
SometuneSi  it  is  aamitted,  the  name  was  used  to 
desi^pate  all  Jewish  Christians  irrespective  of  their 
opinions;  at  other  times  it  denotes  a  sect  akin  to 
the  Gnostics^ho  ascribed  a  purely  human  origin  to 
Our  Lord.  There  are,  however,  certain  works,  the 
Clementine  writings,  which  from  statements  of  the 
Fathers  may  be  assimied  to  represent  the  views  of 
this  sect,  but  as  these  represent  views  to  some  extent 
divergent,  it  is  difficult  to  decide  which  is  the  truly 
Ebionitic.  There  are  also  certain  apocalyptic  boolcs 
which  present  affinities  with  Ebionism.  'Die  quota- 
tions from  the  Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews — 
the  only  gospel  the  Ebionites  received — likewise 
afford  means  of  appreciating  their  views.  This 
gpspel  has  come  down  to  us  only  in  isolated  quota- 
tions, for  the  accuracy  of  which  we  have  no  guaran- 
tee. Finally^  it  has  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  no 
sect  can  persist  through  centuries  of  changing  cir- 
cumstances, and  not  in  turn  undergo  change. 

/.  Origin  of  thm  N€une. — ^Tertullian  and  Epipha- 
nius  assimie  the  sect  to  have  received  its  name  from 

a  certain  Ebion  or  Hebion.    Others 

1.  The  of  the  Fathers,  without  affirming  it. 
Poor  Ones    use  language  which  seems  to  implythe 

belief  in  a  person  called  Ebion.  This, 
however,  is  generally  now  regarded  as  a  mistake. 
No  trace  of  the  existence  of  such  a  person  is  to  be 
found.  The  sect  in  Question  seems  to  have  assmned 
the  name  Ebionites,  the  poor  ones,''  from  the  first 
Beatitude  (Mt  6  3),  claiming  to  be  the  contin- 
uation into  the  new  dispensation  of  the  "poor  and 
needy"  of  the  Pss,  e.g.  69  33;  70  5;  74  21. 

It  has  been  mooted  that  the  sect  may  have  had  a  leader 
who  assumed  the  title  "the  poor  man."  Besides  that  we 
have  no  trace  of  his  existence,  the  name  would  almost 
certainly  have  been  treated  as  an  Aram,  word  and  put  in 
the  •iatut  emphatictu  as  Bhiona^  which  in  Or  would  have 
become  Bbiona*. 

The  ordinary  view  of  the  origin  of  the  name  has 

the  advantage  of  analogy  in  its  favor.    The  pre- 

Reformation  Protestants  of  the  12th 

2.  Origin  and  13th  cents,  in  France  called  them- 
ofthe  selves  "the  poor  men"  (of  Lyons). 
Name  The  fact  that  the  apostle  James  in  his 

Epistle  implies  a  natural  union  be- 
tween poverty  and  piety  (2  5),  ''Did  not  God  choose 
them  that  are  poor  as  to  the  world  to  be  rich  in 
faith  ....?"  would  confirm  the  Jewish  Chris- 
tians in  their  use  of  the  name. 

Some  have  been  inclined  to  press  unduly  a  play  on  the 
name  in  which  some  of  the  Fathers  indulge,  as  if  the  poor 
views  of  this  sect  as  to  the  person  of  Christ  had  led  to 
their  receiving  this  name  from  without. 


//.  Authoritiet  for  the  QpimonB  of  the  Ehio' 

nifes. — As  indicated  above,  the  main  authorities 

for  these  are  Irenaeus,  Tertullian  and 

1.  Irenaeus,  Hippol3rtus. 

Tertullian  The  characteristics  of  the  Ebionites 
and  noted  by  them  were,  firsts  the  negative 

Hippolytus    one  that  they  did  not,  like  the  other 

Gnostics,  distinguish  between  the  Su- 
preme God  and  the  Creator  of  the  world — ^the 
demiurge — ^who  was  identified  with  the  God  of  the 
Jews.  With  them  Jeh  was  the  Supreme  God — the 
God  of  Israel  and  the  Creator  of  the  heavens  and 
the  earth.  The  second  characteristic,  also  negative, 
was  that  they  denied  the  supernatural  birth  of  Oiir 
Lord.  He  was  the  son  of  Joseph  and  Mary  in  the 
ordinary  sense  of  the  word.  The  third  was  that 
they,  along  with  the  Cerinthians  and  Carpocratians, 
affirmed  that  a  Divine  power  came  down  on  Jesus 
at  His  baptism — ^the  rewaxd  of  His  perfect  holiness. 
According  to  one  form  of  the  theory,  the  Holy 
Ghost  was  the  eternal  Son  of  God.  Another  view 
was  that  the  power  which  descended  upon  Him 
was  the  Divine  wisdom,  the  Logos.  By  the  influ- 
ence of  this  Divine  power  He  i)erf ormed  miracles  and 
taught  with  superhuman  wisdom.  But  this  Di- 
vine influence  deserted  Jesus  on  the  Cross,  hence 
the  cry  of  being  forsaken  (Mt  27  46).  The  Divine 
power,  however,  raised  Him  from  the  dead  and 
caused  Him  to  ascend  on  high.  Hippnolytus  brings 
the  Ebionites  into  close  connection  with  the  Elka- 
saites  and  with  a  certain  Alcibiades,  whose  views 
he  had  to  combat  in  Rome.  The  last  claimed  to 
found  his  views  on  a  work  of  Elkasai. 

From  two  other  sources  we  derive  further  infor- 
mation:  Origen  and  Jerome  both  notify  the  fact 

that  the  Ebionites  tr*'  ^almak  ''young 

2.  Origen  woman''  (it  is  rendered  "virgin"  in 
and  Jerome  our  AV  and  RV).    This  tr,  so  far  as 

the  mere  word  is  concerned,  is  indubi- 
tably correct.  There  is  another  point  in  which  both 
afford  us  information.  The  first  says  (Contra 
Celsum,  V.61)  that  there  are  two  classes  of  Ebio- 
nites, one  of  which  denies  the  miraculous  conception 
and  birth  of  Our  Lord,  the  other  of  which  affii-ms  it. 
Jerome,  in  his  letter  to  Augustine,  not  only  asserts 
the  same  thing  but  calls  the  one  class,  those  affirm- 
ing the  miraculous  birth,  Nazareans,  and  the  other 
Ebionites.  Origen  in  his  second  book  against  Cel- 
sus  speaks  as  if  the  only  distinction  between  the 
Ebionites  and  other  Christians  was  their  obedience 
to  the  Mosaic  law,  and  by  their  example  rebuts  the 
assertion  that  the  Jews  in  becoming  Christians 
deserted  the  law  of  their  fathers.  Another  feature 
of  Ebionism  presented  to  us  by  Jerome  (In  Jeaor 
tarn,  lxvi.24)  is  their  chiliastic  view— the  personal 
reign  of  Our  Lord  for  1,000  years  as  the  Jewish 
Messiah. 

The  writer  who  gives  the  moet  voluminous  account  of 

the  Bbionites — "Ebionaeans"  as  he  calls  them — ^is  Epl- 

Dhanius.     With  him  it  is  at  once  heresy 

3.  £pi-  >lo.X  and  heresy  No.  XXX.  Before  discuss- 
nlionine>  ^  ^^®  Ebioultes  he  takes  up  the  closely 
C**™T®^,  related  sect  of  the  Nazareans  as  heresy 
Description  No.  XXIX.    He  had  ah-eady  in  a  more 

compendious  way  considered  a  similarly 
named  sect,  numbering  it  No.  XVIII.  It,  however.  Is 
Jewish  while  this  is  Christian.  The  Jewish  sect  is  dis- 
tioguished  by  eating  no  animal  food  and  ofleringno  sac- 
rifices. They  have  thus  an  af&nitv  with  thefissenes. 
They  have  a  peculiarity  that,  while  they  honored  the 
patriarchs,  they  rejected  the  Pent  which  related  their 
history.  These  Nazareans  dwelt  E.  of  the  Jordan  in 
Gilead  and  Bashan.  Heresy  No.  XXIX  is  the  Christian 
Nazareans.  This  name  had  been  at  first  applied  to  all 
Christians.  Epiphanius  identifies  them  with  the  Essenes 
and  declares  their  distinguishing  peculiarity  to  be  the  re- 
tention of  circumcision  and  the  ceremonial  law.  They 
use  the  Gospel  of  Mt  but  without  the  genealm^es.  As 
Heresy  No.  XXX  he  proceeds  to  consider  the  Ebionites. 
Ebion,  Epiphanius  assumes  to  have  been  a  man.  and 
calls  him  a  "polymorphic  portent."  and  asserts  that  he 
was  connected  with  the  Samaritans,  the  Essenes.  the 
Cerinthians  and  Carpocratians,  yet  desired  to  be  regarded 
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>  Christlui.  Tbe  heKey  origlDftted  fttter  the  Olght  of 
the  chillis  lo  Pella.  They  denied  the  mlroculoiu  birth 
ol  Our  Lord,  but  malntidiied  that  a  Dtvlne  Influence 
oune  down  upon  Him  at  ms  baptism.  This  Divine 
wisdom  had  losplred,  and  in  t,  sense  dveli,  In  all  the 
patii&relu.    In  some  sense  tbe  body  at  Ji 

'-•  —  thM  of  Adam  revived.     T'-'-  ■— ' 

Hfl  AAKln.     Thev  receive  oi^j  __ ^^  ,„-.-- 

3.  tbe  Gospel  accord- 


Though  Justin  Mart^  does  not  name  the  Ebio- 
nites  in  hia  dialogue  with  Trypho  the  Jew  (47),  he 
mentions  two  classes  of  Jewish  Chris- 
A.  Justin       tiana:    (a)  those  who  not  only  them- 
Mart;t  selves    observe    the    law    but    would 

compel  tbe  gentile  believere  also  to 
be  circumcised  and  keep  the  whole'  law,  and  will 
hold  no  communion  with  those  who  refuse  to  become 
Jews;  (6)  those  who,  observing  the  Mosaic  law 
themselves,  enter  into  communion  with  uncircuni- 
cised  Ecntile  believers.  The  former  appear  to  be 
an  early  form  of  Ebionitee.  It  is  to  be  noted  that 
Justin  does  not  ascribe  to  them  any  doctrinal  di- 
vergence from  the  orthodox  views.  In  the  follow- 
ing ch  he  mentions  some  that  denied  the  divinity 
of  Our  Lord,  but  these  were  Gentiles  {kemetirou 
ginous)  "of  our  race." 

///.  LitMratarv  of  thm  Ehionit«a. — One  thing  of 
importance  we  do  owe  to  Epiphaniua — the  iniSca- 
tion  of  the  lit.  produced  by  the  Ebionites,  from  which 
we  may  get  their  views  at  fiist  hand.  This  includes 
the  G(»pel  according  to  the  Hebrews,  the  Clemen- 
tines (Homilies  and  Recognititm»);  to  which  we 
would  add  the  Ascension  of  Isaiah  and  the  Odes  of 
Solomon.  It  may  be  remarked  that  this  lit.  appears 
to  represent  the  opinion  of  different  classes  of  the 
Ebionites.  We  shall  merely  consider  here  tbe  bear- 
ing these  works  have  on  the  Ebiotiitos. 

The  Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews  we  know  only 
through  quotations,  we  can  have  no  certainty  that 
,    _.  these  qxiotatlon.*  are  accurat*.     The  quo- 

1.  Tne  tatlons  may  have  boon  Interpolated,  and 

GoSMI  lurther  the  book  from  which  the  quotations 

t...r..<:_-  h&ve  been  made  has  probably  psssod 
According  through  several  recensions.  The  aiacus- 
to  tne  glon  or  the  question  al  the  relallou  of  this 

Hebrews  book  to  the  canonical  Gospel  of  Mt  la  con- 
sidered elaewhov  (see  Apocstfhal  Gos- 
rELs).  One  thing  Is  clear,  there  were  at  least  two 
recensions  of  this  gospel,  one  nearer  and  tbo  other  farther 
trom  the  canonical  CosimI;  the  former,  tbe  Nazarean. 
differed  only  by  omitting  the  genealogy  from  the  First 
Qovd  Of  the  Canon.  The  otht^r  was  more  strictly 
EUonlte  and  omltlsd  all  mention  of  the  miraculous  birth. 


The  £blonlte  recensloQ  began,  as  Kpipbanlu 
abruptly  with  the  calllngjif  the  ApoatloB.  Th. 
of  Epiphanlus  tl 


, )s  rejected  the  prophets 

Is  supported  by  a  quotation  from  the  Gospel  according 
to  tbe  Hebrews  in  Joromo  (Ad«.  Peiaa..  lli.-i):  "lb  tbe 
prophets,  after  they  were  anointed  by  the  Bplrlt.  sin 
was  found."     Tbo  change  from  akHdat  ("locuata"]  to 

S*ridai  (lit.  "cakes  ofhoney  and  oil";  cf  Ex  18  31: 
u  II  S)  In  the  account  of  the  food  of  John  may  be 
due  to  the  avoidance  of  animal  food  attributed  to  this 
sect.  One  passaao.  which  appears  to  be  a  denunciation 
or  wealth  In  Itself,  Is  an  addltfon  of  a  6 
the  story  of  the  young  ruli 
lar  verse,  quoted  from  tb 
Jerome,  deserves  special  m 


mother,  tbe  Holy  Ohoct.  took  me  by  one  of  my  hairs  and 
bore  me  to  the  great  mountain  Tabor."  The  deslsna- 
tlon  of  the  Holy  Ghost  aa  "  my  mother"  Is  uneiamided. 
It  ImpUcH  a  materialistic  view  of  the  doctrine  of  the 
Trinity  alter  the  form  of  a  human  family.  It  la  a  note 
of  geographical  Ignorance  to  ciill  Tabor  a  "great" 
mountahi.  It  is  only  some  2,000  It.  high  and  behind  It 
are  tbe  mountains  of  the  hUl  country  of  Galilee  rising 
un  to  4,000  ft.  In  JebelJermuk,  and  behind  that  the  whlto 
of  Hermon.  10,000  ft.     It  Is  dlfScult  to  understand 


P(!iaK.,"m'.2)  "OurLord  decTarae  Himself  ui....™„- „ 

baptized  by  John  as  unconscious  of  sin.  This  suits  the 
representation  of  Eblon[t«  views  which  we  find  In  Ire- 
naeus  that  it  WBaHls  slnlessness  that  made  Jeeus  capable 
of  receiving  the  Holy  Ghost. 

The  Clementine  lit.  attributed  by  Epiphaniua  to 
the  Ebionites  is  a  more  important  source  of  in- 
formation for  their  opinions.  It  has 
3.  The  come  down  U>  us  complete  in  three  or 

ClomentineB  four  forms,  the  Homiiies,  the  Secoa- 
Ttitions,  and  two  Epitomes  whico, 
however,  difTer  less  than  the  two  larger  works. 
They  all  seem  to  be  recensions  of  an  earlier  work 
which  has  disappeared.  The  foundation  of  all  of 
these  is  a  species  of  religious  novel  on  which  are 
grafted  sermons  of  Peter  and  his  discussions  with 
Simon  Magus.  Clement,  a  young  Roman  orphan 
of  rank  in  search  of  a  reli^on,  meets  Barnabas,  who 
telb  liim  of  Christ,  describing  Him  as  the  "Son  of 
God,"  and  says  that  He  haa  appeared  in  Judaea. 
To  !eam  more  about  Jesus,  Clement  proceeds  to 
Caeaarea,  where  he  meets  Peter.  He  thereafter 
accompanies  Peter  ia  the  various  places  whither 
the  apostle  pursues  Simon  Magus,  and  in  course  of 
his  ioumoyings  he  meets  and  recogniies  his  father, 
his  brother  and  his  mother;  hence  the  title  Recog- 
niliont.  It  is  in  the  discourses  of  Peter  that  the 
Ebionism  appears.  Its  theology  is  fundamentaUy 
Jewish  and  Esscnian.  That  it  is  Judaizing  is  evi- 
denced by  the  covert  hostility  to  the  apostle  Paul. 
There  are  elements  that  are  not  those  of  orthodox 
Judaism.  The  Messiah  is  coequal,  or  nearly  so, 
with  the  devil;  in  other  words,  the  position  is  a  modi- 
fication of  Parseeism  {Horn.,  Ill,  5).  If  the  dis- 
course of  Barnabas  ia  excluded.  Our  Lord  is  always 
called  the  "prophet"  {Horn.),  the  "Teacher" 
(flecog.).  He  is  never  asserted  nor  assumed  to  be 
Divine.  Nothing  is  said  of  His  miraculous  birth. 
At  the  same  time  in  the  Recognitions  He  is  regarded 
as  not  merely  man.  It  is  said  He  "assumed  a  Jew- 
ish body"  Ijtecog.,  I.  60).  This  agrees  with  what 
Epiphanius  says  of  the  Ebionite  idea  that  it  was  as 
the  Dody  of  Adam  that  the  Christ  appeared.  The 
apostle  Peter,  who  is  represented  as  the  model 
Christian,  eats  only  herbs  and  practises  frequent 
ablutions,  quite  in  the  manner  of  the  Essenea,  Ri 
his  discourses  Peter  declares  that  the  true  prophet 
"quenches  the  fire  of  altars  and  represses  war." 
These  are  Essenian  peculiarities,  but  he  "sanctions 
marriage,"  against  Esscnism  as  we  find  it  in  Philo 
and  Joa,  The  phrase  implies  an  opposition  to  some 
who  not  only  did  not  sanction,  but  forbade,  marriage 
{Horn.,  Ill,  26). 

If  the  ignoring  of  the  work  and  apostleship  of  St, 
Paul  be  regarded  as  the  criterion  of  the  Judaizers, 


lyptic  which  we  can  draw  information  as  to 

Literature      views.     The  Ascension  of  Isaiah  was 
one  of  the  earliest  of  these  books  to  be 
recovered  in  modem  times.     The  writer  refers  to  the 
martyrdom  of  Peter  in  Rome,  but  makes  no  men- 


elders  and  unjust  shepherds  who  will  ravage  their 
sheep"  {III,  24),  seems  a  view  of  the  church's  state 
as  it  appeared  to  a  Judaizer  when  the  Pauline  view 
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Sbionimi 


was  prevailing.  Notwithstanding  this  not  only  is 
the  Divine  dignity  maintained,  but  the  doctrine  of 
the  Trinity,  "They  all  glorified  the  Father  of  all 
and  His  beloved  Son  and  the  Holy  Spirit"  (VIII, 
18),  is  affirmed.  As  to  the  person  of  Christ,  He 
descended  through  the  successive  heavens  to  the 
earth  to  be  bom  (IX,  13;  X,  8-^1).  The  virginity 
of  Mary  is  affirmed  (X,  12),  and  the  child  is  born 
without  pain,  miraculoiisly  (XI,  8^14).  A  similar 
view  of  the  birth  of  Christ  is  to  be  found  in  the  Odes 
of  Solomon  (XIX,  7). 

/Vl  HiMiory  of  Ebionism, — ^All  authorities  com- 
bine in  asserting  a  close  connection  between  the 

Ebionites  and  the  Essenes.  At  first 
1.  Ebionites  sight  there  are  serious  points  of  differ- 
and  ence,  principally  these,  the  Ebionites 

Essenes        enjoined  marriage,  while  the  Essenes, 

if  we  may  believe  Philo  and  Jos,  for- 
bade it.  This  forbiddal,  however,  appears  to  haye 
been  true  only  of  the  coenobites  of  En^di.  More- 
over, some  of  the  Judaizers,  that  is  Ebionites,  are 
charged  with  forbidding  to  marry  (1  Tim  4  3). 
The  Essenes  in  all  their  varieties  seem  to  have  come 
over  to  Christianity  on  the  fall  of  the  Jewish  state 
and  the  retreat  of  the  church  to  Pella.  When  they 
joined  the  believers  in  their  exile  the  Parsee  elements 
began  a  ferment  in  the  church  and  Ebionism  was 
one  of  the  products.  This  probably  is  the  meaning 
of  the  statement  that  Ebion  began  to  teach  his  doc- 
trines at  PeUa.  If  we  may  judge  from  the  state- 
ments of  Scripture  and  from  the  earliest  of  the  non- 
canonical  apocalypses,  the  Ebionites  were  not  at 
first  heretiwJ  in  their  Christology.  Only  they 
maintained  the  universal  obligation  of  the  cere- 
monial law,  holding  that  believers  of  gentile  descent 
could  be  received  into  the  church  only  if  they  were 
first  circmncised.  The  keen  dialectic  of  Paul  forced 
them  from  this  position.  The  abrogation  of  the 
Law  was  closely  connected  in  PauFs  reasonings 
with  the  Divinity  of  Our  Lord;  consequently  some 
of  them  may  have  felt  that  they  could  maintain 
their  views  more  easily  by  denying  His  supreme 
Divinity  and  the  reality  of  the  incarnation.  •'The 
phenomena  of  His  life  rendered  it  impossible  for 
anyone  to  declare  Him  to  be  merely  man.  Hence 
the  complex  notion  of  a  Divine  influence — ^an  aeon, 
coming  down  upon  Him.  If,  however.  His  birth 
were  miraculous,  then  the  supreme  greatness  of 
Moses  would  be  impugned,  consequently  they  were 
led  to  deny  the  virgin  birth. 

Not  till  Theodotus  appeared  was  the  purely  human!- 
tariaa  view  of  Our  Lord's  person  malntainea.     All  the 
Heb  Christiaiis,  however,  did  not  pursue  the  above  course. 
A  large  section  remained  at  each  general  stage,  and  to 
the  end  one  portion,  the  Nazareans,  maintaued  their 
orthodox  doctrinal  position,  and  at  the  same  time  obeyed 
the  requirements  of  the  Law.     The  dualism  which  is 
found  m  the  Clementines  is  an  endeavor  to  explain  the 
power  of  evil  in  the  world  and  the  function  of  Satan. 
The  Clementines  confirm  the  statement  of  the  Fathers 
that  the  Ebionites  used  only  the  Gospel  of  Mt,  for  there 
are  more  quotations  from  Mt  than  from  all  the  other 
books  of  the  NT  put  together:    These  quotations  are. 
however,  all  firom  chapters  after  the  3d.    There  are.  it  is 
to  be  noted,  several  unmistakable  quotations  from  the 
Pourth  Gospel.    In  the  Clementines  as  noticed  above 
there  is  an  avoidance  of  attributing  Divinity  to  Our 
liCAxl.     He  is  the  Teacher,  the  Prophet;  only  in  the  dis- 
course asoibed  to  Barnabas  is  He  called  the  Son  of  God. 
This,  we  are  aware,  is  the  reverse  of  the  ordinarily  received 
idea  of  the  historic  succession  of  beliefs.     It  is  thought 
that,  beginning  with  the  belief  in  the  purely  ordinary 
nature  of  Oiu*  Lord's  birth,  these  Jewish  believers  grad- 
ually added  feature  after  feature  until  He  was  regarded 
as  a  Divine  person,  the  Divine  Logos  made  flesh  by 
miraculous  conception  and  birth.     The  abstract  possi- 
bility of  such  being  the  coturse  of  events  is  not  denied, 
but  we  do  say  that  what  evidence  we  have  tends  in  the 
direction  we  have  taken.     There  are  elements  Idndred 
to  Ebionism  in  the  Epistle  of  Jas,  the  prominence  given 
to  the  poor,  the  little  prominence  given  to  the  Divinity 
of  Our  Lord  or  to  the  doctrines  of  grace  all  tend  in  that 
direction.     Yet  there  is  no  developed  Ebionism:    the 
I>ivinity  of  Christ,  if  not  stated  in  terms,  is  implied. 
Schwegler.  followed  in  more  recent  times  by  Dr.  Camp- 


bell of  Dundee,  finds  a  strong  Ebionlte  bias  in  the  Gorael 
of  Lk,  in  which  certainly  there  is  no  lessening  of  Our 
Lord's  supreme  Divinity.  All  that  it  amounts  to  is  a 
prominence  given  to  the  poor.  The  identification  of  the 
poor  with  the  righteous  nas  not  come  down  to  us  as  a 
tenet  of  the  Ebionites;  it  has  been  ascribed  to  them  from 
their  name.*  As  already  stated  in  the  Ascension  of 
Isaiah,  the  Divinity  of  the  Messiah  is  strongly  asserted. 
The  farther  down  the  stream  of  history  we  go  more  and 
more  clearly  do  the  Ebionlte  features  appear,  till  by  the 
time  when  Aldbiades.  the  follower  of  Elkasai,  appeared 
in  Rome,  we  have  something  widely  removed  from  the 
Ebionism  of  the  Clementines,  far  as  that  is  from  the 
simple  position  occupied  by  the  Nazareans. 

The  Jewish  Christians  appear  to  have  formed  an 
organization  of  their  own,  separate  from  the  church 
Catholic.  The  places  where  they 
2.  Organ-  assembled  they  did  not  call  ekkleaiai, 
ization  of  ''churches/'  but  simagdgai,  ''syna- 
Ebionites  gogues."  If  we  may  believe  the  Clem- 
entine Homiliee  they  h£td  evolved  a 
complete  episcopal  system  for  themselves.  We. 
however,  must  not  think  that  every  variation  or 
faith  had  a  separate  organization  for  itself.  Strict 
Jewish  ceremonial  allowed  no  Jew  to  eat  with  any 
other  not  a  Jew.  The  "love-feasts"  of  the  early 
church  implied  this  eating  in  oonunon.  If  gentile 
Christians  were  present  the  Ebionites  could  not 
join,  hence  the  need  of  a  separate  church.  All 
Jewish  Christians  who  reverenced  the  law  could 
meet  together  and  partake  of  the  "love-feast," 
whatever  their  beUef  as  to  the  person  of  Christ.  In 
short,  Ebionism  was  a  thing  of  individuals,  whose 
opinion  ran  through  the  whole  gamut  of  faith,  from 
the  Nazareans,  who  differed  from  the  orthodox 
simply  in  remaining  Jews,  to  those  whose  Judaism 
alone  prevented  them  from  becoming  followers  of 
Theodotus  of  Byzantium,  and  who  therefore  sank 
back  into  pure  Judaism. 

V.  Evitfencm  from  Etnonum  for  thm  Doeirinm  of 
the  Primitive  Chnrch.-^ln  dealing  with  this  branch 
of  our  subject  we  have  to  consider  that 
1.  Chris-  the  tendency  of  those  who  in  the  early 
tolo^  of  days  wrote  against  heresy  was  to  ex- 
the  Early  aggerate  the  difference  between  the 
Church  heretics  and  the  orthodox.    On  the 

other  hand  we  have  to  consider  the 
psychological  difficulty  involved  in  a  person  recog- 
nizing that  anyone  whom  he  daily  met,  whom  he 
saw  eating  and  sleeping  like  other  men,  was  more 
than  man.  was  Divine.  This  difficulty,  great  to  all, 
was  doubly  so  to  the  Jew.  Yet  again  we  have  to 
consider  what  the  ori^n  of  Christian  theology  was. 
It  was  an  attempt  to  give  a  reasoned  and  systematic 
explanation  of  the  phenomenon  of  Jesus  Christ. 
Christ's  character.  His  deeds  and  His  claims  had  to 
be  explained.  Tne  orthodox  explanation  which 
gradually  became  more  definite  as  time  rolled  on 
was  that  He  was  the  second  person  of  the  Trinity 
become  incarnate,  and  the  purpose  of  this  incarna- 
tion that  He  might  save  many  from  their  sins.  This 
purpose  He  accomplished  by  dying  on  the  cross  and 
rising  again.  The  primitive  church  owed  its 
theology  to  Paul  and  John.  R^ugnant  as  much 
of  this  was  to  the  Jews,  yet  the  Ebionites,  earnest, 
prejudiced  Jews  as  they  were,  could  not  affirm  in 
the  presence  of  the  facts  of  His  career  that  Jesus 
was  merely  a  man.  They  had  to  ima^e  a  Divine 
influence  coming  down  upon  Him  at  His  baptism, 
setting  Him  apart  from  all  others.  We  have  no 
trace  of  this  at  first :  it  stands  at  the  end  of  a  process 
of  degradation  of  the  ideal  concerning  the  person  of 
Christ.  It  was  only  when  the  effect  of  His  person- 
ality had  somewhat  faded  that  men  began  to  doubt 
His  Divinity.  The  division  of  the  personality  seems 
to  emerge  at  the  same  time.  The  earher  Ebionites. 
like  the  rest  of  the  Ist-cent.  believers,  regarded 
Christ  as  one  person;  only  later  do  they  reach  the 
notion  of  a  heavenly  aeon  separate  from  Jesus.  The 
Ebionites  seem  to  have  held  under  varying  forms  a 
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doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  and  their  holdinf;  it  is  an 
evidence  that  the  church  at  large  held  it,  not  of 
course  in  that  definiteneea  it  afisumed  later,  but 
eeeentially. 

To  some  extent  the  same  coay  be  said  in  retard 
to  the  Pauline  doctrine  of  redemption.    It  is  to  be 

observed  that  both  writers,  he  of  the 
2.  Panlin-  Homilies  as  well  as  the  writ«r  of  the 
Ism  of  tti«  Recoffnilimu,  dislike  and  ignore  Paul, 
Earl;  even  if  they  do  not  attempt  to  pillory 

Church  him  under  the  image  of  Simon  Magus, 

B8  many  have  thought  that  they  do. 
What,  however,  is  aieo  to  be  observed,  is  that  they 
do  not  venture  to  denounce  him  by  name.  Paul 
and  hia  teaehings  must  have  been,  in  the  early  part 
of  the  2d  cent,,  held  in  stich  deep  reverence  that 
no  one  could  hope  to  destroy  them  Dy  direct  asaaiJt; 
the  only  hope  was  a  flank  attack.  This  reverence 
for  Paul  implies  the  reception  of  ail  he  taught.  All 
the  specially  Pauline  doctrines  of  orioinal  nn,  of 
redemption  through  the  sacrificial  death  of  Christ, 
and  all  the  cognate  ideas  must  have  been  held 
strongly  by  the  early  church  or  the  Ebionites  would 
have  denounced  Paul  in  the  Clementines  by  name. 
Schwegler  would  argue  that  Justin  Martyr  was  an 
Ebionite  because  he  neither  mentions  nor  quotes 
Paul.     To  this  it  may  be  answered  that  bs  the'  em- 


l<wue,  was  a  Jew,  he  naturally  did  not  name  one 
whose  authori^  would  be  valueless  to  those  he  was 
addressing.  He  is  equally  silent  as  to  Peter,  James 
and  John.  If  he  does  not  quote  Paul  there  are  several 
indubitable  echoes  of  his  phrases  and  his  ^oughts. 

In  the  face  of  the  recent  discoveries  made  in 
Egypt  one  cannot,  despair  of  MSS  turning  up  which 
may  throw  needed  light  on  this  heresy.  Were  the 
Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews  to  be  found,  or  a 
MS  of  Eegesippus,  we  should  be  in  a  better  position 
to  decide  a  number  of  questions. 

LiTiBiTDBB. — Oontemporary  wtlt«ni  od  Bblonitea: 
Irenoeus:  TcrtulllBD:  Blroolytus:  Origen:  Biueblua.  [II, 
SI:  Eplphkolua:  Jerome:  Justin  ManTTCrrvplks,  47,  48) 
reCera  to  tbe  BUonltm  without  nunlng  them. 

Eblonlle  writings:  Clementine  Homlliei:  Clementine 
RecoBnlcions:  Clementine  Bpitomea:  Aac  Isa:  Odea  of 
Solomon . 

Modarn  church  hlitorians;  Nemnder,  Oentral  Hittorv 
of  tht  Chnilian  Religion  and  Charcli;  BcbrOck,  Kirchen- 
gttchicUt:  Walch.  Hitiarit  der  KHitrtitit.  I.  95-124; 
B&ur,  KiTchini/itchichle.  I,  172-74,  and  Dogmenaeichichtt. 
140-61,  Kid  CKiiiUicht  Oio.i«;  achweBler.  Nac\apo,Uli- 
ichti  ZeitaUer.  17-198;  KltacU,  AUkatholiickt  Kirche, 
107-371:  MMter.  Oni»iic>>m<,  III,  11-28;  Harnack, 
Hitlors  0/  Dogma.  1-SBff;  Keun,  Hiit.  dt  la  TMologit. 
I,  115-26:  DonUdsoD,  Christian  Lilrratur,  and  Dnclrini 
iTom  tht  Dtath  of  the  ApoMtt  to  (At  rficene  Council. 
I.  aeff:  Maiuel,  Onnttic  Htrttiti.  123-26;  Helgeoteld, 
Kttitrentchichti.  421-46,   and    Cicmentinti. 

Articles  In  thecdoglcal  dlctlcDKrles;  Smith  and  Wacs; 
RE,  1st.  2d  and  3d  eda:  Jea  Enc;  HQlCiman  u,  Zept- 
te\;  LIriittoot,  Gatafiani,  DIbc.  Ill;  Colin  CampbaU, 
Studiiiin  SI.  Luki.  ,    T-    T.    -!,_ 

J.  E.  H.  Thouson 

EBIOmTES,  GOSPEL  OF  THE.  See  Afog- 
RTPHUi  Gospels;  Ebionism. 

BBONY,  eb'o-ni  (D-'S^H,  hobhnim  [pi,  only], 
vocalization  uncertain j  cf  Arab.  (l&nil«):  Mentioned 
(Elk  37  15)  along  with  ivory  as  merchandise  of 
Tyre  brought  by  the  men  of  Dedan,  This  is  the 
heavy,  black,  heart-wood  of  various  species  of 
Dioam/ros,  natives  of  Southern  India  anil  Ceylon; 
the  beet  kind  is  obtained  from  D.  edenwrn.  The 
eap-wood,  being  white  and  valueless,  is  cut  away, 
but  the  trunks  are  sufficiently  large  to  leave  blocks 
of  heart^wood  2  ft.  in  diameter  and  10  or  more  ft. 
long.  Ebony  was  used  by  the  ancient  E^ptians, 
Greeks  and  Romans,  as  well  as  the  Phoenicians,  for 
various  purpoaes;  it  was  frequently  inlaid  with 
ivwy.  In  Europe  it  has  been  a  favorite  for  cabinet- 
making  down  to  recent  times. 

E.  W.  G,  Masterman 


EBRON,  e'bnm  (1^??,  'e6Ar»»;  AV  wrongly, 
Bebion):  A  town  in  the  territory  of  Asher  (Josh 
19  28).  Prob^ly  we  should  read  here  Abdon,  as 
in  Josh  21  30;  I  Ch  6  74,  the  substitution  of  ~i 
tor  T  being  a  common  copyist's  error.    See  Abdon. 


ECAHTJS,  e-kil'nusr  RV  Ethantib  (q.v). 


ECCE  HOMO,  ek'sS  h&'mS  (1S«a  i  &t«|Mnn>«, 
idoi  ho  Anihrdpos,  "Behold,  the  mani"  Jn  19  5): 
Pilate's  statement  regarding  Jesus  during  His  triu. 
While  the  significance  of  this  statement  is  somewhat 
debatable,  yet  there  is  Uttle  doubt,  as  judged  from 
his  attitude  and  statement  iinme<uatefy  foUowing, 
that  Pilate  was  endeavoring  to  appeal  to  the  ao 
cusers'  sympathies  and  to  point  out  to  them  the 
manly  qualities  of  Jesus.  The  ordinary  punc- 
tuation which  places  an  exclamation  pomt  aft«r 
"Behold"  and  a  period  after  "the  man"  is  evidently 
incorrect  if  the  grammatical  structure  in  the  Gr  is 
to  be  observed,  which  gives  to  the  second  and  third 
words  the  nominative  form,  and  which  therefore 
admits  of  a  mild  exclamation,  and  therefore  of  the 
emphasis  upon  "the  man,"  Some,  however,  hold 
the  contrai^  view  and  mtuntain  that  the  utterance 
was  made  in  a  spirit  of  contempt  and  ridicule,  aa 
much  as  to  say,  "Behold  here  a  mere  man."  See 
esp.  on  this  view  Marcus  Dods  in  Expotitor'a  Gr 
Tetl.  It  would  seem,  however,  that  the  former  of 
the  two  views  would  be  sustained  by  the  chief  facts 
in  the  case.  Walter  G.  Clippinoer 

ECCLESIASTES,  e-klft-ii-as't^s,  or  THE 
PREACHER  (nbnp,  JfSheklh;  'BicKX<|n<wT^ 
Bkkliaia»tia,  perhaps  "member  of  assembly";  see 
below) : 

1.  Structure  of  the  Book 

2.  Tbe  Contents 

3.  CompOBlM  AulborsUp  T 

4.  Koheleth 

fi.  "  King  In  Jerusalem  " 

6,  Date  and  Authorship 

7,  UngulBtlc  Peculiarities 

8,  Certain  Incoocluiive  Aigumeota 

5.  Cononldty 
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RbionitM 
Bccleriitei 


Reading  this  book  one  soon  becomes  aware  that 

it  is  a  ducussion  of  certain  difficult  problems  of 

human  life.    It  begins  with  a  title 

1.  Structure  (11),  followed  by  a  preface  (vs  2-11). 
of  the  Book  It  has  a  formal  conclusion  (12  8-13). 

Between  the  preface  and  the  conclu- 
sion the  body  of  the  book  is  made  up  of  materials 
of  two  kinds — ^first  a  series  of  "I''  sections,  sections 
uttered  in  the  1st  per.  sing.,  a  record  of  a  personal 
experience;   and  second,  an  alternating  series  of 

fomic  sections,  sections  made  up  of  proverbs  (say 
6.6.9-12;  5  1-12;  7  1-14.16-22;  8  1-8;  9  7-10; 
10  1-4;  10  8—12  7).  These  may  be  called  the 
"thou"  sections,  as  most  of  them  have  the  pronoun 
of  the  2d  per.  sing.  The  idea  of  the  vanity  of  all 
things  characterizes  the  record  of  experience,  but  it 
also  appears  in  the  "thou"  sections  (e.g.  9  0).  On 
the  other  hand  the  proverb  element  is  not  wholly 
lacking  in  the  "I"  sections  (e.g.  4  1-3). 

In  the  preface  the  speaker  lays  down  the  propo- 
sition that  idl  things  are  unreal,  and  that  the  results 
of  human  effort  are  illusive  (1  2.3). 

2.  The  Human  generations,  day  and  night. 
Contents       the  wind,  the  streams,  are  alike  the  re- 
petition of  an  unending  round  (vs  4-7). 

The  same  holds  in  regard  to  all  human  study  and 
thinking  (vs  8-11).  The  speaker  shows  familiarity 
with  the  phenomena  which  we  think  of  as  those  of 
natural  law.  of  the  persistence  of  f  orce^  but  he  thinks 
of  them  in  tne  main  as  monotonously  hmitins  human 
experience.  Nothing  is  new.  All  effort  of  Nature 
or  of  man  is  the  doing  again  of  something  which  has 
already  been  done. 

After  the  preface  the  speaker  introduces  himself, 
and  recounts  his  experiences.  At  the  outset  he  had 
a  noble  ambition  for  wisdom  and  discipline,  but  all 
he  attained  to  was  unreality  and  perpjlexity  of  mind 
(vs  12-18) .  This  is  equally  the  meaning  of  the  text, 
whether  we  translate  "vanit^r  and  vexation  of 
spirit"  or  "vanity  and  a  striving  after  wind," 
( 'emptiness,  and  strug^^ling  for  breath"),  though 
the  first  of  these  two  tr*  is  the  better  grounded. 

Finding  no  adeauate  satisfaction  in  the  pursuits 
of  the  scholar  ana  thinker^  taken  by  themselves, 
he  seeks  to  combine  these  with  the  pursuit  of  agree- 
able sensations — alike  those  which  come  from 
luxury  and  those  which  come  from  activity  and 
enterprise  and  achievement  (2  1-12).  No  one 
could  be  in  better  shape  than  he  for  making  this 
experiment,  but  again  ne  only  attains  to  unreality 
and  perplexity  of  spirit.  He  says  to  himself  that 
at  least  it  is  in  itself  profitable  to  be  a  wise  man 
rather  than  a  fool,  but  his  comfort  is  impaired  h|/ 
the  fact  that  both  alike  are  mortal  (vs  13-17).  He 
finds  little  reassurance  in  the  idea  of  laboring  for 
the  benefit  of  posterity;  posterity  is  often  not 
worthy  (vs  18-21).  One  may  toil  unremittingly, 
but  what  is  the  use  (vs  22.23)? 

He  does  not  find  himself  helped  by  bringing  God 
into  the  problem.  'It  is  no  good  for  a  man  that 
he  shoulaeat  and  drink  and  make  his  soul  see  good 
in  his  toil'  (vs  24-26^  as  most  naturally  translated), 
even  if  he  thinks  of  it  as  the  gift  of  Uod;  for  how 
can  one  be  sure  that  the  gift  ofGod  is  anything  but 
luck?  He  sees,  however,  that  it  is  not  just  to  dis- 
miss thus  lightly  the  idea  of  God  as  a  factor  in  the 
problem.  It  is  true  that  there  is  a  time  for  every- 
thing, and  that  eveiything  is  "beautiful  in  its  time." 
It  is  iJso  true  that  ideas  of  infinity  are  in  men's 
minds,  ideas  which  they  can  neither  get  rid  of  nor 
fuDy  comprehend  (3  1-18).  Here  are  tokens  of 
God,  who  has  established  an  infinite  order.  If  we 
understood  His  ways  better,  that  might  unravel  our 
perplexities.  And  if  God  is,  immortality  may  be, 
ana  the  solution  of  our  problems  may  lie  in  that 
direction.  For  a  moment  it  looks  as  if  the  speaker 
were  coming  out  into  the  light,  but  doubt  resumes  its 


hold  upon  him.  He  asks  himself,  "Who  knoweth?" 
and  he  settles  back  into  the  darkness.  He  has 
previously  decided  that  for  a  man  to  "eat  and 
drink,  and  make  his  soul  enjoy  good"  is  not  worth 
while  I  and  now  he  reaches  the  conclusion  that, 
unsatisfactory  as  this  is,  there  is  nothing  better 
(vs  19-22). 

And  so  the  record  of  experiences  continues,  hope- 
ful passages  alternating  with  pessimistic  passages. 
After  a  while  the  agnosticism  and  pessimism  recede 
somewhat,  and  the  hopeful  passages  become  more 
positive.  Even  though  "the  poor  man's  wisdom 
IS  despised,"  the  speaker  says,  "the  words  of  the 
wise  heard  in  quiet  are  better  than  the  cry  of  him 
that  ruleth  among  fools"  (9  17).  He  says  "Surely 
I  know  that  it  shall  be  well  with  them  that  fear 
God"  (8  12),  no  matter  how  strongly  appearances 
may  indicate  the  contrary. 

The  gnomic  sections  are  mostly  free  from  agnos- 
ticism and  pessimism.  The  book  as  a  whole  sums 
itself  up  in  the  conclusion,  "Fear  God,  and  keep  his 
commandments"  (12  13). 

Of  course  the  agnostic  and  pessimistic  utterances 
in  Eccl  are  to  be  regarded  as  the  presentation  of  one 
side  of  an  argument.  Disconnect  them  and  they 
are  no  part  of  the  moral  and  religious  teaching  of 
the  book,  except  in  an  indirect  way.  At  no  point 
should  we  be  justified  in  thinking  of  the  author  as 
really  doubting  in  regard  to  God  or  moral  obligation. 
He  delineates  for  us  a  soul  in  the  toils  of  mental 
and  spiritual  conflict.  It  is  a  delineation  which 
may  serve  for  warning,  and  which  is  in  other  ways 
wholesomely  instructive;  and  in  the  outcome  of  it, 
it  is  full  of  encouragement. 

In  some  passages  the  speaker  in  Eccl  has  in  mind 
the  solution  of  the  problems  of  life  which  we  are 
accustomed  to  call  Epicurean  (e.g.  5  18-20;  7  16. 
17;  8  15;  but  not  2  24) — ^the  solution  which  con- 
sists in  avoiding  extremes,  and  in  getting  from  life 
as  many  agreeable  sensations  as  possible;  but  it  is 
not  correct  to  say  that  he  advocates  this  philosophy. 
He  rather  presents  it  as  an  alternative. 

His  conclusion  is  the  important  part  of  his  reason- 
ing. All  things  are  vanity.  Everything  passes 
away.  Yet  (he  says)  it  is  Setter  to  read  and  use 
ffood  words  than  bad  words.  Therefore  because 
the  Great  Teacher  is  wise,  he  ever  teaches  the 
people  knowledge,  and  in  so  doins  he  ever  seeks 
good  %DOfds,  acceptiEible  words,  uprignt  words,  words 
of  truth.  The  words  of  the  wise  are  as  goads ;  and 
as  nails  well  fastened"  ("clinched  at  the  back") 
(12  11).  Such  are  the  words  of  all  the  ^eat 
masters.  So  (he  ends)  my  son,  be  warned  I  There 
are  many  books  in  this  world.  Choose  eood  ones. 
And  his  conclusion  is:  Reverence  the  Mi^ty  Spirit. 
Keep  to  good  principles.  That  is  the  whole  duty  of 
man.  For  everythmg  at  last  becomes  clear;  and 
"good"  stands  out  clearly  from  "evil." 

We  have  noticed  that  our  book  has  "I"  sections 
and  "thou"  sections.  Certainly  these  are  structural 
marks,  but  as  such  they  are  capable  of 
bein^  interpreted  in  various  ways. 
Partitional  nypotheses  can  easily  be 
formed,  and  perhaps  there  is  no  great 
objection  to  them;  but  there  are  no 
phenomena  which  cannot  be  accoimted  for  by  the 
n3rpothe8is  that  we  have  here  just  the  work  of  one 
author,  who  sometimes  ouotes  proverbial  utter- 
ances, either  his  own  or  tnose  of  other  men.  As 
proving  the  integrity  of  the  book  three  points 
present  themselves.  First,  in  some  cases  (e.^. 
7  14!h-16)  the  experience  matter  and  the  gnomic 
matter  are  closely  combined  in  sense  and  in  ^am- 
matical  construction.  Second,  it  is  possible  to  i nter- 
pret  all  the  gnomic  sections  as  a  part  of  the  contin- 
uous argument.  Third,  if  we  so  interpret  them  the 
book  is  a  unit,  the  argument  moving  forward  con- 
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tinuously  out  of  the  speculative  into  the  practical, 
and  out  of  the  darkness  into  the  light. 

The  speaker  in  Eccl  calls  himself  J^dheleth  (1  1. 

2.12  and  other  places),  rendered  ''the  Preacher''  in 

the  EV.    The  word  does  not  occur 

4.  Koheleth  elsewhere,  although  it  is  from  a  stem 

that  is  in  conmion  use.  Apparently 
it  has  been  coined  for  a  purpose  by  the  author  of 
Eccl.  In  form  it  is  a  fem.  participle,  though  it 
denotes  a  man.  This  is  best  explained  as  a  case 
of  the  using  of  an  abstract  expression  for  a  concrete, 
as  when  in  Eng.  we  say  "Your  Honor,"  "Your 
Majesty."  The  other  words  of  the  stem  are  used 
of  people  gathering  in  assemblies,  and  the  current 
explanation  is  to  the  effect  that  Koheleth  is  a  person 
who  draws  an  audience  whom  he  may  address.  To 
this  there  are  two  objections:  First,  the  participle 
is  intransitive;  its  natural  implication  is  that  of  a 
person  who  participates  in  an  assembly,  not  of  one 
who  causes  the  participants  to  assemble.  Second, 
the  assembly  distinctively  indicated  by  the  words 
of  this  stem  is  the  official  assembly  for  the  tran- 
saction of  public  business.  Worked  out  on  this  basis 
Koheleth  seems  to  mean  citizenship,  or  concretely, 
a  citizen — &  citizen  of  such  respectability  that  he 
is  entitled  to  participate  in  public  assemblies.  It 
is  in  the  character  of  citizen-king  that  the  speaker 
in  Eccl  relates  his  experiences  and  presents  his 
ideas. 

This  word  for  "assembly"  and  its  cognates  are 
in  the  Gr  often  tr^  by  ekklisla  and  its  comates  (e.g. 
Dt  4  10;  9  10;  Jgs  20  2:  21  5.8).  So  we  are 
not  surprised  to  find  Jf^dheieth  rendered  by  the  Gr 
EkklisiaaiSs,  and  this  Latinized  into  Ecclesiastes. 

The  speaker  in  Eccl  speaks  not  only  in  the 

character  of  Koheleth,  but  in  that  of  "the  son  of 

David,  king  in  Jerus"  (1  1).  So  far  as 

5.  ''King  in  this  clause  is  concerned  the  king  in 
Jerusalem  *'  question  mi^t  be  either  Solomon  or 

any  other  kme  of  the  dynasty,  or 
might  be  a  composite  or  an  ideal  king.  He  is  repre- 
sented (1  12 — ^2  11)  as  "king  over  Israel,"  and  as 
distingiushed  for  wisdom,  for  his  luxuries,  for  his 
great  enterprises  in  building  and  in  business.  These 
marks  fit  Solomon  better  than  any  other  king  of  the 
dvnasty,  unless  possibly  Uzziah.  Possibly  it  is  not 
absurd  to  apply  to  Solomon  even  the  phrase  "all 
that  were  before  me  over  Jerus,"  or  in  Jerus" 
(1  16;  2  7.9;  cf  1  Ch  29  25;  IKS  12;  2  Ch 
1  12).  It  is  safer,  however,  to  use  an  alternative 
statement.  The  speaker  in  Eccl  is  either  Solomon 
or  some  other  actual  or  composite  or  ideal  khig  of 
the  dynasty  of  David. 

If  it  were  a^eed  that  Solomon  is  the  citizen  king 
who,  in  Eccl,  is  represented  as  speaking,  that  would 

not  be  the  same  thmg  as  agreeing  that 
6.'  Date  and  Solomon  is  the  author  of  the  book. 
Authorship    No  one  thinks  that  Sir  Galahad  is  the 

author  of  Tennyson's  poem  of  that 
name.  Koheleth  the  king  is  the  character  into 
whose  mouth  the  author  of  Ecclesiastes  puts  the 
utterances  which  he  wishes  to  present;  but  it  does 
not  follow  that  the  author  is  himself  Koheleth. 

The  statement  is  often  made  that  Jewish  tradi- 
tion attributes  the  writing  of  Eccl  to  Solomon;  but 
can  anyone  cite  any  relatively  early  tradition  to  this 
effect?  Is  this  alleged  tradition  anything  else  than 
the  confusing  of  the  author  with  the  character  whom 
he  has  sketched?  The  well-known  classic  tradition 
in  Bdbha'  Bathrd*  attributes  Eccl  to  "Hezekiah 
and  his  company,"  not  to  Solomon.  And  the  tra- 
dition which  is  represented  by  the  order  in  which  the 
books  occiu:  in  the  Heb  Bibles  seems  to  place  it  still 
later.  Concerning  this  tradition  two  facts  are  to 
be  noted:  First,  it  classes  Eccl  with  the  5  miscel- 
laneous books  (Cant,  Ruth,  Lam,  Eccl,  Est)  known 
as  the  five  m^ghUlothf  the  five  Rolls.    Second,  in  the 


count  of  books  which  makes  the  number  22  or  24 
it  classes  Eccl  as  one  of  the  last  5  books  (Eccl, 
Est,  Dan,  Ezr-Neh,  1  and  2  Ch).  That  the  men 
who  made  this  arrangement  regarded  the  books 
of  this  group  as  the  latest  in  the  Bible  is  a  natural 
inference. 

This  agrees  with  the  internal  marks  which  con- 
stitute the  principal  evidence  we  have  on  this  point. 
The  grammatical  character  and  the 
7.  Linguis-  vocabulary  of  Eccl  are  exceptionally 
tic  Peoil-  peculiar,  and  they  strongly  indicate 
laiities  that  the  book  was  written  in  the  same 

literary  period  with  these  other  latest 
books  of  the  OT.  The  true  date  is  not  much  earlier 
or  later  than  400  BC  (see  Chronicles),  though 
many  place  it  a  cent,  or  a  cent,  and  a  half  later. 
Details  concerning  these  phenomena  may  be  found 
in  Driver's  IrUrodudion  or  other  Introductions,  or 
in  commentaries.  Only  a  few  of  the  points  will  be 
given  here,  with  barely  enough  illustrative  instances 
to  render  the  points  intelligible. 

In  Eccl  the  syntax  of  the  vb.  is  peculiar.  The 
imperfect  with  vxlw  consecutive,  the  ordinary  Heb 
narrative  tense,  occurs — for  example,  "And  I 
applied  my  heart"  (1  17) — ^but  it  is  rare.  The 
narrator  habitually  uses  the  perfect  with  waw 
(e.g.  1  13;  2  11.12.14.15  6m.  17).  In  any  Eng. 
book  we  should  find  it  very  noticeable  if  the  author 
were  in  the  habit  of  usins  the  progressive  form  of 
the  vb.  instead  of  the  ordinary  form — ^if  instead  of 
saying  "And  I  applied  my  heart"  he  should  say 
"And  I  was  applying  mv  heart,"  "And  I  was  look- 
ing on  all  the  works,"  "And  I  was  turning"  (1  13; 
2  11.12),  and  so  on.  Another  marked  peculiaritv 
is  the  frequent  repeating  of  the  pronoun  along  wiw 
the  vb. :  *I  said  in  my  heart,  even  I' ;  'And  1  was 
hating,  even  I,  all  my  labor  (2  1.18  and  contin- 
uallv).  The  use  of  the  pronoun  as  copula  is  abnor- 
mally common  in  Eccl  as  compared  with  other  parts 
of  the  Heb  Bible  (e.g.  4  2).  The  abbreviated  form 
of  the  relative  pronoun  is  much  used  instead  of  the 
full  form,  and  in  both  forms  the  pronoun  b  used 
disproportionately  often  as  a  conjunction.  In  these 
ana  many  similar  phenomena  the  Heb  of  Eccl  is 
affiliated  with  that  of  the  later  times. 

The  vocabulary  presents  phenomena  that  have  the 
same  bearing.  Words  of  the  stem  iSjfan  appear  in 
Eccl  (1  15;  7  13;  12  9)  and  in  the  Aram,  of  Dnl 
(4  36),  and  not  elsewhere  in  the  Bible;  they  are 
frequent  in  the  Talm.  Words  of  the  stem  zdtnan 
(S  1)  are  used  only  in  Eccl.  Ezr,  Neh,  Dnl,  Est. 
Words  of  the  stem  8hal(4f  the  stem  whence  comes 
our  word  "sultan,"  are  frequent  in  Eccl — ^words 
which  are  used  elsewhere  only  in  the  avowedly  post- 
exiUan  books  and  in  Gen  42  6,  though  a  different 
word  of  this  stem  appears  in  the  history  of  the  time 
of  David.  Only  in  Eccl  and  Est  are  found  the  vb. 
kdaheTf  "to  be  correct"  (whence  the  modem  Jewish 
kosher)  and  its  derivative  kiahrdn.  The  Pers  word 
parde§.  "park"  (2  5),  occurs  elsewhere  only  in  Neh 
and  Cant,  and  the  Pers  word  pithgdm,  "official 
decision"  or  "record"  (8  11),  only  in  Est  1  20,  and 
in  the  Aram,  parts  of  Ezr  and  Dnl.  Eccl  also 
abounds  in  late  words  formed  from  earlier  stems — 
for  example,  §ekhel  and  ^ikk'HUh^  "folly"  (10  6; 
2  3,  et  al.);  or  m*dhxn&h,  "province"  (6  8),  frequent 
in  the  latest  books,  but  elsewhere  found  only  in  one 
passaseinl  K  (20  14.15.17.19).  Esp.  common  are 
new  derivatives  that  end  in  n,  for  example,  yith- 
rdUj  "profit";  Hnydn,  "travail";  he^rorif  "that which 
is  missing";  ra^ydn,  "vexation"  (1  3.13.15.17  and 
often).  To  these  add  instances  of  old  words  used 
in  new  meanings,  and  the  various  other  o'oups  of 
phenomena  that  are  usual  in  such  cases.  No  parts 
of  the  book  are  free  from  them. 

The  arguments  for  a  later  date  than  that  which 
has  been  assigned  are  inconclusive.    The  Heb  of 


897 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


EcdesiastM 
Eden 


Eccl  is  more  like  the  language  of  the  Talmuds  than 

is  that  of  the  Chronicler  or  Dnl  or  even  Est;  but  if 

one  infer  that  Eccl  is  therefore  later 

8.  Certain  than  the  others  the  inference  will  prove 
Inconclusive  to  be  in  various  ways  embarrassing. 
Arguments    The  differences  are  better  accounted 

for  by  the  fact  that  Eccl  belongs  to  a 
different  type  of  lit.  from  the  others. 

Various  passages  have  local  color  (e.g.  11  1),  or 
make  the  unpression  of  being  allusions  to  specific 
events  (e.g.  4  13-16;  6  2.3;  9  13-18),  but  the 
difficulty  lies  in  locating  the  events.  Dr.  Kleinert 
argues  plausibly  for  the  writing  of  the  book  in 
E^pt  in  the  time  of  the  Ptolemies,  but  other  equally 
probable  hypotheses  might  be  devised. 

It  is  alleged  that  Eccl  copies  from  Ecclus,  but  it 
is  more  probable  that  the  latter  copied  from  the 
former.  It  is  alleged  that  the  Wisd  controverts 
Eccl;  if  it  does,  that  does  not  prove  that  the  two 
are  contemporary.  It  is  alleged  that  the  writer  is 
familiar  with  the  philosophy  of  Epicurus,  and  there- 
fore must  have  lived  later  than  Epicurus,  who  died 
270  BC,  or  even  later  than  Lucretius  of  the  1st  cent. 
BC.  If  there  were  proof  that  this  was  a  case  of 
borrowing,  Epicurus  or  Lucretius  might  have  been 
the  borrowers;  but  there  id  no  such  proof;  the 
selfishness  which  constitutes  the  nucleus  of  Epicu- 
reanism has  exhibited  itself  in  human  lit.  from  the 
beginning.  The  strong  resemblances  between  Eccl 
and  Omar  Khayyam  have  no  weight  to  prove  that 
the  Heb  author  was  later  than  the  Pers.  Eccl  pre- 
sents a  p|erfectly  distinct  doctrine  of  immortality, 
whether  it  affirms  the  doctrine  or  not;  but  that 
proves  a  relatively  early  date  for  the  doctrine,  rather 
than  a  late  date  for  Eccl.  At  every  point  the  marks 
of  Eccl  are  those  of  the  Pers  period,  not  of  the  Gr. 

In  the  early  Christian  cents.,  as  in  all  the  cents. 

since,   there  have  been  disputes  concerning  the 

canonicity  of  Eccl.    It  was  not  ques- 

9.  Canon-  tioned  that  Eccl  belonged  to  the  canon 
icity  as   traditionally   handed    down.    No 

question  of  admitting  it  to  the  canon 
was  raised.  But  it  was  challenged  because  of  the 
agnostic  quality  of  some  of  its  contents,  and,  every 
time,  on  close  examination,  the  challenge  was  de- 
cided in  its  favor. 

LiTEBATUBB. — ^TheTB  ETe  voluxnes  on  Ecd  In  all  the 
great  commentaries,  and  treatments  of  it  in  the  volumes 
on  Introduction.  A  few  of  the  many  separate  com- 
mentaries are  those  of  Moses  Stuart,  Andover,  1864; 
H.  Griitz.  Leipzig.  1871;  G.  Wildeboer.  Tabingen.  1898; 
E.  H.  Plumptre,  Cambridge,  1881.  Other  works  are 
those  of  J.  F.  Genung.  Eecl,  and  Omar  Khayydm,  1901. 
Words  of  KoheUth,  1904.  and  The  Hebrew  Lit.  of  Wisdom 
in  the  Light  of  Today,  1906;  C.  H.  H.  Wright.  Book  of 
Koheleth,  1883;  S.  Schiffer,  Das  Buch  .  Coheleth  nach 
Talmud  und  Midrasch,  1885;  A.  H.  McNeile.  Intro  to 
Bcel,  New  York.  1904. 

Willis  J.  Beecher 

ECCLESIASTICUS,    e-kle-zi-as'ti-kus.     See 

SiRACH. 

ECLIPSE,  6-klips'.    See  Astronomy. 

ED  n?,  'edhy  "witness"):  The  name  of  the  altar 
erected  by  the  trans-Jordanic  tribes  upon  finally 
taking  possession  of  Gilead  (Josh  22  10.11.34); 
probably  E.  of  the  Jordan  opposite  Jericho.  But 
neither  the  MT  nor  the  LXX  contained  the  word. 
Both  the  AV  and  RV,  however,  insert  the  word  on 
the  authority  of  a  few  MSS.  It  has  been  suggested 
that  it  is  the  final  ^edh  in  GoTedh^  the  name  given  by 
Laban  and  Jacob  to  the  memorial  heap  of  stones 
erected  by  them  in  the  vicinity  (Gen  31  47.48). 
According  to  the  MT,  the  name  of  the  altar  is  the 
entire  sentence :  "It  is  a  witness  between  us  that  Jeh 
is  God ."  The  opposition  of  the  ten  tribes  to  the  erec- 
tion of  this  altar  was  on  the  score  that  it  was  built 
after  the  pattern  of  the  great  altar  of  burnt  offering 
(Josh  22  11.29),  which  was  a  horned  altar  forbidden 


in  ordinary  lay  sacrifice.  There  is  in  it,  therefore,  no 
indication  of  a  general  opposition  to  lay  sacrifices  on 
altars  of  earth  or  unhewn  stone  (see  Wiener,  EPCf 
198).  Georqe  Frederick  Wright 

EDAR,  e'dar.    See  Eder. 

EDDIAS,  ed-I'as.    See  Ieddias. 

EDDINUS,  ed'i-nus  (B.  'ESSiivo^s,  EddeinoHs. 
A,  »E88ivov«,  Eddinoiis):  One  of  the  "holy  singers'* 
at  Josiah's  Passover  (1  Esd  1  15).  AV  reads  here 
Jeduthun,  the  corresponding  name  in  the  ||  passage 
(2  Ch  36  15). 

EDEN,  6'd'n  (H?,  'edhen,  "delight";  "^Stii, 
6dem): 

(1)  The  land  in  which  "Jeh  God  planted  a  garden," 
where  upon  his  creation  "he  put  the  man  whom  he 
had  formed"  (Gen  2  8).  In  the  Aaayr  inscriptions 
idinu  (Accadian  Sdin)  means  "plain"  and  it  is  from 
this  that  the  Bib.  word  is  probably  derived.  Follow- 
ing are  the  references  to  Eden  in  the  Bible,  aside 
from  those  in  Gen  2  and  3:  Gen  4  16;  Isa  61  3; 
Ezk  28  13:  31  9.16.18;  36  35;  Joel  2  3.  The 
Garden  of  Eden  is  said  to  be  "eastward,  in  Eden" 
(Gen  2  8);  where  the  vegetation  was  luxurious 
(2  9)  and  the  fig  tree  indigenous  (3  7),  and  where  it 
was  watered  by  irrigation.  All  kinds  of  animals, 
including  cattle,  beasts  of  the  field  and  birds,  were 
found  there  (2  19.20).  Moreover  the  climate  was 
such  that  clothing  was  not  needed  for  warmth.  It 
is  not  surprising,  therefore,  that  the  pi.  of  the 
word  has  tne  meaning  "delights,"  and  that  Eden 
has  been  supposed  to  mean  the  land  of  delights, 
and  that  the  word  became  a  synonym  for  Paraidise. 

The  location  of  Eden  is  in  part  to  be  determined 
from  the  description  already  given.  It  must  be 
where  there  is  a  climate  adapted  to  the  production 
of  fruit  trees  and  of  animals  capable  of  domestica- 
tion, and  in  general  to  the  existence  of  man  in  his 
primitive  condition.  In  particular,  its  location  is 
supposed  to  be  determined  by  the  statements 
regarding  the  rivers  coursing  through  it  and  sur- 
rounding it.  There  is  a  river  (ndhdr)  (Gen  2  10) 
which  was  parted  and  became  four  heads  (ro^shlm), 
a  word  which  (Jgs  8  16;  Job  1  17)  designates 
main  detachments  into  which  an  arm^r  is  divided, 
and  therefore  would  more  properly  signify  branches 
than  heads,  permitting  Jos  and  others  to  interpret 
the  river  as  referring  to  the  ocean,  which  by  the 
Greeks  was  spoken  of  as  the  river  (dkeands)  surround- 
ing the  world.  According  to  Jos,  the  Ganges,  the 
Tigris,  the  Euphrates  and  the  Nile  are  the  four 
rivers,  being  but  branches  of  this  one  river.  More- 
over it  is  contended  by  some,  with  much  show  of 
reason,  that  the  word  jfrath  tr^  Euphrates  is  a  more 
general  term,  signifying  "the  broad"  or  "deep" 
river,  and  so  may  here  refer  to  some  other  stream 
than  the  Euphrates,  possibly  to  a  river  in  some 
other  region  whose  name  is  perpetuated  in  the 

E resent  Euphrates,  as  "the  Thames"  of  New  Eng- 
tnd  perpetuates  the  memory  of  the  Thames  of  Old 
England.  In  ancient  times  there  was  a  river 
Phrath  in  Persia,  and  perhaps  two.  It  is  doubtful 
whether  the  phrase  "eastwwxl,  in  Eden"  refers  to 
the  position  with  reference  to  the  writer  or  simply 
with  reference  to  Eden  itself.  So  far  as  that  phrase 
is  concerned,  therefore,  speculation  is  left  free  to 
range  over  the  whole  earth,  and  this  it  has  done. 

Columbus  when  passing  the  mouth  of  the  Orinoco 
surmised   that   its   waters   came   down  from  the 
Garden  of  Eden.     It  is  fair  to  say, 
1.  Central     however,  that  he  supposed  himself  to 
Asia  be  upon  the  E.  coast  of  Asia.     The 

traditions  of  its  location  somewhere  in 
Central  Asia  are  numerous  and  persistent.  Natur- 
alists have,  with  Quatrefages,  pretty  generally  fixed 
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upon  the  portion  of  Central  Asia  stretching  E.  from 
the  Pamir,  often  referred  to  as  the  roof  of  the 
world,  and  from  which  flow  four  great  rivers — ^the 
Indus,  the  Tarim,  the  Sur  Daria  (Jaxartes),  and  the 
Amu  Daria  (Oxus) — as  the  original  cradle  of  man- 
kind. This  conclusion  has  been  arrived  at  from  the 
fact  that  at  the  present  time  the  three  fundamental 
tvpes  of  the  races  of  mankind  are  grouped  about 
this  region.  The  Negro  races  are,  indeed,  in  gen- 
eral far  removed  from  the  location,  but  still  frag- 
ments of  them  both  pure  and  mixed  are  found  in 
various  locaJities  both  in  the  interior  and  on  the  sear 
shore  and  adjacent  islands  where  they  would  nat- 
urally radiate  from  this  center,  while  the  yellow  and 
the  white  races  here  meet  at  the  present  time  in 
close  contact.  In  the  words  of  Quatrefages,  ''No 
other  region  of  the  globe  presents  a  similar  union  of 
extreme  human  types  distributed  round  a  common 
center"   {The  Human  Species,  176). 

Philology,  also,  points  to  tnis  same  conclusion. 
On  the  E.  are  the  monosyllabic  languages,  on  the  N. 
the  polysyllabic  or  agglutinative  languages,  and 
on  the  W.  and  S.  the  inflectional  or  Aryan  languages, 
of  which  the  Sanskrit  is  an  example,  being  closely 
allied  to  nearly  all  the  languages  of  Europe.  More- 
over, it  is  to  this  center  that  we  trace  the  orip^in  of 
nearly  all  our  domesticated  planta  and  ammals. 
Naturally,  therefore,  the  same  high  authority  writes, 
'There  we  are  inclined  to  say  the  first  human  beings 
appeared  and  multiplied  till  the  populations  over- 
flowed as  from  a  bowl  and  spread  themselves  in 
waves  in  every  direction"  (ib,  177).  With  this 
conclusion,  as  already  said,  a  lar^  number  of  most 
eminent  authorities  agree.  But  it  should  be  noted 
that  if,  as  we  believe,  there  was  a  universal  destruc- 
tion 01  antediluvian  man,  the  center  of  dispersion 
had  in  view  by  these  naturalists  and  archaeologists 
would  be  that  from  the  time  of  Noah,  and  so  would 
not  refer  to  the  Eden  from  which  Adam  and  Eve 
were  driven.  The  same  may  be  said  of  HaeckeFs 
theory  that  man  originated  in  a  submerged  conti- 
nent within  the  area  of  the  Indian  Ocean. 

Dr.  William  F.  Warren  has  with  prodigious  learn- 
ing attempted  to  show  that  the  original  Eden  was 

at  the  North  Pole,  a  theory  which  has 
8.  The  too  many  considerations  in  its  support 

North  Pole   to  be  cast  aside  unceremoniously,  for 

it  certainly  is  true  that  in  preglacial 
times  a  warm  climate  surrounded  the  North  Pole 
in  all  the  lands  which  have  been  explored.  In 
Northern  Greenland  and  in  Spitzbergen  abimdant 
remains  of  fossil  plants  show  that  during  the  middle 
of  the  Tertiary  period  the  whole  circumpolar  region 
was  characterized  by  a  climate  similar  to  that  pre- 
vailing at  the  present  time  in  Southern  Europe, 
Japan,  and  the  southern  United  States  (see  Asa 
Gray's  lectures  on  "Forest  Geography  and  Archae- 
ology" in  the  American  Journal  of  Science^  CXVI, 
85-04,  183-96,  and  Wright,  Ice  Age  in  North  Amer- 
icay  5th  ed,  ch  xvii).  But  as  the  latest  discoveries 
have  shown  that  there  is  no  land  within  several 
hundred  miles  of  the  North  Pole,  Dr.  Warren's 
theory,  if  maintained  at  all,  will  have  to  be  modified 
so  as  to  place  Eden  at  a  considerable  distance  from 
the  actual  pole.  Furthermore,  his  theory  would 
involve  the  existence  of  "Tertiary  man,"  and  thus 
extend  his  chronology  to  an  incredible  extent,  even 
though  with  Professor  Green  (see  Antediluvians) 
we  are  permitted  to  consider  the  genealogical  table 
of  Gen  6  as  sufficiently  elastic  to  accommodate 
itself  to  any  facts  which  may  be  discovered. 

Much  also  can  be  said  in  favor  of  identifying 
Eden  with  Armenia,  for  it  is  here  that  the  Tigris 

and  Euphrates  have  their  origin,  while 
3.  Armenia  two  others,  the  Aras  (Araxes)  emptying 

into  the  Caspian  Sea  and  the  Choruk 
(thought  by  some  to  be  tne  Phasis)  emptying  into 


the  Black  Sea,  would  represent  the  Gihon  and  the 
Pishon.  HavUah  would  then  be  identified  with 
Colchis,  famous  for  its  golden  sands.  But  Cush  is 
difficult  to  find  in  that  resion;  while  these  four  rivers 
could  by  no  possibility  Be  regarded  as  branches  of 
one  parent  stream. 

Two  theories  locate  Eden  in  the  Euphrates  valley. 
Of  these  the  first  would  place  it  near  the  head  of  the 
Pers  Gulf  where  the  Ti^^  and  £u- 
4.  Baby-  phrates  after  their  jimction  form  the 
Ionia  Shatt  el-*  Arab  which  bifurcates  into  the 

eastern  and  the  western  arm  before 
reaching  the  Gulf.  Calvin  considered  the  Pishon 
to  be  the  eastern  arm  and  the  Gihon  the  western 
arm.  Other  more  recent  authorities  modify  the 
theory  by  supposing  that  Gihon  and  Pishon  are 
represented  by  the  Kanim  and  the  Kerkhah  rivers 
which  come  into  the  Shatt  elr*Arab  from  the  east. 
The  most  plausible  objection  to  this  theory  is  that 
the  Bib.  account  represents  all  these  branches  as 
down  stream  from  the  main  river,  whereas  this 
theory  supposes  that  two  of  them  at  least  are  up 
stream.  This  objection  has  been  ingeniously  met 
by  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  2,000  years 
before  Christ  the  Pers  Gulf  extended  up  as  far  as 
Eridu,  100  miles  above  the  present  mouth  of  the 
river,  and  that  the  Tigris  and  the  Euphrates  then 
entered  the  head  of  the  Gulf  throu^  separate 
channels,  the  enormous  amount  of  silt  brought 
down  bv  the  streams  having  converted  so  much  of 
the  valley  into  dry  land.  In  consequence  of  the 
tides  which  extend  up  to  the  head  of  the  Gulf,  the 
current  of  all  these  streams  would  be  turned  up 
stream  periodicalljr,  and  so  account  for  the  Bib. 
statement.  In  this  case  the  river  (ndhdr)  would 
be  represented  by  the  Pers  Gulf  itself,  which  was 
indeed  called  by  the  Babylonians  nar  marratum, 
"the  bitter  river."  This  theory  is  furtha*  sup- 
ported by  the  fact  that  according  to  the  cuneiform 
inscriptions  Eridu  was  reputed  to  have  in  its  neigh- 
borhood a  garden,  "a  holy  place,"  in  which  there 
grew  a  sacred  palm  tree.  This '  'tree  of  life"  appears 
frequently  upon  the  inscriptions  with  two  guardian 
spints  standing  on  either  side. 

The  other  theory,  advocated  with  great  abiUty 
by  Friedrich  Delitzsch,  places  Eden  just  above  the 
site  of  ancient  Babylon,  where  the  Tigris  and 
Euphrates  approach  to  within  a  short  distance  of 
one  another  and  where  the  country  is  intersected 
by  numerous  irrigating  streams  which  put  off  from 
the  Euphrates  and  flow  into  the  Tigris,  whose  level 
is  here  considerably  lower  than  that  of  the  Euphrates 
— the  situation  bemg  somewhat  such  as  it  is  at  New 
Orleans  where  the  Mississippi  River  puts  off  nu- 
merous streams  which  empty  into  Lake  Pontehar- 
train.  Delitzsch  supposes  the  Shalt  el- Nil,  which 
flows  eastward  into, the  Tigris,  to  be  the  Gihon.  and 
the  Pallacopas,  flowing  on  the  W.  side  or  the 
Euphrates  through  a  region  producing  gold,  to  be 
the  Pishon.  The  chief  difficulties  attending  this 
theory  pertain  to  the  identification  of  the  Pishon 
with  the  Pallacopas,  and  the  location  of  Havilah 
on  its  banks.  There  is  difficulty,  also,  in  all  these 
theories  in  the  identification  of  Cush  (Ethiopia), 
later  associated  with  the  country  from  which  the 
Nile  emerges,  thus  giving  countenance  to  the  belief 
of  Jos  and  many  others  that  that  river  represented 
the  Gihon.  If  we  are  compelled  to  choose  between 
these  theories  it  would  seem  that  the  one  which  lo- 
cates Eden  near  the  head  of  the  Pers  Gulf  combines 
the  greater  number  of  probabilities  of  every  kind. 

(2)  A  Levite  of  the  time  of  Hezekiah  (2  Ch  29 
12;  31  15). 

Literature. — Dawson,  Modern  Science  in  Bible  Lands; 
Friedrich  Delitzsch.  Wo  lag  dan  Paradiee  f  (1881);  Sayce. 
HCM,  95  ff;  Hommel.  Anc  Ueb  Tradition,  314;  Wimam 
F.  Warren,  Paradiee  Found,  1885. 
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EDEN,  CHILDREN  OF.  See  Children  of 
Eden. 

EDEN,  HOUSE  OF.  See  Aven;  Beth-eden; 
Children  of  Eden. 

EDER,  e'dSr  pi?,  'edher,  "flock"): 

(1)  One  of  the  "uttermost  cities''  of  Judah  in 
the  Negeb  ("South")  near  the  border  of  Edom 
(Josh  16  21),  possibly  Kh.  d  'Adar,  5  miles  S.  of 
Gaza,  but  probably  this  is  too  far  west. 

(2)  Eder   (AV  Edar)   or  better   Migdal  Eder, 

W"^*^?^,  mighdal  'edher,  "the  tower  of  the 
flock":  Td^pj  Odder.  After  Rachel  died  and  was 
buried  "in  the  way  to  Ephrath  (the  same  is  Beth- 
lehem) ....  Israel  journeyed,  and  spread  his  tent 
beyond  the  tower  of  Eder"  (Gen  36  19.21).  In 
ver  27  he  is  described  as  proceeding  to  Hebron. 
This  "tower  of  the  flock,"  which  may  have  been 
only  a  tower  and  no  town,  must  therefore  be  looked 
for  between  Bethlehem  and  Hebron.  Jerome  savs 
that  it  was  one  Rom  mile  from  Bethlehem.  In  the 
LXX,  however,  vs  16  and  21  are  transposed,  which 
sup^ts  that  tnere  may  have  been  a  tradition  that 
Migdal  Eder  was  between  Bethel  and  Bethlehem. 
There  must  have  been  many  such  towers  for  guard- 
ing flocks  against  robbers.  Cf  "tower  of  the  watch- 
man" (2  K  18  8,  etc).  The  phrase  "Migdal  Eder" 
occurs  in  Mic  4  8  where  Jerus  is  compared  to  such 
a  tower.  E.  W.  G.  Mastebman 

EDER,  e'dgr  (nnj,  'idher,  "flock"). 

(1)  A  Merarite  Levite  in  the  days  of  David  (1  Ch 
23  23;  24  30);  son  of  Mushi. 

(2)  A  Benjamite  (1  Ch  8  15,  AV  "Ader"). 

EDES,  6'dez:  RV  Edos  (q.v.). 

EDGE,  ej :  Very  frequently  occurs  in  the  phrase 
"the  edge  of  the  sword"  (Josh  10  28,  et  al.)  from 
the  Heb  HJ ,  peh,  "Up,"  or  nptf ,  saphOh,  "lip."   Ex 

28  7  and  39  4  read  "ends,"  from  H^R ,  l^&h,  "end" 
(AV  "edge"),  and  Josh  13  27  lias  "uttermost  part" 
for  the  same  Heb  word  (AV  "edge").    In  Jer  31 

29  and  Ezk  18  2,  "The  children's  teeth  are  set  on 
ed^"  (t^V^ ,  idhmt  "to  be  blunt"),  i.e.  set  hard  one 
against  another. 

EDIFICATION,  ed-i-fi-ka'shun,  EDIFY,  ed'i-fl: 
The  Gr  words  oUodo/jt^w^  oikodamSo,  "to  build," 
oUodo/jiijj  aUcodom^f  "the  act  of  building,"  are  used 
both  Ut.  and  fig.  in  the  NT;  "edify,"  "edifying," 
"edification,"  are  the  tr  of  AV  in  some  20  passages, 
all  in  the  fig.  sense  of  the  promotion  of  growth  in 
Christian  character.  RV  m  2  Cor  10  8;  13  10: 
Eph  4  12.16;  1  Thess  6  11  renders  "build  up,'* 
"building  up,"  making  the  force  of  the  figure  clearer 
to  the  Eng.  reader.  In  1  Tim  1  4  the  Gr  text 
followed  by  RV  has  oUopoida,  oikonomiaf  "dispen- 
sation," instead  of  oUoSofdaj  aikodomia,  "edifymg" 
(AV).  F.  K.  Farr 

EDNA,  ed'na  ( ISSva,  6dna) :  Wife  of  Raguel  and 
mother  of  Sarah  who  married  Tobias  (Tob  7  2. 
etc:  10  12;  11  1).  E.  in  Heb  means  "pleasure'^ 
ana  corresponds  to  Lat  Anna, 

EDOM,  e'dum,  EDOMITES,  e'dum-Its  (Q^^, 
'Mh&m,  "red";   'EW|i,  Edihn):   The  boundaries  of 
Eidom  may  be  traced  with  some  ap- 
1.  Bound-     proach  to  accuracy.    On  the  E.  of  the 
aries  Arabah  the  northern  border  ran  from 

the  Dead  Sea,  and  was  marked  by 
Wddy  d'^ur&fil,  or  WOdy  d-^asa.  On  the  E.  it 
marched  with  the  desert.  The  southern  border  ran 
by  Elath  and  Ezion-geber  (Dt  2  8).    On  the  W.  of 


the  ^Arabah  the  north  boundary  of  Edom  is  deter- 
mined by  the  south  border  of  Israel,  as  indicated  in 
Nu  34  3  f :  a  line  running  from  the  Salt  Sea  south- 
ward of  the  Ascent  of  Akrabbim  to  Zin  and  Kadesh- 
barnea.  This  last,  we  are  told,  lay  in  the  "utter^ 
most"  of  the  border  of  Edom  (Nu  20  16).  The 
line  may  be  generally  indicated  by  the  course  of 
Wddy  drFUprah,  How  much  of  the  uplands  W. 
of  the  *  Arabah  southward  to  the  Gulf  of  *A]^aba  was 
included  in  Edom  it  is  impossible  to  say. 

The  land  thus  indicated  varies  greatlv  in  char- 
acter and  features.    S.  of  the  Dead  Sea  in  the 
bottom  of  the  valley  we  have  first  the 

2.  Charac-  stretch  of  salt  marsh  land  called  es- 
ter and  Sebkha;  then,  beyond  the  line  of  white 
Features       chSs  that  crosses  the  valley  diagonally 

from  N.W.  to  S.E..  a  broad  depression 
strewn  with  stones  and  sandhills,  the  d^bns  of  an 
old  sea  bottom,  rises  gradually,  and  60  miles  to  the 
S.  reaches  a  height  ofabout  7()0  ft.  above  the  level 
of  the  Red  Sea,  2,000  ft.  above  that  of  the  Dead 
Sea.  From  this  point  it  sinks  until  it  reaches  the 
shore  of  the  Gulf  of  *At^ba,  45  miles  farther  S.  The 
whole  depression  is  known  today  as  Wddy  el-^  Arabah 
(cf  Heb  h&-'dr(ibhah,  Dt  2  8  RV,  etc).  On  either 
side  the  mountains  rieie  steeply  from  the  valley,  their 
edges  carved  into  many  fantastic  shapes  by  the 
deep  wadys  that  break  down  from  the  interior  (see 
Arabah).  The  northern  part  of  the  plateau  on  the 
W.  forms  the  spacious  grazing  groimd  of  the  ^AzA- 
zitneh  Arabs.  The  mountains  rise  to  a  height  of 
from  about  1,500  ft.  to  a  little  over  2,000  ft.  This 
district  was  traversed  by  the  ancient  caravan  road 
to  South  Pal;  and  along  the  eastern  side  traces  of 
the  former  civilization  are  still  to  be  seen.  The 
desert  redon  to  the  S.  is  higher,  reaching  to  as  much 
as  2,6(X)  ft.  The  mountain  range  E.  of  the  ^Arabah 
is  generally  higher  in  the  S.  than  in  the  N.  Jd)d 
Haruriy  b^de  Petra^  is  4,780  ft.  above  sea-level; 
while  £.  of  ^A]f:aba,  Jebd  ei-ffismd  may  be  as  much 
as  52OOO  ft.  in  height.  Limestone,  porphyry  and 
Nubian  sandstone  are  the  prevailing  formation;  but 
volcanic  rocks  are  also  found.  The  range  consists 
mainly  of  rou^  rocky  heights  with  many  almost 
inaccessible  peaks  separateoby  deep  gorges.  But 
there  are  also  breadths  of  fertile  land  where  wheat, 
grapes,  figs*  pomegranates  and  olives  are  grown  to 
advantage.  The  northern  district  is  known  today 
by  the  name  el^d>(Uf  corresponding  to  the  ancient 
(jiebal.  Seir  is  the  name  applied  to  the  eastern 
range  in  Gen  36  8;  Dt  2  1.5;  2  Ch  20  23.  It  is 
also  called  Edom,  and  the  Moxmt  of  Esau  (Ob  vs 
8f).  Seir.  however,  is  used  for  the  western  hi|;h- 
lands  in  Dt  33  2.  This  seems  to  be  its  meamng 
also  in  Jps  5  4,  where  it  appears  as  the  equivalent 
of  "the  &ld  of  Edom."  With  this  same  phrase, 
however,  in  Gen  82  3  it  may  more  fitly  apply  to 
Uie  eastern  range.  See  illustration  under  Ijesebt. 
The  name  Edom,  "red,"  may  have  been  derived 
from  the  red  sandstone  cliffs  characteristic  of  the 

country.    It    was    applied    to    Esau 

3.  Origin  because  of  the  color  of  his  skin  (Cxen 
of  Name       25  25),  or  from  the  color  of  the  pottage 

for  which  he  sold  his  birthriuit  (ver 
30).  In  Gen  36  8  Esau  is  equated  with  Edom  as 
dwelling  in  Mt.  Seir;  and  he  is  described  as  the 
father  of  Edom  (ver  9,  Heb).  The  name  however 
is  probably  much  older.  It  ma^r  be  traced  in  the 
records  of  the  Twelfth  D3mastv  in  Egypt.  In  the 
Am  Tab  (Brit  Mus  No.  64)  Udumu,  or  Edom,  is 
named;  and  in  Assyr  inscriptions  the  name  Udumu 
occurs  of  a  city  ana  of  a  country.  The  latter  may 
have  been  named  from  the  former:  this  again  may 
have  been  derived  from  a  deity,  Edom,  who  may  be 
traced  in  such  a  name  as  Obed-edom  (2  S  6  10). 

The  children  of  Esau  are  said  to  have  "destroyed" 
the  Horites  who  dwelt  in  Seir  before  them  (Gen  14 
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6;  Dt  2  22).  This  only  means  that  the  Horites 
were  subdued.  Esau  married  the  daughter  of  Anah, 
a  Horite  (Gen  36  20— in  ver  2  he  is 
4.  History  called  a  Hivite);  and  the  lists  in  this 
chapter  show  that  the  races  inter- 
mingled. The  Horite  government  was  in  the  hands 
of  "dukes"  (Gen  86  29  f,  RV  "chiefs").  They 
were  succeeded  by  dukes  of  the  house  of  Esau  (vs 
40  fif).  This  form  of  government  gave  way  to  that 
of  an  elective  monarchy  (vs  31  if);  and  this  had 
existed  some  time  before  Israel  left  the  wilderness. 
The  then  reigning  king  would  not  permit  Israel  to 
pass  through  the  land  (Nu  20  14  £f;  21  4).  Israel 
was  forbidden  to  "abhor  an  Edomite,"  on  the  ground 
that  he  was  a  brother;  and  children  of  the  third 
generation  might  enter  the  assembly  of  the  Lord 
(Dt  23  7  f).  War  with  Edom  was  out  of  the 
question. 

Some  thirty  years  after  the  Exodus,  Ramses  III 
"smote  the  people  of  Seir."  The  Israelites  could 
not  have  been  far  off.  We  first  hear  of  war  between 
Israel  and  Edom  under  Saul  (1  S  14  47).  David 
prosecuted  the  war  with  terrific  energy,  slaying 
18,000  Edomites  (so  read  instead  of  "Syrians  )  in 
the  Valley  of  Salt  (2  S  8  13  f);  Joab  remaining  for 
six  months  in  the  country,  which  was  garrisoned  by 
Israelites,  "until  he  had  cut  off  every  male  in  Edom" 
(1  K  11  15  f).  Hadad  of  the  blood  royal  of  Edom 
escaped  to  Egypt,  and  later  became  a  source  of 
trouble  to  Solomon  (vs  14  ff.25).  The  conquest  of 
Edom  opened  to  Israel  the  ports  of  the  Red  Sea, 
whence  the  expeditions  of  Solomon  and  Jehoshaphat 
set  out.  In  Jehoshaphat's  time  the  king  is  called 
a  "deputy"  (22  47).  Its  king  acknowledged  the 
supremacy  of  Judaii  (2  K  8  9,  etc).  Under  Je- 
horam  son  of  Jehoshaphat,  Edom  revolted.  Jeho- 
ram  defeated  them  at  Zair,  but  was  unable  to  quell 
the  rebellion  (8  20  ff).  Amaziah  invaded  the 
country,  slew  10,000  in  the  Valley  of  Salt,  and  took 
Sela  which  he  named  Joktheel  (14  7).  Uzziah 
restored  the  Edomite  port  of  Elath  (14  22).  In 
the  Syrian  war  Rezin  regained  Elath  for  Syria,  and 
cast  out  the  Jews.  It  was  then  permanently  occu- 
pied by  Syrians — here  also  probably  we  should  read 
Edomites  (16  6).  From  the  cuneiform  inscrip- 
tions we  learn  that  when  Uglath-pileser  subdued 
Rezin,  among  the  kings  from  whom  he  received 
homage  at  Damascus  was  Qaus-malaka  of  Edom 
(736  BC).  Later  Malik-ram  paid  homage  to  Sen- 
nacherib. To  Ezarhaddon  also  they  were  com- 
pelled to  render  service.  They  gave  what  help 
they  could  to  Nebuchadnezzar,  and  exulted  in  the 
destruction  of  Jerus^  stirring  the  bitterest  indigna- 
tion in  the  hearts  ot  the  Jews  (Lam  4  21 ;  Ezk  26 
12;  36  3ff;  Ob  vs  10  ff).  ^  The  Edomites  pressed 
into  the  now  empty  lands  in  the  S.  of  Judah.  In 
300  BC  Mt.  Seir  with  its  capital  Petra  fell  into  the 
hands  of  the  Nabataeans.  West  of  the  ^Arabah 
the  country  they  occupied  came  to  be  known  by 
the  Gr  name  Idumaea,  and  the  people 
6.  Idumaea  as  Idumaeans.  Hebron,  their  chief 
and  the  city,  was  taken  by  Judas  Maccabaeus 
Idumaeans  in  165  BC  (1  Mace  4  29.61;  6  65). 
In  126  BC  the  country  was  subdued 
by  John  Hyrcanus,  who  compelled  the  people  to 
become  Jews  and  to  submit  to  circumcision.  Anti- 
pater,  governor  of  Idumaea,  was  made  procurator 
of  Judaea,  Samaria  and  Galilee  by  Julius  Caesar. 
He  paved  the  way  to  the  throne  for  his  son  Herod 
the  Great.  With  the  fall  of  Judah  under  the 
Romans,  Idiunaea  disappears  from  history. 

The  names  of  several  Edomite  deities  are  known: 
Hadad,  Qaus,  Koz6,  and,  possibly,  Edom;  but  of 
the  religion  of  Edom  we  are  without  information. 
The  language  differed  little  from  Heb. 

W.  EwiNG 


EDOS,  e'dos  (*H8at«,  EdaU;  AV  Edes):  One 
who  agr^  to  put  away  his  foreign  wife  (1  Esd  9 
35);  caUed  Iddo,  AV  "Jadan,"  in  Ezr  10  43. 

EDREI,  ed'rS-I  OT^l^,  'edhre'l;  'ESpdiiv,  Edrd- 
ein): 

(1)  One  of  the  cities  of  Og,  not  far  from  Ashtaroth, 
where  the  power  of  his  kingdom  received  its  death- 
blow from  the  invading  Israelites  (Josh  12  4;  Nu 
21  33  ff,  etc).  It  seems  to  mark  the  western  limit 
of  Bashan  as  against  Salecah  on  the  E.  (Dt  8  10). 
It  was  given  to  Machir,  son  of  Manasseh  (Josh  IB 
31).  Onom  places  it  2i4  Rom  miles  from  Bostra. 
The  most  probable  identification  is  with  Der^ahf  a 
town  of  between  4,000  and  5,000  inhabitants,  on  the 
southern  lip  of  Whdy  Zeideh,  about  29  miles  as  the 
crow  flies  E.  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee.  It  is  the  center 
of  an  exceedingly  fruitful  district.  The  acciunu- 
lated  rubbish  in  the  town  covers  many  remains  of 
antiquity.  It  is,  however,  chiefly  remarkable  for 
the  extraordinary  subterranean  city,  as  yet  only 
partially  explored,  cut  in  the  rock  under  tlie  town. 
This  is  certainly  very  ancient,  and  was  doubtless 
used  by  the  inhabitants  as  a  refuge  in  times  of  stress 
and  peril.  For  a  description  see  Schumacher, 
Across  the  Jordan,  121  ff. 

(2)  A  place  not  identified,  between  Kedesh  and 
En-hazor  (Josh  19  37).  W.  Ewoa 

EDUCATION,  ed-ft-ka'shun: 

I.     Education  Defined 
II.     Education  in  Eablt  Ibbael 

1.  Nomadic  and  Agricultural  Periods 

2.  The  Monarchical  Period 

3.  Deuteronomlc  Legislation 

4.  Reading  and  Writing 
III.     Education  in  Lateb  Israel 

1.  Educational  Significance  of  the  Prophets 

2.  The  Book  of  the  Law. 

3.  Wise  Men  or  Sages 

4.  The  Book  of  Proverbs 

5.  Scribes  and  Levltes 

6.  Greek  and  Roman  Influences 

lY.     Education  in  New  Testament  Times 

1.  Subject  Matter  of  Instruction 

2.  Method  and  Aims 

3.  Valuable  Results  of  Jewish  Education 

4.  The  Preeminence  of  Jesus  as  a  Teacher 

5.  Educational  Work  of  the  Early  Disciples 
Litebature 

/.  Education  Defined. — ^By  education  we  under- 
stand the  sum  total  of  those  processes  whereby 
society  transmits  from  one  generation  to  the  next 
its  accumulated  social,  intellectual  and  religious 
experience  and  heritage.  In  part  these  processes 
are  informal  and  incidental,  arising  from  partici- 
pation in  certain  forms  of  social  life  and  activity 
which  exist  on  their  own  account  and  not  for  the 
sake  of  their  educative  influence  upon  the  rising 
generation.  The  more  formal  educative  processes 
are  designed  (1)  to  give  the  immature  members  of 
society  a  mastery  over  the  symbols  and  technique 
of  civilization,  including  language  (reading  and 
writing),  the  arts,  the  sciences,  and  religion,  and  (2) 
to  enlarge  the  fund  of  individual  and  community 
knowledge  beyond  the  measure  furnished  by  the 
direct  activities  of  the  immediate  environment 
(cf  Dewey,  art.  on  ''Education"  in  Monroe's  CE; 
cf  Butler,  ME). 

Religious  education  among  ancient  and  modem 
peoples  alike  reveals  clearly  this  twofold  aspect  of 
all  education.  On  its  informal  side  it  consists  in 
the  transmission  of  religious  ideas  and  experience 
by  means  of  the  reciprocal  processes  of  imitation 
and  example;  each  generation,  by  actually  par- 
ticipating m  the  religious  activities  and  ceremonies 
of  the  social  group,  imbibing  as  it  were  the  spirit 
and  ideals  of  the  preceding  generation  as  these  are 
modified  by  the  particular  economic  and  industrial 
conditions  under  which  the  entire  process  takes 
place.    Formal  religious  education  begins  with  the 
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conscious  and  systematic  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
mature  members  of  a  social  group  (tribe,  nation,  or 
religious  fellowship)  to  initiate  the  inmiature  mem- 
bers by  means  of  solemn  rites  and  ceremonies,  or 
patient  training,  or  both,  into  the  mysteries  and 
nigh  privileges  of  their  own  religious  fellowship  and 
experience.  As  regards  both  the  content  and  form 
of  this  instruction,  these  will  in  every  case  be  deter- 
mined by  the  type  and  stage  of  civihzation  reflected 
in  the  lue.  occupations^  habits  and  customs  of  the 
people.  Among  primitive  races  educational  method 
is  simpler  and  the  content  of  formal  instruction  less 
differentiated  than  on  higher  culture  levels  (Ames, 
PRE),  All  education  is  at  first  religious  in  the 
sense  that  religious  motives  and  ideas  predominate 
in  the  educational  efforts  of  all  primitive  peoples. 
The  degree  to  which  reUgion  continues  preeminent 
in  the  educational  system  of  a  progressive  nation 
depends  upon  the  vitality  of  its  religion  and  upon 
the  measure  of  efficiency  and  success  with  which 
from  the  first  that  religion  is  instilled  into  the  very 
bone  and  sinew  of  each  succeeding  generation.  Here 
lies  the  explanation  of  the  religious-educational 
character  of  Heb  national  life,  and  here,  too,  the 
secret  of  Israel's  incomparable  influence  upon  the 
religious  and  educational  development  of  the  world. 
The  religion  of  Israel  was  a  vital  religion  and  it  was 
a  teaching  religion  (Kent,  GTJC), 

IL  Education  in  Early  Etrael  (from  Patriarchal 
Times  to  the  Exile). — In  their  social  and  national 
development  the  Hebrews  passed  through  several 
clearly  marked  cultural  stages  which  it  is  important 
to  note  in  connection  with  their  educational  iiistory. 
At  the  earliest  point  at  which  the  OT  gives  us  any 
knowledge  of  them,  they,  like  their  ancestors,  were 
nomads  and  shepherds.  Their  chief  interest  cen- 
tered in  the  flocks  and  herds  from  which  they  gained 
a  livelihood,  and  in  the  simple,  useful  arts  that  seem 
gradually  to  have  become  hereditary  in  certain 
families.  With  the  settlement  of  the  Heb  tribes  in 
Pal  and  their  closer  contact  with  Canaanitish  cul- 
ture, a  more  established  agricultural  life  with  result- 
ing changes  in  social  and  religious  institutions  gradu- 
ally superseded  the  nomadic  stage  of  culture.  A 
permanent  dwelling-place  made  possible,  a^  the  con- 
tinual warfare  of  gradual  conquest  made  necessarv, 
a  closer  federation  of  the  tribes,  which  ultimately 
resulted  in  the  establishment  of  the  monarchy  under 
David  (W.  R.  Smith,  RS;  Davidson,  HE), 

In  these  earliest  cultural  periods,  both  the  no- 
madic and  the  agricultural,  there  was  no  distinct 
separation  between  the  spheres  of 
1.  Nomadic  religion  and  ordinary  life.  The  rela- 
and  Agri-  tion  of  the  people  to  Yahweh  was  con- 
cultural  ceived  by  them  in  simple  fashion  as 
Periods  involving  on  their  part  the  obligation 
of  filial  obedience  and  loyalty,  and  on 
Yahweh's  part  reciprocal  parental  care  over  them 
as  His  people.  The  family  was  the  social  unit  and 
its  head  the  person  in  whom  centered  also  reU^ous 
authority  and  leadership.  The  tribal  head  or  pa- 
triarch in  turn  combined  in  himself  the  functions 
which  later  were  differentiated  into  those  of  priest 
and  prophet  and  king.  Education  was  a  matter 
of  purely  domestic  interest  and  concern.  The  home 
was  the  onlv  school  and  the  parents  the  onlv  teach- 
ers. But  there  was  real  instruction,  all  of  which, 
moreover,  was  given  in  a  spirit  of  devout  religious 
earnestness  and  of  reverence  for  the  common  reli- 
gious ceremonies  and  beliefs,  no  matter  whether  the 
subject  of  instruction  was  the  simple  task  of  hus- 
bandry or  of  some  useful  art,  or  whether  it  was  the 
sacred  history  and  traditions  of  the  tribe,  or  the 
actual  performance  of  its  religious  rites.  Accord- 
ing to  Jos  {Ant,  IV,  viii,  12)  Moses  himself  had 
commanded,  '^All  boys  shall  learn  the  most  important 
parts  of  the  law  since  such  knowledge  is  most  val- 


uable and  the  source  of  happiness'';  and  again  he 
commanded  {A-pioUj  II,  25)  to  teach  them  the  rudi- 
ments of  learning  (reading  and  writing)  together 
with  the  laws  and  deeds  of  the  ancestors,  in  order 
that  they  might  not  transgress  or  seem  ignorant 
of  the  laws  oi  their  ancestors,  but  rather  emulate 
their  example.  Certain  it  is  that  the  earliest  legis- 
lation, including  the  Decalo|;ue,  emphasized  paren- 
tal authority  and  their  claim  on  tne  reverence  of 
their  children:  ''Honor  thy  father  and  thy  mother, 
that  thy  days  may  be  long  in  the  land  which  Jeh 
thy  God  pveth  thee"  (Ex  20  12);  "And  he  that 
smiteth  his  father,  or  his  mother,  shall  be  surely 
put  to  death.  And  he  that  curseth  his  father  or 
nis  mother,  shall  surely  be  put  to  death"  (Ex  21 
15.17);  while  every  father  was  exhorted  to  explain 
to  his  son  the  origin  and  significance  of  the  great 
Passover  ceremony  with  its  feast  of  unleavened 
bread:  "And  thou  shalt  tell  thy  son  in  that  day, 
saying.  It  is  because  of  that  which  Jeh  did  for  me 
when  I  came  forth  out  of  Egypt"  (Ex  18  8). 

The  period  of  conquest  and  settlement  developed 
leaders  who  not  only  led  the  allied  tribes  in  battle, 
but  served  as  judges  between  their 
2.  The  people,  and  were  active  in  the  main- 

Monarchical  tenance  of  the  ancestral  religion.  In 
Period  time,   sufficient   cooperation  was  ob- 

tained to  make  possible  the  organiza- 
tion of  strong  intertribal  leagues  and,  finally^  the 
kingship.  "This  increasing  political  unification," 
sa^s  Ames,  "was  accompanied  by  a  religious  con- 
sciousness which  became  ultimately  the  most  re- 
markable product  of  the  national  development" 
(Ames,  PRE,  174  f).  The  establishment  of  the 
kingdom  and  the  beginnings  of  city  and  commercial 
life  were  accompanied  by  more  radical  cultural 
changes,  including  the  differentiation  of  religious 
from  other  social  institutions,  the  organization  of 
the  priesthood,  and  the  rise  and  development  of 
prophecy.  Elijah,  the  Tishbite,  Amos,  tne  herds- 
man froin  Tekoa,  Isaiah,  the  son  of  Amoz.  were 
all  champions  of  a  simple  faith  and  ancient  religious 
ideals  as  over  against  the  worldly-wise  diplomacy 
and  sensuous  idolatry  of  the  surrounding  nations. 
Under  the  monarchv  also  a  new  religious  symbol- 
ism developed.  Yahweh  was  thought  of  as  a  king 
in  whose  hands  actually  lay  the  supreme  guidance 
of  the  state:  "Accordingly  the  organization  of  the 
state  included  provision  for  consulting  His  will  and 
obtaining  His  direction  in  all  weighty  matters" 
(W.  R.  Smith,  RS,  30).  Under  the  teachmg  of  the 
prophets  the  ideal  of  personal  and  civic  righteousness 
was  moved  to  the  very  forefront  of  Heb  religious 
thought,  while  the  prophetic  ideal  of  the  future  was 
that  of  a  time  when  the  earth  shall  be  full  of  the 
kaowledge  of  Jeh,  as  the  waters  cover  the  sea" 
(Isa  11  9),  when  all  "from  the  least  of  them  unto 
the  greatest  of  them"  shall  know  him  (Jer  81  34). 
Concerning  the  so-called  "schools  of  the  prophets" 
which,  in  the  days  of  Elijah,  existed  at  ^thel, 
Jericho  and  Gilgal  (2  K  2  3.5;  4  38  f),  and  prob- 
ably in  other  places,  it  should  be  noted  that  these 
were  associations  or  brotherhoods  estabhshed  for 
the  purpose  of  mutual  edification  rather  than  edu- 
cation. The  Bible  does  not  use  the  word  "schools" 
to  designate  these  fraternities.  Nevertheless  we 
cannot  conceive  of  the  element  of  religious  training 
as  being  entirely  absent. 

Shortly  before  the  Bab  captivity  King  Josiah 
gave  official  recognition  and  sanction  to  the  teach- 
ings of  the  prophets,  while  the  Deuter- 
8.  Deutero-  onomic  legislation  of  the  same  period 
nomic  strongly  emphasized  the  responsibility 

Legislation    of  parents  for  the  reUgious  and  moral 
instruction    and    training    of    their 
children.    Concerning  the  words  of  the  law  Israel 
is  admonished:   "Thou  shalt  teach  them  diligently 
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unto  thy  children,  and  shalt  talk  of  them  when  thou 
sittest  in  thy  house,  and  when  thou  walkest  by  the 
way,  and  when  thou  liest  down,  and  when  thou 
risest  up"  (Dt  6  7;  11  19).  For  the  benefit  of 
children  as  well  as  adults  the  law  was  to  be  written 
"upon  the  door-posts"  and  "gates"  (6  9;  11  20), 
and  "very  plainly"  upon  "great  stoneas"  set  up  for 
this  purpose  upon  the  hilltops  and  beside  the  altars 
(Dt  27  1-8).  From  the  Deuteronomic  period 
forward,  religious  trainingj  to  the  Jew  became  the 
synonym  of  education,  while  the  word  Tardhf  which 
orij^nally  denoted  simply  "Law"  (Ex  24  12;  Lev 
7  1;  26  46).  came  to  mean  "religious  instruction 
or  teaching,"  in  which  sense  it  is  used  in  Dt  4  44; 
5  1,  "This  is  the  law  which  Moses  set  before  the 
children  of  Israel:  ....  Hear,  O  Israel,  the  stat- 
utes and  the  ordinances  which  I  speak  in  vour  ears 
this  day.  that  ve  may  learn  them,  and  observe  to 
do  them*';  and  in  Prov  6  23, 

**For  the  commandment  Is  a  lamp;  and  the  law  is  light: 
And  reproofs  of  instruction  are  the  way  of  life.'* 

(aPs  19  8;  Prov  8  1;  4  2.) 

With  the  development  and  reorganization  of  the 
ritual,  priests  and  Levites,  as  the  guardians  of  the 
law,  were  the  principal  instructors  of 
4.  Reading  the  people,  while  piarents  remained  in 
and  charge  of  the  training  of  the  children. 

Writing  In  faDoilies  of  the  aristocracy  the  place 
of  the  parents  was  sometimes  taken  by 
tutors,  as  appears  from  the  case  of  the  infant  Solo- 
mon, whose  training  seems  to  have  been  intrusted 
to  the  prophet  Nathan  (2  S  12  25).  There  is  no 
way  of  determining  to  what  extent  the  common 
people  were  able  to  read  and  write.  Our  judgment 
that  these  rudiments  of  formal  education  in  the 
modem  sense  were  not  restricted  to  the  higher 
classes  is  based  upon  such  passages  as  Isa  29  11.12, 
which  distinguishes  between  the  man  who  "is 
learned"  (Ut.  "Imoweth  letters")  and  the  one  who 
is  "not  learned."  and  Isa  10  19,  referring  to  the 
ability  of  a  child  "to  write,"  taken  together  with 
such  facts  as  that  the  literary  prophets  Amos  and 
Micah  sprang  from  the  ranks  of  the  common  people, 
and  that  "the  workman  who  excavated  the  tunnel 
from  the  Virgin's .  Spring  to  the  Pool  of  Siloam 
carved  in  the  rock  the  manner  of  their  work"  (Ken- 
nedy in  HDB).  It  should  be  added  that  the  later 
Jewish  tradition  reflected  in  the  Talm,  Tg  and  Midr. 
and  which  represents  both  public,  elementary  ana 
college  education  as  highly  developed  even  in  pa- 
triarchal times,  is  generally  regarded  as  altogether 
untrustworthy. 

///.  EduetMtion  in  LtUer  Esrami  (from  the  Exile  to 
the  Birth  of  Christ). — ^The  national  disaster  that 
befell  the  Heb  people  in  the  downfall  of  Jems  and 
the  Bab  captivity  was  not  without  its  compensating, 
purifying  and  stimulating  influence  upon  the  reu- 

fious  and  educational  development  of  the  nation. 
Inder  the  pressure  of  adverse  external  circum- 
stances the  only  source  of  comfort  for  the  exiled 
people  was  in  the  law  and  covenant  of  Yahweh, 
wlme  the  shattering  of  all  hope  of  immediate  na- 
tional greatness  turned  the  thought  and  attention 
of  the  religious  leaders  away  n*om  the  present 
toward  the  future.  Two  t3rpes  of  Messianic  expec- 
tation characterized  the  religious  development  of 
the  exilic  period.  The  first  is  the  priestly,  material 
hope  of  return  and  restoration  reflected  in  the 
prophecies  of  Ezekiel.  The  exiled  tribes  are  to 
return  again  to  Jems;  the  temple  is  to  be  restored, 
its  ritucd  and  worship  purified  and  exalted,  the 
priestly  ordinance  and  service  elaborated.  The 
second  is  the  spiritualized  and  idealized  Messianic 
expectation  of  the  Second  Isaiah,  based  on  teach- 
ings of  the  earlier  prophets.  For  the  greatest  of 
Heb  prophets  Yahweh  is  the  only  God,  and  the  God 


of  all  nations  as  well  as  of  Israel.  For  him  Israel 
is  Yahweh's  servant.  His  instrument  for  revealing 
Himself  to  other  nations,  who,  when  they  witness 
the  redemption  of  Yahweh's  suffering  Servant,  will 
bow  down  to  Yahweh  and  acknowledge  His  rule. 
"Thus  the  trials  of  the  nation  lead  to  a  compre- 
hensive universalism  within  which  the  suffering 
Israel  gains  an  elevated  and  ennobling  explanation" 
(Ames,  PREf  185).  In  the  prophetic  vision  of 
E^kiel  we  must  seek  the  inspiration  for  the  later 
development  of  Jewish  ritual,  as  well  as  the  basis  of 
those  eschatological  hopes  and  expectations  which 
find  their  fuller  expression  in  the  apocalypse  of 
Dnl  and  the  kindred  lit.  of  the  later  cents.  The 
prophecies  of  the  Isaiahs  and  the  Messianic  hope 
which  these  kindled  in  the  hearts  of  the  faithful 
prepared  the  way  for  the  teachings  of  Jesus  con- 
cerning a  Divine  spiritual  kingdom,  based  upon  the 
personal,  ethical  character  of  the  individual  and 
the  mutual,  spiritual  fellowship  of  believers. 

The  educational  significance  of  the  prophetic 

writings  of  this  as  of  the  preceding  periods  is  that 

the  prophets  themselves  were  the  read 

1.  Edttca-  religious  leaders  and  representative 
tional  Sig-  men  {KvJUwrMiger)  of  the  nation.  In 
niflcance  advance  of  their  age  they  were  the 
of  the  heralds  of  Divine  truth;  the  watch- 
Prophets       men  on  the  moimtain  tops  whose  clear 

insight  into  the  future  detected  the 
significant  elements  in  the  social  and  religious  con- 
ditions and  tendencies  about  them,  and  whose  keen 
intellect  and  lofty  faith  grasped  the  eternal  prin- 
ciples which  are  the  basis  of  all  individual  and 
national  integrity  and  worth.  These  truths  and 
principles  they  impressed  upon  the  consciousness 
of  their  own  and  succeeding  generations,  thereby 
giving  to  future  teachers  of  their  race  the  essence 
of  their  message,  and  preparing  the  way  for  the 
larger  and  fuller  interpretation  of  religion  and  life 
contained  in  the  teachings  of  Jesus.  The  immedi- 
ate influence  of  their  teaching  is  explained  in  part 
by  the  variety  and  effectiveness  of  their  teacfiing 
method,  their  marvelous  simplicity  and  directness 
of  speech^  their  dramatic  emphasis  upon  essentials 
and  their  uitellisent  appreciation  of  social  conditions 
and  problems  about  them. 

The  immediate  bond  of  union,  as  well  as  the  text- 
book and  program  of  religious  instruction,  during 
the  period  of  the  captivity  and  su1> 

2.  The  se(]iuently,  was  the  Book  of  the  Law, 
Book  of         which  the  exiles  carried  with  them  to 
the  Law        Babylon.    When  in  458  BC  a  com- 
pany of  exiles  returned  to  Pal,  they, 

along  with  their  poorer  brethren  who  had  not  been 
carried  away,  restored  the  Jewish  community  at 
Jems,  and  imder  the  suzerainty  of  Persia,  founded 
a  new  nationalism,  based,  even  more  than  had  been 
the  earlier  monarchy^  upon  the  theocratic  concep- 
tion of  Israel's  relation  to  Yahweh.  During  tins 
period  it  was  that  writings  of  poets,  lawgivers, 
prophets  and  sages  were  brought  togetner  into  one 
sacred  collection  of  scrolls,  known  later  as  the  OT 
canon,  of  which  the  Torah  (the  law)  was  education- 
ally the  most  significant.  The  recognized  teachers 
of  this  period  included,  in  addition  to  the  priests 
and  Levites,  the  "wise  men,"  or  "sages"  and  the 
"scribes"  or  ^6ph*tim  (lit.  "those  learned  in  Scrip- 
tures"). 

Whether  or  not  the  sages  and  scribes  of  the  later 
post-exilic  times  are  to  be  regarded  as  one  and  the 

same  class,  as  an  increasing  number 
8.  Wise  of  scholars  are  inclined  to  believe,  or 
Men  or  thought  of  as  distinct  classes,  the  wise 
Sages  men  clearlv  antedate,   not  only  the 

^dph*r%mf  but  in  all  probability  all 
forms  of  book  learning  as  well.  Suggestions  of  their 
existence  and  function  are  met  with  in  earliest  times 
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both  in  Israel  and  among  other  nations  of  the  East. 
As  illustrations  of  their  appearance  in  preexilic 
OT  history  may  be  cited  the  references  in  2  S 14 
1-20;  1  K  4  32;  Isa  29  10.  It  is  no  lesser  per- 
sonage than  Kmg  Solomon  who,  both  by  his 
contemporaries  and  later  generations  as  welly  was 
regarded  as  the  greatest  representative  of  this 
earlier  group  of  teachers  who  uttered  their  wisdom 
in  the  form  of  clever,  epigrammatic  proverbs  and 
shrewd  sayings.  The  climax  of  Wisdom-teaching 
belongs,  however,  to  the  later  post-exilic  period. 
Of  the  wise  men  of  this  later  day  an  excellent 
description  is  preserved  for  us  in  the  Book  of  Ecclus 
(39  3.4.8.10;  cf  1  1-11): 

*'He  seeks  out  the  hidden  meaning  of  proverbe. 
And  is  conversant  with  the  subtUties  of  parables. 
He  serves  among  great  men. 
And  appears  before  him  who  rules; 
He  travels  through  the  land  of  strange  nations; 
For  he  hath  tried  good  things  and  evil  among  men. 

He  shows  forth  the  instruction  which  he  has  been 

taught. 
And  glories  in  the  law  of  the  covenant  of  the  Lord. 

Nations  shall  declare  his  wisdom, 

And  the  congregation  shall  tell  out  his  praise.'* 

Of  the  pedagogic  experience,  wisdom  and  learn- 
ing of  these  sages,  the  Book  of  Prov  forms  the  Bib. 
repository.     Aside  from  the  Torah  it 

4.  The  is  thus  the  oldest  handbook  of  edu- 
Book  of  cation.  The  wise  men  conceive  of 
Proverbs       life  itself  as  a  discipline.    Parents  are 

the  natural  instructors  of  their  chil- 
dren: 

"My  son,  hear  the  instruction  of  thy  father. 
And  forsake  not  the  law  of  thy  mother.*' 

—Prov  I  8. 

(Cf  4  1-4  fF;  6  20;  13  1.)  The  substance  of  such 
parental  teaching  is  to  be  the  'fear  of  Yahweh'  which 
"is  the  beginning  of  wisdom";  and  fidelity  in  the 
performance  of  this  parental  obligation  has  the 
promise  of  success : 

"Train  up  a  child  in  the  way  he  should  go. 
And  even  when  he  is  old  he  will  not  depart  from  it." 

—Prov  22  6. 

In  their  training  of  children,  parents  are  to  observe 
sternness,  not  hesitating  to  apply  the  rod  of  correo- 
tion,  when  needed  (cf  23  13.14),  yet  doing  so  with 
discretion,  since  wise  reproof  is  better  than  ''a 
hundred  stripes"  (17  10).  Following  the  home 
training  there  is  provision  for  f lurther  instruction  at 
the  hands  of  professional  teachers  for  all  who  would 
really  obtain  xmto  "wisdom"  and  who  can  afford 
the  time  and  expense  of  such  special  training.  The 
teachers  are  none  other  than  the  wise  men  or  sages 
whose  words  "heard  in  quiet"  (Eccl  9  17)  are  "as 
goads,  and  as  nails  well  fastened"  (12  11).  Their 
precepts  teach  diligence  (Prov  6  6-11),  chastity 
(7  6),  charity  (14  21),  truthfulness  (17  7)  and 
temperance  (21  17;  23  20.21.29-35);  for  the  aim 
of  all  Wisdom-teaching  is  none  other  than 

"To  give  prudence  to  the  simple, 
To  the  young  man  knowledge  and  discretion: 
That  the  wise  man  may  hear,  and  increaro  in  learning; 
And  that  the  man  of  understanding  may  attain  imto 
sound  counsels." — Prov  1  4.6. 

The  9dph*ritn  or  "men  of  book  learning"  were 

editors  and  interpreters  as  well  as  scribes  or  copyists 

of  ancient  and  current  writings.    As 

5.  Scribes  a  class  they  did  not  become  prominent 
and  Levites  until  the  wise  men,  as  such,  stepped 

into  the  background,  nor  until  the 
exigencies  of  the  situation  demanded  more  teachers 
and  teaching  than  the  ranks  of  priests  and  Levites. 
chareed  with  increasing  ritualistic  duties,  coula 
supply.  Ezra  was  both  a  priest  and  a  §dpher  (Ezr 
7  11;  Neh  8  1  f),  concerning  whom  we  read  that 
be  "set  his  heart  to  seek  the  law  of  Jeh,  and  to 


do  it,  and  to  teach  in  Israel  statutes  and  ordinances" 
(Ezr  7  10).  Likewise  the  Levites  often  appear 
as  teachers  of  the  law,  and  we  must  think  of  the 
development  of  sopherism  (scribism)  as  a  distinct 
profession  as  proceeding  very  gradually.  The  same 
IS  true  of  the  characteristic  Jewish  religious-edu- 
cational institution^  the  synagogue,  the  origin  and 
development  of  which  fell  within  this  same  general 
period  (cf  Synagogue).  The  pupils  of  the  ^oph*- 
rlm  were  the  Pharisees  (p^rushlm  or  "separatists") 
who  during  the  Maccabean  period  came  to  be  diB- 
tinguished  from  the  priestly  party  or  Sadducees. 

The  conquest  of  Persia  by  Alexander  (332  BC) 
marks  the  rise  of  Gr  influence  in  Pal.  Alexander 
himself  visited  Pal  and  perhaps  Jems 
6.  Greek  (Jos,  Anty  X,  i,  8),  befriended  the 
and  Roman  Jews  and  granted  to  them  the  privilege 
Influences  of  self-government,  and  the  main- 
tenance of  their  own  social  and  reli- 
gious customs,  both  at  home  and  in  Alexandria,  the 
new  center  of  Gr  learning,  in  the  founding  of  which 
many  Jews  participated  (see  Alexandria)  .  During 
the  succeeding  dynasty  of  the  Ptolemies,  Gr  ideas 
and  Gr  culture  penetrated  to  the  very  heart  of 
Judaism  at  Jems,  and  threatened  the  overthrow  of 
Jewish  social  and  religious  institutions.  The  Mac- 
cabean revolt  under  Antiochus  Epiphanes  (174- 
164  BC)  and  the  reestablishment  of  a  purified 
temple  ritual  during  the  early  part  of  the  Maccar 
bean  period  (161-^  BC)  were  the  natural  reaction 
against  the  attempt  of  the  Seleucidae  forcibly  to 
substitute  the  Gr  gymnasium  and  theater  for  the 
Jewish  synagogue  and  temple  (Felten,  NZ^  I,  83  f ; 
cf  1  Mace  1,  8,  9.  18  and  2  Mace  ^10).  The 
end  of  the  Maccabean  period  found  Phariseeism 
and  strict  Jewish  orthodoxy  in  the  ascendency  with 
such  Hellenic  tendencies  as  had  found  permanent 
lodgment  in  Judaism  reflected  in  the  agnosticism 
of  the  aristocratic  Sadducees.  The  establi^ment 
of  Rom  authority  in  Pal  (63  BC)  introduced  a  new 
determining  element  into  the  environmental  con* 
ditions  under  which  Judaism  was  to  attain  its  final 
distinguishing  characteristics.  The  genius  of  the 
Romans  was  practical,  legalistic  and  institutional. 
As  organizers  and  administrators  they  were  pre- 
eminent. But  their  religion  never  inspired  to  any 
exalted  view  of  life,  and  education  to  them  meant 
always  merely  a  preparation  for  life's  practical 
duties.  Hence  the  influence  of  Rom  authority  upon 
Judaism  was  favorable  to  the  development  of  a 
narrow  individualistic  Phariseeism,  ratner  than  to 
the  fostering  of  Gr  idealism  and  imiversalism.  With 
the  destruction  of  Jems  by  the  Romans  a  little 
more  than  a  cent,  later  (70  AD)  and  the  cessation 
of  the  temple  worship,  the  Sadducees  as  a  class 
disappeared  from  Judaism,  which  has  ever  since 
been  represented  by  the  Pnarisees  devoted  to  the 
study  of  the  law.  Outside  of  Jems  and  Pal,  mean- 
while, the  Jewish  communities  at  Alexandria  and 
elsewhere  were  much  more  hospitable  to  Gr  culture 
and  learning,  at  the  same  time  exerting  a  reciprocal, 
modifying  influence  upon  Gr  thought.  It  was,  how- 
ever, through  its  innuence  upon  early  Christian 
theology  and  education  that  the  Hellenistic  phi- 
losophy of  the  Alexandrian  school  left  its  deeper 
impress  upon  the  substance  and  method  of  later 
Christian  education. 

/K  Education  in  New  Testament  Timee  (from 
the  birth  of  Christ  to  the  end  of  the  Ist  cent.). — 
Elementary  schools:  Jewish  education  in  the  time 
of  Christ  was  of  the  orthodox  traditional  type  and 
in  the  hands  of  scribes,  Pharisees  and  learned  rabbis. 
The  home  was  still  the  chief  institution  for  the  dis- 
pensation of  elementary  instruction,  although 
synagogues,  with  attached  schools  for  the  young, 
were  to  be  found  in  every  important  Jewish  com- 
munity.   Public  elementary  schools,   other  than 
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those  connected  with  the  synagogues,  were  of  slower 
growth  and  do  not  seem  to  have  been  conunon  until, 
some  time  after  Joshua  ben  Gamala,  high  priest 
from  63-65  AD,  ordered  that  teachers  be  appointed 
in  every  province  and  city  to  instruct  children 
having  attained  the  age  of  6-7  years.  In  the 
S3magogue  schools  the  hazz&n^  or  attendant,  not 
infrequently  served  as  schoolmaster  (cf  School; 
S  choolmaster)  . 

As  in  earlier  times  the  Torah,  connoting  now  the 
sacred  OT  writings  as  a  whole,  though  with  empha- 
sis still  upon  the  law,  furnished  the 
1.  Subject-  subject-matter  of  instruction.  To  this 
Matter  of  were  added,  in  the  secondary  schools 
Instruction  (colleges)  of  the  rabbis,  the  illustra- 
tive and  parabolical  raobinical  inter- 
pretation of  the  law  (the  hagg&dhdh)  and  its  appli- 
cation to  daily  life  in  the  form  of  concise  precept 
or  rule  of  conduct  (the  hal&khdh).  Together  the 
hagg&dhdh  and  fialdkh&h  furnish  the  content  of  the 
Talm  (or  Talmuds),  as  the  voluminous  collections 
of  orthodox  Jewie^  teachings  of  later  cents,  came  to 
be  known. 

As  regards  teaching  method  the  scribes  and  rabbis 
of  NT  times  did  not  improve  much  upon  the  prac- 
tice of  the  §dph'rim  and  sages  of  ear- 
8.  Method  lier  cents.  Memorization,  the  exact 
and  Aims  reproduction  by  the  pupil  of  the  mas- 
ter's teaching,  rather  than '  general 
knowledge  or  culture,  was  the  main  objective. 
Since  the  voice  of  prophecv  had  become  silent  and 
the  canon  of  revealed  truth  was  considered  closed, 
the  intellectual  mastery  and  interpretation  of  this 
sacred  revelation  of  the  past  was  the  onlv  aim  that 
education  on  its  intellectual  side  could  have.  On 
its  practical  side  it  sought,  as  formerly,  the  incul- 
cation of  habits  of  strict  rituaUstic  observance, 
obedience  to  the  letter  of  the  law  as  a  condition  ot 
association  and  fellowship  with  the  selected  com- 
pany of  true  Israelites  to  which  scribes  and  Pharisees 
considered  themselves  to  belong.  The  success 
with  which  the  teachings  of  the  scribes  and  rabbis 
were  accompanied  is  an  evidence  of  their  devotion 
to  their  work,  and  more  still  of  the  psychological 
insight  manifested  by  them  in  utilizing  every  subtle 
means  and  method  for  securing  and  holding  the 
attention  of  their  pupils,  and  making  their  mem- 
ories the  trained  and  obedient  servants  of  an  edu- 
cationid  ideal.  The  defects  in  their  work  were 
largely  the  defects  in  that  ideal.  Their  theory  and 
philosophy  of  education  were  narrow.  "Their  eyes 
were  turned  too  much  to  the  past  rather  than  the 
present  and  future.''  Thev  failed  to  distinguish 
clearly  the  gold  from  the  dross  in  their  inherited 
teachings,  or  to  adapt  these  to  the  vital  urgent  needs 
of  the  common  people.  In  its  strug^  against 
foreien  cults  and  foreign  culture,  Judaism  had  in- 
cased itself  in  a  shell  of  stereotyped  orthodoxy,  the 
attempt  to  adapt  which  to  new  conditions  and  to  a 
constantly  changing  social  order  resulted  in  an 
insincere  and  shallow  casuistry  of  which  the  fan- 
tastic conglomerate  mass  of  Talmudic  wisdom  of 
the  4th  and  6th  cents,  is  the  lasting  memorial. 

Nevertheless,  "Jewish  education,  though  defect- 
ive both  in  matter  and  in  method,  and  tending  to 
fetter  rather  than  to  free  the  nund, 
8.  Valuable  achieved  four  valuable  results:  (1)  it 
Results  of  developed  a  taste  for  close,  critical 
Jewish  study;   (2)  it  sharpened  the  wits,  even 

Education  to  the  point  of  perversity;  (3)  it  en- 
couraged a  reverence  for  law  and  pro- 
duced desirable  social  conduct;  and  (4)  it  formed  a 
Powerful  bond  of  union  among  the  Jewish  people." 
'o  these  four  points  of  excellence  enumerated  by 
Davidson  (HBlt  80)  must  be  added  a  fifth  which, 
briefly  stated,  is  this:  (5)  Jewish  education  by  its 
consistent  teaching  of  lofty  monotheism,  and  its 


emphasis,  sometimes  incidental  and  sometimes 
outstanding,  upon  righteousness  and  holiness  of 
life  as  a  condition  of  participation  in  a  future  Mes- 
sianic ^ngdom,  prepared  the  way  for  the  Christian 
view  of  God  and  the  world,  set  forth  in  its  ori^nal 
distinctness  of  outUne  and  incomparable  simphcity 
in  the  teachings  of  Jesus. 

Jesus  was  more  than  a  teacher;   but  He  was  a 
teacher  first.    To  His  contemiK>raries  he  appeared 

as  a  Jewish  rabbi  of  exceptional  in- 
4.  The  Pre-  fluence  and  popularity.  He  used  the 
eminence  of  teaching  methods  of  the  rabbis; 
Jesus  as  a  gathered  tibout  Him,  as  did  they,  a 
Teacher        group  of  chosen  disciples    (learners) 

whom  He  trained  and  taught  more 
explicitly  with  a  view  to  perpetuating  through  them 
His  own  influence  and  work.  His  U)llowers  called 
Him  Rabbi  and  Master,  and  the  scribes  and  Phari- 
sees conceded  His  popularity  and  power.  He 
taught,  as  did  the  rabbis  of  His  time,  in  the  temple 
courts,  in  the  synagogue,  in  private,  and  on  the 
public  hi^way  as  the  exigencies  of  the  case  de- 
manded. His  textbook,  so  far  as  He  used  any,  was 
the  same  as  theirs;  His  form  of  speech  (parable  and 
connected  discourse),  manner  of  life  and  methods  of 
instruction  were  theirs.  Yet  into  His  message 
and  method  He  put  a  new  note  of  authority  that 
challenged  attention  and  inspired  confidence. 
Breaking  with  the  traditions  of  the  past  He  sub- 
stituted for  devotion  to  the  letter  of  the  law  an 
interest  in  men,  with  boundless  sympathy  for  their 
misfortune,  abiding  faith  in  their  worth  and  high 
destiny  and  earnest  solicitude  for  their  regeneration 
and  perfection.  To  say  that  Jesus  was  the  world's 
greatest  and  foremost  example  as  a  teacher  is  to 
state  a  fact  borne  out  by  every  inquiry,  test  and 
comparison  that  modem  educational  science  can 
apply  to  the  work  and  influence  of  its  great  creative 
geniuses  of  the  past.  Where  His  contemporaries 
and  even  His  own  followers  saw  only  "as  in  a  glass, 
darkly,"  He  saw  clearly:  and  His  view  of  God  ana 
the  world,  of  human  me  and  human  destiny,  has 
come  down  through  the  ages  as  a  Divine  revelation 
vouchsafed  the  world  in  Him.  Viewed  from  the 
intellectual  side,  it  was  the  life  philosophy  of  Jesus 
that  made  His  teachings  imperishable;  esthetically 
it  was  the  compassionate  tenderness  and  soUcitude 
of  His  message  that  drew  the  multitudes  to  Him; 
judged  from  the  standpoint  of  will,  it  was  the 
example  of  His  life,  its  purpose,  its  purity,  its  help>- 
fulness^  that  caused  men  to  follow  Him;  and  tested 
by  its  immediate  and  lasting  social  influence,  it  was 
the  doctrine,  the  ideal  and  example  of  the  human 
brotherliness  and  Divine  sonship,  that  made  Jesus 
the  pattern  of  the  great  teachers  of  mankind  in 
every  ape  and  generation.  With  a  keen,  penetratins 
insist  mto  the  ultimate  meaning  of  life,  He  reached 
out,  as  it  were,  over  the  conflicting  opinions  of  men 
ana  the  mingling  social  and  cultural  currents  of 
His  time  backward  to  the  fundamental  truths 
uttered  by  the  ancient  prophets  of  His  race  and 
forward  to  the  ultimate  goal  of  the  race.  Then 
with  simple  directness  of  speech  He  addressed  Him- 
self to  the  consciences  and  wills  of  men,  setting 
before  them  the  ideal  of  the  higher  life,  and  with 
infinite  patience  sought  to  lift  them  to  the  plane  of 
fellowship  with  Himself  in  thought  and  action. 

It  remained  for  the  disciples  of  Jesus  to  perpetuate 
His  teaching  ministry  and  to  organize  the  new 

forces  making  for  human  betterment. 
6.  Educa-  In  this  work,  which  was  distinctly 
tional  Work  religious-educational  in  character,  some 
of  the  found  a  field  of  labor   among  their 

Early  own  Jewish  kinsmen,  and  others,  like 

Disciples       Paul,  among  the  needy  Gentiles  (Gal 

1  16;  2  7;  1  Tim  2  7).  As  regards 
a  division  of  labor  in  the  apostoUc  church,  we  read 
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of  apostles,  prophets,  evangelists,  pastors  and 
teachers  (1  Cor  12  28;  Eph  4  11).  The  apostles 
were  the  itinerant  leaders  and  missionaries  of  the 
entire  church.  Their  work  was  largely  that  of 
teaching,  Paul  insisting  on  calling  himself  a  teacher 
as  well  as  an  apostle  (2  Tim  1  11;  1  Cor  4  17). 
The  prophets  were  men  with  a  special  message  Uke 
that  of  Agabus  (Acts  21  10.11).  The  evangelists 
were  itinerant  preachers,  as  was  Philip  (8  40), 
while  the  pastors,  also  called  bishops,  had  per- 
manent charge  of  individual  churches.  The  pro- 
fessional teachers  included  both  laymen  and  those 
ordained  by  the  laving  on  of  hands.  Their  work 
was  regarded  with  highest  honor  in  the  church  and 
conmiunity.  In  contrast  with  the  itinerant  church 
officers,  apostles  and  evangelists,  they,  like  the 
pastors,  resided  permanently  in  local  communities. 
With  this  class  the  author  of  the  Epistle  of  Jas 
identifies  himself,  and  there  can  be  little  doubt  that 
the  epistle  wMch  he  wrote  reflects  both  the  content 
and  form  of  the  instruction  which  liiese  earUest 
Christian  teachers  gave  to  their  pupils.  Before 
the  close  of  the  1st  cent,  the  religious  educational 
work  of  the  church  had  been  organized  into  a  more 
systematic  form,  out  of  which  there  developed 
g^^ually  the  catechumenate  of  the  early  post- 
apostolic  period  (see  Catechibt).  In  the  Did,  or 
Teachings  of  the  Apostles^  there  has  been  reserved 
for  us  a  textbook  of  relinous  instruction  from  this 
earlier  period  (Kent,  GTJC),  Necessarily,  the 
entire  missionary  and  evangelistic  work  of  the  apos- 
tolic church  was  educational  in  character,  and 
throughout  this  earliest  period  of  church  history  we 
must  think  of  the  work  of  apostles,  evangelists  and 
pastors,  as  well  as  that  of  professional  teachers,  as 
mcluding  a  <;ertain  amount  of  systematic  religious 
instruction.  See  further  Pedagogy;  School; 
Teacher;  Tutor. 

LiTSBATUBa. — ^Ames.  Ptyckclogy  of  Religiou*  Sxperi' 
tnee,  ch  x;  Box,  art.  '^Education/*  m  BB;  Butler,  Ths 
Meaning  of  Education:  Davidson,  History  of  Education; 
Dewey,  art.  "Educauon/*  in  Monroe's  Cyclopedia  of 
Education;  Bdershetm.  "The  Upbringing  of  Jewish  Chil- 
dren/' in  8JSL,  and  Life  and  Timet  of  Jeeue,  I,  225  f; 
Falrweather.  Background  of  the  OoepeU;  Felten,  "Schrift- 

Sriehrtea,  Synagqgen  u.  Schulen,  in  Neuteatameniliche 
',eitgeschichte,  I;  Oinsburg,  art.  "Education."  in  Kitto's 
Biblical  Cyclopedia;  Hiegemoser  u.  Bock.  Quellenbueh  u. 
Cberblick  d.  Oeechiehte  d.  Pddagogik;  Katzer,  arts.  "Jesus 
als  Lehrer"  and  "  Judenchristentum."  in  Rein's  Encyklo- 
pddiechee  Handbuch  d,  Pddagogik:  Kennedy,  art.  "Educa- 
tion." in  HDB,  I;  Kohler  and  Oudemann.  art  "Educa- 
tion" in  Jew  Bne,  V;  Kent,  Oreat  Teacher e  of  Judaiem 
and  Chrietianity  and  Makere  and  Teachers  of  Judaiem; 
Laurie,  Hietorical  Survey  of  Pre-Chrietian  Education; 
Lewit.  Daretellung  d.  theoretiechen  u.  praktiechen  Pddagogik 
im  jud.  AUertume;  Oehler.  art.  ''^Pftdagogik  d.  Alten 
Testaments."  in  Schmid's  Encyclopadie  d.  Qeeammten 
Ertiehunge- u.  Unterrichteweeen:  Schllrer,  "  Schrif tgelehr- 
samkelt,  Bchule  u.  Synagoge."  in  Oeechichte  d.  jud.volkee 
(fid  1907) ;  W.  R.  Smith,  Religion  of  the  Semite*:  Strauss- 
burger,  Oeechichte  d.  Unterrichte  bei  d.  lera^Uen;  von 
Rohden,  art.  "  Katechetik"  in  Rein's  EH  P. 

EDUTH,  6'duth  (Tl^T? ,  ^edhiUh,  "testimony,"  a 
technical  term  for  the  Ten  Commandments  or  for 
the  Law) :  In  Ps  00  title,  "set  to  Shushan  Eduth'' 
(lit.  "a  lily  [is]  the  testimony");  80  title,  "set  to 
Shoshannim  Eduth"  (lit.  "Ulies  [is]  the  testimony"). 
The  Heb  words  appear  to  be  intended  to  designate 
a  melody  by  the  first  few  words  ordinarily  asso- 
ciated with  it.    See  Psalms. 

EFFECT,  Wekt',  EFFECTUAL,  Wek'tft-al:  In 
the  OT,  RV  renders  "fulfilment^'  for  "eflFect"  in 
Esk  12  23  (Heb  ddbhdr,  "matter");  and  in  Jer 
48  30  "His  boastings  have  wrousdit  nothing"  for 
the  vaguer  "His  Ues  shall  not  so  effect"  of  A V.  In 
AV  of  the  NT,  "make  of  none  ^ect"  occurs  repeat- 
edly: as  the  tr  of  Gr  akurdd,  "render  void"  (Mt  16 
6;  Mk  7  13);  of  katargM,  "annul"  (Rom  8  3 
[AV  "make  without  effect"] :  4  14;  Gal  8  17);  and 
of  A;eru5^,  "make  empty"  (1  Cor  1  17).    RV  renders 


"make  of  none  effect"  in  Rom  8  3;  Gal  8  17; 
"make  void"  in  the  other  cases,  with  no  apparent 
reason  for  the  lack  of  uniformity.  Gr  energid  is  the 
opposite  in  meaning  of  kaiarged  above.  Its  deriv- 
ative energta,  "effective,"  is  rendered  "effectual" 
by  EV  in  1  Ck)r  16  9:  Philem  ver  6.  RV  dis- 
penses with  "effectual,  "effectually,"  in  the  other 
cases  where  AV  has  used  these  words  as  auxiliary 
in  the  tr  of  energed  or  of  en6rgeiaf  "working"  (2  Cor 
16;  Gal  2  8;  Eph  8  7;  4  16;  1  Thess  2  13; 
Jas  6  16).  F.  K.  Farr 

EGG  (HJ^S,  hSgOh;  «<v,  d6n;   Lat  <mtm):  An 

oval  or  spheroid  body  produced  by  birds,  fishes  and 
reptiles,  from  which  tneir  young  emerge  when  in- 
cuoatea  or  naturally  developed.  The  fertile  egg 
of  a  bird  consists  of  the  yolk,  a  small  disk  from  which 
the  embryo  develops,  the  albuminous  white,  and 
a  calcareous  shell.  The  most  ancient  records  prove 
that  eggs  have  been  used  as  an  article  of  diet  ever 
since  the  use  of  the  flesh  of  fowl  began.  Chickens 
were  unknown  in  Pal  in  the  days  of  Job,  so  that  his 
query  concerning  the  taste  of  the  white  of  an  egg 
might  have  refexred  to  those  of  pigeons,  ducks,  eggs 
taken  from  the  nests  of  geese  or  swans,  game  birds 
or  ostriches.  "Can  that  which  hath  no  savor  be 
eaten  without  salt?  Or  is  there  any  taste  in  the 
white  of  an  egg?*'  TJob  6  6,  RVm  "the  juice  of 
purslain").  InLk  11  12  there  is  every  possibility 
that  the  egg  of  our  common  domestic  fowl  is  referred 
to,  as  ''chickens"  (q.v.)  had  been  imported  and  were 
numerous  in  Pal  at  that  time.  "Or  if  he  shall  ask 
an  egg,  will  he  give  him  a  scorpion  7"  Tlie  reference 
in  Isa  69  5  is  to  the  eg|;  of  a  serpent,  and  is  figura- 
tive of  the  schemes  of  evil  men :  "They  hatch  adders' 
eggs,  and  weave  the  spider's  web:  he  that  eateth  of 
their  eggs  dieth;  and  that  which  is  crushed  breaketh 
out  into  a  viper."  Gene  Stratton-Pobteb 

EGLAH,  egOa  (nbjy,  'eghlSh,  "heifer*'):  Wife 
of  David  and  mother  of  Ithream  (2  S  8  5  ||  1  Ch 
8  3). 

EGLAIM,  eg'lArim  (pi$}^ ,  'eghlayim;  'Ayakil^ 
Agalelm) :  A  place  named  in  Isa  16  8,  possibly  in 
the  S.  of  Moab.  Onom  identifies  it  with  Agallim,  a 
village  8  Rom  miles  S.  of  Areopolis.  It  cannot  now 
be  identified. 

EGLATH-SHELISHIYAH,  eg'lathnshel-i-fihl'ya 
(n;tP^T|J  nbay,  'eghlaihshHUhiydh) :  Found  in  Isa  16 
5;  Jer  48  34  (Heb)  in  oracles  against  Moab.  AV 
tr"  "an  heifer  of  three  years  old";  RV  takes  it  as  the 
name  of  a  place,  but  ARVm  has  "a  heifer  three 
years  old,"  ace.  to  LXX.  In  the  former  case  strong 
and  unconquered  cities,  Zoar  and  Horonaim,  are 
compared  to  the  heifer  not  yet  broken  to  the  yoke. 
Such  use  of  "heifer"  is  not  infrequent  (cf  Jer  M 
20;  Hos  10  11,  etc).  The  majority  of  scholars, 
however,  take  it  as  a  place-name.  Some  would  react 
"the  third  Eglath,"  as  if  there  were  three  towns  of 
that  name.  No  probable  identification  has  been 
suggested.  W.  Ewinq 

EGLON,  eglon  O^bjy,  'eghlan,  "circle"):  A  king 
of  Moab  in  the  period  of  the  Judges  who,  in  aUiance 
with  Ammon  and  Amalek,  overcame  Israel  and  made 
Jericho  his  capital,  presumably  driven  across  the 
Jordan  by  the  turmoil  in  his  own  kingdom  which 
at  that  time  was  probably  being  used  as  a  battle 
groimd  by  Edom  and  the  desert  tribra  (cf  Gen  86 
35).  After  18  years  of  servitude  the  children  of 
Israel  were  delivered  by  Ehud  the  Benjamite.  who 
like  so  many  other  Benjamites  (cf  Jgs  1^  16)  was 
left-handed.  Under  the  pretext  of  carrying  a 
present  to  the  tyrant,  he  secured  a  private  interview 
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Egypt 
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and  assassinated  him  with  a  two-edged  sword  which 
he  had  carried  concealed  on  his  right  side  (Jgs  3 
19-22).  Ehud  made  his  escape,  rallied  the  children 
of  Israel  about  him  and  returned  to  conquer  the 
Moabites  (Jgs  3  30).  Ella  Davis  Lsaacs 

EGLON,  eg'Ion  dlbj^ ,  'egfUan;  »08oXXAji,  Odol- 
Idm) :  A  royal  Canaanite  city  whose  king  joined  the 
league  headed  by  Adonizedek  of  Jerus  against  the 
Gibeonites,  which  suffered  overwhelming  defeat  at 
the  hands  of  Joshua  (Josh  10).  Joshua  passed 
from  Libnah  to  Lachish,  and  from  Lachish  to  Eglon 
on  his  way  to  Hebron  (vs  31  ff).  It  was  in  the 
Shephelah  of  Judah  (16  39).  The  name  seems  to 
be  preserved  in  that  of  Khirbet  ^Ajlauy  about  10 
miles  W.  of  Beit  Jibrln.  Professor  Petrie,  however, 
thinks  that  the  site  of  TeU  Neilleh  better  suits  the 
requirements.  While  Khirbet  Ajldn  is  a  compara- 
tively modem  site,  the  city  at  Tell  Nejlleh  must 
have  been  contemporary  with  that  at  Tell  el-Hesy 
(Lachish).  It  lies  fully  three  miles  S.E.  of  Tell 
d'Hesy.  W.  Ewinq 

EGYPT,  e'jipt: 

I.     The  Country 

1.  The  Basis  of  the  LAQd 

2.  The  Nile  Valley 

3.  Earliest  Human  Remains 

4.  Climate 

5.  Conditions  of  Life 

6.  The  Nile 

7.  The  Fauna 

8.  The  Flora 

9.  The  Prehistoric  Races 
II.     The  History 

1.  1st  and  2d  Ages:  Prehistoric 

2.  3d  Age:   1st  and  lid  Dynasties 

3.  4th  Age:   IIId-YIth  Dynasties 

4.  5th  Age:  Yllth-XIVth  Dynasties 

5.  6th  Age:  XVth-XXIVth  Dynasties 

6.  7th  Age:  XXV th  Dynasty  to  Roman  Times 

7.  8th  Age:  Arabic 

8.  Early  Foreign  Connections 

III.  Thb  OT  Connections 

1.  Semitic  Connections 

2.  Abramic  Times 

3.  Circumcision 

4.  Joseph 

5.  Descent  into  Egypt 

6.  The  Oppression 

7.  The  Historic  Position 

8.  The  Plagues 

9.  Date  of  the  Exodus 

10.  Route  of  the  Exodus 

11.  Numbers  of  the  Exodus 

12.  Israel  in  Canaan 

13.  Hadad 

14.  Pharaoh's  Daughter 

15.  Shlshak 

16.  Zerakh 

17.  The  Ethiopians 

18.  Tahpanhes 

19.  Hopnra 

20.  The  Jews  of  Syene 

21.  The  New  Jerusalem  of  Oniah 

22.  The  Egyptian  Jew 

23.  Cities  and  Places  Alphabetically 

IV.  Thb  Civilisation 

1.  Language 

2.  Writing 

3.  Literature 

4.  Four  Views  of  Future  Life 

5.  Four  Groups  of  Gods 

6.  Foreign  Gods 

7.  Laws 

8.  Character 
Literature 

Egypt  (D'?'^3^1P,  migrayim;   ^  AtYvirrot,  he  Ai- 

guptos) :  Usually  supposed  to  represent  the  dual  of 
Misr,  referring  to  "the  two  lands.''  as  the  Egyptians 
called  their  country.  This  dualism,  however,  has 
been  denied  by  some. 

/.  The  Country , — ^Though  Egypt  is  one  of  the 
earliest  countries  in  recorded  history^  and  as  regards 

its  continuous  civilization,  yet  it  is  a 
1.  The  late  country  in  its  geological  history 

Basis  of  and  in  its  occupation  by  a  settled  pop- 
tfae  Land       ulation.    The  whole  land  up  to  Sil- 

sileh  is  a  thick  mass  of  Eocene  lime- 
stone, with  later  marls  over  that  in   the   lower 


districts.  It  has  been  elevated  on  the  E.,  up  to  the 
mountains  of  igneous  rocks  many  thousand  ft.  high 
toward  the  Red  Sea.  It  has  been  depressed  on  the 
W.,  down  to  the  Fayum  and  the  oases  below  sea- 
level.  This  strain  resulted  in  a  deep  fault  from  N. 
to  S.  for  some  hundreds  of  miles  up  from  the  Medi- 
terranean. This  fault  left  its  eastern  side  about  200 
ft.  above  its  western,  and  into  it  the  drainage  of  the 
olateau  poured,  widening  it  out  so  as  to  ^rm  the 
Nile  valley,  as  the  permanent  drain  of  Northeast 
Africa.  The  access  of  water  to  the  rift  seems  to 
have  caused  the  basalt  outflows,  which  are  seen  as 
black  columnar  basalt  S.  of  the  Fayum,  and  brown 
massive  basalt  at  Khankah,  N.  of  Cairo. 

The  gouging  out  of  the  Nile  valley  by  rainfall 
must  have  continued  when  the  land  was  300  ft. 
higher  than  at  present,  as  is  shown  bv 
2.  The  Nile  the  immense  falls  of  strata  into  col- 
Valley  lapsed  caverns  which  were  far  below 
the  present  Nile  level.  Then,  after 
the  excavations  of  the  valley,  it  has  been  submerg^ 
to  500  ft.  lower  than  at  present,  as  is  shown  by  the 
rolled  gravel  beds  and  deposits  on  the  tops  of  the 
water-worn  cliffs,  and  the  filUng  up  of  the  tributary 
vallevs — as  at  Thebes — by  deep  deposits,  through 
which  the  subsequent  stream  beds  have  been 
scoured  out.  The  land  still  had  the  Nile  source  30 
ft.  higher  than  it  is  now  within  the  himian  period, 
as  seen  by  the  worked  flints  in  hi^h  gravd  beds 
above  the  Nile  plain.  The  distribution  of  land  and 
water  was  very  different  from  that  at  present  when 
the  land  was  only  100  ft.  lower  than  now.  Such  a 
change  would  make  the  valley  an  estuary  up  to  S. 
of  the  Fayum,  would  submerge  much  of  the  western 
desert,  and  would  imite  the  Gulf  of  Suez  and  the 
Mediterranean.  Such  differences  would  entirely 
alter  the  conditions  of  animal  life  by  sea  and  land. 
And  as  the  human  period  began  when  the  water 
was  considerably  higher,  the  conditions  of  climate 
and  of  life  must  have  greatly  changed  in  the  earlier 
ages  of  man's  occupation. 

The  earhest  human  remains  belonging  to  the 
present  condition  of  the  countiy  are  large  palaeo- 
hthic  flints  found  in  the  side  valleys 
8.  Earliest  at  the  present  level  of  the  Nile.  As 
Human  these  are  perfectly  fresh,  and  not  rolled 
Remains  or  alterecf,  they  show  that  palaeolithic 
man  Uved  in  Egypt  xmder  the  present 
conditions.  The  close  of  this  palaeolithic  age  of 
hunters,  and  the  beginning  of  a  settled  population 
of  cultivators,  cannot  have  been  before  the  drving 
up  of  the  climate,  which  by  depriving  the  Nile  cm 
tributary  streams  enfeebled  it  so  that  its  mud  was 
deposited  and  formed  a  basis  for  agriculture.  From 
the  known  rate  of  deposit,  and  depth  of  mud  soil, 
this  chanee  took  place  about  10,000  years  ago.  As 
the  recorded  history  of  the  country  extends  7,500 
years,  and  we  know  of  two  prehistoric  ages  before 
that,  it  is  pretty  well  fixed  that  the  disappearance 
of  palaeolithic  man,  and  the  beginning  ot  the  con- 
tinuous civilization  must  have  been  al^ut  9,000  to 
10.000  years  ago.  For  the  continuation  of  this 
subject  see  the  section  on  "History"  below. 

The  climate  of  Egypt  is  unique  in  the  world.    So 
far  as  solar  heat  determines  it,  the  condition  is 
tropical;    for,  though  just  N.  of  the 
4.  The  tropic  which  lies  at  the  boimdary  of 

Climate  Eg^^pt  and  Nubia,  the  cloudless  con- 
dition fully  compensates  for  higher 
latitude.  So  far  as  temperature  of  the  air  is  con- 
cerned, the  climate  is  temperate,  the  mean  heat  of 
the  winter  months  being  52^  and  of  the  summer 
about  80^,  much  the  same  as  Italy.  This  is  due  to 
the  steady  prevalence  of  north  winds,  which  main- 
tain fit  conditions  for  active,  strenuous  work.  The 
rainlessness  and  dry  air  give  the  same  facility  of 
living  that  is  found  in  deserts,  where  shelter  is  only 
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needed  for  temperature  and  not  for  wet;  while  the 
inundation  provides  abuDdaat  moisture  for  the 
richest  crops. 

The  primitive  condition^only  recently  changed 
— of  the   crops   being  all   raised   during  five   cool 

months  from  November  to  April,  and 
6.  Condi-  the  inundation  covering  the  land  dur- 
tioni  of  ing  all  the  hot  weather,  left  the  popu- 

Life  lation    free    from    labor    during    the 

enervating  season,  and  only  required 
their  enerpes  when  work  was  possible  under  favor- 
able conditions.  At  the  same  time  it  gave  a  great 
opportunity  for  monumental  work,  as  any  amount 
of  labor  could  be  drawn  upon  without  the  smallest 
reduction  in  the  produce  of  the  country.  The 
great  atructuree  which  covered  the  land  gave  train- 
ing and  organiiation  to  the  people,  without  being 
any  drain  upon  the  welfare  of  the  country.  The 
inundation  covering  the  plain  also  provided  the 
easiest  transport  for  ereat  masses  from  thequanies 
at  the  time  when  labor  was  abundant.  Thus  the 
climatic  conditions  were  all  in  favor  of  a  great 
civilization,  and  aided  its  production  of  monuments. 
The  whole  mass  of  the  country  being  of  limestone, 
and  much  of  it  of  the  finest  quaUty,  provided  ma- 
terial tor  construction  at  every  point.  In  the  south, 
sandstone  and  granite  were  also  at  hand  upon  the 
great  waterway. 

The  Nile  is  the  great  factor  which  makes  life 
possible  in  Northeast  Africa,  and  without  it  Egypt 

would  onlybe  a  desolate  comer  oftfie 
6.  The  Nile  Sahara,     The  union  of  two  eaaentially 

different  streams  takes  place  at  Khar- 
tum. The  White  or  light  Nile  comes  from  the  great 
plains  of  the  Sudan,  while  the  Blue  or  dark  Nile 
deecends  from  the  mountains  of  Abyssinia.  The 
Sudan  Nile  from  Gondokoro  is  filtered  by  the  lakes 
and  thesurfrf  vegetation,  so  that  it  carripaUttlemud; 
the  Abyssinian  Nile,  by  its  rapid  course,  brings 
down  ail  the  soil  which  is  deposited  in  ^Egypt,  and 
which  forms  the  basis  for  cultivation,    lie  Sudan 


First  Cataract  of  the  Nile. 

Nile  rises  only  6  ft.  from  April  to  November;  while 

the  Abyssinian  Nile  rises  26  ft.  from  April  to  August. 
The  latter  makes  the  rise  of  the  inundation,  while 
the  Sudan  Nile  maintains  the  level  into  the  winter. 
In  Egypt  itself  the  unchecked  Nile  at  Aswan  rises 
25  ft.  from  the  end  of  May  to  the  beginning  of  Sep- 
tember; while  at  Cairo,  where  modified  by  the 
irriRation  system,  it  rises  16  ft.  from  May  to  the 
end  of  September.  It  was  usually  drained  off  the 
land  by  the  banning  of  November,  and  cultivation 
was  bcRUn.  The  whole  cultivable  land  of  Egypt 
is  but  the  dried-up  bed  of  the  great  river,  which 
fills  its  ancient  limits  during  a  third  of  the  year. 
The  time  taken  by  a  flush  of  water  to  come  down  the 
Nile  is  about  15  days  from  400  miles  above  Khartum 


to  Aswan,  and  about  6  days  from  Aswan  to  Cairo, 

or  80  to  90  miles  a  day,  which  shows  a  flow  of  3  to 
3^  miles  an  hour  when  in  flood. 

The  fauna  has  undergone  great  changes  during 

the  human  period.    At  the  close  of  the  prehistoric 

ace  there  are  represented  the  ^affe, 

7.  The  elepfaantN  wild  ox.  Uon,  leopard,  stag, 
Fatma  long-necked  gazelle  and   great   do^ 

none  of  which  are  found  in  the  historic 
period.  During  historic  times  various  kinds  of  ante- 
lopes have  been  exterminated,  the  hippopotamus 
was  driven  out  of  the  Delta  during  Rom  times,  and 
the  crocodile  was  cleared  out  of  Upper  Egypt  and 
Nubia  in  the  last  century.  Cranes  and  other  birds 
shown  on  early  sculptures  are  now  unknown  in  the 
country.     The  animals  still  surviving  are  the  wolf, 

i'ackai,  hyaena,  dogs,  icbneiunon,  jerboa,  rats,  mice, 
izards  (up  to  4  ft.  lon^)  and  snakes,  besides  a  great 
variety  of  birds,  admirably  fipirea  by  Whymper, 
Birda  of  Bgypl.  Of  tamed  animals,  the  ox,  sheep, 
goat  and  donkey  are  ancient;  the  cat  and  horse 
were  brought  in  about  2000  BC,  the  camel  was  not 
commonly  known  till  200  AD,  and  the  buffalo  was 
brought  to  Egypt  and  Italy  in  the  Middle  Ages. 

The  cultivated  plants  of  Egypt  were  numerous. 

In  ancient  times  we  find  the  maize  Idurrakj,  wheat, 

barley  and  lentil;  the  vine,  currant, date 

8.  The  palm,  dum  palm,  fig,  oUve  and  pome- 
Flora  granate;   the  onion,  garlic,  cucumber, 

melon  and  radish ;  the  aont  acacia,  syca- 
more and  tamarisk;  the  flax,  henna  and  clover;  and 
for  ornament,  the  lotus,  convolvulus  and  many 
others.  The  eictenflion  of  commerce  brought  in  by 
the  Gr  period,  the  bean,  pea,  ses^e,  lupin,  helbeh, 
colocasia  and  sugar-cane;  also  the  peach,  walnut, 
castor-oil  and  pear.  In  the  Rom  and  Arab,  ages 
came  in  the  chick  pea,  oats,  rice,  cotton,  orange  and 
lemon.  In  recent  times  have  come  the  cactus,  aloe, 
tomato,  Indian  com,  lebbek  acacia  and  beetroot. 
Many  European  flowering  and  ornamental  plants 
were  also  used  in  Bgypt  by  the  Greeks,  and  brought 
in  later  by  the  Arabs. 

The  original  race  in  Egypt  seems  to  have  been  of 
the  steatopygous  type  now  only  found  in  South 

Africa.    Figures  of  this  race  are  known 

9.  The  in  the  caves  of  France,  in  Malta,  and 
Prehistoric  later  in  Somaiiland.  As  this  race  was 
Races  still  known  in  Egypt  at  the  bc^^nning 

of  the  neolithic  civilization,  and  is  there 
represented  only  bv  female  figures  in  the  graves,  it 
seems  that  it  was  oeing  exterminated  by  the  new- 
comers and  only  the  women  were  kept  as  slaves. 

The  neolithic  race  of  Egypt  was  apparently  of  the 
Libyan  stock.  There  seems  to  have  been  a  single 
type  of  the  Amorites  in  Syria,  the  prehistoric  Egj-p- 
tians  and  the  Libyans;  this  race  had  a  high,  well- 
filled  head,  long  nose  slightly  aquiline,  and  short 
beard;  the  profile  was  upright  and  not  progna- 
thous, the  hair  was  wavy  brown.  It  was  a  better 
type  than  the  present  south  Europeans,  of  a  very 
capable  and  intelligent  appearance.  From  the 
objects  found,  and  the  religious  legends,  it  seems 
that  this  race  was  subdued  by  an  eastern,  and  prob- 
ably Arabian  race,  in  the  prehistoric  age. 

H.  7jS«  Halory. — The  founders  of  the  dynastic 
history  were  very  different,  having  a  profile  wilh 
nose  and  forehead  in  one  straight  line,  and  rather 
thick,  but  well-formed  lips.  Hiatorically  the  indi- 
cations point  to  their  coming  from  about  Somali- 
land  by  water,  and  crossing  into  Egypt  by  the  Kop- 
tos  road  from  the  Red  Sea.     The  lid  Dynasty  ^ave 

flace  to  some  new  blood,  probably  of  Sudany  origin. 
a  the  Vlth  and  Vllth  Dynasties  foreigners  poured 
in  apparently  from  the  N,,  perhaps  from  Crete, 
judging  by  their  foreign  products.  The  XVth  and 
XVIth  Dynasties  were  Hyksos,  or  Sem  "princes  of 
the  desert''  from  the  E.    The  XVIIth  and  XVIlIth 


Egypt 
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Dynastiea  were  Berber  in  origin.  The  XlXth 
Dynasty  was  largely  Sem  from  Syria.  The  XXIId 
Dynasty  was  headed  by  an  eastern  adventurer 
Sheshenq,  or  Shusinalc,  ''the  man  ot  Suaa,"  The 
XXVth  Dynasty  was  Ethiopian.  The  XXVIth 
Dynasty  was  Libyan.  The  Greeks  then  poured  into 
the  Delta  and  the  Fayum,  and  Hellenized  Egypt. 
"ITie  Roman  made  but  little  change  in  the  popula- 
tion ;  but  during  his  rule  the  Arab  began  to  enter  the 
eastern  side,  and  by  641  AD  the  Arab  conquest 
swept  the  land,  and  brought  in  a  large  part-^i*er- 
haps  the  majority— of  the  ancestors  o(  the  present 
inhabitants.  After  3  cents,  the  Tunisians — the  old 
libyaoB— conouered  Egypt  agmn.  The  later  ad- 
miniatrations  by  Syrians,  Cirnasaians,  Turks  and 
others  proba^  made  no  change  in  the  general 
population.  The  economic  changes  of  the  past 
cent,  have  brought  in  Greeks,  Italians  and  other 
foreigners  to  the  larpe  towns;  but  all  these  only 
amount  to  an  eightieth  of  the  population.  The 
Copts  are  the  descendants  of  the  very  mixed  Egyp- 
tians ot  Rom  age.  kept  separate  from  the  Arab  in- 
vaders by  their  Christianity.  They  are  mainly  in 
Upper  Egypt,  where  some  villages  are  entirely  Cop- 
tic, and  are  diHtiaguished  by  their  superior  clean- 
liness, rwilarity,  and  the  freedom  of  the  women 
from  untrtiolesome  seclusion.  The  Otpta,  though 
only  a  fifteenth  of  the  population;  have  always  had 
a  large  share  of  official  posts,  owing  to  their  intel- 
ligence and  ability  being  above  that  of  the  Mushm. 
In  dealing  with  the  history,  we  here  follow  the 
dating  which  was  believed  and   followed   by  the 

Egyptians  themselves.  All  the  monu- 
1.  1st  and  mental  remains  agree  with  this,  so  far 
Sd  Ages:  as  they  can  check  it;  and  the  various 
Prtthlfitoric    arbitrary  reductions   that  have   been 

made  on  some  periods  are  solely  due 
to  some  critics  preferring  their  internal  sense  to  all 
the  external  facts.  For  the  details  involved  in  the 
chronology,  see  HUtorical  Stvdiet,  II  (British  School 
of  Archaeology  in  Egypt).  The  general  outline  of 
the  periods  b  given  nere,  and  the  detailed  view  of 
the  connection  with  OT  history  is  treated  in  later 
sections. 

Ut  Age.— The  prehistoric  age  bepna  probably 
about  8000  BC,  as  soon  as  there  was  a  sufficient 
amount  of  Nile  deposit  to  attract  a  settled  popu- 
lation. The  desert  river  valley  of  Egypt  was  prob- 
ably one  of  the  latest  haunts  of  steatopygous  palaeo- 
lithic man  of  the  Bushman  type.  So  soon  as  there 
was  an  opening  for  a  pastoral  or  agricultural  people, 
he  was  forced  away  by  settlers  from  Libya.  These 
settlers  were  clad  in  goatskins,  and  made  a  small 
■    amount  of  pottery  by  Sand ;  they  knew  also  of  small 


_ _j   very   varied   and   exquisitely   regular, 

although  made  without  the  wheel.  Their  hard- 
stone  vases  are  finer  than  any  of  those  of  the  historic 
ages.  They  adapted  spinning,  weaving  and  wood- 
id  Age. — Upon  these  people  came  in  others  prob- 
ably from  the  E.,  who  brought  in  the  use  of  the 
Arab  face-veil,  the  belief  in  amulets,  and  the  Pers 
lapis  lazuh.  Most  of  the  previous  forms  of  pottery 
disappear,  and  nearly  all  the  productions  are  greatly 
altered.  Copper  became  common,  while  gold, 
silver  and  lead  were  also  known.  Heliopotis  was 
probably  a  center  of  rule. 

Sd  ^ffe.— About  5900  BC  a  new  people  came  in 
with  the  elements  of  the  art  of  writing,  and  a  stroiu 
poUtical  ability  of  organization.  Before  5800  BC 
they  had  established  kings  at  Abydos  in  Upper 


Egypt,  and  for  3  cents,  they  gradually  increased 
their  power.     On  the  carved  slates  which  they  have 

left,  the  standards  of  the  allied  tribes 
2.  3d  Age:  are  represented;  the  earliest  in  style 
1st  and  nd  Bhows  the  standard  of  Koptos,  the  next 
DynastleB      has  a  standard  as  far  N.  as  Hermopolis, 

and  the  latest  bears  the  standard  o( 
Letopolis,  and  shows  the  conquest  of  the  Fayum,  or 
perhaps  one  of  the  coast  lakes.     This  last  is  of  the 


.  ig  of  the  series  of  numbered  dynasties  begin- 
ning with  Mena,  at  about  6550  BC.  The  civiliza- 
tion rapidly  advanced.  The  art  was  at  its  beat 
under  the  third  king,  Zer,  and  thence  steadily  de- 
clined. Writing  was  still  idet^raphic  under  Mena, 
but  became  more  syllabic  and  phonetic  toward  the 
end  of  the  dynasty.  The  work  in  hardstone  was 
at  its  height  in  the  vases  of  the  early  part  ot  the  Ist 
Dynasty,  when  an  immense  variety  of  beautiful 
stones  appear.  It  greatly  fell  oft  on  reachine  the 
lid  Dynasty.  The  tombs  were  all  of  timber,  built 
in  large  pits  in  the  ground. 

4lh  Age— The  lid  Dynasty  fell  about  5000  BC, 
and  a  new  power  rapidly  rwsed  the  art  from  an 

almost  barbarous  state  to  its  highest 
8.  4th  Age:  triumphs  by  about  4750  BC.  when  the 
md-VItil  pyramid  building  was  started.  Khutu, 
Dynasties     the  builder  of  the  Great  Pyramid  in  the 

IVth  Dynasty,  was  one  ot  the  greatest 
rulers  of  Egypt.  He  organized  the  administration 
on  lines  which  lasted  for  ages.  He  reformed  the 
reUgious  system,  abolishing  the  endowments,  and 
substituting  moaels  for  the  sacrifice  of  animals.  He 
trained  the  largest  body  of  skilled  labor  that  ever 
appeared,   for   the   building   of  his   pyramid,   the 

Ctest  and  most  accurate  structure  tnat  the  world 
ever  seen.  The  statuary  of  this  age  is  more 
Utelike  than  that  of  any  later  age.  The  later  rei^ 
show  B(«ady  decay  in  the  character  of  work,  widt 
less  difpiity  and  more  superficiality  in  the  art. 


Great  Pyramid  ol  Ehufu. 

5th  Ape.— By  about  4050  BC,  the  decline  of  Egypt 
allowed  of  fre^  people  pressing  in  from  the  N.,  prob- 
ably connected  with  Crete.  There  are 
4.  Sth  Age:  few  traces  ot  these  invaders;  a  curious 
Vnth-  class  of  barbaric  buttons  used  as  seals 

XlVth  are  their  commonest  remains.    Prob- 

DynaBties  ably  the  so-called  "Hyksos  sphinxes" 
and  statues  are  of  these  people,  and 
belong  to  the  time  ot  their  attaining  power  in  Egypt. 
By  3600  BC,  the  art  developed  into  the  great  ages  of 
the  Xlth  to  the  Xllth  Dynasties  which  lasted  about 
2  cents.  The  work  is  more  scholastic  and  less  nat- 
urij  than  before;  but  it  is  very  beautiful  and  of 
splendid  accuracy.  The  exquisite  jewelry  of  Dab- 
shuT  is  ot  this  age.  After  some  centuries  of  decay 
this  civilization  passed  away, 

6lh  A^.— The  Sem  tribes  had  long  been  filtering 
into  Egypt,  and  Bab  Semites  even  ruled  the  land 
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about  2700  BC.     These  tribes  were  ruled  by 

entitled  "princes  of  the  desert,"  like 
B.  Sdi  Age:  the  Sem  Absha,  or  Abijshai,  shown  in 
XV th-  the  tomb  of  Beni-hasan,  as  coming  to 

XXIVth  settle  in  Egypt.  By  1700  BC  the  Ber- 
D;ii«ati«s  here  who  had  adopted  the  Egyp  eivil- 
iiation  pressed  down  from  the  «.,  and 
ejected  the  H^keos  rule.  This  opened  the  most 
flourishing  penod  of  £gyp  history,  the  XVIlIth 
Dynasty,  1587-1328  BC.  The  profusion  of  painted 
tombs  at  Thcbea,  which  were  copied  and  popular- 
ized by  Gajdner  Wilkinson,  has  made  the  fife  of 
thia  period  very  familiar  to  us.  The  immense 
temples  of  Kamak  and  of  Lugsor,  and  the  finest  of 
the  Tomba  of  the  Kinra  have  impressed  us  with  the 
royal   magnificence  of   this  age.    The   names  of 


I  (Shishak)  in  952  BC,  the  founder  of  the 
XXIId  Dynasty.  His  successors  gradually  decayed 
till  the  faU  of  the  XXIIId  Dynasty  in  721  BC. 
The  Ethiopian  XXVIth  Dynasty  then  held  E^ypt 
as  a  province  of  Ethiopia,  down  to  664  BC. 

7lh  Age. — It  is  hard  to  say  when  the  nest  age 


6.  7th  Age:  under  Psamtek  (Psammitichoe  1).  664- 
XXVth  610  BC,  and  continued  under  the  well- 

Dynas^      known  names  of  Necoh,  Hopbra  and 
Roman  Amasis  until  overthrown  by  the  Per- 

Times  sianB  in  525  BC.    From  405  to  342  the 

Egyptians  were  independent;  then  the 
Peimans  again  crushed  them,  and  in  332  they  fell 
into  the  hands  of  the  Macedonians  by  the  conquest 
of  Alexander. 


Thottunea  I  and  III,  of  tbe  great  queen  Eatshepeut, 
of  the  magnificent  Amenhotep  III,  and  of  the  mono- 
theist  reformer  Ak^enaton  are  among  those  best 
known  in  the  history.  Their  foreign  connections 
we  shall  notice  later. 

The  XlXth  and  XXth  Dynasties  were  a  period 
of  continual  deKradation  from  the  XVIlIth.  Even 
in  tbe  best  work  of  the  6th  Age  thei«  is  hardly  ever 
the  real  solidity  and  perfection  which  is  seen  in  that 
of  the  4th  or  5th  Ages.  But  under  the  Ramessides 
cheap  effects  and  showy  imitations  were  the  regu- 
lu*  system.  The  great  Rameses  II  was  a  great 
adyertiser,  but  inferior  in  power  to  half  a  dozen 
kings  of  the  previous  dynasty.  In  the  XXth 
Dynasty  one  of  tbe  royal  daughters  married  the 
high  pnest  of  Amen  at  Thebes;  and  on  the  unex- 
pected death  of  the  young  Rameses  V,  the  throne 
reverted  to  his  uncle  Rameses  VI,  whose  daughter 
then  became  the  heiress,  and  her  descendants,  the 
high  priests  of  Amen,  became  the  rightful  rulers. 
This  priestly  rule  at  Thebes,  beginning  in  1102  BC, 
was  balanced  by  a  purely  secukr  rule  of  the  north 
*t  Tanis  (Zoan).    These  lasted  until  the  rise  of 


The  Macedonian  Age  of  tiie  Ptolemies  was  one 
of  the  richest  and  most  brilliant  at  its  start,  but  soon 
faded  under  bad  rulera  till  it  fell  hopelessly  to  pieces 
and  succumbed  to  the  Rom  subjection  m  30  BC. 
From  that  time  Eoypt  was  ground  by  taxation,  and 
steadily  impoverished.  By  300  AD  it  was  loo  poor 
to  keep  even  a  copper  currency  in  circulation,  and 
barter  oecame  general.  Public  monuments  entirely 
ceased  to  be  erected,  and  Deciue  in  250  AD  is  the 
last  ruler  whose  name  was  writt«n  in  the  old  hiero- 
glyphs, which  were  thenceforwatd  totally  foi^tten. 
After  three  more  cents,  of  increasing  degradation 
and  misery,  the  Arab  invasion  burst  upon  the  land, 
and  a  few  thousand  men  rode  ttirough  it  and  cleared 
out  the  remaining  effete  garrisons  of  the  empir«  in 
611  AD. 


.d  helpless;    repeated 
poured  in,  and  Tor  a  generation  or  two 
7.  8th  Age:  there  was  no  chance  of  a  settlement.' 
Arabic  Gradually  the  majority  of  the  inhabi- 

tants were  pressed  into  Islam,  and  by 
about  800  AD  a  strong  government  was  establidieq 
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from  Bagdad,  and  Egypt  rapidly  advanced.  In 
place  of  being  the  moat  impoverished  country  it  be- 
came the  ricneat  land  of  the  Medilerranean.  The 
great  period  of  mediaeval  Egypt  was  under  the  guid- 
ance of  the  Mesopolamian  civilization,  800-969  AD. 
The  Tunisian  dominion  of  the  i'stimites,  969-1171, 
was  less  successful.  Occasionally  strong  rulers 
arose,  such  as  Salah-ed-Dtn  (Saladin),  but  the  ase 
of  the  Mamalukes,  1250-1577,  was  one  of  steady 
decline.  Under  the  Turkish  dominion,  1517; 
Eio'pt  was  split  up   into   many   half-independent 


8.  Early 


.J  continual  internal  feuds.  In  1771  Aly  ._,  .. 
slave,  succeeded  in  conquering  Syria.  The  French 
and  British  quarrel  left  Muhomed  Aly  to  rise  su- 
preme, and  to  guide  Egypt  for  over  40  years.  Again 
Egypt  conquered  Syria,  1S31-39,  but  was  compelled 
by  Europe  to  retreat.  The  opening  of  the  Suez 
Canal  (1869)  necessarily  led  to  the  subjection  of 
Egypt  to  European  direction. 

The  foreign  connections  of  Egypt  have  been 
brought  to  light  only  during  the  last  20  years.  In 
place  of  supposing  that  Egypt  was 
isolated  until  the  Gr  conquest,  we  now 
see  that  it  was  in  the  closest  commer- 
s  cial  relation  with  the  rest  of  the  world 
throughout  its  history.  We  have  al- 
ready noted  the  influencee  which  entered  b;^  con- 
Siest.  During  the  periods  of  high  civilization  in 
g3^t,  foreign  connections  came  into  notice  by 
exploration  and  by  trade.  The  lazuli  of  Persia  was 
imported  in  the  prehistoric  age,  as  well  as  the  emery 
of  Smyrna.  In  the  1st  Dynasty,  Egypt  conquered 
and  held  Sinai  for  the  eake  of  the  turquoise  mines. 
In  the  Illd  Dynasty,  large  fleets  of  ships  were  built, 
some  as  much  as  160  ft,  long;  and  the  presence  of 
much  pottery  imported  from  Crete  and  the  north, 
even  before  this,  points  to  a  Mediterranean  trade. 
In  the  Vth  Dynast3^  King  Unas  had  relations  with' 
Syria.  From  the  Xllth  Dynasty  cornea  the  de- 
tailed account  of  the  life  of  an  Egyptian  in  Pal 
(Sanehat);  and  Cretan  pottery  of  this  age  is  found 
traded  into  Egypt. 

///.  Old  Tettement  Connecft'oru.— The  Hyksos 

invasion  unified  the  rule  of  Syria  and  Egypt,  and 

Syrian  pottery  is  often  found  in  Egyp* 

I.  Semitic  of  this  age.  The  return  of  the  wave, 
ConnectionB  when  Egypt  drove  out  the  Hyksos,  and 

conquered  Sj^a  out  to  the  Euphrates, 
was  the  palest  expansion  of  Egypt.  Tahutmes  1 
set  up  his  etatuc  on  the'  Euphrates,  and  alt  Syria 
was  in  his  hands.  Tahutmes  111  repeatedly  raided 
Syria,  bringing  back  plunder  and  captives  year  by 
year  throughout  most  of  his  reign.  The  number 
of  Syrian  artiste  and  of  Syrian  women  brought  into 
E»T)t  largely  changed  the  style  of  art  and  the  stand- 
ai?  of  beauty.  Amenhotep  HI  held  all  Syria  in 
peace,  and  recorded  his  triumphs  at  the  Euphrates 
on  the  walla  of  the  temple  of  Soleb  tar  up  in  Nubia. 
His  monotheist  son,  Amenhotep  IV,  took  the  name 
of  Akhenaton,  "the  glory  of  the  sun's  disc,"  and 
established  the  wor^ip  of  the  radiant  sun  as  the 
Aton,  or  Adon  of  Syria.  The  cuneiform  letters 
from_  Tell  el-Amama  place  all  this  age  before  us  in 
detail.  There  are  some  from  the  kings  of  the  Amor- 
ites  and  Hittites,  from  Naharain  and  even  Baby- 
lonia, to  the  great  suzerain  Amenhotep  III.  There 
is  also  the  long  series  describing  the  gradual  loss  of 
Syria  under  Akhenaton,  as  written  by  the  governors 
and  chiefs,  of  the  various  towns.  The  main  letters 
are  summarized  in  the  Stiidenla'  Hulory  of  Egypt, 

II,  and  full  abstracts  of  all  the  iettere  are  in  Syria 
and  Egypt,  arranged  in  historical  order. 

Pal  was  rcconouered  by  Set  i  I  and  hia  son  Rameses 
II,  but  they  only  held  about  a  third  of  the  extent 
which  formerly  belonged  to  Amenhotep  III.     Mer- 


enptah,  son  of  Rameses,  also  raided  Southern  Pol. 
After  that,  it  was  left  alone  till  the  raid  of  Sheshenq 
in  933  BC.  The  only  considerable  assertion  of  Egyp 
power  was  in  Necoh's  two  raids  up  to  the  Euphral«B, 
IQ  609  and  605  BC.  But  Egypt  generally  held  the 
desert  and  a  few  minor  points  sJong  the  south  border 
of  Pal.  The  Ptolemies  seldom  possessed  more  than 
that,  their  aspirations  in  Syria  not  lasting  as  per- 
manent conquests.  They  were  more  successful  in 
holding  Cyprus. 


We  now  come  to  the  specific  connections  of  Egypt 
with  the  OT.    The  movement  of  the  family  of 

Abram  from  Ur  in  the  south  of  Meso- 
3.  Abrainic  potamia  up  to  Haran  in  the  north  (Oen 
Times  11  31)   and   thence   down   Syria  into 

Egypt  (Gen  13  5.10}  was  like  that  of 
the  earlier  Sem  "princes  of  the  desert,"  when  they 
entered  Egypt  as  the  Hyksos  kin^  about  2600  BC. 
Their  earEer  dominion  was  the  XVth  Dynasty  of 


has  been  partly  explained  by  Mr.  Huntington's  re- 
searches on  the  recurrence  of  dry  periods  in  Asia 
(Royal  Geogr.  Soc,  May  26,  1910;  The  Pulse  of 
Aaiaj.  Such  lack  of  rain  forces  the  desert  peoples 
on  to  the  cultivated  lands,  and  then  later  famines 
are  recorded.  The  dry  age  which  pushed  the  Arab 
tribes  on  to  the  Mediterranean  in  640  AD  was  suc- 
ceeded by  famines  in  E^pt  during  6  cents.  So  as 
soon  as  Abram  moved  into  Syria  a  famine  pushed 
him  on  to  Egypt  (Gen  13  10).  To  this  succeeded 
other  famines  in  Canaan  (Gen  36  1),  and  later  in 
both  Canaan  and  Egypt  (Gen  41  56;  43  1;  4T  13). 
The  migration  of  Aoram  was  thus  conditioned  by 
the  general  dry  period,  which  forced  the  second 
Hyksos  movement  of  which  it  was  a  part.  The 
cmture  of  the  Hyksos  was  entu^ly  itomadic,  and 
agrees  in  all  that  we  can  trace  with  the  patriarchal 
culture  pictured  in  Gen. 

Circumcision  was  a  very  ancient  mutilation  in 
Egypt,  and  is  still  kept  up  there  by  both  Muslim 
and  Christian.  It  was  firat  adopted 
3.  Circum-  by  Abram  for  IshmacI,  the  son  of  the 
cision  Egyp  Hagar  (Gen  U  3;    17  23),  be- 

fore Isaac  was  promised.  Hagar  mar- 
ried Ishmael  to  an  Egyptian  (Gen  31  21),  so  that 
the  IshmaeUtes,  or  Hagarenes,  of  Gilead  and  Moab 
were  three-quarters  Egyptian. 

At  Gerar,  in  the  south  of  Pal,  Egyptian  was  the 
prevailing  race  and  language,  as  the  general  of 
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Bopt 


Abimelech  waa  Phichol,  the  Ervp  name  Pa-khal, 

"the  Syrian,"  ehowing  that  the  Gerarites  were  not 
Syriane. 


equally  b 


_1  in  Egypt  >t  tbat 

I  In  later  periods  down  to  our 

_  . That  this  occurred  during  Ibo 

Hykaoa  period  la  shown  by  the  title  given 


<.  Joseph 

to  Joseph— A'^e**r"(^atAf**A) "(Gem  Vl  '43)  "which  la 
Abarakhu.  the  high  Bab  title.  The  names  Zftphnath- 
paaneah,  Asenatb.  and  Potlphcrah  have  been  variously 
equaled  In  Egyptian.  Navllle  seeing  lomu  ol  the  XVlllth 
Drnastr  In  tham,  but  8plegelb<^.  with  more  proba- 
UUty.  seeing  types  of  namea  of  the  XXIId  Dynasty  or 
later.  The  names  are  moat  likely  an  expansion  of  the 
oristoal  document:  but  there  is  not  a  slnnle  feature  or 
Inadent  In  the  relations  of  Joseph  to  toe  Egyptians 
which  Is  at  all  improbable  from  the  tiislory  and  dvlllza' 
tlon  that  we  know.     See  Joaspa. 

The  descent  into  EWpt  and  Bojoum  there  Bse  what 
might  be  expected  m  any  Sem  tribe  at  this  time. 
The  allocation  in  Goshen  (Gen  47  27) 
6.  Descent  was  the  most  suitable,  as  that  was  on 
into  Egypt  the  eastern  border  of  the  Delta,  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Wady  Tumilat,  and  was 
a  district  isolated  from  the  general  Egyp  population. 
The  whole  of  Goehen  is  not  more  than  100  sq.  miles, 
being  bounded  by  the  deserts,  and  by  the  large  Egyp 
city  of  Budastifl  on  the  W,  The  accounts  of  the 
embalming  for  40  days  and  mourning  for  70  days 
(Gen  GO  3),  and  putting  in  a  coffin  (Gen  SO  26) 
are  exact.  The  70  days  mourning  existed  both  in 
the  1st  Dynasty  and  in  the  XX  th. 

The  oppression  in  Egypt  b^an  with  a  new  king 
that  knew  not  Joseph.  This  can  hardly  be  other 
than  the  rise  of  the  Berber  conquerora 
6.  The  Op-  who  took  the  Delta  from  the  Hykaos 
pressioa  at  the  beginning  of  the  XVlIItb  Dy- 
nasty, 1582  EC,  and  expelled  the 
Hykaos  into  Syria.  It  could  not  be  later  than  this, 
as  the  period  of  oppression  in  Egypt  is  stated  at 
4  cents.  (Gen  IS  13;  Acts  7  6),  and  the  Exodus 
cannot  be  later  than  about  1220  BC,  which  leaves 
360  years  for  the  oppression.  Also  this  length  of 
iM>presBioQ  bars  any  much  earlier  date  for  the  Exo- 
dus.   Tbe  360  years  of  oppression  from  430  of  the 


Statue  of  Kameses  II  at  Luqaor. 


implies  that  he  was  over  40  when  his  family    . 
into  Egypt,  which  would  be  quite  conidatent  with 
the  history. 


The  store  cities  fathom  and  Raamses  are  the  utes 

TeU  el-Maskhuia  and  Tell  RotSb   in    the   Wady 

Tumilat,  both  built  by  Rameses  II  as 

7.  The  frontier  defences.    It  is  evident  then 

Historic  that  the  serving  with  rigor  was  under 
Poaitioa  that  king,  probably  in  the  earlier  part 
of  his  long  reign  of  67  years  (1300- 
1234  BC),  when  he  was  actively  campaigningin  Pal. 
This  is  ^own  in  the  narrative,  for  Moses  was  not 
yet  bora  when  the  ri^r  began  (Ex  1;  2  2),  and  he 
grew  up,  slew  an  Egyptian,  and  then  lived  long 
in  Midian  before  the  king  of  Egypt  died  (Ex  %  23), 
perhaps  40  or  50  years  after  the  rigorous  servitude 
Degan,  for  he  is  represented  as  being  80  at  the  time 
of  the  Exodus  (Dt  34  7).  These  numbers  are 
probably  not  precise,  but  as  a  whole  they  agree  well 
enough  with  Egyp  history.  After  the  king  died, 
Moses  returned  to  Egypt,  and  began  moving  to  net 
his  kin  away  to  the  eastern  deserta,  with  which  ne 
had  been  well  acquainted  in  his  exile  from  Egypt. 
A  harsher  servitude  ensues,  which  might  be  expected 
from  the  more  vigorous  reign  of  Merenptah,  after 
the  slackness  of  the  old  age  of  Rameses.    The  cam- 


Egypt. 

the  order  of  usual  seasonal 
troubles  in  Egypt,  from  the  red  un- 

8.  The  wholesome  Nile  in  June,  through  the 
Plagues  frogs,  insects,   hail  and  rain,   locusts, 

and  sandstorms  in  March.     The  death 
of  the  firstborn  was  in  April  at  the  Passover. 

The  date  of  the  Exodus  is  indicated  as  being  about 

1200  BC,  by  the  4  cents,  of  oppression,  and  by 

the  names  of  the  land  and  the  city 

9.  Date  of    of  Rameses  (Gen  47  4;  cf  Ex  1  11). 
the  Exodus  Thehistoricallimitisthatthe£kyptians 

were  inceaaantly  raiding  Pal  down  to 
1194  BC,  and  then  abandoned  it  till  the  invasion  of 
Shishak.  As  there  is  no  trace  of  these  Eg^  invasions 
duringall  the  upsand  downs  of  the  age  of  the  Judges, 
it  seems  imposaible  to  suppose  the  IsraeLtes  entered 
Canaan  till  after  1194  BC.  The  setting  back  of  the 
Exodus  much  earlier  has  arisen  from  taking  three 
simultaneous  histories  of  the  Judges  as  consecutive, 
as  we  shall  notice  fartber  on.  The  facts  stated  above, 
and  the  length  of  all  three  lines  of  the  priestly  gene- 
alogies, ^ree  completely  with  the  Egyp  history  in 
putting  the  Exodus  at  about  1220  BC,  and  the  entry 
mto  Canaan  about  1180  BC. 
The  route  of  the  Eiodus  was  first  a  concentration  at 
'  Solib.  in  the  VTady  Tumilat.  followed 
a  marcb  to_Suocoth.  a  geaeral  name  (or 

about  the  modem  NcAl 

turned  and  encamped  before  Pl-hablrotb, 
the  Eb>p  Fa-qaheret.  a  Serapoum.  Thus 
tumlnB  B.  to  the  W.  ol  the  Ked  Sea  Iwhich  then  ex- 
tended up  to  TtU  d-Matkhula).  they  had  a  Mlgdol 
tower  behind  tbem  and  Baal-iepbon  opposite  to  them. 
Tbey  were  thus  "entangled  In  the  land."  Then  tlie 
■tront;  east  wind  bared  the  shallowa.  and  mode  It  possible 
to  cross  the  gulf  and  reach  tlie  oppoaite  shore.  The; 
n  wmt  "three  days  In  the  wUdemess."  the  three  days' 

"-  — '■" — * '1   Marah.   the   bitler  spring  at 

.1,.  1 1 i,~i  "■iim.  which 


10.  Route       the  region  of  BedaWF  'booUis:  from  there 
of  the  ^  -^Ht?'"  '"  .^°  ^^i?  ."'.  t^e^wlldemess, 

Exodus 


route  without  w 


i  reached  Elim.  i 
"■      »ndel.    T' 

jf  this  ao 

ite  down  the  W. 
it  tgree  with  any  other 
look  for  any  different 

e  Ion*  been 

culty.    On  the  one  hand  are  the  censuallsts(Nul,  Sand 


Ides  children  and  a 

hKnnf  *h»  t?*  12  37.38:  38  28;  Nu  1  46;  H  21). 
oers  or  tne  5;,  tj^,  ^^f^g^  ^^^^^  there  are  the  enact 
Exodus  statements  of  there  being  22.273  firstborn, 

that  Is.  fathers  of  families  (N'u  3  43).  and 
that  40,000  armed  men  entered  Canaan  with  Joaliua 
(Josh  4  13).  also  the  35,000  who  fought  at  Ai  (Josh  B 
3.12).  and  the  32,000  who  fought  against  Mldlan  [Jga 
T  3).     Besides  these,  there  are  the  general  oonsidraatioaB 
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„ , .D  Ooahen, 

that  tbe  Amalokilas  wltn  wtiom  the  IsrwUtee  were 
equkl^  m&tched  (Ei  IT  HI  could  Dot  have  exceeded 
about  B.OOO  In  Hln^l.  that  Moses  Judged  all  disputsa.  and 
that  two  mldvlvBa  atteaded  all  the  iBraellle  births,  which 
wauM  be  140  a  daj  oa  a  population  ot  600.000.  Bvl- 
doitly  the  statemenla  ot  Dumtien  are  oon' 
Um  external  evidence  Is  all  In  accord  with  L 

Propoaala  to  reduce  arbitrarily  the  larger 

been  frequent:  but  there  ie  one  Ukely  line  of . 
■tandfaut  that  may  have  orlglnaled  the  Increase,    in  ine 
oeoiua  llita  of  the  tribe*,  moat  of  the  hundreds  Id  the 
numbers  are  400  or  SOO.  others  are  near  thoee.  and  there 

le  whatever  on  000.  100,  »00  or  900.     Evidently 

■    ■     -  .j_..i.i,-.i J-     Nowln 


it  only  S.OOO  to  lO.OOO  people  ci 


■TV  none  wnaHJver  on  <^ju.  i\n/,  oiv  or  viv.     a 
Uw  buDdreds  are  Independent  of  the  thousaiidj. 


wrltins  tl 
priginSl  11 


King  Merenptah. 


.i  tents,  £dd  people, 

imblBuous.  and  a  later  compiler  Bight  wen 
>6.S06.    In  thb  way  the  whole  census  ot  5B8 


fluctuate  more  tl 

oetuus,  and  that  t 

populations  of  Ooahen  ai , 

all  agree  with  this  reading  ot  the  lists.  Tbeul 

beyond  the  Egyptian  period  are  dealt  with  Id  Bnrt  aitd 
JiratJ,  4S,  55.    Bee  SzonitB,  IV. 

Two  points  need  notice  here  oa  incidentally  bear- 
ing on  the  Eeyp  connections:    (I)  the  Iiiraelit«s  in 

Pal  before  the  Exodue,  indicat«d  by 
13.  Israel  Merenptah  triumphing  over  them  there 
In  Canaui     before  1230  EC,  and  the  ruds  duricg 

the  Egyp  residence  {1  Ch  7  21);  (2) 
the  triple  history  of  the  Judges,  west,  north,  and 
east,  each  totaling  to  120  years,  in  accord  with  the 
length  of  the  four  priestly  genealogies  (1  Ch  6  4- 
8.22-28.33-35.39-43.44-47),  and  showi—  "•-'  "■- 
dates  are  about  1220  BC  the  Exodus,  ] 


The  connections  with  the  monarchy  soon  begin. 
David  and  Joab  attacked  Edom  (2  S  8  14),  and 
Hadad,  the  young  king,  was  carried 
18.  Hadad  off  by  his  servants  to  Egypt  for  safety. 
The  Pharaob  who  received  and  sup- 
ported him  must  have  been  Siamen,  the  king  of 
Zoan,  which  city  was  then  an  independent  capital 
apart  from  the  priest  kings  of  Thebes  (1  K  11  15- 


22).  Hadad  was  married  to  the  Egyp  queen's  sis- 
ter when  he  grevr  up,  probably  in  the  reign  of  Par 
sebkhanu  II, 

The  Pharaoh   whose  daughter   was   married  to 
Solomon  must  have  been  the  same  Pasebkhanu;  be 

reigned  from  987-952  BC,  and  the 
U.  Pba-  marriage  was  about  970  in  the  middle 
raob's  of   the    reign.     Another   daughter   of 

Daughter      Pasebkhanu  was  K&ramat,  who  was 

the  wife  of  Shishak.  Thus  Solomon 
and  Shishak  married  two  sisters,  and  their  aunt  was 
queen  of  Edom.  This  throws  light  on  the  politics 
of  the  kingdoms.  Probably  Solomon  had  some 
child  by  Pharaoh's  daughter,  and  the  E^ptians 
would  expect  that  to  be  the  heir.  Sitishak^  inva- 
sion, on  the  death  of  Solomon,  was  perhaps  based 
upon  the  right  of  a  nephew  to  the  throne  of  Judah. 
The  invasion  of  Shishak  (Egyp,  Sheshenq)  took 
place  probably  at  the  end  of  his  reign.     His  troops 

were  Lubim  (Libyans),  Sukkim  (men 

15.  Shishak  of  Succoth,  the  east  border)  and  Kush- 

im  (Ethiopians).  The  account  of  the 
war  is  on  the  side  of  the  great  fore-court  at  Kamak, 
which  shows  long  lists  of  places  in  Judah,  agreeing 
with  the  subjugation  reconled  in  1  K  14  25.26,  and 
2  Ch  la  2-4. 

ZenUdi,  or  Usarkon,  was  the  next  kin^  of  £^ypt, 
the  son  of  Karamat,  Solomon's  sister-in-law.    He 

invaded  Judah  unsuccessfully  in  003 

16.  Zerakh  BC    (2  Ch  U  9)    with    an  army  of 

Ijbyans  and  Sudanis  (2  Ch  16  8).  A 
statue  ot  the  Nue,  dedicated  by  him.  and  naming 
his  descent  from  Karamat  and  Pasebkhanu,  is  in 
the  British  Museum. 

After  a  couple  of  cents,  the  Ethiopian  kings  inter- 
vened,   Sbabska  was  appointed  viceroy  of  E^pt 

by  his  father  Piankhy,  and  is  described 

17.  The  by  the  Asavrians  as  Sibe,  commander- 
Ethiopiana    in-«hief  of  Muzri,  and  by  the  Hebrews 

as  Sua  or  So,  king  of  Egypt  (2  K  17 
4).  Tirhakah  next  appears  as  a  viceroy,  and  Hese- 
kiah  waswamedagainsttrustiagtohim  (2  K  19  9), 
These  two  kin^  touch  on  Jewish  history  during 
thdr  viceroyalties,  before  tbeir  full  reigns  began. 
Necoh  next  touches  on  Judah  in  his  raid  to  Car- 
ehemish  in  609  BC,  when  he  slew  Josiah  for  oppos- 
ing him  (2  K  33  29.30:  2  Ch  SB  20-24). 

After  the  takhig  of  Jerua,  for  fear  of  vengeance 
for  the  insurrection  of  Ishmael  (2  K  2S  25.^;  Jer 

40,  41,  43),  the  remnant  of  the  Jews 

18.  Tah-  fled  to  the  hontier  fortress  of  Egypt, 
panhes  Tahpanhes,  Tehapbnehes,  Gr  Daphnae, 

mod.  Defenneh,  about  10  miles  W.  of 
the  present  Suez  Canal  (Jer  43  7-13).  The  brick 
pavement  in  front  of  the  entrance  to  the  fortress 
there,  in  which  Jeremiah  hid  the  stones,  has  been 
uncovered  and  the  fortress  completely  planned.  It 
was  occupied  by  Greeks,  who  there  brought  Gr  words 
and  things  into  contact  with  the  traveling  Jews  for 
a  couple  of  generations  before  the  fall  of  Jems. 

The  prophecy  that  Hophra  would  be  delivered  to 
them  tbat  sought  his  life  (Jer  44  30)  was  fulfilled, 

as  be  was  kept  captive  by  his  successor. 

19.  Hophra  Amaais,  for  3  years,  and  after  a  brief 

attempt  at  liboly.  he  was  strangled. 
The  account  of  the  Jews  settled  in  Egypt  (Jer  44]) 
is  singularly  illustrated  by  the  Aram.  Jewish  papyri 
found  at  Syene  (Aswan).  These  snow 
30.  The  the  use  of  Aram,  and  of  oaths  by  Yahu, 
Jews  at  as  stated  of  5  cities  in  Egypt  (Isa  19 
Syene  18).     The  colony  at  Syene  was  well-to- 

do,  though  not  rich ;  they  were  house- 
holders who  possessed  all  their  property  by  regular 
title-deeds,  who  executed  marriage  settlements,  and 
were  fully  used  to  Utigation,  bavins  in  deeds  of  sale 
a  clause  that  no  other  deed  coiildf  bo  valid.  The 
temple  of  Yahu  filled  the  space  between  two  roads, 
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Egypt 


and  faced  upon  3  houses,  implying  a  building  about 
60  or  70  ft.  wide.  It  was  built  ofhewn  stone,  with 
stone  columns,  7  gates,  and  a  cedar  roof.  It  was 
destroyed  in  410,  after  lasting  from  before  Cam- 
byses  in  525  BC,  and  a  petition  for  rebuilding  it 
was  granted  in  407. 

The  most  flourishing  period  of  the  Jews  in  Egypt 

was  when  Oiiiah  IV,  the  son  of  the  rightful  high  pnest 

Oniah,  was  driven  from  Jems  by  the 

21.  The  abolition  of  Jewish  worship  and  ordi- 
New  Jem-  nances  under  Antiochus.  In  170  BC 
Mlem  of  he  fled  to  Egypt,  and  there  established 
Oniah  a  new  Jerus  with  a  temple  and  sacrifices 

as  being  the  only  way  to  maintain  the 
Je¥nsh  worship.  Oniah  IV  was  a  valiant  man,  gen- 
eral to  queen  Cleopatra  I;  and  he  offered  to  form 
the  Jew^  conmiunity  into  a  frontier  guard  on  the 
£.  of  Egypt,  hating  the  Syrians  to  the  uttermost,  if 
the  Jews  misht  form  their  own  community.  They 
so  dominateothe  eastern  Delta  that  troops  of  Caesar 
could  not  pass  from  Syria  to  Alexandria  without 
their  assent.  The  new  Jerus  was  20  miles  N.  of 
Cairo,  a  site  now  known  as  Tell  elrYehudiyeh,  The 
great  mound  of  the  temple  still  remains  there,  with 
the  Passover  ovens  beneath  it.  and  part  of  the  mas- 
sive stone  fortifications  on  the  front  of  it.  This 
remained  a  stronghold  of  free  Judaism  until  after 
Titus  took  Jerus;  and  it  was  only  when  the  Zealots 
tried  to  make  it  a  center  of  insurrection,  that  at 
last  it  was  closed  and  fell  into  decay.  Jos  is  the 
original  authority  for  this  history  (see  Egypt  and 
Israel,  97-110). 

The  Jew  in  Egypt  followed  a  very  different  de- 
velopment from  the  Bab  Jew,  and  this  Egyp  type 

largely  influenced  Christianity.    In  the 

22.  The  colony  at  Syene  a  woman  named 'Trust 
Egyptian  Yahveh''  had  no  objection  to  swearing 
Jew  by  the  Egyp  goddess  Seti  when  making 

an  Egyp  contract;  and  in  Jer  44  15- 
19,  the  Jews  boasted  of  their  heathen  worship  in 
Egypt.  Oniah  had  no  scruple  in  establishing  a 
temple  and  sacrifices  apart  from  Jerus.  without  any 
of  the  particularism  of  the  Maccabean  zealots. 
Philo  at  Alexandria  labored  all  his  life  for  the  union 
of  Jewish  thought  with  Gr  philosophy.  The  Her- 
metic books  show  how,  from  500  to  200  BC,  religious 
thought  was  developing  under  eclectic  influence  of 
Egyp,  Jewish,  Pers,  Indian  and  Gr  beUefs.  and 
prooucinK  the  tenets  about  the  second  Goa,  the 
Eternal  Son,  who  was  the  Logos,  and  the  types  Of 
Conversion,  as  the  Divine  Ray,  tne  New  Birth,  and 
the  Baptism.  Later  the  Wisdom  lit.  of  Alexandria. 
200-100  BC,  provided  the  basis  of  thought  and 
simile  on  which  the  Pauline  Epp.  were  built.  The 
l^reat  wrench  in  the  history  of  the  chiu-ch  came  when 
it  escaped  from  the  Bab-Jewish  formalism  of  the 
Captivity,  which  ruled  at  Jerus,  and  grew  into  the 
wider  range  of  ideas  of  the  Alexandrian  Jews. 
These  ideas  had  b^n  preserved  in  Egypt  from  the 
days  of  the  monarchy,  and  had  developed  a  great 
body  of  religious  thought  and  phraseology  from 
their  eclectic  connections.  The  relations  of  Chris- 
tianity with  Erarpt  are  outside  our  scope,  but  some 
of  them  will  beTound  in  Egypt  and  Israel,  124-41. 

The  Egyp  cities,  places  and  peoples  named  in  the 
OT  may  Driefly  be  noted.    Aven  (Ezk  80  17)  or 

On  (Gen  41  45)  is  the  ^An  of  Egyptian, 
28.  Cities  the  Gr  Heliopolis,  now  Matarieh,  7 
and  Places  miles  N.  of  Cairo.  It  was  the  seat 
Alphabeti-  of  prehistoric  government,  the  royal 
coUy  emblems  were  kept  there  as  the  sacred 

relics  of  the  temple,  and  its  high  priest 
was  "the  tge&t  seer.''  one  of  the  greatest  of  the 
reUgious  officials.  The  schools  of  Heliopolis  were 
celebrated,  and  it  seems  to  have  always  been  a  cen- 
ter of  learning.  The  site  is  now  marked  by  the 
great  inclosure  of  the  temple,  and  one  obelisk  of 


Senusert  (Xllth  Dynasty).  It  was  here  that  the 
Egyp  kings  had  at  their  installation  to  come  and 
bathe  in  the  lake  in  which  the  sun  bathes  daily,  the 
^  Ainesh-Shems,  or  ''Lake  of  the  Sun"  of  the  Arabs, 
connected  with  the  fresh  spring  here  which  Chris- 
tian tradition  attributes  to  the  visit  of  the  Virgin 
and  Child.  The  great  sycamore  tree  here  is  the 
successor  of  that  under  which  the  Virgin  is  said  to 
have  rested. 

BAAii-ZBpHON  was  a  shrine  on  the  eastern  site  of 
the  head  of  the  Red  Sea,  a  few  miles  S.  of  Ismaili- 
yeh;  no  trace  is  now  known  of  it  (Ex  14  2). 

CusHiM  or  Ethiopians  were  a  part  of  the  Egyp 
army  of  Shishak  and  of  Usarkon  (2  Ch  12  3;  16 
8).  The  army  w^as  in  4  brigades,  that  of  Ptah  of 
Memphis,  central  Egypt:  that  of  Amen  of  Thebes, 
Southern  Egypt  anaEtniopia;  that  of  Set  of  the 
eastern  frontier  (Sukkim) ;  and  that  of  Ra,  Heliop- 
olis and  the  Delta. 

Goshen  was  a  fertile  district  at  the  west  end  of 
the  Wady  Tumilat,  40  to  50  miles  N.E.  of  Cairo. 
It  was  bounded  by  the  deserts  on  the  N.  and  S.E., 
and  by  the  Egyp  city  of  Bubastis  on  the  W.  Its 
area  was  not  over  100  sq.  miles;  it  formerly  sup- 
ported 4,000  Bedawin  and  now  about  12,000  cul- 
tivators. 

LuBiM.  the  Libyans  who  formed  part  of  the  Egyp 
army  as  light-armed  archers,  from  very  early  times. 

MiGDOL  is  the  name  of  any  tower,  familiar  also  as 
Magdala.  It  was  applied  to  some  watchtower  on 
the  W.  of  the  Red  Sea,  probably  on  the  high  land 
above  the  Serapeum. 

.  No  is  Thebes,  in  Assyr  Nia,  from  the  Egyp  Nu, 
"the  city."  This  was  the  capital  of  the  Xllth 
Dynasty,  and  of  the  XVIIth-XXIst  Dynasties. 
Owing  to  the  buildings  being  of  sandstone,  which  is 
not  ol  much  use  for  reworking,  they  have  largely 
remained  since  the  desolation  of  the  city  under 
Ptolemy  X.  The  principal  divisions  of  the  site  are: 
(1)  Kafnak,  with  tne  temple  of  the  Xllth  Dynasty, 
built  over  by  all  the  successive  kings  of  the  XVIIIth 
Dynasty,  and  enlarged  by  Seti  I  and  Rameees  YL, 
and  by  Shishak,  Tirhakah,  and  the  Ptolemies.  The 
whole  temple  of  Amon  and  its  subsidiary  temples 
form  the  largest  mass  of  ruins  that  is  known.  (2) 
Luqsor,  the  temple  to  commemorate  the  divine 
birth  of  Amenhotep  III  (1440  BC),  added  to  by 
Rameses  II.  (3)  The  funerary  temples,  bordering 
the  western  shore,  of  the  kings  of  the  XVIIIth  to 
XXth  Dynasties.  These  have  mostly  been  de- 
stroyed, by  the  unscrupulous  quarrying  done  by 
each  king  on  the  work  of  his  predecessors;  the  only 
temple  in  fair  condition  is  that  of  Rameses  III, 
which  is  left  because  no  later  king  required  its 
material  for  building.  (4)  The  great  cemetery,  rang- 
ing from  the  splendid  rock  halls  of  the  Tombs  of  the 
Kings,  covered  with  paintings,  down  to  the  himiblest 
graves.  For  any  detailed  account  see  either  Bae- 
deker's or  Murray's  Guides,  or  Weigall's  Guide  to 
Antiquities. 

NopH,  the  Egyp  Men-nofer,  Gr  Memphis,  now 
Mitraheny,  12  imles  S.  of  Cairo.  This  was  the  capi- 
tal from  the  foundation  at  the  beginning  of  tne 
dynasties.  Thebes  and  Alexandria  sharea  its  im- 
portance, but  it  was  the  seat  of  government  down 
to  the  Arab  invasion.  In  Rom  times  it  was  as 
large  as  London  N.  of  the  Thames.  The  outl3ring 
parts  are  now  all  buried  by  the  rise  of  the  soil,  but 
more  than  a  mile  length  of  ruins  yet  remains,  which 
are  now  being  regularly  worked  over  by  the  British 
School.  The  heart  of  the  city  is  the  great  metro- 
politan temple  of  Ptah,  nearly  ail  of  which  is  now 
under  10  feet  of  soil,  and  under  water  most  of  the 
year.  This  is  being  excavated  in  sections,  as  it  is 
all  private  property.  At  the  north  end  of  the  ruins 
is  the  palace  mound,  on  which  has  been  cleared  the 
palace  of  Apries  (Hophra).    Other  temples  have 
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been  located,  as  well  as  the  foreign  quarter  con- 
taining early  Gr  pottery  and  the  temple  of  Proteus 
namea  by  Herodotus  (see  MemphiSf  I,  11,  III). 

Pathros  is  the  usual  name  for  Upper  Egypt  in  the 
prophets.    It  is  the  Egyp  Pa-ta-res, '  'the  south  land . ' ' 

PiBESETH  is  the  Egjrp  Pa-Bast,  Gr  Bubastis.  at  the 
eastern  side  of  the  Delta,  the  city  of  the  cat-neaded 
goddess  Bast.  The  ruins  are  still  large,  and  the 
temple  site  has  been  excavated,  producing  sculptures 
from  the  IVth  Dynasty  onward. 

PrFHOM  is  the  Egyp  Pa-Tum,  the  city  of  the  Sun- 
god  Tiun  or  Atmu,  who  was  worshipped  on  the  E. 
of  the  Delta.  The  site  has  remains  of  the  fortress 
of  Rameses  II,  built  by  the  IsraeUtes,  and  is  now 
known  as  Tell  el^MaakhvJta,  11  miles  W.  of  Isnoailia. 

Raamses  is  the  other  city  built  by  the  Israelites, 
now  TeJl  Rotab,  20  miles  W.  of  Ismailia.  A  walled 
camp  existed  here  from  early  times,  and  the  temple 
of  ItEuneses  was  built  on  the  top  oi  the  older  ruins. 
A  large  part  of  the  temple  front  is  now  at  Philadel- 
phia, excavated  by  the  British  School. 

Sin  is  the  Gr  Pelusiiun,  Assyr  SiinUf  Arab.  Tinehy 
now  some  desolate  mounds  at  the  extreme  E.  coast 
of  Egypt. 

SuccoTH  was  the  district  of  ''booths,"  the  eastern 
part  of  the  Wady  Tumilat.  It  was  written  in 
Egyp  Thuku  and  abbreviated  to  Thu  in  which  form 
it  appears  as  a  Rom  name.  The  people  of  Succoth 
were  Sukkim,  named  in  the  army  of  Shishak  (2  Oh 
12  3). 

Syene,  Heb  S*wenSkj  mod.  Astvariy  the  southern 
border  town  of  Egypt  at  the  Cataract.  The  greater 
part  of  the  old  town  was  on  the  island  of  Elephan- 
tine. There  the  Jewish  papyri  were  found,  and  that 
was  probably  the  Jewish  settlement  with  tne  temple 
of  Yahu.  The  town  on  the  eastern  bank — the  pres- 
ent Aswan — was  of  less  importance. 

Tahpanhes,  Tehafhnehes,  Gr  Daphnae,  Arab. 
Tell  Defeneh.  This  was  the  first  station  on  the 
Syrian  road  which  touched  the  Nile  canals,  about 
10  Doiles  W.  of  Kantara  on  the  Suez  Csmal.  It 
seems  to  have  been  founded  by  Psammetichus  about 
664  BC,  to  hold  his  Gr  mercenaries.  The  fort,  built 
by  him,  abounded  in  Gr  potteiy,  and  was  nnally 
desolated  about  566  BC,  as  described  by  Herodotus. 
The  fort  and  camp  have  been  excavated;  and  the 
pavement  describe  by  Jeremiah  (ch  43),  as  op- 
posite to  the  entrance,  has  been  identified. 

Zoan,  Gr  Tanis,  Arab.  San.  is  about  26  miles 
from  the  Suez  Canal,  and  sligntly  more  from  the 
coast.  The  ruins  of  the  temple  are  surrounded  by 
the  wall  of  Pasebkhanu,  80  ft.  thick  of  brickwork, 
and  a  ring  of  town  ruins  rises  high  around  it.  The 
temple  was  built  in  the  Vlth  Dynasty,  adorned  with 
many  statues  in  the  Xllth  and  Xlllth  Dynasties, 
and  under  Rameses  II  had  many  large  granite 
obelisks  and  statues,  esp.  one  colossus  of  the  king 
in  red  granite  about  90  ft.  high.  It  is  probable  that 
the  Pharaoh  Uved  here  at  the  time  of  the  Exodus. 

/v.  The  CwUixaHon. — We  now  tiu^  to  some  out- 
line of  the  civilization  of  the  Egyptians.  The  lan- 
guage had  primitive  relations  with  the 
1.  Lan-  Sem  and  the  Libyan.  Perhaps  one 
guage  conmion  stock  has  separated  into  three 

languages — Sem.  Egyp  and  Libyan. 
But  though  some  basal  words  and  grammar  are  in 
common,  all  the  bulk  of  the  words  of  daily  life  were 
entirely  different  in  the  three,  and  no  one  could  be 
said  to  be  derived  from  the  other.  Egyp,  so  far 
as  we  can  see,  is  a  separate  language  without  any 
connection  as  close  as  that  between  the  Indo-Euro- 
pean group.  From  its  proximity  to  Syria,  Sem 
loan  words  were  often  introduced,  and  became 
common  in  the  XVIIIth  Dynasty  and  fashionable 
in  the  XlXth.  The  language  continually  altered, 
and  decayed  in  the  later  periods  until  Coptic  is  as 
different  from  it  as  Italian  is  from  Latin. 


The  writing  was  at  first  ideographic,  using  a  sym- 
bol for  each  word.    GraduaUy,  signs  were  used 
phonetically;  but  the  symbol,  or  some 

2.  Writiiig    emblem  of  the  idea  of  the  word,  con- 

tinued to  be  added  to  it,  now  called 
a  determinative.  From  syllabic  signs  piu-ely  alpha- 
betic signs  were  produced  by  clipping  and  decay, 
so  that  l>y  1000  to  500  BC  the  writing  was  ^most 
alphabetic.  After  that  it  became  modifi^  by  the 
influence  of  the  short  Gr  alphabet,  until  by  200  AD 
it  was  expressed  in  Gr  letters  with  a  few  extra  signs. 
The  actual  signs  used  were  elaborate  pictures  of  the 
objects  in  the  early  times,  and  even  down  to  the 
later  periods  very  detailed  signs  were  carved  for 
monumental  purposes.  But  as  early  as  the  1st 
Dynasty  a  very  much  simplified  current  hand  had 
been  started,  and  during  the  pyramid  period  this 
became  hardly  recognizable  from  the  original  forms. 
Later  on  this  current  hand,  or  hieratiCf  is  a  study 
by  itself  and  was  written  much  more  fully  than  the 
hieroglyphs  on  monuments^  as  its  forms  were  so 
corrupt  that  an  ample  spellmg  was  needed  to  iden- 
tify the  word.  By  about  800  BC  begins  a  much 
shortened  set  of  signs,  still  more  remote  from  their 
origins,  known  as  demotic,  which  continued  as  the 
popular  writing  tiU  Rom  times.  On  public  decrees 
the  hieroglyphic  and  demotic  are  both  given,  showing 
that  a  knowledge  of  one  was  useless  for  reading  the 
other,  and  that  they  were  separate  studies. 

The  literature  b^ns  during  the  p3rramid  period, 
before  4000  BC,  with  biographies  and  collections  ot 

maxims  for  conduct;  these  show  well- 

3.  Liter-  regulated  society,  and  would  benefit 
ature  any  modem  community  in  which  they 

were  followed.  In  the  Xllth  Dynasty 
tales  appear,  occupied  with  magic  and  foreign  travel 
and  wonders.  A  long  poem  in  praise  of  the  king 
shows  very  regular  versification  and  system,  of  the 
type  of  Ps  136y  the  refrain  differing  in  each  stanza 
and  being  probably  repeated  in  chorus,  while  the 
independent  lines  were  sung  by  the  leader.  In  the 
XVlIIth  Dynasty,  tales  of  character  begin  to  de- 
velop and  show  much  skill,  long  annals  were  recorded, 
and  in  the  XlXth  Dynasty  there  is  an  elaborate 
battle  poem  describing  the  valor  of  Rameses  II. 
At  about  700  BC  there  is  a  considerable  tale  which 
describes  the  quarrels  of  the  rival  chiefs,  and  the 
great  fight  regulated  like  a  tournament  by  which 
the  differences  were  settled.  Such  are  the  principal 
literary  works  apart  from  business  documents. 

The  reli^on  of  Egypt  is  an  enormous  subject^nd 
that  by  which  Egypt  is  perhaps  most  known.    Here 

we  can  only  give  an  outline  of  the 

4.  Four  growth  and  subdivisions  of  it.  There 
Views  of  never  was  any  one  relisdon  in  Egypt 
Future  Life  during  historic  times.    There  were  at 

least  four  religions,  all  incompatible, 
and  all  believed  in  at  once  in  var3dng  degrees.  The 
different  reUgions  can  best  be  seen  apart  by  their 
incongruity  regarding  the  future  life. 

(1)  The  dead  wandered  about  the  cemetery  seek- 
ing food,  and  werepartly  fed  by  the  goddess  in  the 
sycamore  tree.  They  therefore  needed  to  have 
plates  of  food  and  jars  of  water  in  the  tomb,  and 
provided  perpetually  by  their  descendants  in  front 
of  the  doorway  to  the  grave.  The  deceased  is  rep- 
resented as  looking  out  over  this  doorway  in  one 
case.  Here  came  in  the  great  principle  of  substi- 
tution. For  the  food,  substitute  its  image  which 
cannot  decay,  and  the  carved  table  of  offerings 
results.  For  the  farmstead  of  animals,  substitute 
its  carved  image  on  the  walls  and  the  animal  sculp- 
tures result.  For  the  life  of  the  family,  substitute 
their  carved  figures  doing  all  that  was  wanted,  sac- 
rificing and  serving,  and  Uie  family  sculptures  Ksult. 
For  the  house,  substitute  a  model  upon  the  grave, 
and   the   pottery   soul-houses   appear   with    their 
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furniture  and  provisions.  For  the  servants,  put 
their  figures  doing  household  work,  and  their  service 
is  eternal.  For  the  master  himself,  put  the  most 
lifelike  image  that  can  be  made,  and  his  soul  will 
occupy  that  as  a  restful  home  fitted  for  it.  This 
principle  is  still  believed  in.  Funeral  offerings  of 
food  are  still  put  even  in  Muslim  graves,  and  a 
woman  will  visit  a  grave,  and,  removing  a  tile,  will 
talk  through  a  hole  to  her  dead  husband. 

(2)  The  dead  went  to  the  kingdom  of  Osiris,  to 
which  only  the  good  were  admitted,  while  the  evil 
were  rejected,  and  oonsimied  either  by  monsters  or 
by  fire.  This  heavenly  kingdom  was  a  complete 
duplicate  of  the  earthly  life.  They  planted  and 
reaped,  sported  and  played.  And  as  the  Egyp 
felicity  consisted  in  making  others  work  for  them, 
so  each  man  was  provided  with  a  retinue  of  serfs  to 
cultivate  the  land  for  him.  These  luihabti  figures 
in  later  times  usually  number  400,  and  often  1  m  10 
of  them  is  clad  as  an  overseer.  A  special  chapter 
of  the  Book  of  the  Dead  is  to  be  recited  to  animate 
them,  and  this,  more  or  less  abbreviated,  is  often 
inscribed  upon  the  figures. 

(3)  The  dead  joined  the  company  of  the  immortal 
gods,  who  float  on  the  heavenly  ocean  in  the  boat  of 
the  sun.  With  them  they  have  to  face  the  terrors 
of  the  hours  of  the  night  when  the  sun  goes  through 
the  underworld.  Long  charms  and  directions  are 
needed  for  safety  in  this  passage,  and  these  form  a 
large  part  of  the  funerary  tests,  esp.  on  the  Tombs  of 
the  Kings  in  the  XVIIIth-XXlst  Dynasties.  To 
reach  the  boat  of  the  sun  a  boat  must  be  provided 
in  the  tomb,  with  its  sailors  and  sails  and  oars. 
Such  are  freauent  from  the  Vlth-XIIIth  Dynasties. 

(4)  The  dead  were  carried  off  by  the  Hathor 
cow,  or  a  bull,  to  wait  for  a  bodily  resurrection. 
In  order  to  preserve  the  body  for  some  life  after 
the  present  age,  each  part  must  be  protected  by  an 
appropriate  amulet;  hence  dozens  of  di£ferent  amu- 
lets were  placed  on  the  body,  esp.  from  about  600- 
400  BC. 

Now  it  will  be  seen  that  each  of  these  beliefs  con- 
tradicts the  other  three,  and  they  represent,  there- 
fore, different  reli^ous  origins. 

The  mythology  is  similarly  diverse,  and  was  uni- 
fied by  uniting  analogous  gods.    Hence  when  we 

see  the  compounds  such  as  Ptah- 
5.  Four  Sokar-Osiris,  or  Amen-Ra  or  Osiris- 
Groups  Khentamenti,  it  is  clear  that  each  god 
of  Gods        of  the  compound  belongs  to  a  different 

religion,  like  Pallas-Athene  or  Zeus- 
Labrandeus,  in  Gr  compounds.  So  far  as  we  can 
at  present  see,  the  gods  linked  with  each  of  the  beliefs 
about  the  soul  are  as  follows: 

(1)  The  soul  in  the  tombs  and  cemetery,— With 
thij3  belief  belong  the  animal  gods,  which  form  the 
earliest  stratum  of  the  religion;  also  Sokar  the  god 
of  "Silence,"  and  Mert  Sokar,  the  "Lover  of  Si- 
lence," as  the  gods  of  the  dead.  With  this  was  allied 
a  belief  in  the  soul  sometimes  going  to  the  west, 
and  hence  Khent-amenti,  a  jackal-headed  god, 
"he  who  is  in  the  west,"  became  the  god  of  the  dead. 

(2)  The  soul  in  the  heavenly  kingdom.— ^^t\&  is 
the  lord  of  this  kingdom,  Isis  his  sister-wife,  Horus 
their  son,  Nebhat  (Nephthys)  the  sister  of  Isis,  and 
Set  her  husband.  Set  also  was  regarded  as  coequal 
with  Horus.  This  whole  mythology  results  prob- 
ably from  the  fusion  of  tribes  who  were  origmaJly 
monotheistic,  and  who  each  worshipped  one  ol  these 
deities.  It  is  certain  that  the  later  parts  of  this 
mythology  are  tribal  history,  regarded  as  the  vic- 
tories and  defeats  of  the  gods  whom  the  tribes  wor^ 
shipped. 

(3)  The  soul  in  the  sun-boat. — Ra  was  the  Sun- 
god,  and  in  other  forms  worshipped  as  Khepera  and 
Atmu.  The  other  cosmic  gods  of  the  same  group 
are  Nut,  the  heaven,  and  her  husband  Geb,  the 


earth;  Shu,  space,  and  his  sister  Tefnut.  Anher 
the  Sky-god  belongs  to  Upper  Egypt. 

(4)  The  mummy  with  amulets,  vreserved  for  a 
future  life. — Probably  to  this  group  belong  the  gods 
of  principles.  Hathor  the  female  principle;  Min  the 
male  principle;  Ptah  the  architect  and  creator  of  the 
universe;  his  spouse  Maat,  abstract  truth  and  justice. 

Foreign  gods  frequently  appear  also  in  Egypt, 

mostly   from  Syria.    Two  importations  were  of 

great  effect.    Aton  the  radiant  energy 

6.  Foreign  of  the  sun,  the  Adon  or  "lord,"  Ado- 
Gods  nai,  Adonis,  was  introduced  as  a  sole 

deity  by  Akhenaton  1380  BC,  and  all 
other  gods  were  proscribed.  This  was  a  strictly 
rationiu  and  scientific  religion,  attributing  all  liie 
and  power  to  the  action  of  the  sun's  rays;  but  it 
only  lasted  20  years  in  Egypt,  and  then  vanished. 
The  other  important  worship  was  that  of  Zeus  Sara- 
pis.  The  Zeus  statue  is  said  to  have  been  imported 
from  Sinope  bv  Ptolemy  I,  but  the  Sarapis  was  the 

fod  of  Memphis,  Osarhapi,  the  Osiris  form  of  the 
[api  bull.  The  Egyptian  won^pped  his  old  gods; 
the  Greek  was  satimed  with  Zeus;  and  both  nations 
united  in  adoring  Zeus  Sarapis.  The  temples  and 
ritual  are  too  wide  a  subject  to  touch  in  our  present 
space;  but  the  essential  principle  was  that  of  pro- 
viding a  banquet  for  the  ^pd,  and  feasting  in  his 
temple,  not  that  of  an  expiatory  sacrifice  or  burnt 
offering,  which  is  Semitic. 

The  laws  are  but  little  known  until  the  late  Gr 

accounts.    Marriage  was  usual  with  a  sister^  but 

this  may  have  been  with  a  half-sister, 

7.  Laws        as  among  the  Greeks  and  earlv  He- 

brews. Polygamy  was  unusual,  but 
was  legal,  as  manv  as  six  wives  being  represented 
in  one  instance.  Kings  of  course  had  unlimited  Iia- 
rems.  Divorce  was  unusual,  but  was  probablv  easy. 
In  Coptic  times  a  marriage  contract  provides  for 
divorce  by  either  party,  on  paying  six  times  the 
marriage  gift.    Property  was  strictly  guarded. 

The  national  character  was  easygoing,  kindly, 
never  delighting  in  torture  like  the  Aiwyrians  ana 

Romans,  but  liable  to  be  too  slack 

8.  Character  and   careless — as  at  present.     Firm- 

ness, decision  and  fortitude  were  held 
up  as  the  leading  virtues.  The  structure  of  society, 
the  arts  and  the  industries  are  outside  of  the  scope 
of  this  article. 

[For  differing  views  on  chronoloffy  and  sites,  see  arts. 
Exodus;  Wanobbings;  Pithom;  Raamsbs,  etc,  and 
on  individual  kings,  etc,  arts,  under  their  names,  and 
EoTPTiAN  Kings.] 

LiTBB  ATURB. — Works  In  Eng..  that  are  the  most  accessi- 
ble, are  stated  In  preference  to  foreign  worl&s.  the  refer- 
ences to  which  wfil  be  seen  In  the  bool&s  stated  below. 
P-Petrle. 

The  Comitry:  Baedeker's  Egypt;  on  the  flora,  P, 
HawarfifBiahmu,  and  Arsinoe. 

The  History:  Prehistoric:  P,  Dio»poli»  Parva,  etc;  de 
Morgan,  Recherchet;  Maspero,  The  Dawn  of  Civilixation, 
The  StrtLggle  of  the  Nations^  The  Passing  of  the  Empires; 
P.  Student*s  History  of  Egypt;  Breasted,  A  History  of 
Egypt,  etc.  On  the  Ist-IId  l>ynastles.  P,  Royal  Tombs. 
On  the  Illd-VIth  Dynasties,  P.  The  Pyramids  and  Tem- 
ples of  Oizeh;  Mmray,  Saqqara  Mastabas  I.  On  the 
Vllth-XIVth  Dynasties.  P.  Giseh  and  Rifeh;  de  Morgan. 
Dahchour  I,  II.  On  the  XVth-XXIVth  Dynasties,  Wei- 
gall.  Guide  to  Antiquities;  Baedeker  on  Thebes;  P.  Six 
Temples  at  Thebes.  On  the  XXYth  Dynasty  to  Roman 
times.  P.  Temple  of  Apries;  Mahaffy.  The  Empires  of  the 
Ptolemies;  Milne.  History  of  Egypt  under  Roman  Rule. 
On  the  early  foreign  connections,  P,  Methods  and  Aims  in 
Archaeology. 

On  the  Sem  connections:  P,  Syria  and  Egypt  from  the 
Tell  el'Amarna  Tablets. 

On  the  OT  connections:  P,  Egypt  and  Israel. 

On  the  language:   Murray,  Elementary  Grammar. 

On  the  writing  and  lit.:  Erman,  Life  in  Ancient  Egypt; 
P,  Egyptian  Tales,  I.  II. 

On  the  religion:  Wiedemann,  Religion  of  the  Ancient 
Egyptians. 

On  the  customs:  Wilkinson,  Manners  and  Customs  of 
the  Ancient  Egyj^ians, 

On  the  arts:  P,  The  Arts  and  Crafts  of  Ancient  Egypt. 

W.  M.  Flinders  Petrie 
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EGYPT,  BROOK  (RIVER,  STREAM)  OF.  See 
Brook  of  Egypt. 

EGYPTIAN  KINGS  (LATER).  See  Pharaoh 
Hophra;  Nbooh;  Shishak;  EgtpTj  III. 

EGYPTUN.  ^jip'shan,  THE  {6  'A^y<nmo%,  ho 
Aiffdptios) :  Mentioned  in  Acts  21  38,  by  Claudius 
Lysias  as  having  ''before  these  days  stirred  up  to 
sedition  and  led  out  into  the  wilderness  the  four 
thousand  men  of  the  Assassins"  (q.v.).  Refer- 
ence to  this  Egyptian  and  to  the  suppression  of  his 
rebellion  by  the  procurator  Felix  is  ukewise  found 
in  Jos  (Aritf  XX,  viii,  6;  BJ^  II,  xiii,  5). 

EGYPTIAN  VERSIONS,  vAr'shuns.    See   Cop- 
tic Versions. 

EGYPTIANS,  GOSPEL  ACCORDING  TO  THE. 

See  Apocryphal  Gospels. 

EHI,  6'hl  C'nS ,  ^ehl) :  Apparently  a  contracted 
form  (Gen  46  21).    See  Ahiram. 

EHUD,  e'hud  (l^nS,  'ehudh,  "united,"  "strong") : 
A  Benjamite,  son  of  Gera,  deliverer  of  Israel  from 
oppression  by  Moab  (Jgs  8  15-30).  Gaining  access 
alone  to  the  presence  of  King  E^lon  under  pretence 
of  a  secret  errand  connected  with  the  pajmient  of 
Israel's  tribute,  Ehud,  a  left-handed  man,  drew 
the  sword  he  had  concealed  upon  his  right  siae,  and 
thrust  the  king  through.  He  locked  the  doors  of 
the  upper  chamber  after  him,  made  his  escape,  and 
with  the  Israelites  overcame  Moab  at  the  fords  of 
the  Jordan,  slaying  some  10,000.  Ehud's  name 
occurs  again  in  the  Benjamite  genealogy  (1  Ch 
7  10).  F.  K  Farr 

EITHER,  g'ther,  I'Hi&r:  Often  in  the  sense  still 
common,  "one  or  the  other"  (1  Ch  21  21;  Mt  6 
24,  etc),  but  also  in  the  obs  sense  of  "both"  or  "each" 
(Lev  10  1;  1  K  7  15;  Jn  19  18;  Rev  22  2),  or 
in  place  of  (RV)  "or"  (Lk  6  42;  15  8;  Phil  3  12; 
Jas  3  12). 

EEER,  e'kgr  0^^,'^b^,  "root") :  A  Jerahmeelite 
(1  Ch  2  27). 

EEREBEL,  ek'r&-bel  ('ExfMp^X,  EkrebU):  Ap- 
pears only  in  Jth  7  18.  It  lay  on  the  brook  Moch- 
mur,  S.  of  Dothan.  It  is  identical  with  Akrabbein, 
of  which  Onom  speaks  as  the  capital  of  the  district 
of  Akrabattine.  It  corresponds  to  the  mod.  ^Ah- 
rabehf  8  miles  S.E.  of  Nablus. 

EKRON,  ek'ron,  EERONITE,  ek'ron-It  (Tl*"^py, 
^elproUf  "miration,"  "rooting  out";  'AKKojiiAv, 
Akkarihi):  The  most  northerly  of  the  chief  cities 
of  the  Philis.  It  was  not  subdued  by  Joshua  (13  3) 
but  was  allotted,  in  the  division  of  the  land,  first  to 
Judah  and  then  to  Dan  (15  11.45.46;  19  43).  It 
was  taken  by  Judah  (Jgs  1  18).  The  people  of  E. 
are  prominent  in  the  story  of  the  ark  in  the  land 
of  the  PhiUs.  It  was  they  who  proposed  to 
have  it  sent  back  to  Israel  (1  S  5  10;  6  16.17). 
After  the  defeat  of  the  Philis,  when  David  killed 
Goliath,  the  In'aeUtes  pursued  them  to  the  gates  of 
E.,  which  was  evidently  the  nearest  walled  town  in 
which  the  fugitives  could  take  refuge  (17  52).  It 
was  the  seat  of  the  worship  of  the  god  Baalzebub, 
as  appears  in  the  account  of  the  sickness  and  death 
of  Aiiaziah  (2  K  1  2.3.6.16).  It  is  included  among 
other  cities  in  the  denunciations  of  Amos  (1  8)  and 
of  Jeremiah  (25  20).  Zephaniah  declares  that  it 
shall  be  rooted  up  (2  4).  and  Zechariah  speaks  of 
its  consternation  at  the  tall  of  Tjre  (9  5.7).  From 
the  Assyr  records  we  learn  that  it  revolted  against 


Sennacherib  and  expelled  Padi,  the  governor  he  had 
placed  over  it,  and  sent  him  to  Hezekiah,  at  Jems, 
for  safe  keeping.  Sennacherib  marched  against  it 
and  E.  called  m  the  aid  of  the  king  of  Mutsri. 
formerly  supposed  to  be  Egypt  but  now  regardea 
by  some  scholars  as  a  district  of  Northwestern  Ara- 
bia. Sennacherib  raised  the  siege  of  E.  to  defeat 
this  army,  which  he  did  at  Elt^eh,  and  then  re- 
turned and  took  the  city  by  storm  and  put  to  death 
the  leaders  of  the  revolt  and  carried  their  adherents 
into  captivity.  He  then  compelled  Hezekiah  to 
restore  Padi,  who  was  once  more  made  governor. 
This  affair  led  to  the  famous  attack  of  Sennacherib 
on  Hezekiah  and  Jerus  (Rawl.,  Anc.  Man.,  II,  159). 
E.  is  mentioned  in  1  Mace  10  89  as  being  given  by 
Alexander  Balas  to  Jonathan  Maccabaeus,  and  it 
appears  in  the  accounts  of  the  first  Crusade. 

Ekronite:  An  inhabitant  of  Ekron,  used  in  pi.  in 
Josh  13  3  and  1  S  5  10.  H.  Porteb 

EL.    See  God,  Names  of. 

ELA,  6'la  CHXA,  Sld.l  Esd  9  27): 

(1)  Same  as  Elam  (Ezr  10  26). 

(2)  Father  of  Shimei  (1  K  4  18,  AV  "Elah"). 
See  Elah,  2. 

ELADAH,  el'a-da.    See  Eleadah. 

ELAH,  6'la  (nbs,  'Udh,  "oak"  or  "terebinth"); 

(1)  A  "duke"  or  "sheik"  (head  of  a  clan,  RV 
"chief")  of  Edom  (Gen  36  41). 

(2)  Shimei-ben-Elah,  Solomon's  commissary  in 
Benjamin  (1  K  4  18  AV). 

(3)  A  son  of  Caleb  the  son  of  Jephunneh  (1  Ch 
4  15). 

(4)  Father  of  Hoshea,  last  king  of  Israel  (2  K  15 
30;  17  1). 

(5)  A  Benjamite,  son  of  Uzzi,  one  of  the  chiefs  of 
the  tribes  when  the  country  was  settled  (1  Ch  9  8). 

(6)  King  of  Israel.    See  next  article. 

ELAH,  e'la.  Son  of  Baasha,  fourth  king  of 
Israel  (1  K  16  6-14).  He  reigned  two  years, 
888-887  BC.  The  statement  that  he  came  to  the 
throne  in  the  26th  year  of  Asa,  reigned  two  years, 
and  died  in  the  27th  year  of  Asa,  illustrates  the 
Heb  method  of  synchronizing  the  reigns  of  the  kings 
of  Israel  and  Judah  (cf  1  K  15  33;  16  8).  Elah 
appears  to  have  been  a  debauchee.  While  he  was 
drmking  himself  dnmk  in  the  house  of  Azra,  his 
chamberlain,  Zinui,  one  of  his  military  leaders, 
conspired  agialnst  him  and  murdered  him.  Accord- 
ing to  Jos  (VIII,  xu,  4)  he  took  advantage  of  the 
absence  of  the  army,  which  was  at  Gibbethon,  to 
kill  Elah.  The  extirpation  of  the  royal  family  fol- 
lowed the  miu-der  of  the  king.  Baai^a's  dynasty 
had  its  origin  in  a  murder  and  it  ended  in  a  murder. 
The  government  had  no  stabilitv.  These  revolu- 
tions illustrate  the  truth  that  "they  who  take  the 
sword  shall  perish  with  the  sword. 

,  S.  K.  MOSIMAN 

ELAH,  VALE  OP  (nb^H  pW ,  'emefp  hO-'Udh, 
'Valley  of  the  terebinth";  ^  koiXA«  'HXA,  ^  kmliU 
Eld;  A,  rf^  8f>v6s,  ^  druds) :  The  scene  of  the  events 
of  1  S  17  2  ff .  referred  to  also  in  1  S  81  9.  There 
can  be  no  douot  that  this  is  the  Wady  e^Sunt  ("val- 
ley of  the  terebinth"),  or  part  of  it.  This  is  the 
southernmost  of  the  great  valleys  which  cut  through 
the  Shephelah.  Commencing  near  Hebron,  close 
to  Beit  SHr,  it  descends  under  the  name  Wady  e9 
SHr  in  a  more  or  less  northerly  direction  until  near 
Beit  NeUif  where  it  turns  abruptly  west  and  receives 
the  name  Wady  e^  i$ui4.  Here  it  is  joined  by  the 
Wady  en  Najily  coming  from  the  N.,  and  from  tb6 
E.  by  the  Wady  elrJindy^  down  which  descends  an 
ancient  road  from  Bethlehem.     Where  all  these 


917 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA    fgg;  ^d^tM 


valleys  coalesce  the  Wady  e?  ^unf  expands  into  a 
wide  and  level  bottom,  half  a  mile  across.  On  a 
steep  hill  to  the  southern  side  and  a  little  S.E.  of  the 
wide  expanse  is  Kh.  eshrShuwexkehy  the  site  of  Socoh. 
That  the  great  events  of  1  S  17  2ff  took  place 
here  there  can  be  no  doubt:  the  Philis  ranged 
themselves  upon  the  southern  hills:  the  Israehtes 
to  the  N.  or  N.E.  Upon  the  wide  level  valley  the 
contest  with  Goliath  occurred.  The  exact  position 
of  Saul's  forces  may  be  a  matter  of  speculation,  but 
the  late  Principal  Miller  of  Madras,  who  made  a 
special  study  of  the  locality  {Least  of  All  Lands,  ch 
v),  considered  that  the  little  valley  ascending  N.E. 
from  Wady  ef  Sun^  to  Beit  Nettif  was  probably  the 
actual  Vale  of  Elah  and  that  here  the  Israelites  had 
their  fortifications.  His  elucidation  of  the  whole 
story  is  most  convincing. 

,  E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

ELAM,  6'lam  (D^y ,  'Ham): 

(1)  A  son  of  Shem  (Gen  10  22;  1  Ch  1  17;  see 
Elamites). 

(2)  A  Benjamite  (1  Ch  8  24). 

(3)  A  Korahite  (1  Ch  26  3). 

(4)  Heads  of  families  in  the  return  (Ezr  2  7 
II  Neh  7  12;  Ezr  2  31  ||  Neh  7  34;  Ezr  8  7;  10 
2.26). 

(5)  A  chief  of  the  people  (Neh  10  14). 

(6)  A  priest  (Neh  12  42). 

ELAM,  e'lam,  ELAMITES,  S'lam-Tts  (p)^Z  'eUim; 
AUAfi,  AUdm;  Jer  49  36.    K*  reads  'EXd|i,  Eldm): 

1.  Geojsraphical  Position  and  Names 

2.  Surrace  Configuration 

3.  Mountain  Banges 

4.  Rivers 

5.  Climate 

6.  Vegetation 

7.  Faima 

8.  The  Population 

9.  The  Principal  Cities 

10.  Aplrti  and  the  "Bandit  Nations" 

11.  The  Languages  of  Elam 

12.  History 
(1)  The  Earliest  Period 

Sargon  of  Agadd  and  His  Successors 
The  Suzerainty  of  the  Kings  of  Ur 
Elam  Becomes  Predominant  2280  Years  BO 
The  Extension  of  Elamlte  Authority   West- 
ward 
Babylonia  Again  Supreme 

Siirbatila's  Challenge  to  Kuri-galzu 
lam  Again  Supreme 
Elam  Again  Defeated,  but  Recovers 
The  Conflict  between  Elam  and  Assvria 
Sennacherib  against  Chaldaea  and  Elam 
Assyrian  Friendship  and  Elamlte  ingratitude 
Te-umman  and  the  Elamlte  Seed-royal.     As- 
syria's Triumph 
[14)  Elamlte  Ingratitude  and  Treachery 

15)  Elam's  Further  Changes  of  Rulers 

16)  King  Tammaritu's  Treachery 

17)  Dominion  Passes  from  Assyria 
!l8)  The  Later  State  of  Elam 

13.  Elamlte  Religion 

14.  Elam's  Importance.     Her  Literature 

15.  Art  during  the  1st  and  2d  Prehistoric  Periods 

Id.  Art  in  the  Archaic  Period.  That  of  the  Yioeroys,  and 

That  of  the  Kings 
17.  Temperament  of  the  Inhabitants  of  Elam 

LiTBBATURB 

A  well-known  tract,  partly  mountainous,  whose 
western  boundary,  startmg  on  the  N.E.  side  of  the 

Pers  Gulf,  practically  followed  the 
1.  Geo-  course  of  the  lower  Tigris.  It  was 
graphical  bounded  on  the  N.  by  Media,  on  the 
Position  E.  by  Persia  and  on  the  W.  by  Baby- 
and  Names  Ionia.    The  Assyro-Babylonians  called 

the  tract  SlamtUf  expressed  ideo- 
graphically  by  the  Sumerian  characters  for  Nimma 
or  Nummay  which  seems  to  have  been  its  name  in 
that  language.  As  Numma  or  Elam  apparently 
means  "height,''  or  the  like,  these  names  were  prob- 
ably applied  to  it  on  accoimt  of  its  mountainous 
nature.  Another  name  by  which  it  was  known  in 
early  times  was  Aehshany  for  Anskan  or  Anzan 
iAnzhan),  one  of  its  ancient  cities.    The  great 


capital  of  the  tract,  however,  was  Susa  (Shushan), 
whence  its  Gr  name  of  Susiana,  interchanging  with 
Elymais,  from  the  Sem  Elam. 

Elam  consisted  of  a  plain  occupying  a  depression 

in  the  mountains  of  tran  or  Persia.    Of  this  the 

smaller    part — ^which,    however,    was 

2.  Surface  also  the  most  ancient  historically — 
Configur-  lav  between  the  Pusht-e-Kuh  on  the 
ation  W..  the  Lur  mountains  on  the  N.,  the 

Bakhtiari  heights  to  the  E.  and  S.E., 
and  the  hills  of  Ahwaz  to  the  S.  The  larger  plain 
has  as  its  northern  boundary  these  same  Ahwai 
hills,  and  reaches  to  the  sea  on  the  S. 

Tne  Pusht-e-Kuh  mountains  are  a  series  of  verv 
high  parallel  ranges  described  as  ''a  veritable  wall 

between    Mesopotamia   and    the  ele- 

3.  Mountain  vated  depression  of  the  Kerkha.  Its 
Ranges         principal  peak  b  in  the  Kebir-Kuh 

(2,500  meters  "8,200  ft.)— a  difficult 
ranse  of  surprising  regularity.  The  valleys  on  the 
S. W.  slope  belong  properly  to  Babylonia,  and  could 
be  invaded  on  that  side  with  ease,  but  N.E.  of  the 
Kebir-Kuh  the  country  is  well  protected  not  only 
against  Mesopotamia,  on  the  W.,  but  also  against 
Persia  on  the  E.  The  nomad  Lurs  of  the  present 
day  are  practically  independent  of  Persia.  The 
mountain  ranges  of  Luristan*  increase  in  height  as 
one  approaches  the  Pers  plain,  the  loftiest  summits 
of  the  principal  range  attaining  a  height  of  5,000 
meters  (=16,400  ft.). 

From  these  mountain  ranges  descend  large  rivers 
which  flow  through  Elam  to  the  sea.    The  Kerkha 

{Gamas-db)  rises  in  the  Pers  plain  near 

4.  Rivers      Neh&vend,  and  is  practically  a  torrent 

until  it  reaches  Susa,  below  which  it 
becomes  less  rapid,  and  loses  itself  in  the  Hawizeh 
marshes.  The  Ab-e-Diz,  a  river  with  a  greater  vol- 
ume of  water,  is  formed  by  the  uniting  of  two 
streams  above  Dizful.  It  is  so  violent  that  it  car- 
ries down  boulders  and  even  tree-trunks  from  the 
mountains,  and  after  a  winding  course  ioins  the 
KArun  at  Kut-e-Bende-Eir.  The  Bel&d-Rud,  be- 
tween the  Ab-e-Diz  and  the  Kerkha,  rises  in  the 
mountains  of  Luristan,  and  varies  greatlv  as  to  its 
volume,  being  sometimes  a  mere  brook,  and  at 
others  a  large  river.  The  K&run,  with  which  a  num- 
ber of  small  streams  unite,  rises  in  the  Bakhtiari 
mountains.  After  receiving  the  Ab-e-Diz  and  the 
Bel&d-Rud  at  Kut-e-Bende-Kir,  it  becomes  an  im- 
portant waterway,  navigable  as  far  as  Shuster. 
This  is  identified  with  the  Bib.  Ulai  (Asssrr  UldOy 
classical  Etdaeus).  Anciently  emptying  itself  into 
the  Pers  Gulf,  which  in  past  cents,  eactended  much 
farther  inland  than  now,  it  at  present  joins  the  Shatt- 
el-Arab  at  Mohammerah. 

The  cUmate  is  a  variable  one.  Between  No- 
vember 1  and  15  the  rains  begin,  with  S.E.  and  S. 

winds,  and  the  mountains  are  covered 

5.  Climate    with    snow.    In    January    and    Feb- 

ruary there  are  violent  storms,  and 
the  night  brings  8^  or  l(f  of  frost.  Spring  begins 
at  the  end  of  February,  and  vegetation  advances 
so  rapidly  that  harvest  takes  place  about  the  end 
of  April.  The  wind  then  turns  S.  and  S.W.,  bring- 
ing with  it  a  heat  rising  sometimes  to  140^  F.,  de- 
stroying all  the  verdure  of  the  country.  Notwith- 
standing the  rigors  of  the  climate,  however,  it  was 
anciently  a  well-populated  district,  and  exceedingly 
fruitful,  as  now.  That  the  district  of  Arabistan  is 
poor  and  barren  is  due  to  the  carelessness  and  im- 
providence of  the  people,  who.  like  the  people  of 
the  Turkish  province  of  Ba^dacL  have  neglected  the 
ancient  irrigation  canals  which  fertilized  the  land. 

The  vegetation  of  Susiana  is  said  not  to  be  very 
varied.  On  the  river  banks  are  to  be  foimd  willows, 
tamarisks  and  many  kinds  of  acacias.  Apparently 
there  are  no  forests — the  sacred  groves  referred 
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to  by  Ad§iir-bam-&pli  are  thought  by  De  Morgan 

to  have  been  artificial  plantations.    Oranges  and 

lemons,  which  are  at  present  cmtivated 

6.  Vegeta-  there,  are  late  importations.  The  date 
tion  palm  has  been  brought  from  the  banks 

of  the  Shatt-el-Arab,  and  the  pome- 
granate and  other  fruit  trees  from  the  Iranian  plain. 
Wheat  and  barley,  sown  in  October  and  November, 
are  harvested  in  April.  Sorghimi  remains  in  the 
ground  all  through  the  dry  season,  and  is  watered 
artificially  until  October,  and  cut  in  November. 
Castor  beans,  indigo,  lentils,  haricots,  etc,  are  less 
cultivated. 

The  fauna  is  said  at  present  to  be  less  numerous 

than  formerly.    It  contains  species  both  of  central 

Asia,  Europe,  and.  to  a  certain  extent. 

7.  Fauna       Africa.    The  elepnant,  wild  ass,  wild 

ox  and  ostrich  are  no  longer  to  be 
found  on  the  Chaldeo-Elamite  plain,  but  a  few 
examples  of  the  lion  still  exist  there.  Bears,  pan- 
thers, wild  boars,  wolves,  wild  cats,  foxes,  jackals, 
and  several  species  of  wild  dogs,  however,  still  exist. 
Numbers  of  porcupines  inhabit  the  brushwood  by 
the  rivers  and  marshes.  Among  the  birds  which  do 
not  leave  the  country  are  the  eagle,  vulture,  falcon,- 
raven,  francolin,  martin,  sparrow,  tomtit,  wagtail, 
etc.  The  winter  birds  of  passage  are  the  pehcan, 
stork,  crane,  cormorant,  sea  gull,  many  species  of 
wild  auck,  tne  wild  goose,  bustard,  woodcock,  snipe, 
pigeon,  turtledove,  and  numerous  brilliantly  colored 
waders.  The  water-courses  are  full  of  fish,  among 
them  being  the  barbel,  silurus,  carp  (sometimes  of 
great  size),  and  gurnards  similar  to  those  of  the  Nile. 
Some  of  the  rivers  being  salt,  sea  fish  are  also  to  be 
found,  and  it  is  not  rare  to  see  sharks  at  Shuster, 
and  eels  in  the  lower  KArun. 

The  population  is  naturally  not  homogeneous. 
Arab  tnb€»,  who  are  in  reality  Semites,  occupy  the 

plains,  while  Iranians  inhabit  the  cities 

8.  The  and  dwell  at  the  mountain  bases. 
Population    According  to  De  Morsan,  the  original 

population  was  mainly  negritic,  and 
has  mingled  with  the  Arab  stock  to  such  an  extent 
that  m\3attoes  among  them  are  not  rare.  He  re- 
gards this  type  as  being  represented  among  the 
soldiers  as  well  as  among  the  people  conouered  by 
Naram-Sin  about  3000  BC.  Nevertheless  pm-e 
Semites  had  settled  in  the  country  at  a  very  early 
date,  and  it  is  probably  on  accoimt  of  this  that  Elam 
is  caJled  (Gen  10  22)  a  son  of  Shem — indeed,  the 
many  Sem  inscriptions  found  by  the  Fr.  explorers 
at  Susa  show  how  strong  their  influence  was.  It 
was  to  all  appearance  during  the  2d  millennimn 
BC  that  certain  Kassites  overran  W.  Mesopotamia, 
and  settled  in  the  northern  part  of  Elam,  which  was 
thereafter  called  by  the  Assyrians  mdt  Aoifii,  "the 
land  of  the  Cossaeans.''  As  these  people  seem  to 
have  spoken  an  Aiyan  language,  there  was  appar- 
entlv  no  really  new  race  introduced  in  consequence 
of  their  invasion. 

The  two  principal  cities  were  Susa  or  Shushan, 
called  Susun  in  the  native  texts,  and  regarded  as  the 

old  capital,  situated  on  the  Ulai  (KAr- 

9.  The  kha);  and  Anzan  (Ashshan,  An8han)j 
Principal  more  to  the  S.W.  This  latter  was  the 
Cities  capital  of  Cyrus  the  Great  and  his 

immediate  predecessors,  the  tract 
having  been  conquered  apparently  by  §i§pi§ 
(Teisj>es)f  his  ancestor,  at  the  end  of  the  6th  cent. 
BC.  Susa,  an  inoportant  commercial  center  in  the 
3d  millennium  BC,  became  again  one  of  the  three 
capitals  of  the  Pers  empire  during  the  rule  of  the 
Achaemenians. 

From  the  inscriptions  of  Mai-Amir,  to  the  E.,  we 
learn  that  that  was  the  place  of  another  kingdom 
called  Apirti,  the  land  of  the  Apharsites  of  Ezr 
4  9.    In  the  2d    (so-called  Median  or  Scythian) 


version  of  the  late  Pers  inscriptions  this  name  is  given 

as  ff apirti,  ffalpirtif  and  ffcUlupirtif  and  appears 

as  the  equivalent  of  the  Bab  EktmnuU 

10.  Apirti  (ElanUu)  or  Elam  without  the  nom- 
and  the  inative  ending.  In  the  Pers  version 
' 'Bandit  this  appears  as  (H)uwaja  or  (H)uwazhay 
Nations*'       whence  the  modem    H'Az  or  Khuzi- 

Stan,  This  impUes  that  the  kings  of 
Apirti  at  one  time  held  dominion  over  Susa,  and 
perhaps  the  whole  of  Elam.  Strabo  (xi.  13.3,6). 
quoting  Nearchus,  speaks  of  ''four  bandit  nations 
who  occupied  the  mountains  E.  of  the  Euphrates — 
the  Amardians  or  Mardians  on  the  Pers  border,  the 
Uxians,  and  Elymeans  on  the  borders  of  Persia  and 
Susa,  and  the  Cossaeans  (Kassites)  by  the  Medes. 
The  Amardians  would  seem  to  have  been  the  Apirti 
(ff  apirti),  the  Uxians  were  probably  from  (H)uwaia, 
while  the  Elymeans  (cf  1  Mace  6  1)  were  the  Elam- 
ites.  Among  the  tribes  who  made  the  history  of 
the  coimtry,  therefore,  were  probably  the  Uxians, 
who  seem  not  to  be  mentioned  in  the  early  in- 
scriptions. 

The  dialects  of  Susa,  the  second  Achaemenian 

VSS,  and  of  Apirti,  differ  but  slightly  from  each 

other.    They  are  variants  of  an  agglu- 

11.  The  tinative  tongue,  and  are  apparently 
Languages  not  related  to  any  other  known  lan- 
of  £lam         guage.    The  statement  in  Gen  10  22, 

therefore,  applies  only  to  the  Sem 
section  of  the  population,  as  it  is  unlikely  that  the 
people  speaking  Apirtian  could  be  described  as 
''sons  of  Shem." 

(1)  The  earliest  period. — Beginning  with  the  semi- 
mythical  period,  we  have  the  story  of  the  firfit  of 

the  Bab  hero  Gilgame§  with  the  Elam- 

12.  History  ite  t3rrant  Qumbaba^  who  was  defeated 

by  the  hero  and  his  helper  Enki-du, 
and  beheaded.  The  earliest  really  historical  refer- 
ence to  the  Elamites  as  the  foes  of  Babylonia, 
however,  is  apparently  that  contained  in  a  letter 
from  the  priest  Lu-enna  to  the  priest  En-e-tarzi 
announcing  that  the  Elamites  had  invaded  Lagad 
and  carried  off  considerable  booty.  The  writer, 
however,  had  attacked  the  Elamites,  and  taken 
plunder  from  them  in  his  turn.  As  there  seems  to 
be  a  reference  to  division  of  spoil,  this  is  an  excellent 
parallel  to  the  Elamite  expedition,  made  in  alhanoe 
with  the  Babylonians,  against  the  cities  of  the  plain 
(Gen  14). 

(2)  Sargon  of  AgadS  and  his  successors. — Sargon 
of  Agad6,  early  in  his  reign,  attacked  the  Elamites, 
but  apparently  Elam  only  fell  under  the  dominion 
of  the  Babylonians  during  the  time  of  Nar&m-Sin, 
his  son,  who  is  seemingly  shown  leadins  his  troops 
in  that  region  on  the  splendid  stele  oearing  his 
name  that  was  found  at  Susa.  Elam  apparently 
regained  its  independence,  however,  during  the 
time  of  Uruwud,  king  of  Ki§,  who  invaded  the 
country,  and  brought  back  considerable  spoil. 
One  of  the  chiefs  of  Susa  about  this  time  was 
§imbi-i§l>ak.  Chaldaean  domination,  however,  did 
not  last  long,  for  Dungi,  king  of  Ur  of  the  Chal- 
dees,  about  2500  BC,  invaded  the  country,  accom- 
panied by  his  vassal  Gudea,  viceroy  ol  Lagad. 
Dungi  has  left  evidences  of  his  conquests  in  the 
buildings  which  he  erected  at  Susa,  but  the  principal 
buildings  of  this  period  were  constructed  by  Ba4a- 

SuSinak,  son  of  Simbi-idhak.  viceroy  of  Susa  and 
potentate  in  Elam.    He  built  a  temple  to  the  god 

§ugu,  reservoirs,  the  gate  of  SuSinak,  and  dug  the 
Sidur  canal.  He  was  ^vidently  one  of  the  great 
rulers  of  the  land. 

(3)  The  suzerainty  of  the  kin^s  of  Ur. — Some- 
what later  came  Idadu  I,  his  som  Kal-Ku^uratir,  and 
his  grandson  Idadu  II,  who  in  turn  occupied  the 
throne  during  the  time  of  B(ir-Sin,  king  of  Ur.  Elam 
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viaa  at  this  time  still  under  Bab  suzeraioty,  which 
conttaued  under  his  succeaaor,  Gitnil'SiD,  who  also 
built  at  Susa,  his  vassal  being  Ebarti-kin-Daddu, 
viceroy  of  Susa.  Gimil-Sin  was  succeeded  by  his 
SOD  Ibi-Sin  as  overlord  in  Elsm,  who  invaded  and 
devastated  the  country,  probaoly  to  suppress  a 
a  revolt.  There  was  apparently  no  ill-will  between 
the  two  nations,  however,  for  the  viceroy  of  Susa 
is  eaid  to  have  married  a  daughter  of  Ibi-Sin.  An- 
other and  possibly  later  viceroy  seems  to  have  mar- 
ried MekuDi,  daughter  of  Billama,  viceroy  of  A&nun- 
nak,  who,  as  Elamite  princess,  erected  buildinge  at 
Susa. 


threw  off  the  Sem  yoke,  and,  invading  Babylonia, 
brought  back  much  spoil  to  Elam.  The  date  indi- 
cated for  this  ruler  by  the  inscriptions  of  ASSur- 
bani-Apli  is  2280  BC.  The  positions  of  the  rulers  of 
Elaia  and  Babylonia  were  now  chanced,  and  the 
kings  of  Babylon  had  to  acknowl^^e  Elamite 
muerainty.  As  Elamite  and  Bab  sovereign,  Kudur- 
Na5bunt«  intrusted  Susa  to  a  feudatory  ruler,  and 
among  the  viceroys  who  governed  Elam  may  be 
mentioned  Sirukdu',  who  constructed  at  Susa,  and 
Temti-Agun,  his  sister's  son  who  built  in  that  city 
the  temple  to  ISme-karab,  "for  the  health  of  Kutir- 
Na^unte  and  his  family."  After  passing  to  other 
rtJera,  the  government  of  Susa  fell  to  Eban,  father  of 
Silhaha,  during  whoee  reign  Simti-§ilbak  ruled  in 
Babylonia.  NQr-Addi  and  Rlm-Anum,  kings  of 
Larsa  (Elassar),  were  his  vassals. 

(5)  The  extenai/m  ^f  Elamile  aulhorily  wettvxird. 
— Attapakfiu  (or  Atta(juSu),  Silbaha's  sister's  son, 
then  became  "shepherd  of  Susa."  Among  the 
temples  which  he  built  was  one  dedicated  to  the 
goddess  Nanite,  and  he  erected  a  bridge  near  his 
residence.  Kudur-mabuk,  son  of  Simti-Sil^ak,  was 
at  this  time  adda  ("father,"  probably  meaning  pro- 
tector) of  Emutbalu  and  the  W.— AmurrO,  the 
land  of  the  Amoritea,  whither  marched  Chedor- 
laomer  and  Amraphel,  with  their  allies,  in  the  time 
of  Abraham  (Gen  14).  Kudur-mabuk  of  Larsa 
was  succeeded  by  his  son  Eri-Aku   (probably  the 


Iri-Agun  of  Larsa  of  the  Elamite  texts),  and  if  he 
be  really,  as  seems  probable,  the  Arioch  of  Gen  14 
1,9,  then  this  is  also  the  period  when  Chedoriaomer 
ruled  in  Elam.  The  strange  thing,  however,  is, 
that  the  name  of  this  last  does  not  occur  in  any 
recognizable  form,  unless  it  be  the  Kudurla^gumal 
of  certain  half-l«iendary  inscriptions  (see  Chbdob- 
laomeb).  The  Elamite  hne  in  Larsa  was  continued 
after  the  death  of  Eri-Aku  by  Rlm-Sin,  his  brother, 
who  succeeded  him. 

(6)  Babylonia  again  supreme. — What  the  history 
of  Elam  during  ttus  period  was  remains  to  be  dis- 
covered, but  tfammurabi,  who  is  identified  with  the 
Amraphel  of  Gen  14  1,9,  seems  to  have  invaded 
the  country  in  his  30th  year.  In  hie  Slst  he  de- 
feated Rlm-Sin  of  larsa,  following  this  up,  in  his 
32d,  by  overthrowing  the  army  of  Afinunnak.  All 
these  successes  in  Elam  and  ite  dependencies  prob- 
ably made  the  kingdom  of  Babylon  supreme  in  the 
land.  But  more  details  bearing  upon  this  period 
are  needed.  It  is  thought  probable  that  the  £lam- 
ite  king  8adi{7)  or  Taki  (7)  came  into  conflict  with, 
and  was  defeated  by,  Anuni-^aduga,  the  4th  in 
descent  from  tJammurabi,  who  reigned  about  1890 
BC.  Apparently  the  Elamite  ruler  had  tried  to 
regain  his  independence,  but  failed. 

(7)  (furbatila'g  dujiienge  to  Kuri-gahu. —  Omit- 
ting the  names  of  rulers  concerning  whom  but  little 
ornothingisknown,  we  come  to  the  reign  of  UntaS- 
Gal,  patron  of  the  arts.  Numerous  temples  were 
built  Dy  him,  and  sanctuaries  at  Susa  aedicated. 
He  has  left  a  magnificent  bronie  statue  representii^ 
his  queen  Napir-Asu.  He  seems  to  have  E)een  over- 
thrown by  Untabafi-Gal,  of  a  more  leptimate  hne, 
who  was  likewise  a  builder  of  temples.  After  the 
apparently  short  reign  of  Kidin-Hutran  came  that 
of  IJurpatJIa  (tJurbatila),  who,  desiring  to  throw  oS 
the  Babylonian  yoke,  challenged  Kuri-galzu,  king  of 
Babylon,  to  battle  at  D&r-Dungi.  The  challenge 
was  accepted,  with  dissatrous  results,  for  f^urbatiU 
was  captured  by  the  Bab  king  at  the  place  named. 
This,  however,  did  not  put  an  end  to  the  strife,  and 
in  the  end  Kidin-Hutrudai  was  victorious  over  B&- 
nadin-Sum,  king  of  Babylon,  about  1180  BC. 

(8)  Elam  again  supreme. — Later  came  the  mili- 
taiV  exploits  of  Sutnik-Naliliunte,  who  int^ed 
Baoylonia,  slew  the  kins  Zagaga-Hum-iddina,  and 
helped  by  bis  son  Kutir-Nahhunte,  destroyed  Sippar, 
and  took  away  the  stele  of  Naram-Sin,  the  code  of 
Jlammurabi,  and  several  other  monuments,  which 
were  carefully  preserved  at  Susa.  He  also  defeated 
the  king  of  A&nunnak.  It  is  this  collection  of  spoils 
which  has  contributed  to  make  the  success  of  the 
Ft.  excavations  at  Susa  what  it  is. 

(9)  Elam  again  defeaUd,  but  reeovert. — The  war 
between  Babylonia  and  Elam  recorded  for  the  reign 
of  Nebuchadreiiiar  I  (c  1020  BC)  probably  took 
place,  according  to  Scheil,  during  the  reign  of  Sil- 
hina-hamru-Laqamar.  The  Elamite  king  was  de- 
feated on  the  banks  of  the  Ulai,  Elam  was  ravaged. 
and  much  spoil  taken.  The  principality  called 
Namar  was  detached  from  Susian  temtory  and  re- 
united to  the  domain  of  Babylonia.  Apparently 
the  Elamites  now  turned  their  attention  to  regainii^ 
their  military  prestige,  the  result  being  that  an 
Elamite  king  occupied  the  Bab  throne  from  939  to 
934  BC.  The  history  of  this  period  has  stiU  to  be 
discovered,  but  the  Babylonians  apparently  soon 
shook  off  the  Elamite  yoke.  It  is  about  this  time. 
however,  that  another  power — Asssria — appearea 
on  the  scene,  and  took  tne  field— not  only  against 
Babylon,  but  also  on  the  borders  of  Elam.  An 
Elamite  contemporary  of  Nabonassar  of  Babylon 
was  HumbanigoS,  742  BC. 

<10)  The  eonfiiet  belwam  Elam  a-nd  Amyria.— 
At  this  time,  however,  the  Assyrians  became  dom- 
inant   in    Babylonia    (ae«    Tiolath-pilxbeb    and 
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Shalmaneser),  but  it  was  probably  not  until  the 
reign  of  Sargon  of  Assyria  (see  Sarchsn)  that  Elam 
cameiato  conflict  with  Assyria.  Merodach-baladan, 
a  pretendant  to  the  throne  of  Babylon,  made  com- 
moQ  cause  with  gumbanigai,  who  fought  with  the 
Assyr  army  at  D6r.  Naturally  the  Assyrians  claim 
the  victory,  but  the  Babylonians  say  that  they  were 
defeated.  After  the  death  of  ^umbanigad,  his  suc- 
cessor, Sutiir-Nahbundi  or  IStar-hundu  (Bab),  still 
befriended  Merodach-baladan,  and  advanced  to  his 
help.  Sargon  first  attacked  the  Chaldaeans  and  de- 
feat«d  them  at  Ddr-Atbara,  and,  enterins  Elam, 
stormed  and  captured  the  cities  of  the  land.  The 
Elamit«  king  took  refuge  in  the  mountains,  and 
Merodach-baladan  had  to  resist  the  Assyrians  un- 


geancc,  for  Sennacherib  invaded  and  ravaged  the 
country  from  Rfl5  to  Btt-Bumaki.  Apparently  the 
Elamites  had  expected  their  new  ruler,  Kudurru 
(Kudur-Nabbinte)>  to  save  them  from  the  reprisals 
of  the  Afisyrians,  but  as  he  had  failed  to  do  this,  he, 
in  his  turn,  was  deposed  and  killed  after  a  reign  of 
10  months.  The  new  king  of  Elam  was  Umman- 
Menanu,  who  espoused  the  cause  of  MuUiib- 
Marduk,  the  new  king  of  Babylon,  and  gathering  a 
force  of  Babylonians  and  Elamites  at  |JmuI6,  fought 
a  battle  there,  in  which  the  Babylonians  record  suc- 
cess tor  the  aUies.  Sennacherib,  however,  himself 
claims  the  victory,  and  describes  with  great  wealth 
of  detail  the  horrors  of  the  fight.  Next  year  (689 
BO)  Sennacherib  marched  into  Babylonia  to  com- 
plete the  work,  and  MuMzib-Marduk,  having  beoi 


(11)  Sennadterib  against  Chaldaea  andEUim. — Afl 
Saigon  had  his  attention  fully  occupied  elsewhere, 
he  made  do  attempt  to  follow  up  his  success,  and  it 
seems  not  to  have  been  until  the  reign  of  Sennacherib 
that  any  serious  invasion  of  the  county  on  the  part 
of  the  Assyrians  was  made.  In  697  BC  that  king 
marched  ag^n  agmnst  Merodach-baladan,  who  had 
taken  refuge  at  Nagttu  and  other  places  on  the  EHam- 
ite  side  of  the  then  elongated  Pers  Gulf.  Here  the 
Chaldaeans,  with  tJieir  Elamit«  allies,  were  defeated, 
and  the  Elamil«  cities  plundered  and  destroyed. 
Halluiu,  king  of  Elam,  on  the  retirement  of  the 
Assyr  troops,  invaded  Babylonia  as  being  part  of 
the  territories  of  the  Assyr  king,  and  having  cap- 
tured ASiur-nadin-ftum,  Sennacherib's  son,  who  had 
ruled  in  Babylon  6  years,  carried  him  off  to  Elam, 
setting  Nergal-uSfizib  on  the  throne  of  Babylonia. 
On  the  arrival  of  the  Assyr  avenging  host  in  llaby- 
lonia,  Nergal-uSSzib  fled  to  Elam,  but  was  captured 
near  Niffer.  The  Elamites  were  evidently  very  dis- 
satisfied with  their  king — possibly  owing  to  his 
jxjlicy — and  killed  him  in  a  revolt  after  a  reign  of 
ax  years.  This  action  on  the  part  of  the  Elamites, 
however,  did  not  save  the  people  from  Assyr  ven- 


captured,  was  sent  prisoner  to  Assyria.  Umman- 
Menanu  died  at  the  end  of  the  year,  after  a  4  years' 
reign,  and  was  succeeded  by  Humba-ljaldUu  I 
(689-682  BC),  of  whom  nothing  is  known.  In  682 
BC  Humba-bkldaiu  II  mounted  the  throne.  The 
death  of  Sennacherib  and  the  troubles  attending 
the  acceseioD  of  Esarhaddon  encouraged  NabU- 
E^-napi&ti-ltiir,  son  of  Merodach-baladan,  again  to 
raiss  tne  standard  of  revolt.  Defeat  was  the  result, 
and  he  fled  to  Elam,  there  to  be  captured  by  Q^umba- 
^dfifiu  and  put  to  death. 

(12)  Assyrian  frietuUhip  and  ElamUe  ingraiihide. 
— Friendship  with  Assyria  was  a  complete  reversal 
of  Elamite  policy,  and  to  all  appearance  peace, 
though  probably  unpopular,  persisted  between  the 
two  countries  for  several  years.  gumba-baldftSu's 
two  brothers  revolted  against  him  and  assassinated 
him,  and  Urtaku,  one  of  the  murderers,  took  the 
Elamite  throne.  Not  daring  to  be  openly  hostile 
to  Assyria,  however,  he  sent  Lis  brother  Te-iimman 
to  intrigue  in  Chaldaea  in  favor  of  a  man  named 
NabAuiallim,  but  the  Chaldaean  chiefs  answered 
that  Na'id-Marduk,  their  lord,  lived,  and  they  were 
the  servants  of  the  king  of  Assyria.    Also,  during  a 
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f&mine  in  EUm,  certain  Elamite  tribes  migrated 
into  Asayris  tA  eacape  the  scarcity,  and  were  kindly 
treated  by  AMur-bani-&pli,  who  had  succeeded  his 
father  on  the  Aseyr  throne.  Notwithstanding  this, 
however,  Urtaku  invaded  Babylonia  aa  ally  of  cer- 
tain Chaldaean  tribes.  Overtaken  by  the  Asayr  army, 
he  fought  with  them  near  his  own  border,  but  was 
defeated  and  fled.  He  died  prematurely  (by  his 
own  hand)  the  same  year,  and  waa  succeeded  oyhis 
brother   Te-umman   (Tepti-fjumban). 

(13)  Te-umman  and  the  Elamile  ued-royal; 
Atayria'g  tri-umpk. — This  king,  who  is  described  by 
A§Sur-bani-&pli  as  being  in  the  likeness  of  an  evil 
spirit,  immediately  set  to  work  to  secure  the  death 
(rf  all  the  Bona  of  Urtaku  and  Umman-aldaSe  (gumba- 
Qaldaiu  11),  his  brother;  and  these  princes,  five  in 
number,  with  60  of  the  royal  seed  of  Elam,  fled  and 
sought  refuge  with  the  Assyr  king.  Te-umman  im- 
mediately Sfint  two  meaaengera  to  ASfiur-bani-ftpli 
demanding  the  BUirender  of  the  fugitives.  Thia 
was  refuB^,  and  war  broke  out  between  the  two 
countries  immediately  aft«r.  The  ABsyrians  came 
up  with  the  Elamites  at  Dfir,  but  To-ununan  feared 
to  join  iaaue  there,  and  retreating,  took  up  a  strong 
position  near  his  capital,  Susa,  with  his  front  pro- 
tected by  the  river  Uiai.  Defections  from  his  army 
now  BO  weakened  the  forces  of  Te-umman  that  he 
endeavored  to  treat  with  ASSur-bani-flp!i,  who  nat^ 
urally  refused  to  listen  to  terms,  and  ordered  his 
jTOops  to  attack.  The  defeat  of  the  Elamites  was 
a  foregone  conclusion,  and  Te-umman  perished, 
with  hia  son,  in  the  thick  of  the  battle,  as  is  dramati- 
cally depicted  by  the  aculptora  of  Aifiur-bani-ipli 
in  the  bae-reliefs  which  adorned  the  walls  of  hia 
palace.  An  Asayr  general  was  now  sent  to  Susa 
with  Umman-igai,  the  prince  chosen  to  succeed 
Te-umman,  and  he  was  proclaimed  while  the  bodies 
of  the  fallen  Elamites  covered  the  battlefield,  and 
the  waters  of  the  Ulai  carried  others  down  to  the 
place  of  its  outflow.  Tammaritu,  the  new  king's 
youngest  brother,  was  at  the  same  time  made  king 
of  (jjdalu,  in  the  mountain  region.  In  the  triumphal 
procession  at  Nineveh  which  took  place  on  the 
Assyr  army'a  return,  the  head  of  Te-umman  and  his 
eon  Tamritu  figured,  the  former  hanging  from  the 
neck  of  Dunanu,  king  of  Gambulu,  and  the  latter 
from  the  neck  of  Samgunu,  Dunanu'a  brother. 


Last  Stand  ot  Te-ummui. 

(14)  Blamile  ingralUviie  and  Ireackery.—YoT  a 
time  there  waa  peace  in  Elam,  but  soon  the  discon- 
tent of  Sama6-Sum-ukln,  king  of  Babylon,  AfiSur- 
bani-&pli's  brother,  sought  to  break  it.  Urged  by 
him,  Umman-igai  forgot  the  benefits  which  he  had 
received  at  the  hands  of  ASiur-bani-&pli,  and  sent 
an  army  into  Babylonia  under  the  command  of  Un- 
dasi,  son  of  Te-umman,  telling  him  to  avenge  upon 
Assyria  the  ktlhng  of  his  father.  Notwithstanding 
the  great  strength  of  the  allied  army,  they  did  not 


succeed  in  making  headway  against  the  AssyrianH. 
Tammaritu,  nephew  of  Umman-igoS,  after  the  defeat 
of  the  EUamite  forces  in  Chaldaoa,  revolted  against 
him,  and  having  defeated  him,  cut  off  his  head,  and 
took  the  crown.  §amaMum-ukln  immediately 
turned  his  attention  to  the  new  rulpr,  and  induced 
him  by  fresh  presents  to  come  likewise  to  his  aid. 


Tammaritu  therefore  marched  at  the  bead  of  an 
army  into  Babylonia,  but  in  his  absence  IndabigaS, 
one  of  his  servants,  headed  a  revolt  against  him,  and 
procl^med  himself  king  in  Susa.  In  the  battle 
which  ensued  between  the  two  pretenders,  Tam- 
maritu was  defeated,  and  fled  to  the  seacoast  with 
a  part  of  the  Elamite  royal  family.  He  ultimately 
embarked  in  a  ship  on  the  Pera  Gulf  with  the  inten- 
tion of  eacaping,  but  was  wrecked,  and  save  himself 
up  to  an  Assyr  officer,  who  sent  liim  to  Assyria. 

(15)  Elam's  further  diangea  oS  ruiers. — lodabigaS, 
the  new  Elamite  king,  now  sent  an  embosay  to 
make  peace  with  ASSur-boni-apli.  who  at  once  de- 
manded the  surrender  of  NabQ-bSl-^umfiti,  son  of 
Merodach-baladan,  and  the  AaByrians  whom  he  had 
enticed  and  taken  with  him.  Before  thia  demand 
could  reach  Indabigafi,  however,  his  people  bad 
revolted  ag^nst  him  and  put  him  to  death,  and 
Um man-aid 5au,  son  of  Attametu,  sat  on  the  throne, 
after    defeating   IndabigaS   on    the   banks   of   the 

Sutljut.  The  same  demand  was  made  to  Umman- 
dasu  as  had  been  made  to  IndabigaS,  but  Nabfl- 
bei-Sumftti,  not  wishing  to  fall  into  the  hands  of  the 
Assyrians,  called  on  his  armor-bearer  to  dispateh 
him,  and  the  two  ran  each  other  through  with  their 
swords. 

(16)  King  Tammaritu's  ireocfcery.— Nevertheless 
AS§ur-bani-ftph  decided  to  replace  Tammaritu,  the 
former  Elamite  king,  on  the  throne,  and  to  this  end 
invaded  Elam.  The  Assyrians  were,  as  usual,  suc- 
ceaaful,  and  on  learning  this,  Umman-aldBs  fled  to 
the  mounting.  Entering  Susa,  Tammaritu  was 
once  more  proclaimed  king  of  Elam,  he,  in  return. 
promisini  to  regard  ASSur-bani-flpli  as  his  lord,  and 
to  pay  tnbute.  No  sooner  bad  the  Assyr  army  de- 
parted, than  the  new  king  of  Elam  began  to  plot 
against  the  power  which  had  raised  him.  To  all 
appearance  his  intentions  to  revolt  were  reported 
to  the  Assyr  king,  who  at  once  sent  an  army  and 
plundered  the  country,  and  Tammaritu  again  fell 
mto  Ateur-bani-flpli's  hands.  Umman-aldSa  now 
returned  and  resumed  tbe  government.  Unwilling 
to  regard  his  former  efforts  as  fruitless,  the  Assyr 
king  decided  to  finally  subdue  the  land,  and  to  thia 
end  invaded  it,  the  pretext  being  that  the  ElMnites 
refused  to  deliver  up  the  image  of  the  goddeaa  NanA, 
which  had  been  carried  off  from  Erech  1,635  years 
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buika  of  the  Itite,  and  after  aa  attack  in  which  the 
Aasyrians  were  at  a  diBadvantage,  the  ElaEoites 
gave  way,  and  Ununan-aldSs  fled  to  the  mountaiiu, 
AcCDrdiiig  to  the  Asayr  king's  record,  an  enormous 
booty  was  taken,  including  many  sacred  and  an- 
cient royal  statues  preeerved  at  Susa.  The  image 
of  Nana  was  reetoi^  to  it^  shrine  at  Erech  with 
Kreat  rejoicing.  In  the  triumphal  celebrations  at 
Nineveh,  Tammaritu  was  one  of  the  captive  kings 
who  drew  the  Assyr  king's  chariot  to  the  temple  of 
Ifitar,  when  he  rendered  the  goddess  thanks  for  hie 
victories. 

(17)  Domimon  posset  from  Aatyria. — To  all 
appearance  EHam  now  became  a  province  of  the 
^^VT  empire,  though  not  for  long,  as  this  collapsed 
in  the  year  606  BC,  and  the  center  of  government 
was  shifted  tS  Babylon,  under  Nabopolaasar,  who 
became  ita  ruler.  Neouchadreziar  (604),  Evil- 
Merodach  (561),  Neriglieear  (559),  and  Nabonidus 


8  Great, 


2fi,  however,  suggests  that  the  old  states  of  the 
country  had  practically  resumed  their  independence: 
though  49  36-39  prophesies  the  dismemberment  of 
the  countn',  and  the  destruction  of  its  Wing  and 
princes.    Th"    '     ' 

his  line — Cyrus,  ... 

who  were  all  kings  of  Aman — to  Darius  Hystaspis. 
In  Isa  SI  2  it  is  apparently  the  later  Cyrus  who  is 
referred  to  when  Elam,  with  Media,  is  called  upon 
"to  go  up"  to  the  siege  of  Babylon. 

(18)  The  laUr  stale  of  EUim.—fdter  Cyrus,  the 
hieto^  of  Elam  was  tliat  of  Perua.  of  which  it 
henceforth  formed  a  part.  In  all  probability,  how- 
ever, the  Elamit«8  were  as  warlike  and  as  mtract^ 
^le  as  ever.     During  the  reign  of  the  little-known 


into  Babylonia,  one  oi  the  opponents  of  this  king't 
generals  being  Pittit,  "the  enemy,  the  Elamite' — 
a  phrase  of  old  standing,  apparently.  Elam,  to  ita 
whole  extent,  was  smitten  with  the  sword,  and  Pit- 
tit  [was  slain  or  captured).  One  of  the  cities  which 
the^  attacked  was  Apsmeia,  probably  that  on  the 
Sellas  river.  Acts  S  9  irapliea  that  the  old  lan- 
guage of  Elam  was  still  in  use,  and  the  Eiamites 
were  still  recognised  as  a  nationality,  as  late  as  the 
1st  cent,  of  our  era. 

Owing  to  the  many  Semites  in  Elam,  and  the 
neameaa  of  the  Bab  states,  Bab  deities — Anu  and 
Anatu,  Enlil  and  Ninlil,  Merodach  and 
13.  namite  Zer-panttu,  §amaS  and  Aa,  Tammus 
Reli^on  and  Btar,  Ninip,  Nergal,  Eadad  or 
Rinunon,  etc — were  largely  worshipped 
(see  Babbl,  Babtlon}.  The  chief  draty  of  the 
non-Semitic  pantheon  seems  to  have  Dcen  In- 
Suiinak,  the  patron-deily  of  Susa,  identified  with 
Ninip,  the  son  of  Enlil,  by  the  Babylonians,  who 
quote  also  other  names  applied  to  him— lAljuratil 
Simei,  Adaene,  Suiinak,  and  Dasbak.  Merodach 
seems  to  have  been  represented  by  the  Sumerian 
character  Oal,  "great,"  and  Zer-panttu  was  appar- 
ently called  Nin-siS  in  Elam.  lltar  was  known  as 
Usan.  Lagamar,  Laqamar,  or  Lagamal,  was  ap- 
parently identified  with  theBabLA^imal,oneof  the 
gods  of  Dailem  near  Babylon — his  name  is  generally 
regarded  as  forming  part  of  the  name  Chedorlao- 
UEB  (q.v.).  Nat}bu"te,  Na't}unte,  or  (Bab)  Nan- 
^undi  was  the  Bab  sun-god  Samas;  Kuniibami  was 
the  W.  ^m.  Hadad,  also  known  by  his  Mitannian 

iHittite)  name  of  TeSup.  {fumban.  Human,  w 
Jmman  (Assyr),  "the  god  of  gods,"  "thelting,"  was 
possibly  regarded  as  ue  Bab  Merodach.  The  cur- 
roicyof  Bab  myths  in  Elam  is  suggested  by  the 
nameof  the  goddess  Belala,  possibly  the  Bab  BeliU, 
tieUx  of  TammU2.    The  wwd  for  "god"  in  Elamite 


WHS  nap,  explained  by  the  Babylonians  as  one  of 
the  names  of  Enlil,  implying  that  the  Eiamites 
regarded  him  as  "the  god"  ty  divine  right.  Of 
their  deities,  six  (one  of  them  being  Lagamar)  were 
worshipped  only  by  Elamite  kin^.  Elam  had 
temples  and  temnle-towers  similar  to  those  in 
Babylonia,  as  well  as  sacred  groves,  wherein  no 
stranger  penetrated.    (See  ERE]  a.v.    Eiamites.") 

The  rediscovery  of  the  history  of  Elam  is  one  of 
the  most  noteworthy  things  of  modem  research.    It 

has  revealed  to  us  the  wonderful  de- 
14.  EUm's  velopment  which  that  kingdom  had 
Importsnce;  made  at  an  exceedingly  early  date, 
Her  and  shows  that  it  was  politically  just 

literature     as  important  as  the  Bab  states  4,000 

years  BC,  though  probably  hardly  so 
advanced  in  art  and  lit.    Nevertheless,  the  country 


lanite)  were  spoken  in  the  country,  numerous 
documente  in  both  languages  have  been  found, 
mostly  historical,  or  of  the  nature  of  dedications, 
some  of  which  are  inscribed  on  objects  presented 
to  temples.  There  are  also  a  number  of  archaic 
tablets  of  the  nature  of  accounts,  written  in  a 
pecuhar  cuneiform  character.  The  cylinder-seals 
are  either  inscribed  with  dedications,  or  with  the 
name  of  the  owner,  his  father,  and  the  god  whom  he 
worshipped,  as  in  Babylonia.  Of  other  lit.  there 
are  but  mere  traces — an  exorcism  against  mo&-' 
quitOB  shows  the  desire  of  the  people  to  rid  them- 
selves of  the  discomforts  of  this  life.  Contracts 
testify  to  the  existence  of  laws,  but  the  laws  them- 
selves have  yet  to  be  discovered.  The  stele  of 
Uammurabi,  which  was  found  at  Susa,  did  not 
belong  to  Elamitic  lit.,  but  to  that  of  Babylonia. 

Ehunite  art  during  the  first  period  was  naturally 
rude,  and  it  is  doubtful  whether  metals  were  then 

used,  as  no  traces  of  them  were  found. 
IS.  Art  There  were  also  no  inscribed  monu- 

during  the  ments.  The  pottery,  however,  was  of 
1st  and  Sd  extreme  delicacy,  and  very  elegant. 
Prehistoric  The  second  period  is  described  as  being 
Perloda         less  artistic  than  the  first.    The  pot^ 

tery  is  more  ordinary,  and  also  more 
roughly    made,    though   better   ware   also   exists. 

Paintjvl   nmomeFitjitinn  is  fnilnH        VwBialii  nf  nhifa) 


Tbe  Biilnnlns- Woman  (from  Bum).' 

or  pink  limestone,  some  of  them  very  large,  oo- 
cUFj  but  alabaster  is  exceedingly  rare.  There  is 
no  mdication  of  writing  at  this  period,  but  rudely 
enn-aved  seals,  with  animal  forms,  are  found.  The 
bunding  were  of  crude  brick  or  piled-up  earth, 
though  baked  brick  was  sometimes  used .  A  cbsJOge 
seems  to  have  taken  place  in  the  conditions  of  me 
at  the  end  of  this  paiod,  implying  invasion  by  a 
more  civilised  race. 
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The  indications  of  invasion  during  the  second 

prehistoric  period  are  confirmed,  according  to  M. 

J6quier,  by  what  is  found  in  the  layer 

16.  Art  in  of  the  archaic  period,  wliich  succeeded 
the  Archaic  it.  This  is  accentuated  by  the  numer- 
Periody  ous  inscribed  clay  tablets,  some  of 
That  of  the  which  have  impressions  of  quite  re- 
^cetoys,  markable  cylindernaeals.  The  pottery 
and  That  of  is  scantv  and  not  characteristic,  but 
the  Kings     the  working  of  alabaster  into  vases 

had  developed  considerably,  and  some 
of  the  smaller  forms  (ointment  or  scent-bottles) 
are  good  and  varied.  Some  have  the  form  of  tiie 
duck,  the  wild  boar,  and  other  animals.  During 
the  period  of  the  UiakS  or  viceroys,  fine  sculptures 
in  low  relief  occmr — ^the  scorpion-man  and  the  sacr^ 
tree,  military  prisoners  with  their  suard,  siege- 
operations  and  the  dead  on  the  battl^eld;  and  as 
examples  of  work  in  the  round,  ivory  and  alabaster 
statuettes.  Later  on,  during  the  time  of  the  kinfps 
of  Elam  and  Susa,  the  objects  of  art  increase  m 
number,  though  laxge  objects  in  the  round  are  rare. 
Noteworthy  are  the  statuettes  and  statues  in 
bronze,  the  former  being  very  numerous.  The 
largest  production  of  this  kind  is  the  almost  life- 
sise  statue  of  queen  Napir-Asu,  consort  of  UntaS- 
Gal,  which,  however,  is  imfortimately  headless.  It 
is  a  remarkable  piece  of  work,  and  has  great  artistic 
merit. 

In  all  probability  Elam  was  much  hindered  in  her 
material  and  intellectual  development  by  the  in- 
tractable and  warlike  nature  of  her 

17.  Tem-  people— 4ndeed,  the  history  of  the 
perament  country,  as  far  as  it  is  known,  is  a 
of  the  In*  record  of  strife  and  conflict,  and  the 
habitants  temperament  indicated  by  the  ancient 
of  Elam        records  seems  to  have  been  inherited 

b^r  the  wild  tribes  which  occupy  the 

more   inaccessible   districts.    What   conduced   to 

quarrels  and  conflicts  in  ancient  times  was  the  law 

oi  succession,  for  the  Elamite  kings  were  not  gen- 

erallv  succeeded  by  their  eldest  sons,  but  by  weir 

brothers  (see  Ellasar).    The  inhabitants  of  the 

towns  at  the  present  time  in  all  probability  do  not 

differ  in  any  essential  respect  from  those  of  Persia 

in  general,  and  among  them  there  is  probably  no 

great  amount  of  ancient  Elamite  blood,  though  the 

Elamite  t3rpe  is  met  with,  and  probably  occurs,  in 

consequence  of  ancient  mingling,  in  various  parts 

of  modem  Persia. 

LiTSBATURB. — For  the  most  complete  aoooimt  of  the 
dlflcoveries  In  Elam.  see  Mimoiret  de  la  diliof^ion  en 
Per$et  I  ff,  M%$»ion  Bcientifique  en  Peree,  I  ff,  and  Hit' 
toire  et  travaux  de  la  diUgation  en  Peree,  all  under  the 
editorship  of  J.  de  Morgan,  and  written  by  De  Morgan, 
V.  ScheU.  O.  Lamprfi.  O.  Jdquier,  etc;  also  W.  K.  Loitus, 
Chaldea  and  Sueiana,  1857. 

T.  G.  Pinches 
ELASA,  erarsa  ('AXoo^  Alaad;  AV  Eleasa,  el- 
^ft'sa):  The  pi&ce  where  Judas  pitched  his  camp 
before  the  battle  in  which  he  was  overwhelmed  and 
slain  (1  Mace  9  5).*  It  probably  corresponds  to 
the  modem  Kkirhet  iVaad,  between  the  two  Beth- 
horons. 


ELASAH,  el'a-sa  (mp^p^,  ^d'OsOh,  ''God  has 
made") : 

(1)  An  Israelite  who  had  married  a  foreign  wife 
(Ezr  10  22). 

(2)  A  son  of  Shaphan,  by  whom,  with  Gemariah, 
IQng  Zedekiah  sent  a  message  to  Babylon  (Jer  29 
3).    See  Eleasah. 

SLATH,  CTath,  or  ELOTH,  Cloth  (nft'^S, 
'urn,  nb-^tlt,  'Hath;  AtX^v,  Ail&n  [Dt  2  8],  AlXde, 
Aiidth  [2  K  16  6]):  A  seaport  on  the  Red  Sea  in 
the  territory  of  Edom.  It  is  named  along  with 
Ezion-geber  in  the  account  of  IsraeFs  journey  round 


the  land  of  Edom  (Dt  2  8).  It  appears  as  Ailath, 
and  Ail5n  in  the  LXX,  and  in  Jos  as  Iluiis  (Ant, 
VIII,  vi,  4),  while  Onam  has  Al'Xi,  AUd,  From  this 
we  may  gather  that  the  Aram.  Ildn  or  lUSnd  was  in 
use  as  well  as  the  Heb  'Hath  or  'UiiUi,  The  name, 
"grove,"  was  doubtless  derived  from  the  presence 
of  certain  sacred  trees.  It  may  be  identical  with 
El-paran  of  Gen  14  6,  and  Elah  of  Gen  86  41. 
When  David  conauered  Edom,  Elath  passed  into  the 
hands  of  Israel  (2  S  8  14).  It  was  a  position  of 
great  importance  in  connection  with  the  trade  with 
South  Arabia.  Here  the  merchant  fleets  of  Solomon 
and  Jehoshaphat  were  fitted  out,  and  hence  they 
saUed  (1  K  9  26;  2  Ch  8  17:  1  K  22  48).  In 
the  reign  of  Jehoram,  son  of  Jehoshaphat,  Edom 
shook  off  the  hand  of  Judah  (2  K  8  20),  but  under 
Amaziah  and  Uzziah  it  was  again  subdued  (14 
7. 10.22) .  Finally  it  was  taken  from  Ahaz  by  Rezin, 
king  of  SynA,  The  Jews  were  driven  out  and  the 
Svrians  ^kiomites?)  took  permanent  possession 
(16  6).  It  is  identical  with  the  modem  ^Afpttba,  at 
the  head  of  the  gulf  of  that  name.        W.  Ewing 

ELBERITH,  el-bS'rith   (Jgs  9  46).    See  Baal- 

BEBITH. 

EL-BETH-EL,el-beth'el(b»-n'»J  b»,  *il  bith-'H, 
"God  of  Bethel";  Bai9^,  BaithU):  By  this  name 
Jacob  called  the  scene  of  his  vision  at  Luz,  when  he 
returned  from  Paddan-aram  (Gen  85  7). 

ELCIA,  el'shi-a,  RV  ELKIAH  (q.v.). 

ELDAAH,  el-d&'a  (H^^^^,  'etdd'Oh,  "God  has 
caUed"?):  A  son  of  Midian  (Gen  25  4;  1  Ch  1  33). 

ELDAD,  el'dad  Ctj)^ ,  'ddsdh,  "God  has  loved") : 
One  of  the  70  elders  chosen  by  Moses  at  the  com- 
mand of  Jeh  to  share  "the  biuxlen  of  the  people" 
(Nu  11  16-25).  Eldad  and  his  companion  M^ad 
were  not  present  with  the  rest  at  the  tent  of  meeting, 
yet  the  spirit  rested  also  upon  them  and  tiiey 
prophesied  in  the  camp  (vs  26-29). 

ELDAD,  el'dad,  AND  MODAD,  mS'dad,  BOOK 
OF:  In  the  LXX  they  are  called  Eadad  and  Modad. 
In  the  AV  the  names  are  given  as  Eldad  and  Me- 
dad)  meaning  "Gk>d  has  loved"  ("Cxod  loves")  and 
"object  of  love"  ( ?) .  They  were  two  of  the  seventy 
elders  chosen  by  Moses  (Nu  11  26),  and  while  the 
others  obeyed  the  sununons  and  went  to  the  taber- 
nacle, these  two  remained  in  the  camp  and  prophe- 
sied (Nu  11  26).  The  nature  of  their  prophecy  is 
not  recorded,  and  this  naturally  became  a  good 
subject  for  the  play  of  the  imagination.  It  fur- 
nished the  basis  for  a  lost  work  which  was  Quoted  by 
Hennas  (Vis  2  3) :  "The  Lord  is  near  to  ^em  who 
return  unto  him,  as  it  is  written  in  Eldad  and  Mo- 
dad, who  prophesied  to  the  people  in  the  wilderness." 
The  Pal  Tgs  also  filled  in  the  subject  of  the  prophecy 
of  Eldad  and  Modad,  and,  as  they  have  it,  it  related 
to  the  coining  of  (jiog  and  Magog  against  Israel  at 
the  end  of  the  days.    One  of  the  Tgs  has  the  ex- 

Eression,  "The  Lord  is  near  to  them  that  are  in  the 
our  of  tribulation."  The  authors  of  the  Tgs  were 
either  dependent  upon  that  work  or  upon  a  similar 
tradition;  and  the  former  of  these  views  is  the  more 
probable.  Lightfoot  and  Holtzman  think  the 
lengthy  quotation  in  1  Clem  23  and  2  Clem  11  is 
from  the  Book  of  Eldad  and  Modad.  The  work 
is  found  in  the  Stichometry  of  Nicephorus  and 
consists  of  400  stichoi,  which  would  me^e  it  about 
twice  the  length  of  the  Cant.       A.  W.  Fobtunb 

ELDER^  el'-dSr,  IN  THE  OT  C|p|,  zd^Sn): 
Among  primitive  peoples  authority  seems  naturaUy 
to  be  invested  in  those  who  by  virtue  of  greater  age 
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and,  consequently,  experience  are  best  fitted  to 
govern:  thus  Iliad  iii.149.  Later  the  idea  of  age 
became  merged  in  that  of  dignity  (II.  ii.404,  ii.570; 
Odyssey  ii.l4).  In  like  manner  the  word  paires 
came  to  be  used  among  the  Romans  (Cic.  Rep.  2.8. 
14).  So  also  among  the  Germans  authority  was 
intrusted  to  those  who  were  older;  cf  Tacitus 
Agricola.  The  same  is  true  among  the  Arabians 
to  the  present  day,  the  sheik  being  always  a  man  of 
age  as  well  as  of  authority. 

From  the  first  the  Hebrews  held  this  view  of  gov- 
ernment, although  the  term  ''elder*'  came  later  to 
be  used  of  the  idea  of  the  authority  for  which,  at 
first,  age  was  regarded  necessary.  Thus  the  office 
appears  in  both  J  (9th  cent.  BC)  (Ex  8  16;  12 
21;  24  1,  of  the  elders  of  the  Hebrews;  and  of 
the  Egyptians,  Gen  60  7):  and  E  (8th  cent.  BC) 
(Ex  17  5;  18  12;  19  7  [D2];  Josh  24  31,  elders 
of  Israel,  or  of  the  people.  Cf  the  principle  of  selec- 
tion of  heads  of  tens,  fifties,  etc.  Ex  18  13  fif,  seventy 
being  selected  from  a  previous  body  of  elders);  cf 
JE  (Nu  11  16.24).  Seventy  are  also  mentioned 
in  Ex  24  1,  while  in  Jgs  8  14  seventynseven  are 
mentioned,  although  this  might  be  taken  to  include 
seven  princes.  Probably  the  number  was  not  uni- 
form. 

Elder  as  a  title  continues  to  have  place  down 
through  the  times  of  the  Judges  (Jgs  8  16;  2  7fD]; 
cf  Ruth  4  2  fif)  into  the  kingdom.  Saul  asked  to 
be  honored  before  the  elders  (1  S  16  30) :  the  elders 
of  Bethlehem  appeared  before  Samuel  (16  4);  the 
elders  ^peared  before  David  in  Hebron  (2  S  17 
15;  1  Ch  11  3);  elders  took  part  in  the  temple 
procession  of  Solomon  (1  K  8  3;  2  Ch  6  4).  They 
continued  through  the  Pers  period  (Ezr  6  5.9;  6 
7.14;  10  8.14;  Joel  1  14  m)  and  the  Maccabean 
period  (Jth  6  16;  7  23;  8  10;  10  6;  13  12;  1 
Mace  12  35),  while  the  NT  (irpeap&repos  presbri- 
tero8,  Mt  16  21;  26  47.57;  Mk  8  31;  Lk  9  22; 
Acts  4  5.23)  makes  frequent  mention  of  the  office. 

The  elders  served  as  local  magistrates,  in  bringing 
murderers  to  trial  (Dt  19  12;  21  1  fif;  Josh  20  4), 
punishing  a  disobeidient  son  (Dt  21  19),  inflicting 
penalty  for  slander  (22  15),  for  noncompliance  with 
the  Levirate  marriage  law  (26  7  ff),  enforcing  the 
Law  (27  1)  J  conducting  the  service  in  expiation  of 
unwitting  violation  of  the  Law  (Lev  4  13  fif). 

In  certain  passages  different  classes  of  officers 
are  mentioned  as  ^'judges  and  officers"  (Dt  16  18), 
"elders"  and  "officers"  (81  28),  "heads,  tribes, 
elders,  officers"  (29  10  [Heb  9]).  It  is  probable 
that  DOth  classes  were  selected  from  among  the 
elders,  and  that  to  one  class  was  assigned  the  work 
of  judging,  and  that  the  "officers"  exercised  execu- 
tive functions  (Schllrer).  In  entirely  Jei^ish  com- 
munities the  same  men  would  be  both  officers  of  the 
community  and  elders  of  the  synagogue.  In  this 
case  the  same  men  would  have  jurisdiction  over  civil 
and  religious  matters. 

LiTBRATURB. — Schttrer.  OJV*,  8  23,  eep.  176  flP  (Eng. 
ed.  II.  1,  140  ff;  Benzlnger,  HA*,  61;  Delasmann.  Bibel- 
atudien,    153  ff    (s.v.    wpca^urcpot) ;      BOB,    278      (]pT); 

Preuflchen,  Orieehiach-DeuUche*  Handwdrterbuch,  S.Y., 
058  f. 

W.  N.  Stearns 
ELDER  IN  THE  NT  (vpio-p^rfpo^,  preebHieroe): 

(1)  The  word  is  used  adjectivally  to  denote  sen- 
iority (Lk  16  25;  1  Tim  6  2). 

(2)  Referring  to  the  Jewish  elders  of  the  syna- 
gogue, usually  associated  with  the  scribes  and 
Pharisees,  and  NT  passages  cited  in  the  previous 
article. 

(3)  It  denotes  certain  persons  appointed  to  hold 
office  in  the  Christian  church,  and  to  exercise  spirit- 
ual oversight  over  the  flock  intrusted  to  them. 
From  the  references  in  Acts  (14  23;  20  17)  it  may 
be  inferred  that  the  churches  generally  had  elders 


appointed  over  them.  That  "elders"  and  "bishops" 
were  in  apostolic  and  sub-apostolic  times  the  same, 
is  now  almost  universally  admitted;  in  all  NT 
references  their  functions  are  identical.  The  most 
probable  explanation  of  the  difference  of  names  is 
that  "elder  refers  mainly  to  the  person,  and 
"bishop"  to  the  office:  the  name  "elder"  empha- 
sizes what  he  is,  while  bishop,"  that  is  "overseer," 
emphasizes  what  the  elder  or  presbyter  does.  See 
Bishop;  Church  Government;  Ministry. 

.  A.  C.  Grant 

ELEAD,  el'ft-ad  ("I7?9,  'd'adh,  "God  has  tes- 
tified") :  An  Ephraimite,  slain  while  mulfipg  a  raid, 
by  the  men  of  Gath  (1  Ch  7  21). 

ELEADAH,  el-^a'da,  ELADAH  (AV)  (n77b9, 
'd'adhah,  "God  has  adorned"):  An  Ephraimite 
(1  Ch  7  20). 

ELEALEH,  e-16-a'le  (nb^^K ,  'd'dlSh,  "God  has 
ascended"):  Lay  in  the  country  taken  from  Sihon 
and  within  the  lot  given  to  Reuben  (Nu  32  3.37  f). 
"Their  names  being  changed"  seems  to  apply  to  all 
the  towns  mentioned.  There  is  no  indication  of  the 
other  names.  Elealeh  is  noticed  with  Heshbon  in 
the  oracles  against  Moab  in  Isa  16  4;  16  9;  Jer 
48  34.  Onom  locates  it  one  Rom  mile  from  Hesh- 
bon. It  is  represented  today  by  el^Al.  a  mound 
crowned  with  ruins,  about  a  mile  N.  of  tfeahdn. 

ELEASA,  el-^&'sa.    See  Elasa. 

ELEASAH,  el-^fi'sa  (in  fieb  identical  with 
Elasah,  which  see) : 

(1)  A  descendant  of  Judah  (1  Ch  2  39.40). 

(2)  A  Benjamite,  a  descendant  of  Saul  (1  Ch  8 
37;  9  43). 

ELEAZAR,  el-6-a'zar,  6-lft-a'zar  (Wb»,  'dr 
^Oz&r;  'EXcd^op,  Eledzar,  "God  is  helper") : 

(1)  The  3d  son  of  Aaron  by  Elisheba  (Ex  6  23: 
Nu  3  2).  He  married  one  of  the  daughters  of 
Putiel,  who  bore  him  Phinehas  (Ex  6  25).  With 
his  father  and  3  brothers  he  was  consecrated  to  the 
priest's  office  (Ex  23  1).  After  the  destruction  of 
Nadab  and  Abihu,  he  occupied  a  more  important 
position,  and  he  and  Ithamar  "ministered  in  the 
priest's  office  in  the  presence  of  Aaron  their  father" 
(LevlOef;  Nu  8  4:  1  Ch  24  2  ff).  He  was 
given  the  oversight  of  tne  Levites  and  had  charge  of 
the  tabernacle  and  all  within  it  (Nu  8  32;  4  16).  To 
Eleazar  fell  the  duty  of  beating  out  for  an  altar 
covering  the  censers  of  Korah  and  his  fellow^- 
conspirators  who  had  attempted  to  seize  the  priest- 
hood (Nu  16  37.39).  On  the  death  of  Aaron. 
Eleazar  succeeded  him  (Nu  20  25  ff).  He  assistea 
Moses  with  the  census  after  the  plague  in  the  plains 
of  Moab  (Nu  26  Iff),  and  with  Moses  and  the 
elders  heard  the  petition  of  the  daughters  of  Zelo- 
phehad  who  wished  to  be  served  as  heirs  to  their 
father  (Nu  27  Iff).  After  the  entrance  into 
Canaan,  Eleazar  and  Joshua  gave  effect  to  the  de- 
cision arrived  at  by  giving  the  daughters  of  Zelo- 
phehad  a  share  in  the  land  of  Manasseh  (Josh  17 
4).  He  was  priest  and  adviser  to  Joshua,  the  suc- 
cessor of  Moses  (Nu  27  19;  81  12  ff),  whom  he 
also  assisted  in  partitioning  Canaan  among  the  tribes 
(Nu  34  17;  Josh  14  1;  19  51;  21  1).  He  was 
buried  in  the  hill  (RVm  "Gibeah")  of  Phinehas  his 
son  in  the  hill  country  of  Ephraim  (Josh  24  33). 
For  some  reason  unknown  the  descendants  of  Itha- 
mar seem  to  have  held  the  chief  position  among  the 
priests  from  Eli  till  the  accession  of  Solomon,  w^hen 
Abiathar  was  sent  into  retirement,  and  Zadok,  the 
descendant  of  Eleazar,  was  appointed  in  his  place 
(1  K  2  26  ff).    Ezra  was  a  descendant  of  Zadok 
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(Ezr  7  1  ff) ;  and  the  high  priest's  office  was  in  the 
family  of  Zadok  till  the  time  of  the  Maccabees. 

(2)  The  son  of  Abinadab,  sanctified  to  keep  the 
ark  of  Jeh,  when  it  was  brou^t  from  Bethnshemesh 
to  Kiriath-jearim  after  being  sent  back  by  the 
Philis  (1  S  7  1). 

(3)  The  son  of  Dodai.  one  of  David's  three 
mi^ty  men.  A  famous  teat  of  arms  with  David 
at  Ephe&-dammim  is  recorded  (2  S  23  9f;  1  Ch 
11  12  f  where  he  is  named  the  son  of  Dodo). 

(4)  A  Levite,  a  son  of  Mahli,  a  Merarite.  It  is 
recorded  that  he  had  no  sons,  but  daughters  only, 
who  were  married  to  their  cousins  (1  Ch  23  21.^; 
24  28). 

(5)  A  priest  who  accompanied  Ezra  from  Baby- 
lon (Ezr  8  33) ;  the  son  of  Phinehas.  (5)  and  (6) 
may  be  identical. 

(6)  A  priest  who  took  part  in  the  dedication  of 
the  wall  of  Jerus  (Neh  12  42). 

(7)  A  son  of  Mattathias  and  brother  of  Judas 
Maccabaeus  (1  Mace  2  5;  6  43f;  2  Mace  8  23). 
See  AsMONEANs;  Maccabees. 

(8,  9)  Two  others  are  mentioned  in  1  Mace  8  17; 
2  Mace  6  18  ff. 

(10)  An  ancestor  of  Jesus,  3  generations  before 
Joseph  (Mt  1  15).  S.  F.  Hunter 

ELEAZTJRUS,  el-S-a-zu'rus,  RV  ELIASIBUS 
(q.v.). 

ELECT,  Wekt':  That  is,  "chosen,"  "selected." 
In  the  OT  the  word  represents  derivatives  of  "^n^ , 
h&har,  elegit;  in  the  NT  ^«cX6icr6f,  ekleJUds,  It  means 
properly  an  object  or  objects  of  selection.  This 
primary  meaning  sometimes  passes  into  that  of 
"eminent,"  "valuable,"  "choice";  often  thus  as  a 
fact,  in  places  where  AV  uses  "chosen"  (or  "elect") 
to  translate  the  original  (e.g.  Isa  42  1:  1  Pet  2  6). 
In  AV  "elect"  (or  "chosen")  is  used  ot  Israel  as  the 
race  selected  for  special  favor  and  to  be  the  special 
vehicle  of  Divine  purposes  (so  4 1  in  Apoc,  Too  and 
Ecclus);  of  the  great  Servant  of  Jeh  (cf  Lk  23  35; 
the  "Christ  of  God,  his  chosen");  cf  eminent  saints 
as  Jacob.  Moses,  Rufus  (Rom  16  13);  "the  lady," 
and  her  "sister"  of  2  Jn;  of  the  holy  angels  (1  Tim 
6  21),  with  a  possible  suggestion  of  the  lapse  of 
other  angels.  Otherwise,  and  prevalently  m  the 
NT,  it  denotes  a  human  community,  also  described 
as  behevers,  saints,  the  Israel  of  God;  regarded  as 
in  some  sense  selected  by  Him  from  among  men, 
objects  of  His  special  favor,  and  correspondingly 
called  to  special  holiness  ana  service.  See  further 
under  Election.  In  the  En^.  VSS  "elect"  is  not 
used  as  a  vb.:  "to  choose"  is' preferred;  e.g.  Mk 
13  20;  Eph  1  4.  Handle y  Dunelm 

ELECT  LADY,  l^lekt'  l&'di  (IkXcktiq  inipf^^, 
eklektt  kuria;2  Jn  ver  1) :  In  accordance  with  strict 
grammatical  usage  these  words  of  address  may  be 
tr<*  in  three  ways:  "to  an  elect  lady"  (which  as  an 
address  is  too  indefinite);  or,  both  words  being 
taken  as  proper  names,  "to  Eklekte  Kuria"  (an 
improbable  combination  of  two  very  rare  names); 
or  "to  Eklektey  lady"=anglice,  "to  the  lady  [or 
'Madam']  Eklekte. **  The  other  translations  which 
have  been  given — "to  the  elect  lady"  or  "to  the 
elect  Kuria" — are  open  to  objection  on  account 
of  the  omission  of  the  article;  but  this  violation  of 
rule  is  perhaps  not  without  parallel  (cf  1  Pet  11). 
The  translation  adopted  wul  partly  depend  upon 
whether  we  regard  the  epistle  as  addressed  to  an 
individual  or  to  a  commimity.  Dr.  Rendel  Harris 
believes  this  question  to  be  settled  by  the  discovery 
in  the  papyri  of  numerous  instances  which  prove 
that  kurios  and  kuria  were  used  by  ancient  letter- 
writers  as  terms  of  familiar  endearment,  applicable 


to  brother,  sister,  son,  wife,  or  intimate  friend  of 
either  sex  (Exp<mtor,  March,  1901;  see  also  Find- 
lay,  Fellawship  in  the  Life  Eternal,  ch  iii).  In  the 
li^t  of  this  suggestion  we  should  naturally  translate, 
"to  my  [dear]  lady  Eklekt6."  Grammatically,  this 
is  strongly  supported  by  1  Tim^  1  2  and  2  Tim  1  2 
(Ti/u>$4(p  ynjirltfi  ....  dyainfTV  ....  riKVifi,  Tim" 
oihid  gnisid  ....  agapetd  ....  Uknd— "to  Tim- 
othy my  true  ....  beloved  ....  child");  and 
the  fact  that  the  name  Eklekte  has  not  yet  been 
discovered,  though  Eklektds  has,  offers  no  grave  ob- 
jection. This  is  the  tr  favored  by  Clement  of  Alex- 
andria, who  says  of  the  epistle:  scripia  vero  est  ad 
quandam  BabyUmiam  nomine  Electam,  significat 
aiUem  electionem  ecdesiae  aanctae  ("It  is  written  to 
a  certain  Babylonian,  Electa  by  name;  but  it  signi- 
fies the  further  election  of  the  holy  church' ' )  •  1 1  seems 
doubtful  whether  he  means  by  the  last  clause  that 
Electa  is  simply  a  personification  of  the  church,  or 
a  real  person  whose  name  was  derived  from  the 
Christian  idea  of  election.  Either  way  the  render- 
ing, "to  the  lady  Electa,"  is  suitable,  and  upon  the 
whole  it  seems  the  best.  EklektS  is  not  an  adj.  but 
a  noun.  If  a  person  is  intended,  it  is  "the  lady 
Electa";  if  a  church,  it  is  designated,  not  "the  elect 
Lady,"  but  ^'the  lady  Elect."  The  mention  of 
'thy  elect  sister"  in  2  Jn  ver  13  does  not  hinder 
either  supposition.  See  further  Ctbia;  John,  The 
Epistles  of.  Robert  Law 

ELECTION,  S-lek'shun  (IicXoy^,  eklogt,  "choice," 

"selection") : 

I.     Thb  Word  in  Scripture 
II.     Thr  Mtstbrious  Elbmbnt 
III.     Incidbncb  upon  Community  and  Individual 

lY.       GOONATB   AND  IlLUSTRATIVB  BiBLICAL  LaNGUAGR 

V.     Limitations  of  Inquiry  Hbre.     Scope  or  Elbo- 
tion 
VI.     Pbrsbvbrancb 

VII.       GONBIDBRATIONS  IN  RbLIBF  OF  THOUGHT 

1.  Antinomies 

2.  Fatalism  Another  Thing 

3.  The  Moral  Aspects 

4.  "We  know  in  Part" 

5.  The  Unknown  Future 

/.  The  Word  in  Scripture, — ^The  word  is  absent 
from  the  OT,  where  the  related  Heb  vb.  ("^H^, 
bdhar)  is  frequent.  In  the  NT  it  occurs  6 1  (Rom 
9  il;  11  5.7.28;  1  Thess  1  4;  .2  Pet  1  10).  In  aU 
these  places  it  appears  to  denote  an  act  of  Divine 
selection  taking  effect  upon  himian  objects  so  as  to 
bring  them  into  special  and  saving  relations  with 
God:  a  selection  such  as  to  be  at  once  a  mysterious 
thing,  transcending  human  analysis  of  its  motives 
(so  eminently  in  Rom  9  11),  and  such  as  to  be 
knowable  by  its  objects,  who  are  (2  Pet)  exhorted 
to  ''make  it  sure,''  certain,  a  fact  to  consciousness. 
It  is  always  (with  one  exception,  Rom  9  11;  see 
below)  related  to  a  commimity,  and  thus  has  close 
affinity  with  the  OT  teachings  upon  the  privileged 
position  of  Israel  as  the  chosen,  selected  race  (see 
under  Elect).  The  objects  of  election  in  the  NT 
are,  in  effect,  the  Israel  of  God,  the  new,  regenerate 
race  called  to  special  privilege  and  special  service. 
From  one  point  of  view,  that  of  the  external  marks 
of  Christianity,  they  may  thus  be  described  as  the 
Christian  commimity  in  its  widest  sense,  the  sense 
in  which  the  sacramental  position  and  the  real  are 
prima  facie  assumed  to  coincide.  But  from  2  Pet 
it  is  manifest  that  much  more  than  this  has  to  be 
said  if  the  incidence  of  the  word  present  to  the 
writer's  mind  is  to  be  rightly  felt.  It  is  assumed 
there  that  the  Christian,  baptized  and  a  worshipper, 
may  yet  need  to  make  siu%"  his  ''calling  and  elec- 
tion" as  a  fact  to  his  consciousness.  This  implies 
conditions  in  the  "election"  which  far  transcencf  the 
tests  of  sacred  rite  and  external  fellowship. 

//.  7%e  MyMteriooM  Element, — Such  impressions 
of  depth  and  mystery  in  the  word  are  confirmed  by 
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the  other  passages.  In  Rom  9  11  the  context  is 
charged  with  the  most  m^ent  and  even  staggering 
challeng^es  to  submission  and  silence  in  the  presence 
of  the  mscrutable.  To  illustrate  large  assertions 
as  to  the  liberty  and  sovereignty  of  the  Divine  deal- 
ings with  man,  the  apostle  brings  in  Esau  and  Jacob, 
individiials,  twins  as  yet  unborn,  and  points  to  the 
inscrutable  difference  of  the  Divine  action  towiurd 
them  as  such.  Somehow^  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Eternal  appears  as  appomting  to  unborn  Esau  a 
future  of  comparative  disfavor  and  to  Jacob  of 
favor;  a  future  announced  to  the  still  pregnant 
mother.  Such  discrimination  was  made  and  an- 
nounced, says  the  apostle,  ''that  the  purpose  of  God 
according  to  election  might  stand/'  In  the  whole 
passage  the  gravest  stress  is  laid  upon  the  isolation 
of  the  ^'election"  from  the  merit  or  demerit  of  its 
objects. 

///.  incidence  wip<m  Commttnity  and  IndhriduaL 
— ^It  is  observable  that  the  same  characteristic,  the 
inscrutable,  the  sovereign,  is  attached  in  the  OT  to 
the  ''election''  of  a  favored  and  privileged  ncUion, 
Israel  is  repeatedly  reminded  (see  e.g.  Dt  7)  that 
the  Divine  call  and  choice  of  them  to  oe  the  people 
of  God  has  no  relation  to  their  virtues,  or  to  their 
strength.  The  reason  lies  out  of  sight,  in  the  Di- 
vine mind.  So  too  "the  Israel  of  God"  (Gal  6  16) 
in  the  NT,  the  Christian  community,  "the  new, 
peculiar  race,"  holds  its  great  privileges  by  quite 
unmerited  favor  (e.g.  Tit  8  5).  And  the  nature  of 
the  case  here  leads,  as  it  does  not  in  the  case  of  the 
natural  Israel,  to  the  thought  of  a  Divine  election 
of  the  individual,  similarly  inscrutable  and  sover^ 
eign.  For  the  idea  of  the  New  Israel  involves  the 
thou^t  that  in  every  genuine  member  of  it  the 
provisions  of  the  New  Covenant  (Jer  81  31  f)  are 
being  fulfilled:  the  sins  are  remembered  no  more, 
and  the  law  is  written  in  the  heart.  The  bearer  or 
the  Christian  name,  but  not  of  the  Christian  spirit- 
ual standing  and  character,  having  "not  the  opirit 
of  Christ,  is  none  of  his"  (Rom  8  9).  The  chosen 
communit^r  accordingly,  not  as  it  seems  ab  extra,  but 
as  it  is  in  its  essence,  is  a  fellowship  of  indiviaiials 
each  of  whom  is  an  object  of  immerited  Divine 
favor,  taking  effect  in  the  new  life.  And  this  in- 
volves the  exercise  of  electing  mercy.  Cf  e.g.  1  Pet 
1  3.  And  consider*  Rom  11  4-7  (where  observe 
the  exceptional  use  of  "the  election,"  meaning  "the 
company  of  the  elect"). 

IV,  Cognate  and  lUaetraihe  BibUeal  Language, 
— It  is  obvious  that  the  aspects  of  mystery  which 
gather  round  the  word  "election"  are  not  confined 
to  it  alone.  An  important  class  of  words,  such 
as  "calling,"  "predestination,"  "foreknowledge," 
"purpose, '""gift,"  bears  this  same  character;  assert- 
ing or  connoting,  in  appropriate  contexts,  the  ele- 
ment of  the  inscrutable  and  sovereign  in  the  action 
of  the  Divine  will  upon  man,  and  particularly  upon 
man's  will  and  affection  toward  God.  And  it  will  be 
felt  by  careful  students  of  the  Bible  in  its  larger  and 
more  general  teachings  that  one  deep  characteristic 
of  the  Book,  which  with  all  its  boundless  multi- 
plicity is  yet  one,  is  to  emphasize  on  the  side  of  man 
everything  that  can  humble,  convict,  reduce  to 
wor^ipping  silence  (see  for  typical  passages  Job 
40  3.4;  Rom  8  19),  and  on  the  side  of  God  every- 
thing which  can  bring  home  to  man  the  tran- 
scendence and  sovereign  claims  of  his  almighty 
Maker.  Not  as  unrelated  utterances,  but  as  part 
of  a  vast  whole  of  view  and  teaching,  occur  such  pas- 
sages as  Eph  2  8.9  and  Rom  11  33-36,  and  even 
the  stem,  or  rather  awestruck,  phrases  of  Rom  9 
20.21,  where  the  potter  and  tne  clay  are  used  in 
iUustration. 

K.  UmitaiionM  of  inquiry  Here.  Scope  of 
Election, — We  have  sought  thus  in  the  simplest 
outline  to  note  first  the  word  ."election"  and  then 


some  related  Scriptural  words  and  principles, 
weighing  the  witness  they  bear  to  a  profound  mys- 
tery in  the  action  of  the  Divine  will  upon  man,  in 
the  spiritual  sphere.  What  we  have  thus  seen 
leaves  still  unstated  what,  according  to  Scriptiure, 
is  the  goal  and  issue  of  the  elective  act.  In  this 
art.,  remembering  that  it  is  part  of  a  Bible  Ency- 
clopaedia, we  attempt  no  account  of  the  history  of 
thought  upon  election,  in  the  successive  Christian 
cents.,  nor  again  any  discussion  of  the  relation  of 
election  in  Scripture  to  extra-Scriptural  philosophies, 
to  theories  of  necessity,  determination,  fatalism. 
We  attempt  only  to  see  the  matter  as  it  lies  before 
us  in  the  Bible.  Studying  it  so,  we  find  that  this 
mysterious  action  of  God  on  man  has  relation,  in 
the  Christian  revelation,  to  nothing  short  of  the 
salvation  of  the  individual  (and  of  me  community 
of  such  individuals)  from  sin  and  condemnation, 
and  the  preservation  of  the  saved  to  life  eternal. 
We  find  this  not  so  much  in  any  single  passage  as 
in  the  main  stream  of  Bib.  language  and  tone  on  the 
subject  of  the  Divine  selective  action.  But  it  is 
remarkable  that  in  the  recorded  thought  of  Our 
Lord  Himself  we  find  assertions  in  this  direction 
which  could  hardly  be  more  explicit.  See  Jn  6  37. 
44.45;  10  27-29.  To  the  writer  the  best  siunmary 
of  the  Scriptural  evidence,  at  once  definite  and  re- 
strained, is  the  language  of  the  17th  Angtican  art.: 
"They  which  be  endued  with  so  excellent  a  benefit 
of  God  be  caUed  according  to  God's  purpose  by  His 
Spirit  working  in  due  season;  they  through  grace 
obey  the  calling:  they  be  justified  freely;  they  be 
made  sons  of  God  by  adoption ;  they  be  made  like  the 
image  of  His  only  begotten  Son  Jesus  Christ;  they 
walk  religiously  in  good  works,  and  at  lenf^h,  by 
God's  mercy,  they  attain  to  everlasting  felicity." 

VI,  Pereeverance, — ^The  anxious  problem  of 
Perseverance  will  be  treated  under  that  word. 
It  may  be  enough  here  to  say  that  idike  what  we 
are  permitted  to  read  as  revealed,  and  what  we  may 
humbly  apprehend  as  the  reason  of  the  case,  tend 
to  the  reverent  belief  that  a  perseverance  (rather  of 
the  Lord  than  of  the  saints)  is  both  taught  and  im- 
plied. But  when  we  ponder  the  nature  of  the  sub- 
ject we  are  amply  prepared  for  the  liu^e  range  of 
Scriptures  which  on  the  other  hand  condemn  and 
preclude,  for  the  humble  disciple,  so  gross  a  misuse 
of  the  doctrine  as  would  let  it  justify  one  moment's 
presumption  upon  Divine  mercy  in  the  heart  which 
IS  at  the  same  time  sinning  against  the  Divine  love 
and  holiness. 

VII,  ConeideraiionM  in  Relief  of  Thought.— We 
close,  in  view  of  this  last  remark,  with  some  de- 
tached notes  in  relief,  well  remembering  the  un- 
speakable trial  which  to  many  devout  minds  the 
word  before  us  has  always  brou^t. 

First  in  place  and  importance  is  the  thought  that 
a  spiritual  fact  like  election,  which  belongs  to  the 

innermost  purpose  and  work  of  the 
1.  Antin-  Eternal,  necessarily  leads  us  to  a  region 
omies  where    comprefiensum    is    impossible, 

and  where  we  can  only  reverently 
apprehend.  The  doctrine  passes  upward  to  the 
sphere  where  antinomies  live  and  move,  where  we 
must  be  content  to  hear  what  sound  to  us  contra- 
dictions, but  which  are  really  various  aspects  of  infi- 
nite truth .  Let  us  be  content  to  know  that  the  Divine ' 
choice  is  sovereign;  and  also  that  "his  tender  mercies 
are  over  all  his  works,"  that  'He  willeth  not  the 
death  of  a  mnner,'  that  "Cjod  is  love."  Let  us 
relieve  the  tension  of  such  submissive  reliance  by 
reverently  noting  how  the  supreme  antinomy  meets 
one  t3rpe  of  human  need  with  its  one  side,  and  with 
its  other  another.  To  the  "fearful  saint"  the  EH- 
vine  soverei^ty  of  love  is  a  sacred  cordial.  To  the 
seeking  pemtent  the  Divine  comprehensiveness  of 
love  opens  the  door  of  peace.     To  the  deluded 
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theoriiBt  who  does  not  love  and  obey,  the  warnings 
of  a  fall  and  ruin  which  are  possible,  humanly, 
from  any  spiritual  height,  are  a  merciful  beacon  on 
the  rocks. 

Further,  we  remember  that  election,  in  Scripture, 
is  as  different  as  possible  from  the  fatal  necessity 
of,  e.g.  the  Stoics.  It  never  appears 
2.  Fatalism  as  mechanical,  or  as  a  blind  destiny. 
Another  It  has  to  do  with  the  will  of  a  God  who 
Thing  has  given  us  otherwise  supreme  proofs 

that  He  is  all-good  and  aU-kind.  And 
it  is  related  to  man  not  as  a  helpless  and  innocent 
being  but  as  a  sinner.  It  is  never  presented  as  an 
arbitrary  icrce  majeure,  Eveit  in  Itom  9  the  ''si- 
lence" called  for  is  not  as  if  to  say,  "You  are  hope- 
lessly passive  in  the  grasp  of  inmiite  power,"  but, 
'Hfou,  the  creature,  cannot  judge  your  Maker,  who 
must  know  infinitely  more  of  cause  and  reason  than 
his  handiwork  can  know."  The  mystery,  we  may 
be  siure,  had  behind  it  supreme  right  and  reason,  but 
in  a  region  which  at  present  at  least  we  cannot  pene- 
trate. Again,  election  never  appears  as  a  violation 
of  human  will.  For  never  in  the  Bible  is  man 
treated  as  irresponsible.  In  the  Bible  the  relation 
of  the  human  and  Divine  wills  is  inscrutable;  the 
reality  of  both  is  assured. 

Never  is  the  doctrine  presented  apart  from  a 
moral  context.  It  is  intended  manifestlv  to  deepen 
man's  submission  to— not  force,  but — 
8.  The  m^tery,  where  such  submission  means 

Moral  faith.    In  the  practical  experience  of 

Aspects  the  soul  its  designed  effect  is  to  em- 
phasize in  the  believer  the  conscious- 
ness (itself  native  to  the  true  state  of  ^aoe)  that 
the  whole  of  his  salvation  is  due  to  the  Divine  mercy, 
no  part  of  it  to  his  merit,  to  his  virtue,  to  his  wis- 
dom. In  the  sanctified  soul,  which  alone,  assuredly, 
can  make  full  use  of  the  mysterious  truth,  is  it 
designed  to  generate,  together  and  in  harmony, 
awe,  thanksgiving  ana  repose. 

A  necessary  caution  in  view  of  the  whole  subject 
is  that  here,  if  an3rwhere  in  the  regions  of  spiritual 
study,  we  inevitably  "know  in  part," 
4.  "We  and  m  a  very  limited  part.  The  treat- 
Know  in  ment  of  election  has  at  times  in  Chris- 
Part"  tian-  history  been  carried  on  as  if,  less 
by  the  light  of  revelation  than  by 
logical  processes,  we  could  tabulate  or  map  the 
whole  subject.  Where  this  has  been  done,  and 
where  at  the  same  time,  under  a  sort  of  mental 
rather  than  spiritual  fascination,  election  has  been 
placed  in  the  foreground  of  the  system  of  religious 
thought,  and  allowed  to  dominate  the  rest,  the 
truth  has  (to  say  the  least)  too  often  been  distorted 
into  an  error.  The  Divine  character  has  been 
beclouded  in  its  beauty.  Sovereignty  has  been 
divorced  from  love,  and  so  defaced  into  an  arbitrary 
finl,  which  has  for  its  only  reason  the  assertion  of 
omnipotence.  Thus  the  gprievous  wrong  has  been 
done  of  atcxP^^  ri  X^ecy  irepi  rod  Oeiov,  "defamation 
of  God."  For  example,  the  revelation  of  a  posi- 
tive Divine  selection  has  been  made  by  inference 
to  teach  a  corresponding  rejection  ruthless  and 
terrible,  as  if  the  Eternal  Love  could  ever  by  any 
possibility  reject  or  crush  even  the  faintest  as- 
piration of  the  created  spirit  toward  God.  For 
such  a  thought  not  even  the  dark  words  of  Rom  9 
18  give  Scriptural  excuse.  The  case  there  in  hand, 
Pharaoh's,  is  anything  but  one  of  arbitrary  power 
trampling  on  a  human  will  looking  toward  God  and 
right.  (Jnce  more,  the  subject  is  one  as  to  which 
we  must  on  principle  be  content  with  knowledge  so 
fragmentary  that  its  parts  may  seem  contradictory 
in  our  present  imperfect  light.  The  one  thing  we 
may  be  sure  of  behind  the  veil  is.  that  nothing  can 
be  hidden  there  which  will  really  contradict  the 
supreme  and  ruling  truth  that  God  is  love. 


Finally,  let  us  from  another  side  remember  that 
here,  as  always  in  the  things  of  the  Spirit,  "we  know 

in  part."  The  chosen  multitude  are 
5.  The  sovereignly    "called,  ....  justified. 

Unknown  ....  glorified"  (Rom  8  29.30).  But 
Future  for  what  purposes?    Certainly  not  for 

an  end  terminating  in  themselves. 
They  are  saved,  and  kept,  and  raised  to  the  perfect 
state,  for  the  service  of  their  Lord.  And  not  till  the 
cloua  is  lifted  from  the  unseen  life  can  we  possibly 
know  what  that  service  under  eternal  conditions 
will  include,  what  ministries  of  love  and  good  in  the 
whole  universe  of  being.  Handlet  Dunelm 

ELECTRUM,  ^lek'trum:  The  RVm  rendering 
of  biptpri,  hMshmal,  of    Ezk  1  4.27;    8  2  (LXX 

JXcKTpovi  Uekiron,  Vulg  electrum).  Both  AV  and 
IRV  have  "amber"  while  the  ARV  has  "glowing 
metal."  (jresenius  says  electrum  must  not  be  under- 
stood as  being  here  used  for  amber,  but  for  a  kind 
of  metal  remarkable  for  brightness,  compounded  of 
gold  and  silver.  "Amber"  is  undoubtedly  a  poor 
rendering,  as  the  Heb  term  means  "polished  brass." 
ARV  has  the  more  correct  rendering.  Amber, 
however,  mav  well  have  been  known  to  Ezekiel  (EB 
S.V.).    See  also  Stones,  Precious;  Buyino,  IV. 

A     W     FoRTTTNE 

EL-ELOHE-ISRAEL,  el-^l5'h^iz'r&-el,  el-el'd- 
he-iz'riUel  (bS^Tp''.  "^n"^^  b»,  'H  'Hdhi  yisra'H,  U^ 
"God^  the  God  of  Israel"  in  ARVm  and  AVm) :  Found 
only  m  Gen  88  20  as  the  name  given  to  the  altar 
erected  at  Shechem  by  Jacob,  henceforth  known  as 
Israel,  on  the  parcel  of  ground  purchased  by  him 
from  the  inhabitants  of  Shechem,  his  first  encamp- 
ment of  length  and  importance  since  the  return  to 
Pal  from  Paddan-aram  and  the  eventful  night  at 
Peniel  ((oen  82  30).  This  unusual  combination 
of  names  has  given  occasion  for  much  speculation  and 
for  various  text  emendations.  Already  the  LXX 
sought  to  meet  the  difficulty  by  reading  woryilprd*  'd 
'HdM  yierd^Sly  "and  he  called  upon  the  God  of  Israel," 
instead  of  the  xvorvilpra*  16  *el  of  MT,  "and  he  called 
it  El"  etc.  Weflhausen,  followed  by  Dillmann. 
Driver  and  others,  changes  "altar"  to  "pillar, 
because  the  Heb  verb,  hi^gtbh,  is  used  with  moQ- 
g&>hdk,  "pillar,"  in  Gen  86  14.20.  so  making  this 
religious  act  a  V)araUel  to  that  at  Bethel.  But  De- 
litzsch.  New  Comm,  on  Gen,  properly  rejects  this 
purely  fanciful  change,  and  understands  the  com- 
pound name  as  the  altar's  inscription.  Dillmann 
well  suggests  that  "altar"  (or  "pillar")  be  supplied, 
readins  thus:  "called  it  the  aUar  of  El^  the  God  of 
Israel.  The  peculiar  phrase  is  best  and  most 
readily  understood  in  its  close  connection  with  the 
struggle  at  Peniel,  recorded  in  Gen  82.  Being  vic- 
torious in  that  struggle,  Jacob  received  the  new  name 
"Israel";  and  to  his  first  altar  in  Pal  he  gave  that 
name  of  God  which  appeared  in  his  own  new  name, 
further  explaining  it  by  the  appositive  phrase  "Elohe- 
Israel."  Thus  his  altar  was  called,  or  dedicated  to, 
"El,  the  God  of  Israel."  Edward  Mack 

EL  ELYON,  el  ^U'on.    See  God,  Names  of. 

ELEMENT.  er6-ment,  ELEMENTS  (rd  (rroi- 
xcta,  td  atoicheiaf  "the  letters  of  the  alphabet," 
"the  elements  out  of  which  all  things  are  formed," 
"the  heavenly  bodies,"  "the  fundamental  princi- 
ples of  any  art  or  science") : 

(1)  In  2  Pet  8  10,  the  constituent  parts  of  the 
physical  universe  ("elements  shall  be  dissolved 
with  fervent  heat,"  ARVm  "the  heavenly  bodies"). 

(2)  In  Gal  4  3.9,  RV  has  "rudiments,"  as  in 
AVm,  and  in  0)1  2  8.20,  where  the  reference  is  to 
imperfect  Jewish  ordinances.    See  Rudiments. 

ELEPH  S'lef  (D^^n ,  h(!r*eleph,  "the  ox") :  A  place 
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Bliezer 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


928 


in  the  lot  of  Benjamin  not  far  from  Jems  (Josh  18 
28).  The  name  is  omitted  by  LXX,  unless,  indeed, 
it  is  combined  with  that  of  Zelah.  It  may  be  identi- 
cal with  Liftay  a  village  W.  of  Jems  (Conder,  UDB, 
S.V.).    Others  identify  Lifia  with  Nephtoah. 

ELEPHANT,  el'Want  (Job  40  15  AVm  [ARVm 
"hippopotamus,"  RV  "ivory^'J;  1  K  10  22  AVm; 
2  Ch  9  21  AVm;  1  Mace  8  34;  6  28  ff;  8  6): 
Possibly  in  Job  it  is  the  extinct  mammoth.  See 
Behemoth;  Ivory. 

ELEPHANTINE,  el-^fan-tl'ng.    See  Seveneh. 

ELEUTHERUS,  $-lu'ther-us  ('EXci^ecpos,  EM^ 
theroa;  1  Mace  11  7;  12  30):  A  river  separating 
Syria  and  Phoenicia. 

ELEVEN,  ^lev"n,  STARS.    See  Astronomy. 

ELEVEN,  g-leV'n,  THE  (ol  «v8cKa,  hoi  hAndeka) : 
The  eleven  apostles  remaining  after  the  death  of 
Judas.  The  definite  art.  used  serves  to  designate 
them  as  a  distinct  and  definite  group  whose  integ- 
rity was  not  destroyed  by  the  loss  of  one  of  the 
twelve.  The  college  of  "the  Twelve*'  had  come  to 
be  so  well  recognized  that  the  gospel  writers  all  used 
on  occasions  the  word  with  the  definite  art.  to  rep- 
resent the  Twelve  Apostles  chosen  by  Jesus.  This 
custom  still  remained  and  the  numeral  merely 
changed,  as,  ^'Afterward  he  was  manifested  imto  the 
eleven"  (Mk  16  14;  cf  Lk  24  9.33;  Acts  2  14). 
On  the  other  hand,  however,  the  subst.  is  also  some- 
times used,  as  "The  eleven  disciples  went  into 
Galilee"  (Mt  28  16;  cf  also  Acts  1  26).  As  an  il- 
lustration of  the  fixedness  of  usage,  Paul  refers  to 
the  eleven  as  "the  twelve"  when  he  recounts  the 
appearances  of  Jesus  after  His  resurrection:  "And 
that  he  appeared  to  Cephas;  then  to  the  twelve" 
(1  CJor  16  5).  Walter  G.  Clippingeb 

ELHANAN,  el-hS'nan  (1Jn^»5 ,  'dhdnan,  "whom 
God  gave") : 

(1)  A  great  warrior  in  the  army  of  David  who 
slew  a  Phili  giant.  There  is  a  discrepancy  between 
2  S  21  19  and  1  Ch  20  5.  In  the  former  passage 
we  read,  "And  there  was  again  war  with  the  Phifis 
at  Gob:  and  Elhanan,  the  son  of  Jaare-oregim  the 
Beth-lehemite,  slew  Goliath  the  Gittite,  the  sta£f  of 
whose  spear  was  hke  a  weaver's  beam";  while  in 
the  latter  we  are  told,  "And  there  was  again  war 
with  the  Philis;  and  Elhanan  the  son  of  Jair  slew 
Lahmi  the  brother  of  Gohath  the  Gittite,  the  staff 
of  whose  spear  was  like  a  weaver's  beam."  Most 
modem  critics  prefer  as  the  original  text  of  the  latter 
part  of  the  two  discrepant  statements  the  following: 
"and  Elhanan  the  son  of  Jair  the  Beth-lehemite  slew 
Goliath  the  Gittite,  the  staff  of  whose  spear  was  like  a 
weaver's  beam."  It  is  contended  that  the  Chronicler 
sli^U^  modified  the  text  before  him,  in  order  to 
brmg  it  into  harmony  with  1  S  17,  where  David  is 
said  to  have  slain  a  Phili  giant  Goliath.  There  is 
almost  imanimous  agreement  that  "Jaare-oregim" 
is  a  corrupt  reading,  and  the  "Jair"  in  1  Ch  is  to  be 
preferred.  PVom  Jerome  to  the  present  some  schol- 
ars identify  Elhanan  with  David,  and  thus  remove 
the  discrepancy.  Ewald  (Histf  III,  70)  argued  that 
the  name  "Goliath"  was  inserted  in  1  S  17  and  21 
by  the  narrators  whose  compositions  are  embodied 
in  Samuel,  Elhanan  being  the  real  victor  over  Goliath, 
while  David's  antagonist  was  simply  called  "the 
Philistine." 

(2)  The  son  of  Dodo  of  Bethlehem,  one  of  David's 
mighty  men  (2  S  28  24;  1  Ch  11  26).  Some 
mc^erns  think  that  there  was  only  one  Elhanan,  and 
that  he  was  the  son  of  Dodo  of  the  clan  of  Jair. 

John  Richard  Sampey 


ELI,  e'U  (*^^? ,  ^ili) :  A  descendant  of  Ithamar,  the 
fo\u*th  son  of  Aaron,  who  exercised  the  office  of 
high  priest  in  Shiloh  at  the  time  of  the  birth  of  Sam- 
ueL  For  the  first  time  in  Israel.  Eli  combined  in 
his  own  person  the  functions  of  hign  priest  and  judge, 
judging  Israel  for  40  years  (1  S  4  18).  The  inci- 
dents in  Eli's  life  are  few;  indeed,  the  main  interest 
of  the  narrative  is  in  the  other  characters  who  are 
associated  with  him.  The  chief  interest  centers  in 
Samuel.    In  Eli's  first  interview  with  Hannah  (1  S 

I  12  ff),  she  is  the  central  figure;  in  the  second  inter- 
view (1  S  1  24  ff),  it  is  the  child  Samuel.  When 
EU  next  appears,  it  is  as  the  father  of  Hophni  and 
Phinehas,  whose  wcftthless  and  licentious  lives  had 
profaned  their  priestly  office,  and  earned  for  them 
the  title  "men  of  Belial"  (or  "worthlessness").  Eli 
administered  no  stem  rebuke  to  his  sons,  but  only 
a  gentle  chiding  of  their  greed  and  immorality. 
Thereafter  he  was  warned  by  a  nameless  prophet  of 
the  downfall  of  his  house,  and  of  the  death  of  his 
two  sons  in  one  day  (1  S  2  27-36),  a  message  later 
confirmed  by  Samuel,  who  had  received  this  word 
du^ctly  from  Jeh  Himself  (1  S  8  11  ff).  The 
prophecy  was  not  long  in  fulfilment.  During  the 
next  invasion  by  the  Philis,  the  Israelites  were  utter- 
ly routed,  the  ark  of  God  was  captured,  and  Hophni 
and  Phinehas  were  both  slain.  When  the  news 
reached  EU,  he  was  so  overcome  that  he  "fell  from  off 
his  seat  backward  by  the  side  of  the  gate;  and  his 
neck  brake,  and  he  died"  (1  S  4  18).  The  character 
of  Eli,  while  sincere  and  devout,  seems  to  have  been 
entirely  lacking  in  firmness.  He  appears  from  the 
history  to  have  been  a  good  man.  full  of  humility 
and  gentleness,  but  weak  and  indulgent.  His  is  not 
a  strong  personahty;  he  is  always  overshadowed  by 
some  more  commanding  or  interesting  figure. 

A.  C.  Grant 
ELI,  S'll  or  alg,  ELI,  LAMA,  l&'ma,  SABACH- 
THANI,  sa-bak'tha-ni.    See  Eloi,  Eloi,  etc. 

ELIAB,  Wl'ab  (n»'»b»,  'm'dbh,  "God  is  father"): 

(1)  Prince  of  the  tribe  of  Zebulun  in  the  Exodus 
(Nu  1  9;  2  7;  7  24.29;  10  16). 

(2)  A  Reubenite,  father  of  Dathan  and  Abiram 
(Nu  16  11.12;  26  8f;  Dt  11  6). 

(3)  Eldest  son  of  Jesse  and  brother  of  David 
(1  S  16  6),  once  called  Elihu  (1  Ch  27  18).  He 
was  of  commanding  appearance  (1  S  16  6).  and 
when  serving  with  Saul's  army  at  the  time  when  it 
was  confronting  the  Phihs  and  Goliath,  was  inchned 
to  lord  it  over  his  brother  David  (17  28  f).  His 
daughter  Abihail  became  a  wife  of  Rehoboam  (2  Ch 

II  18).  ^ 

(4)  An  Ephraimite,  an  ancestor  of  Samuel  (1  Ch 
6  27);  called  Eliel  in  ver  34,  and  Elihu  in  1  S  1  1. 

(5)  A  Gadite  warrior  with  David  (1  Ch  12  9), 
one  of  11  mighty  men  (vs  8.14). 

(6)  A  Levite  musician  (1  Ch  16  18.20;    16  6). 

(7)  An  ancestor  of  Judith  (Jth  8  1 ;  cf  9  2). 

F.  K.  Fare 

ELUDA,  g-U'a-da,  ELUDAH  (rj-^b^,  'dyadk&\ 
"God  is  knowing."  Cf  HPN,  219, 266, 301 ;  'EinSoU 
Epidcut,  or  'EXtScU,  Elida£) : 

(1)  One  of  the  sons  of  David  (2  S  5  16;    1  Ch 

8  8;  called  Beeliada,  1  Ch  14  7  [q.v.]). 

(2)  A  descendant  of  Benjamin  smd  a  captain  in 
the  army  of  Jehoshaphat,  commander  of  200,000 
men  (2  Ch  17  17). 

(3)  Father  of  Rezon,  an  "adversary"  of  Solomon 
(1  K  11  23,  AV  "Eliadah"). 

ELIADAS,  ft-ll'a-das  ('EXtoSAs,  Eliadds) :  A  son 
of  Zamoth  who  had  married  a  strange  wife  (1  Esd 

9  28);  called  Elioenai  in  Ezr  10  27. 

ELIADUN,  g-ll'a-dun,  RV  ILIADUN  (q.v.). 
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ELIAH,  6-ira.    See  Elijah. 

ELIAHBA,  6-li'arba,  6-lI-a'ba  (K^n?^?,  'dyah- 
ha\  "God  hides"):  One  of  David's  30  mighty  men 
(2  S  23  32;    1  Ch  11  33). 

ELIADM,  6-llVkim  (D^^p^ljK,  'dyafplm;  'EXi- 
cucfCfA,  Eliakeimf  ''God  sets  up' ) : 

(1)  The  son  of  Hilkiah  who  succeeded  Shebna  as 

governor  of  the  palace  and  ''grand  vizier"  under 
ezekiah  (Isa  22  20).  The  functions  of  his  office 
are  seen  from  the  oracle  of  Isaiah  in  which  Shebna 
is  deposed  and  Eliakim  set  in  his  place  (Isa  22  15  ff ) . 
He  IB  ihe  "treasurer"  (RVm  "steward"),  and  is 
"over  the  house"  (ver  15).  At  his  installation  he 
is  clothed,  with  a  robe  and  girdle,  the  insignia  of  his 
office,  and,  having  the  government  committed  into 
his  hand,  is  the  "father  to  the  inhabitants  of  Jerus, 
and  to  the  house  of  Judah' '  (ver  21 ) .  The  key  of  the 
house  of  David  is  laid  on  his  shoulder,  and  he  alone 
has  power  to  open  and  shut,  this  being  symbolic  of 
his  absolute  authority  as  the  king's  representative 
(ver  22). 

One  of  Solomon's  officials  is  the  first  mentioned 
as  occupying  this  position  (1  K  4  6),  and  this 
office  was  continued  in  both  the  Northern  and  South- 
em  Kingdom  (1  K  16  9;  18  3;  2  K  10  5;  16  5). 
Its  importance  is  seen  from  the  fact  that  after 
Azariah  was  smitten  with  leprosy,  Jotham  his  heir 
"was  over  the  household,  judging  the  people  of  the 
land"  (2  K  15  5). 

When  Sennacherib  sent  an  army  against  Jerus  in 
701.  Eliakim  was  one  of  these  Jewish  princes  who 
hela  on  behalf  of  Hezekiah  a  parley  witn  the  Assyr 
officers  (2  K  18  18.26.37;  Isa  36  3.11.22).  As  a 
result  of  the  invader's  threats,  he  was  sent  by 
Hezekiah   in  sackcloth  to  Isaiah,  entreating  his 

Srayers  to  Jeh  on  behalf  of  Jems  (2  K  19  2;  Isa 
7  2). 

(2)  The  original  name  of  Jehoiakim,  the  son  of 
Josiah,  whom  Pharaoh-necoh  made  king  of  Judah 
(2  K  23  34;   2  Ch  36  4). 

(3)  A  priest  who  assisted  at  the  dedication  of  the 
wall  of  Jerus,  rebuilt  after  his  return  from  Babylon 
(Neh  12  41). 

(4)  A  grandson  of  Zembbabel  and  ancestor  of 
Jesus  (Mt  1  13). 

(5)  An  ancestor  of  Jesus  (Lk  3  30). 

S.  F.  Hunter 
ELIALI,  ^liVlI  ('EXkoXcC,  Elialei):   1  Esd  9  34; 
possibly  corresponds  to  "Binnui"  in  £zr  10  38. 

ELIAM,  6-lI'am  (W'^bs,  *m'am,  "people's 
God"?)' 

(1)  Father  of  Bathsheba  (2  S  11  3);  in  1  Ch 
3  5  called  Ammiel. 

(2)  One  of  David's  "thirty,"  son  of  Ahithophel 
the  Gilonite  (2  S  23  34). 

ELIAONIAS,  Ml-a-^nl'as  ('EXtaX»vCas,  Elia- 
l&nias):  A  descendant  of  Fhaath  Moab  (1  Esd  8 
31);  caUed  "Eliehoenai"  in  Ezr  8  4. 

ELIAS,  ^U'as.    See  Elijah. 

ELIASAPH,  ^ll'arsaf  (C^P?^?,  ^dyO^aph,  "God 
has  added") : 

(1)  Son  of  Deuel;  prince  of  the  tribe  of  Gad 
in  the  Exodus  (Nu  1  14;  2  14;   7  42.47;   10  20). 

(2)  Son  of  Lael;  prince  of  the  Gershonites  (Nu 
8  24). 

ELUSHIB,  6-li'a-shib  (^^Vi^^ ,  'dyashibh,  "God 

(1)  A  descendant  of  David  (1  Ch  3  24). 

(2)  Head  of  the  eleventh  course  of  priests  (1  Ch 
24  12). 


(3)  The  high  priest  in  the  time  of  Nehemiah. 
He,  with  his  bretnren  the  priests,  helped  in  the  re- 
building of  the  wall  (Neh  3  1).  But  later  he  was 
"allied  unto  Tobiah"  the  Ammonite  (13  4)  and 
allowed  that  enemy  of  Nehemiah  the  use  of  a  great 
chamber  in  the  temple  (ver  5);  and  one  of  his 
grandsons,  a  son  of  Joiada,  married  a  daughter  of 
Sanballat  the  Horonite  and  was  for  this  expelled 
from  the  community  by  Nehemiah  (ver  28).  See 
Sanballat. 

(4,  6,  6)  Three  Israelites,  one  a  "singer,"  who  had 
married  foreign  wives  (Ezr  10  24.27.36). 

(7)  Father  of  Jehohanan  (Ezr  10  6):  probably 
identical  with  (3)  above.  Called  Eliasib  m  1  Esd 
9  1.  F.  K.  Farb 

ELIASIB,  ^-ll'a^b.    See  Eliashib. 

ELIASIBUS,  e-li-as'i-bus  (>EXtdo-ipos,  Elidsiboa, 
AY  Eleazurus):  One  of  the  holy  singers  who  had 
married  a  foreign  wife  (1  Esd  9  24);  called  "Elia- 
shib" in  Ezr  10  27. 

ELIASIMUS,  &-li-as'i-mus  ('E\id<ri|ios,  ElidHmos; 
AV  Elisimus) :  One  who  had  married  a  foreign  wife 
(1  Esd  9  28). 

ELUSIS,  i^U'aHsis  ('EXtdcns,  Elidsia) :  One  who 
had  married  a  foreign  wife  (1  Esd  9  34);  corre- 
sponds to  "Jaasu"  in  Ezr  10  37. 

ELUTHAH,  ft-ll'a-tha  (nnsnb^ ,  'm'Oihah,  "GUxi 
has  come"):  A  Hemanite^  head  of  the  twentieth 
division  of  the  temple  musicians  (1  Ch  26  4.27). 

ELIDAD,  ^ll'dad  ("TT^jg ,  'mdhddh,  "God  has 
loved") :  Prince  of  Benjamin  in  the  division  of  the 
land  (Nu  34  21);  perhaps  the  same  as  ELDAD(q. v.). 

ELIEHOENAI,  Wl-6-h6'ft-ni  C^rJ^nibS,  'efy- 
hSi^^jiayj  "to  Jeh  are  mine  eyes"): 

(1)  (AV  ElioenaL)  a  Korahite  doorkeeper  (1  Ch 
26  3). 

(2)  (AV  Elihoenai)  Head  of  a  family  in  the  Re- 
turn (Ezr  8  4). 

ELIEL,  ^ll'el,  el'i-el  (bgt'^b^ ,  'UVU,  "El  is  God," 
or  "my  God  is  God") : 

(1,  2,  3)  Mighty  men  of  David  (1  Ch  11  46.47; 
12  11). 

(4)  A  chief  of  Manasseh,  east  of  the  Jordan  (1  Ch 
5  24). 

(5.  6)  Two  chiefs  of  Benjamin  (1  Ch  8  20.22). 

(7)  A  chief  Levite  from  Hebron  (1  Ch  15  9.11). 

(8)  A  Kohathite  in  the  line  of  Elkanah,  Samuel 
and  Heman  (1  Ch  6  34);  see  Euab  (4). 

(9)  A  Levite  of  the  time  of  Hezekiah  (2  Ch  31 
13). 

ELIENAI,  el-i-e'n&.i  (^^rr^K,  'dVenay):  A 
Benjamite  chief  (1  Ch  8  20). 

ELIEZER,  el-i-6'z€r,  6-lI-e'z€r  ("ip'^bx ,  *m'ezer; 
»EXi«€p,  ElUzer,  "God  is  help") : 

(1)  The  chief  servant  of  Abram  (Gen  16  2); 
ARV  "Eliezer  of  Damascus,"  ERV  "Dammesek 
Eliezer."  The  Heb  is  peculiar:  lit.  "And  the  son 
of  the  possession  [mesfiei]  of  my  house  is  Dammasefp 
[of]  Eliezer."  A  possible  but  unlikely  meaning  is 
that  his  property  would  become  the  possession  of 
Damascus,  the  city  of  Eliezer.  T^  Syr  (RVm) 
read^  "Eliezer  the  Damascene":  this  supposes  a 
reading,  "Eliezer  hordammasW^  or  ^^mid-dammeselp" 
The  text  may  be  corrupt:  the  assonance  between 
meshefp  and  Danuneself:  is  suspicious.  Abram  calls 
Eliezer  "one  bom  in  my  house,"  i.e.  a  dependant,  a 
member  of  his  household,  and  so  regards  ium  as  his 
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heir,  Lot  having  gone  from  him  (Gen  18).  Eliezer 
is  probably  the  servant,  ''the  elder  of  his  house,  that 
ruled  over  all  that  he  had/'  of  Gea  24. 

(2)  The  2d  son  of  Moses  and  Zipporah,  called  thus 
for  ''the  God  of  my  father  was  my  help,  and  de- 
livered me  from  the  sword  of  Pharaoh"  (Ex  18  4: 
1  Ch  28  15  ff). 

(3)  A  son  of  Becher,  one  of  the  sons  of  Benjamin 
(1  Ch  7  8). 

(4)  A  priest  who  assisted  in  bringing  up  the  ark 
from  the  nouse  of  Obed-edom  to  Jems  (1  Cn  16  24) . 

(5)  The  son  of  Zichri,  ruler  over  the  Reubenites 
in  the  time  of  David  (1  Ch  27  16). 

(6)  llie  son  of  Dodavahu  of   Mareshah   who 

ahesied  the  destruction  of  the  ships  which  Je- 
aphat,  king  of  Judah,  built,  because  he  had  done 
so  in  cooperation  with  Ahaziah,  king  of  Israel  (2  Ch 
20  35  ff). 

(7)  One  of  the  messeng^  whom  Ezra  sent  to 
Iddo,  the  chief  at  Casipma.  with  the  request  for 
ministers  for  the  Temple  (Ezr  8  16  ff). 

(8,  9^  10)  A  priest,  a  Levite,  and  one  of  the  sons 
of  Hanm  who  had  married  non-Israelitish  women 
(Ezr  10  18.23.31). 

(11)  An  ancestor  of  Jesus  in  the  genealogy  given 
by  St.  Luke  (Lk  8  29).  S.  F.  Hunter 

ELIHABA,  ^-lllia-ba.    See  Eliahba. 

ELIHOENAI,  el-i-h6-€'ndrl.    See  Euehoenai. 

ELIHOREPH,  el-i-hO'ref  (a'jrT'bg,  'SUhih-eph, 
"Cjod  of  autumn''?) :  A  scribe  of  Solomon  and  son 
of  Shisha  (1  K  4  3). 

EUHU,  ^llTia  (^rrh^ ,  '«lAtZ;  'HXf  Cov,  SleUm, 
"He  is  [myj  God,"  or  "my  God  is  He"): 

(1)  An  ancestor  of  Samuel  (1  S  1  1),  called  Eliel 
in  1  Ch  6  34  and  EUab  in  1  Ch  6  27  (see  Euab). 

(2)  Found  in  1  Ch  27  18  for  Eliab.  David's  eld- 
est  brother  (1  S  16  6):  called  "one  of  the  brethren 
of  D." 

(3)  A  Manassite  who  joined  David  at  Ziklag 
(1  Ch  12  20). 

(4)  A  Korahite  porter  (1  Ch  26  7). 

(5)  A  friend  of  Job.    See  next  art. 

(6)  An  ancestor  of  Judith  (Jth  8  1). 

ELIHU  (^n-^lsK,  *eilhil,  iWn^^5,  *9llhil\  "He 
is  [my]  God";  'EXioOi,  Elurda):  One  of  the  dis- 
putants in  the  Book  of  Job;  a  young  man  who, 
having  listened  in  silence  to  the  arguments  of  Job 
and  his  friends,  is  moved  to  prolong  the  discussion 
and  from  his  juster  views  of  truth  set  both  parties 
right.  He  is  of  the  tribe  of  Buz  (cf  Gea  22  21),  a 
brother-tribe  to  that  of  Uz,  and  of  the  family  of 
Ram,  or  Aram,  that  is,  an  Aramaean.  He  is  not 
mentioned  aa  one  of  the  characters  of  the  story  until 
ch  82;  and  then,  as  the  friends  are  silenced  and 
Job's  words  are  ended,  Elihu  has  the  whole  field  to 
himself,  until  the  theophany  of  the  whirlwind  proves 
too  portentous  for  him  to  bear.  His  four  speeches 
take  up  chs  82-87.  Some  critics  have  considered  that 
the  Eiihu  portion  of  the  Book  of  Job  was  added  by 
a  later  hand,  and  urge  obscurities  and  prolixities, 
as  well  Bfl  a  different  style,  to  prove  that  it  wsb 
the  work  of  an  inferior  writer.  Tnis  estimate  seems, 
however,  to  take  into  account  only  the  part  it  plays 
in  a  didactic  treatise,  or  a  theological  debate.  It 
looks  quite  different  when  we  read  it  as  a  real  dra- 
matic element  in  a  story;  in  other  words,  when  we 
realize  that  the  prevaihng  interest  of  the  Book  of 
Job  is  not  dialectic  but  narrative.  Thus  viewed, 
the  Elihu  episode  is  a  skilfully  managed  agency  in 
preparing  the  dhiouement.  Consider  the  situation 
at  the  end  of  Job's  words  (81  40).    Job  has  vindi- 


cated his  integritv  and  stands  ready  to  present  his 
cause  to  God  (81  35-37).  The  friends,  however, 
have  exhausted  their  resources,  and  throu^  three 
discourses  have  been  silent,  aa  it  were,  snimed  out 
of  existence.  It  is  at  this  point,  then,  that  Elihu  is 
introduced,  to  renew  their  contention  with  young 
constructive  blood,  and  represent  their  cause  (as  he 
deems)  better  than  they  can  themselves.  He  is  essen- 
tially at  one  with  them  m  condenming  Job  (84  34-37) ; 
his  only  quarrel  with  them  is  on  the  score  of  the 
inconclusiveness  of  their  arguments  (82  3.5).  His 
self-portrayal  is  conceived  in  a  decided  spirit  of 
satire  on  the  part  of  the  wiiter,  not  unmingled  with 
a  sardonic  humor.  He  is  very  egotistic,  very  sure 
of  the  value  of  his  ideas;  much  of  his  sdleged  pro- 
lixity is  due  to  that  voluble  self-deprecation  which 
betrays  an  inordinate  opinion  of  oneself  (cf  82  6-22). 
This,  whether  inferior  composition  or  not,  admirably 
adapts  his  words  to  his  character.  For  substance 
of  discourse  he  adds  materially  to  what  the  friends 


revelation  by  dreams  and  visions  and  the  interpret- 
ing of  an  mtercessory  friend  (88  13-28).  Very 
evidently,  however,  his  ego  is  the  center  of  his  sys- 
tem; it  18  he  who  sets  up  as  Job's  mediator  (83  6-7; 
cf  9  32-35),  and  his  sage  remarks  on  God's  power 
and  wisdom  in  Nature  are  full  of  self-importance. 
All  this  seems  designed  to  accentuate  the  aJmost 
ludicrous  humiliation  of  his  collapse  when  from  a  nat- 
ural phenomenon  the  oncoming  tempest  shows  un- 
usual and  supNematund  signs.  Hb  words  become  dis- 
jointed and  incoherent,  and  cease  with  a  kind  of 
attempt  to  recant  his  pretensions.  And  the  verdict 
from  tne  whirlwind  is:  "darkeneth  counsel  by  words 
without  knowledge."  Elihu  thus  has  a  real  func- 
tion in  the  story,  as  honorable  as  overweening  self- 
confidence  is  apt  to  be.  John  Franklin  Genung 

ELIJAH,  6-lI'ja  07X^)^91 'illyaha  or  r4tl  n*bs 
'Sliyah,  "Jah  is  God";  LXX  >HXtu>i»,  EUiaA,  NT 
>HX«Cat,  Eleia8,  AV  of  NT  Elias) : 

I.     Tbb  WoBKfl  OP  Elijah 

1.  The  Judgment  of  Drought 

2.  The  Ordeal  by  Prayer 

3.  At  Horeb 

4.  The  Case  of  Naboth 
6.  BUJah  and  Ahasiah 

6.  BUJah  TraoBlsted 

7.  The  Letter  to  Jehoram 
II.     Thb  Work  op  Blijah 

III.     Ohabactbr  of  thb  Prophbt 

IV.      MiRACLBfl  IN  THB  BuJAH  NaRRATIVBS 

y.       BUJAH  IN  THB  NT 
LlTBRATURB 

(1)  The  ^reat  prophet  of  the  times  of  Ahab,  king 
of  Israel.  £.  is  identified  at  his  first  appearance 
(1  K  17  1)  as  "E.  the  Tishbite,  who  was  of  the 
sojourners  of  Gilead."  Thus  his  native  place  must 
have  been  called  Tishbeh.  A  Tishbeh  (Thisbe)  in 
the  territory  of  Naphtali  is  known  from  Tob  1  2; 
but  if  (with  most  modem  commentators)  the  read- 
ing of  the  LXX  in  1  K  is  followed,  the  word  tr** 
"sojourners"  is  itself  "Tishbeh,"  locating  the  place 
in  Gilead  and  making  the  prophet  a  native  of  that 
mountain  region  and  not  merely  a  "sojourner" 
there. 

/.  The  WorkM  of  £I(ra/k.— In  1  K  16  29-34  we 
read  of  the  impieties  of  Ahab,  culminating  in  his 
patronage  of  the  worship  of  the  Tyrian  Baal,  god 
of  his  Tyrian  queen  Jezebel  (ver  31).  Ver  34  men- 
tions as  another  instance  of  the  little  weight  attached 
in  Ahab's  time  to  ancient  prophetic  threatenings. 
the  rebuilding  by  Hiel  the  Bethelite  of  the  banned 
city  of  Jericho,  "with  the  loss"  of  Hiel's  eldest  and 
youngest  sons.  This  is  the  situation  which  calls 
for  a  judgment  of  Jeh,  announced  beforehand,  as  is 
often  the  case,  by  a  faithful  prophet  of  Jeh. 
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Whether  E.  was  ah'eady  a  familiar  figure  at  the 

court  of  Ahab,  the  narrative  beginning  with  1  K  17 

1  does  not  state.    His  garb  and  manner 

1.  The  identified  him  as  a  prophet,  in  any  case 
Judgment  (2  K  1  8;  cf  Zee  18  4).  E.  declared 
of  in  few  words  that  Jeh,  true  and  only 
Drought  rightful  God  of  Israel,  whose  messen- 
ger he  was,  was  even  at  the  very  time 

sending  a  drought  which  should  continue  until  the 
prophet  himself  declared  it  at  an  end.  The  term 
IS  to  be  fixed,  indeed,  not  bv  E.  but  by  Jeh;  it  is 
not  to  be  short  (''these  years  ),  and  it  is  to  end  only 
when  the  chastisement  is  seen  to  be  sufficient. 
Guided,  as  true  prophets  were  continually,  by  the 
"word  of  Jeh,''  E.  then  hid  himself  in  one  of  the 
ravines  eaat  of  (''before")  the  Jordan,  where  the 
brook  Cherith  afforded  him  water,  and  ravens 
brought  him  abundant  food  ("bread  and  flesh"  twice 
daily)/  1  K  17  2-6.  As  the  drought  advanced  the 
brook  dried  up.  E.  was  then  directed,  bv  the  'Vord 
of  Jeh,"  as  constantly,  to  betake  himself  beyond  the 
western  limit  of  Ahab's  kingdom  to  the  Phoen  vil- 
lage of  Zarephath,  near  Sidon.  There  the  widow 
to  whom  Jeh  sent  him  was  found  gathering  a  few 
sticks  from  the  ground  at  the  city  gate,  to  prepare 
a  last  meal  for  herself  and  her  son.  She  yield^  to 
the  prophet's  command  that  he  himself  should  be 
first  fed  from  her  scantv  store;  and  in  return  en- 
joyed the  fulfilment  of  his  promise,  uttered  in  the 
name  of  Jeh,  that  neither  barrel  of  meal  nor  cruse  of 
oil  should  be  exhausted  before  the  breaking  of  the 
drought.  (Jos,  Anty  VIII,  xiii,  2,  states  on  the 
authority  of  Menander  that  the  drought  extended 
to  Phoenicia  and  continued  there  for  a  full  year.) 
But  when  the  widow's  son  fell  sick  and  died,  the 
mother  regiurded  it  as  a  Divine  judgment  upon  her 
sins,  a  judgment  which  had  been  drawn  upon  her 
bv  the  presence  of  the  man  of  God.  At  the  prayer 
of  E.,  hfe  returned  to  the  child  (vs  17-24). 

"Inthethu-dyear,"l  K  18  1  (Lk  4  25;  Jas  5  17 
dve  three  years  and  six  months  as  the  length  of  the 
drought),  E.  wsb  directed  to  show  himself  to  Ahab 
as  the  herald  of  rain  from  Jeh.  How  sorely  both 
man  and  beast  in  Israel  were  pressed  by  drought 
and  the  resulting  famine,  is  shown  by  the  fact  that 
King  Ahab  and  nis  chica  steward  Obadiah  were  in 
person  searching  through  the  land  for  any  patches 
of  green  grass  that  mi^t  serve  to  keep  alive  some 
of  the  king's  own  horses  and  mules  (vs  5.6).  The 
words  of  Obadiah  upon  meeting  with  E.  show  the 
impression  which  had  been  produced  by  the  proph- 
et's long  absence.  It  was  believed  that  the  Spu*it 
of  God  had  carried  E.  away  to  some  unknown,  inac- 
cessible, mysterious  region  (vs  10.12).  Obadiah 
feared  that  such  would  again  be  the  case,  and,  while 
he  entreated  the  prophet  not  to  make  him  the  bearer 
of  a  message  to  Ahab,  appealed  to  his  own  well- 
Imown  piety  and  zeal,  as  shown  in  his  sheltering 
and  feeding,  during  Jezebel's  persecution,  a  hundred 
prophets  of  Jeh.  E.  reassured  the  steward  by  a 
solemn  oath  that  he  would  show  himself  to  Ahab 
(ver  15).  The  kin^  greeted  the  prophet  with  the 
haughty  words,  "Is  it  thou,  thou  troubler  of  Israel?" 
E.'s  reply,  answering  scorn  with  scorn,  is  what  we 
should  expect  from  a  prophet;  the  woes  of  Israel 
are  not  to  be  charged  to  the  prophet  who  declared 
the  doom,  but  to  the  kings  who  made  the  nation 
deserve  it  (vs  17.18). 

Elijah  went  on  to  challenge  a  test  of  the  false 

god's   power.    Among  the  pensioners  of  Jezebel 

were  450  prophets  of  Baal  and  4U)0 

2.  The  prophets  of  the  Asherah — still  fed  by 
Ordeal  by  the  royal  bounty  in  spite  of  the  famine. 
Prayer  Accepting  E.'s  proposal,  Ahab  called 

all  tnese  and  all  the  people  to  Mt. 
Carmel  (vs  19.20).  E.'s  first  word  to  the  assembly 
impUed  the  folly  of  their  thinking  that  the  allegiance 


of  a  people  could  successfully  be  divided  between 
two  deities:  "How  long  go  ye  limping  between  the 
two  sides?"  (possibly  "leaping  over  two  thresholds," 
in  ironical  allusion  to  the  custom  of  leaping  over 
the  threshold  of  an  idol  temple,  to  avoid  a  stumble, 
which  would  be  unpropitious;  cf  1  S  5  1-5). 
Taking  the  people's  silence  as  an  indication  that 
they  admitted  the  force  of  his  first  words.  E.  went  on 
to  propose  his  conditions  for  the  test:  a  bullock  wsb 
to  De  offered  to  Baal,  a  bullock  to  Jeh,  but  no  fire 
put  under;  "Tlie  God  that  answereth  by  fire,  let 
him  be  God."  The  voice  of  thepeople  approved 
the  proposal  as  fair  (vs  22-24).  Throughout  a  day 
of  biazmg  sunshine  the  prophets  of  Baal  called  in 
frenzy  upon  their  god,  wnile  E.  mocked  them  with 
merciless  sarcasm  (vs  25-29).  About  the  time  for 
the  regular  offering  of  the  evening  sacrifice  in  the 
temple  of  Jeh  at  Jerus,  E.  assumed  control.  Re- 
building an  ancient  altar  thrown  down  perhaps  in 
Jezebel^  persecution;  usin^  in  the  rebuilding  twelve 
stones,  symbolizing  an  undivided  Israel  such  aa  was 
promised  to  the  patriarch  Jacob  of  old;  drenching 
sacrifice  and  wood  with  water  from  some  perennial 
spring  under  the  slopes  of  Carmel,  until  even  a 
trench  about  the  altar,  deep  and  wide  enough  to 
have  a  two-^*dh  (half-bushel)  measure  set  in  it,  was 
filled — the  prophet  called  in  few  and  earnest  words 
upon  the  God  of  the  fathers  of  the  nation  (vs  30-37). 
The  answer  of  Jeh  by  fire,  consuming  bullock,  wood, 
altar  and  the  very  dust,  struck  the  people  with  awe 
and  fear.  Convinced  that  Jeh  was  God  alone  for 
them,  they  readily  carried  out  the  prophet's  stem 
sentence  of  death  for  the  prophets  of  the  idol  god 
(vs  38-40).  Next  the  prophet  bade  Ahab  make 
haste  with  the  meal,  probably  a  sacrificial  feast  for 
the  multitude,  which  had  been  made  ready;  be- 
cause rain  was  at  hand.  On  the  mountain  top  E. 
bowed  in  prayer,  sending  his  servant  seven  times 
to  look  out  across  the  sea  for  the  coming  storm.  At 
last  the  appearance  of  a  rising  cloud  "as  smaU  as  a 
man's  hana"  was  reported;  and  before  the  hurrying 
chariot  of  the  king  could  cross  the  plain  to  Jezreel 
it  was  overtaken  by  "a  great  rain'  from  heavens 
black  with  clouds  and  wind  after  three  rainless  years. 
With  strength  above  nature,  E.  ran  like  a  courier 
before  Ahab  to  the  very  gate  of  Jezreel  (vs  41-46). 

The  same  night  a  messenger  from  Jezebel  found  E. 
The  message  ran,  "As  surely  as  thou  art  E.  and  I  am 

Jezebel"  (so  the  LXX),  "so  let  the 
3.  At  gods  do  to  me,  and  more  also"  (i.e. 

Horeb  may  I  be  cut  in  pieces  like  a  sacrificed 

animal  if  I  breaK  my  vow;  cf  Gen  16 
8-11.17.18;  Jer  84  18.19).  "if  I  make  not  thy  life 
as  the  life  of  one  of"  the  slain  prophets  of  Baal  "by 
to-morrow  about  this  time."  Explain  E.'s  action 
how  we  may — and  all  the  possible  explanations  of 
it  have  found  defenders — ^he  sought  safety  in  instant 
fli^t.  At  Beersheba,  the  southernmost  town  of 
Judah,  he  left  his  "servant,"  whom  the  narrative 
does  not  elsewhere  mention.  Going  onward  into 
the  southern  wilderness,  he  sat  down  under  the 
scanty  shade  of  a  desert  broom-bush  and  prayed 
that  ne  might  share  the  common  fate  of  mankind' 
in  death  (19  1-4).  After  sleep  he  was  refreshed 
with  food  brought  by  an  angel.  Again  he  slept 
and  was  fed.  In  the  strength  of  that  food  he  then 
wandered  on  for  forty  days  and  nights,  until  he 
found  himself  at  Horeb,  the  mountain  sacred  be- 
cause there  Jeh  had  revealed  Himself  to  Moses  (vs 
5-8).  The  repetition  of  identical  words  by  E.  in 
vs  10  and  14  represents  a  difficulty.  Unless  we  are 
to  suppose  an  accidental  repetition  by  a  very  early 
copyist  (early,  since  it  appears  ahready  in  the  LXX), 
we  may  see  in  it  an  indication  that  E.'s  despond- 
ency was  not  easily  removed,  or  that  he  sou^t  at 
Horeb  an  especial  manifestation  of  Jeh  for  his  en- 
couragement, or  both.    The  prophet  was  bidden 
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to  take  his  stand  upon  the  sacred  mount;  and  Jeh 
passed  by,  heralded  by  tempest,  earthquake  and 
thunderstorm  (vs  9-12).  These  were  Jeh's  fore- 
runners only;  Jeh  was  not  in  them,  but  in  the  ''still 
small  voice,"  such  as  the  prophets  were  accustomed 
to  hear  within  their  souls.  When  E.  heard  the  not 
unfamiliar  inner  voice,  he  recognized  Jeh  present 
to  hear  and  answer  him.  E.  seems  to  be  seeking 
to  justify  his  own  retreat  to  the  wilderness  by  the 

Slea  that  he  had  been  "very  jealous,"  had  done  in 
eh's  cause  all  that  mortal  prophet  could  do,  before 
he  fled,  yet  all  in  vain!  The  same  people  who  had 
forsaken  the  law  and  "covenant"  of  Jeh,  thrown 
down  His  altars  and  slain  His  prophets,  would  have 
allowed  the  slaughter  of  E.  himself  at  the  command  of 
Jezebel ;  and  in  him  would  have  perished  the  last  true 
servant  of  Jeh  in  all  the  land  of  Israel  (vs  13.14). 

Divine  compassion  passed  by  E.*s  complaint  in 
order  to  give  him  directions  for  further  work  in 
Jeh's  cause.  E.  must  anoint  Hazael  to  seize  the 
throne  of  S3rria,  Israel's  worst  enemy  among  the 
neighboring  powers;  Jehu,  in  like  manner,  he  must 
anoint  to  put  an  end  to  the  dynasty  of  Ahab  and 
assume  the  throne  of  Israel;  and  Elisha.  to  be  his' 
own  successor  in  the  prophetic  office.  Tnese  three, 
Hazael  and  his  Syrians,  Jehu  and  his  followers,  even 
Elisha  himself,  are  to  execute  further  judgments 
upon  the  idolaters  and  the  scomers  in  Israel.  Jeh 
will  leave  Himself  7,000  (a  round  number,  a  limited 
but  not  an  excessively  small  one,  conveying  a  doc- 
trine, like  the  doctrine  of  later  prophets,  of  the  sal- 
vation of  a  righteous  remnant)  m  Israel,  men  proof 
against  the  judgment  because  they  did  not  share 
the  sin.  If  E.  was  rebuked  at  all.  it  was  onlv  in  the 
contrast  between  the  7,000  faitnful  and  the  one, 
himself,  which  he  beUeved  to  number  all  the  right- 
eous left  alive  in  Israel  (vs  15-18). 

The  anointing  of  Hazael  and  of  Jehu  seems  to 
have  been  left  to  E.'s  successor;  indeed,  we  read  of 

no  anointing  of  Hazael,  but  only  of 
4.  The  a  significant   interview  between  that 

Case  of  worthy  and  Elisha  (2  K  8  7-15). 
Naboth         E.  next  appears  in  the  narrative  as 

rebuker  of  Ahab  for  the  judicial  murder 
of  Naboth.  In  the  very  piece  of  ground  which  the 
king  had  coveted  and  seized,  the  prophet  appeared, 
unexpected  and  unwelcome,  to  declare  upon  Ahab. 
Jezebel  and  all*  their  house  the  doom  of  a  shameful 
death  (IK  21).  There  was  present  at  this  scene, 
in  attendance  upon  the  king,  a  captain  named  Jehu, 
the  very  man  already  chosen  as  the  supplanter  or 
Ahab,  and  he  never  forgot  what  he  then  saw  and 
heard  (2  K  9  25.26). 

Ahab's  penitence  (1  K  21  28.29)  averted  from 
himself    some    measure   of    the    doom.     His   son 

Ahaziah  pulled  it  down  upon  his  own 
6.  Elijah  head.  Sick  unto  death  from  injuries 
and  received  in  a  fall,  Ahaziah  sent  to  ask 

Ahaziah        an  oracle  concerning  his  recovery  at 

the  shrine  of  Baal-zebub  in  Ekron.  E. 
met  the  messengers  and  turned  them  back  with  a 
prediction,  not  from  Baal-zebub  but  from  Jeh,  of 
impending  death.  Ahaziah  recognized  by  the  mes- 
sengers' description  the  ancient  "enemy"  of  his 
house.  A  captain  and  fiftv  soldiers  sent  to  arrest 
the  prophet  were  consumed  by  fire  from  heaven  at 
E.'s  word.  A  second  captain  with  another  fifty 
met  the  same  fate.  A  third  besought  the  prophet 
to  spare  his  Hfe,  and  E.  went  with  him  to  the  king, 
but  only  to  repeat  the  words  of  doom  (2  K  1). 

A  foreboding,  shared  by  the  "sons  of  the  prophets" 
at  Beth-el  and  Jericho,  warned  E.  that  the  closing 

scene  of  his  earthly  life  was  at  hand. 
6.  Elijah  He  desired  to  meet  the  end,  come  in 
Translated    what  form  it  might,   alone.    Elisha, 

however,  bound  himself  by  an  oath 
not  to  leave  his  master.    E.  divided  Jordan  with  the 


stroke  of  his  mantle,  that  the  two  might  pass  over 
toward  the  wilderness  on  the  east.  Elisna  asked 
that  he  might  receive  a  firstborn's  portion  of  the 
spirit  which  rested  upon  his  master.  "A  chariot  of 
fire,  and  horses  of  fire  appeared,  and  parted  the  two 
asunder:  "and  E.  went  up  by  a  whirlwind  into 
heaven'^  (2  K  2  1-11). 

In  2  Ch  21  12-15  we  read  of  a  "writmg"  from 
E.  to  Jehoram.  son  of  Jehoshaphat,  king  ofJudah. 
The  statements  of  2  K  3  11.12  admit 
7.  The  of  no  other  interpretation  than  that 

Letter  to  the  succession  of  Elisha  to  independent 
Jehoram  prophetic  work  had  already  occurred 
in  the  lifetime  of  Jehoshaphat.  It  has 
been  pointed  out  that  the  difficult  verse,  2  K  8  16, 
appears  to  mean  that  Jehoram  began  to  reign  at  some 
time  before  the  death  of  his  father;  it  is  also  con- 
ceivable that  E.  left  a  message,  reduced  to  writing 
either  before  or  after  his  departure,  for  the  future  king 
of  Judah  who  should  depart  from  the  true  faith. 

//•  The  Work  of  EUjah. — One's  estimate  of  the 
importance  of  the  work  of  E.  depends  upon  one's 
conception  of  the  condition  of  things  which  the 
prophet  confronted  in  Northern  Israel.  While  it 
is  true  that  the  reign  of  Ahab  was  outwardly  pros- 
perous, and  the  king  himself  not  without  a  measure 
of  political  sagacity  together  with  personal  courage, 
his  religious  policy  at  best  involved  such  tolerance 
of  false  faiths  as  could  lead  only  to  disaster.  Ever 
since  the  time  of  Joshua,  the  religion  of  Jeh  had  been 
waging  its  combat  with  the  old  Canaanite  worship 
of  the  powers  of  Nature,  a  worship  rendered  to  local 
deities,  the  "Baalim"  or  "lords'*^  of  this  and  that 
neighborhood,  whose  ancient  altars  stood  "upon  the 
high  mountains,  and  upon  the  hills,  and  under  every 

freen  tree"  (Dt  12  2).  The  god  imported  from 
Phoenicia  by  Jezebel  bore  also  the  title  Baal;  but 
his  character  and  his  worship  were  worse  and  more 
debasing  than  anything  that  had  before  been  known. 
Resistance  offered  by  the  servants  of  Jeh  to  the 
claims  of  the  queen's  favored  god  led  to  persecution, 
rightly  ascribed  by  the  historian  to  Jezebel  (1  K 
18  4).  In  the  face  of  this  danger,  the  differences 
between  the  worship  of  Jeh  as  carried  on  in  the 
Northern  Kingdom  and  the  same  worship  as  prac- 
tised at  Jerus  sank  out  of  sight.  The  one  effort  of 
E.  was  to  recall  the  people  from  the  Tyrian  Baal  to 
Jeh,  the  God  of  their  fathers.  The  vitality  of  the 
true  religion  in  the  crisis  is  shown  by  the  fidelity 
of  such  a  man  as  Obadiah  (1  K  18  3  f),  or  by  the 
perseverance  of  a  righteous  remnant  of  7,000,  in 
spite  of  all  that  had  happened  of  persecution  (19  18). 
The  work  begun  by  E.  was  finished,  not  without 
blood,  by  Jehu;  we  hear  no  more  of  the  worship  of 
the  l^nrian  Baal  in  Israel  after  that  anointed  usurp- 
er's time  (2  K  9, 10).  To  sav  that  E.  at  Horeb 
"learns  the  gentleness  of  God'  (Strachan  in  HDB) 
is  to  contra£ct  the  immediate  text  of  the  narrative 
and  the  history  of  the  times.  The  direction  given 
E.  was  that  he  should  anoint  one  man  to  seize  the 
throne  of  Syria,  another  to  seize  that  of  Israel,  and 
a  prophet  to  continue  his  own  work;  with  the 
promise  and  prediction  that  these  three  forces  should 
unite  in  executing  upon  guilty  Israel  the  judgment 
still  due  for  its  apostasy  from  Jeh  and  its  worship 
of  a  false  god.  E.  was  not  a  reformer  of  peace;  the 
very  vision  of  peace  was  hidden  from  his  eyes,  re- 
served for  later  prophets  for  whom  he  could  but 
prepare  the  way.  It  was  his  mission  to  destroy  at 
whatever  cost  the  heathen  worship  which  else  would 
have  destroyed  Israel  itself,  with  consequences 
whose  evil  we  cannot  estimate.  Amos  and  Hosea 
would  have  had  no  standing-ground  had  it  not  been 
for  the  work  of  E.  and  the  influences  which  at  Di- 
vine direction  he  put  in  operation. 

///.  Character  of  the  Prophet. — It  is  obvious  that 
the  Scripture  historian  does  not  intend  to  furnish 
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us  with  a  character-study  of  the  prophet  E.  Does 
he  furnish  even  the  material  upon  which  such  a  study 
may  profitably  be  attempted?  The  characteriza- 
tion found  in  Jas  5  17,  ''E.  was  a  man  of  like  pas- 
sions [m  '^natiu^'']  with  ub"  is  brief  indexed;  but 
examination  of  the  books  which  have  been  written 
upon  the  life  of  E.  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is 
possible  to  err  by  attaching  to  events  meanings 
which  those  events  were  never  intended  to  bear,  as 
well  as  by  introducing  into  one's  study  too  much  of 
sheer  ima^dnation.  It  is  easy,  for  example,  to  ob- 
serve that  E.  is  introduced  to  the  reader  with  sudden- 
ness, and  that  his  appearances  and  disappearances 
in  the  narratwe  seem  abrupt;  but  is  one  warranted 
in  arguing  from  this  a  like  abruptness  in  the  proph- 
et's character?  Is  not  the  sufficient  explanation 
to  be  reached  by  observing  that  the  historian's  pur- 
pose was  not  to  give  a  complete  bioeraphy  of  any 
mdividual,  whether  prophet  or  king,  but  to  display 
the  working  of  Jeh  upon  and  with  the  kingdoms  of 
Israel  and  Judah  through  the  prophets?  Few  per- 
sonal details  are  therefore  to  be  found  recorded 
concerning  even  such  a  prophet  as  E.;  and  none  at 
all,  unless  they  have  a  direct  bearing  upon  his  mes- 
sage. The  imag^ation  of  some  has  discerned  a 
"training  of  E."  in  the  experiences  of  the  prophet; 
but  to  admit  that  there  must  have  been  such  a 
training  does  not  oblige  us  to  discover  traces  of  it 
in  the  scenes  and  incidents  which  are  recorded. 

Distrusting,  for  the  reasons  above  suggested,  anv 
attempt  at  a  detailed  representation  of  the  prophet  s 
inner  life,  one  may  seek,  and  prize,  what  seems  to 
lie  upon  the  surface  of  the  narrative:  faith  in  Jeh 
as  God  of  Nature  and  as  covenant  God  of  the  pa- 
triarchs and  their  descendants;  consuming  ''zeal" 
against  the  false  religion  which  would  displace  Jeh 
from  the  place  which  must  be  His  alone;  keen  vision 
to  perceive  hypocrisy  and  falsehood,  and  sharp  wit 
to  lash  them,  with  the  same  boldness  and  disregard 
of  self  that  must  needs  mark  the  true  prophet  in 
any  age. 

/K.  Mirticies  in  the  Etyah  Narraiioe9.— The 
miraculous  element  must  be  admitted  to  be  promi- 
nent in  the  experiences  and  works  of  E.  It  cannot 
be  estimated  apart  from  the  general  position  which 
the  student  finds  it  possible  to  hold  concerning 
miracles  recorded  in  the  OT.  The  effort  to  explain 
awav  one  or  another  item  in  a  rationalistic  way  is 
wholly  unprofitable.  E.'s  "ravens"  may  indeed 
be  converted  by  a  change  of  vowel-points  into 
"Arabians";  but,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  Orientids 
would  bring  offerings  of  food  to  a  holy  hermit,  the 
whole  tenor  of  the  narrative  favors  no  other  suppo- 
sition than  that  its  writer  meant  "ravens,"  and 
saw  in  the  event  another  such  exercise  of  the  power 
of  Jeh  over  all  things  as  was  to  be  seen  in  the  supply 
of  meal  and  oil  for  the  prophet  and  the  widow  of 
Zarephath,  the  fire  from  heaven,  the  parting  of  the 
Jordan,  or  the  ascension  of  the  prophet  by  a  whirl- 
wind into  heaven.  Some  modern  critics  recognize 
a  different  and  later  source  in  the  narrative  of  2  K 
1;  but  here  again  no  real  difficulty,  if  any  difficulty 
there  be,  is  removed.  The  stem  prophet  who  would 
order  the  slaughter  of  the  450  Baal  prophets  might 
well  call  down  fire  to  consume  the  soldiers  of  an 
apostate  and  a  hostile  king.  The  purpose  and 
meaning  of  the  E.  chapters  is  to  be  grasped  by  those 
who  accept  their  author's  conception  of  Jeh,  of  His 
power,  and  of  His  work  in  Nature  and  with  men, 
rather  than  by  those  who  seek  to  replace  that  con- 
ception by  another. 

V.  EHiah  in  the  iVT.— Malachi  (4  5)  names  E. 
as  the  forerimner  of  "the  great  and  terrible  day  of 
Jeh,"  and  the  expectation  founded  upon  this  passage 
is  alluded  to  in  Mk  6  15  ||  Lk  9  8;  Mt  16  14  || 
Mk  8  28  II  Lk  9  19;  Mt  27  47-49  ||  Mk  16  35.36. 
The  interpretation  of    Malachi's   prophecy  fore- 


shadowed in  the  angelic  annunciation  to  Zacharias 
(Lk  1  17),  that  John  the  Baptist  should  do  the 
work  of  another  Elijah,  is  given  on  the  authority 
of  Jesus  Himself  (Mt  11  14).  The  appearance  of 
E.,  with  Moses,  on  the  Mt.  of  Transfiguration, 
is  recorded  in  Mt  17  1-13  ||  Mk  9  2-13  ||  Lk  9 
28-36,  and  in  Mt  11  14  ||  Mk  9  13  Jesus  again 
identifies  the  E.  of  Malachi  with  John  the  Baptist. 
The  fate  of  the  soldiers  of  Ahaziah  (2  K  1)  is  in  the 
mind  of  James  and  John  on  one  occasion  (Lk  9  54). 
Jesus  Himself  alludes  to  E.  and  his  sojourn  in  the 
land  of  Sidon  (Lk  4  25.26).  Paul  makes  use  of  the 
prophet's  experience  at  Horeb  (Rom  11  2-4).  In 
Jas  5  17.18  the  work  of  E.  affords  an  instance  of 
the  powerful  supplication  of  a  righteous  man. 

(2)  A  "head  of  a  father's  house"  of  the  tribe  of 
Benjamin  (1  Ch  8  27,  AV  "Eliah"). 

(3)  A  man  of  priestly  rank  who  had  married  a 
foreign  wife  (Ezr  10  21). 

(4)  A  layman  who  had  married  a  foreign  wife 
(Ezr  10  26). 

Literature. — ^The  histories  of  Israel  and  commen- 
taries on  Kings  are  many.  Those  which  tend  to  ration- 
alizing tend  also  to  decrease  the  Importance  of  E.  to  the 
history.  F.  W.  Robertson,  Sermon;  2d  ser.,  V;  Maurice, 
Prophett  and  Kings  of  the  OT,  Sermon  VIII;  Milligan, 
Elijah  ("Men  of  the  Bible"  ser.);  W.  M.  Taylor,  Elijah 
the  Prophet. 

.  F.  K.  Farr 

ELKA,  ^ll'ka  (Kp?g,  '«Tj;a',  "God  is  re- 
jector[?]"):  The  Harodite  (Uradite),  one  of  David's 
guard,  the  "thirty"  (2  S  28  25).  Omitted  from 
1  Ch  11  27. 

ELIM,  e'lim  (Ob'^S^,  'Ulm,  "terebinths";  AOutjt, 
Aileim) :  The  second  encampment  of  the  Israelites 
after  crossing  the  Red  Sea.  It  was  a  contrast  to 
the  previous  camp  called  "Marah"  because  of  the 
bitterness  of  the  waters,  for  there  "were  twelve 
springs  of  water,  and  threescore  and  ten  palm  trees" 
(Ex  16  27;  16  1;  Nu  33  9f).  The  traditional 
site  is  an  oasis  in  Wady  Ghurundelf  cir  63  miles 
from  Suez.    See  Exodus;  Wandebings  of  Isbabu 

ELIMELECH,  ^Um'e-lek  (^bp^^K,  'mmeUkh, 
"my  God  is  king";  'A^ijUXtx,  AheimOech.  »AXi- 
|UXcK,  AlinUlek):  EUmelech  was  a  member  of 
the  tribe  of  Judah,  a  native  of  Bethlehem  Judah, 
a  man  of  wealth  and  probably  head  of  a  family  or 
clan  (Ruth  1  2.3;  2  1.3).  He  lived  during  the 
period  of  the  Judges,  had  a  hereditary  possession 
near  Bethlehem,  and  is  chiefly  known  as  the  husband 
of  Naomi,  the  mother-in-law  of  Ruth  and  ances- 
tress of  David  the  king.  Because  of  a  severe  famine 
in  Judaea,  he  emigrated  to  the  land  of  Moab  with 
his  wife  and  his  sons,  Mahlon  and  Chilion.  Not 
long  afterward  he  died,  and  his  two  sons  married 
Moabitish  women,  Ruth  and  Orpah.  Ten  years 
in  all  were  spent  in  Moab,  when  the  two  sons  died, 
and  the  three  widows  were  left.  Soon  idfterwara 
Naomi  decided  to  return  to  Judah,  and  the  sequel  is 
told  in  the  Book  of  Ruth.    See  Ruth;  Naomi. 

J     J     R^EVB 

ELIOENAI,  i^ll-^^'ndri.    See  Eliehoenai. 

£LIONAS,el-i-a'nas  C'EKt.t»v6stElidnd8,  'EXutvatt, 
Elionals) :  The  name  of  two  men  who  had  married 
foreign  wives  (1  Esd  9  22.23),  corresponding  re- 
spectively to  "Elioenai"  and  "Eliezer'  in  Ezr  10 
22.31. 

ELIPHAL,  ^li'fal,  el'i-fal  (bfi-'bg ,  'HlphSl,  "God 
has  judged"):  Son  of  Ur,  one  of  the  mighty  men 
of  David's  armies  (1  Ch  11  35).  RV  in  a  footnote 
identifies  him  with  Eliphelet,  son  of  Ahasbai,  the 
son  of  the  Maachathite  (2  S  28  34;  cf  Davis,  Diet, 
of  the  Bible,  s.v.  "Ur").    See  also  1  Ch  14  5.7. 
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ELIPHALAT,^lif'a.lat('EXu|NiXlT,^%Aa^;  1  Esd 
8  39;  9  33):  CaUed  "EUphelet"  in Ezr  8  13;  10  33. 

ELIPHAZ,  el'i-faz,  Wl'fM  (TJ^b^,  'mpfuiz,  "God 

i8  fine  gold"  [?]): 

(1)  Son  of  Esau  by  Adah,  and  father  of  Teman, 
Kenaz  and  Amalek  (Gen  36  4.10;  1  Ch  1  35f). 
See  also  Edou. 

(2)  See  next  article. 

ELIPHAZ:  The  first  and  most  prominent  of  the 
three  friends  of  Job  (Job  2  11),  who  come  from  dis- 
tant places  to  condole  with  and  comfort  him,  when 
they  hear  of  his  affliction.  That  he  is  to  be  re- 
garded as  their  leader  and  spokesman  is  shown  by 
the  greater  weight  and  originality  of  his  speeches 
(contained  in  chs  4,  5,  16,  22),  the  speeches  of  the 
other  friends  being  in  fact  largely  echoes  and  emo- 
tional enforcements  of  his  thoughts,  and  bv  the  fact 
that  he  is  taken  as  their  representative  (Job  42  7) 
when,  after  the  address  from  the  whirlwind,  Jeh 
appoints  their  expiation  for  the  wrong  done  to  Job 
and  to  the  truth.  He  is  represented  as  a  venerable 
and  benignant  sage  from  Teman  in  Idumaea,  a  place 
noted  for  its  wisdom  (cf  Jer  49  7),  as  was  also  the 
whole  land  of  Edom  (cf  Ob  ver  8) ;  and  doubtless 
it  is  the  writer's  design  to  make  his  words  typical 
of  the  best  wisdom  oT  the  world.  This  wisdom  is 
the  result  of  ages  of  thought  and  experience  (cf  Job 

15  17-19),  of  long  and  ripened  study  (cf  6  27),  and 
claims  the  authority  oi  revelation,  thoush  only 
revelation  of  a  secondary  kind  (cf  Eliphaz   vision, 

4  12  ff,  and  his  challenge  to  Job  to  obtain  the  hke, 

5  1).  In  his  first  speech  he  deduces  Job's  affliction 
from  the  natural  sequence  of  effect  from  cause 
(4  7-11),  which  cause  he  makes  broad  enough  to 
include  innate  impurity  and  depravity  (4  17-19); 
evinces  a  quietism  wnich  deprecates  Job's  self- 
destroying  ebullitions  of  wratn  (5  2.3;  cf  Job's 
answer,  6  2.3  and  ZO  24);  and  promises  restora- 
tion as  the  result  of  penitence  and  submission.  In 
his  second  speech  he  is  irritated  because  Job's  blas- 
phemous words  are  calculated  to  hinder  devotion 
(15  4),  attributes  them  to  iniquity  (vs  5.6),  reiter- 
ates his  depravity  doctrine  (vs  14-16),  and  initiates 
the  lurid  descriptions  of  the  wicked  man's  fate,  in 
which  the  friends  go  on  to  overstate  their  case 
(15  20-35).  In  the  third  speech  he  is  moved  by 
the  exii^encies  of  his  theory  to  impute  actual  frauos 
and  cnmes  to  Job,  iniqmties  indulged  in  because 
(jrod  was  too  far  away  to  see  (22  5-15);  but  as  a 
close  holds  open  to  hun  still  the  way  of  penitence, 
abjuring  of  iniquity,  and  restoration  to  health  and 
weisdth  (22  21-30).  His  utterances  are  well  com- 
posed and  judicial  (too  coldly  academic.  Job  thinks, 

16  4.5),  full  of  good  religious  ooimsel  abstractly 
considered.  Their  error  is  in  their  inveterate  pre- 
supposition of  Job's  wickedness,  their  unsympathet- 
ic clinging  to  theory  in  the  face  of  fact,  and  tne  sup- 
pressing of  the  human  promptings  of  friendship. 

John  Franklin  Genung 

ELIPHELEHU,  6-lif'e-lg-hQ  (^nbip'^bS,  'mphHe- 
hu,  ''May  God  distinguish  him,"  AV  EUpheleh): 
The  eleventh  of  the  fourteen  doorkeepers  men- 
tioned as  ''brethren  of  the  second  de^e"  and  as 
appointed  in  connection  with  the  bnnging  up  of 
the  ark  to  Jems  by  David  (1  Ch  15  18). 

ELIPHELET,  6-lif 'e-let.  SeeELiPHALAT;£LiFBAL. 

ELISABETH,  &-Uz'a-beth  ('EXurdpcr,  EliadbeL 
WH  'EXcurdfkr,  EleMbet,  from  Heb  'HUhehha} 
[Elisheba],  "God  is  [my]  oath,"  i.e.  a  worshipper  of 
God) :  Wife  of  ZachansB  the  priest  and  mother  of 
John  the  Baptist  (Lk  1  5ff).  E.  herself  was  of 
priestly  Unease  and  a  "kinswoman"  (AV  (Dousin, 
q.v.)  of  the  Virgin  Mary  (ver  36),  of  whose  visit  to 


E.  a  remarkable  account  is  given  in  vs  39-56.  See 
Zacharias. 

ELISEUS,  el-i-se'us.    See  Elibha. 

ELISHA,  ft-ll'sha  (PT^^ ,  *SlUha\  "God  is  salva- 
tion"; LXX  'EXtwrati,  Eleimie;  NT  'EXuratot, 
Elisaios,  Eliseus  [Lk  4  27  AV]) : 

I.    His  Call  and  Preparation 

1.  His  Call 

2.  His  Preparation 

3.  The  Parting  Gift  of  Elijah 

II.  His  Prophbtic  Carbbr 

1.  Record  of  His  Career 

2.  His  Ministry  in  a  Private  Caoacity 

3.  His  Ministry  in  a  Public  and  National  Caiiaclty 

4.  Characteristics  of  His  Ministry 

(1)  In  Comparison  with  Elijah 

(2)  General  Features  of  His  Ministry 

III.  GenbbalEstiiiatb 

LiTBRATURB 

A  prophet,  the  disciple  and  successor  of  EHjah. 
He  was  the  son  of  Shaphat.  lived  at  Abel-meholah, 
at  the  northern  end  of  the  Jordan  vaUey  and  a  Uttle 
S.  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee.  Nothing  is  told  of  his 
parents  but  the  father's  name,  thou^  he  must  have 
Deen  a  man  of  some  wealth  and  doubtless  of  earnest 
piety.  No  hint  is  given  of  Elisha's  age  or  birth- 
place, and  it  is  almost  certain  that  he  was  bom  and 
reared  at  Abel-meholah,  and  was  a  comparatively 

Soung  man  when  we  first  hear  of  him.  His  earlv 
fe  thus  was  spent  on  his  father's  estate,  in  a  sod- 
fearing  familv,  conditions  which  have  produced  so 
many  of  God's  prophets.  His  moral  and  religious 
nature  was  highlv  developed  in  such  surroundings, 
and  from  his  work  on  his  father's  farm  he  was  caUeci 
to  his  training  as  a  prophet  and  successor  of  Elijah. 
/•  Him  CitB  and  PrMparaiion. — The  first  mention 
of  him  occurs  in  1  K  19  16.  Elijah  was  at  Horeb. 
learning  perhaps  the  greatest  lesson  of  his  Hfe;  ana 
one  of  the  three  duties  with  which  he  was  charged 
was  to  anoint  Elisha^  the  son  of  Shaphat  of  Abel- 
meholah,  as  prophet  m  his  stead. 

Elijah  soon  went  northward  and  as  he  passed  the 

lands  of  Shaphat  he  saw  Elisha  plowing  m  the  rich 

level  field  of  his  father's  farm.    Twelve 

1.  His  Call  voke  of  oxen  were  at  work,  Elisha 

himself  plowing  with  the  twelfth  yoke. 
Crossing  over  to  him  Elijah  threw  his  mantle  upon 
the  young  man  (1  K  19  19).  Elisha  seemedT  to 
understand  the  meaning  of  the  symbolic  act,  and 
was  for  a  moment  overwhelmed  with  its  significance. 
It  meant  his  adoption  as  the  son  and  successor  of 
Elijah  in  the  prophetic  office.^  Naturally  he  would 
hesitate  a  moment  before  making  such  an  important 
decision.  As  Elijah  strode  on,  Elisha  felt  tne  irre- 
sistible force  of  the  call  of  God  and  ran  after  the 
great  prophet,  announcing  that  he  was  ready  to 
follow,  only  he  wished  to  give  a  parting  kiss  to  his 
father  and  mother  (19  20).  Elijah  seemed  to  real- 
ize what  it  meant  to  the  young  man,  and  bade  him 
"Go  back  again;  for  what  have  I  done  to  thee?" 
The  call  was  not  such  an  urgent  one  as  Elisha  seemed 
to  think,  and  the  response  had  better  be  deliberate 
and  voluntary.  But  Elisha  had  fully  made  up  his 
mind,  slew  the  voke  of  oxen  with  which  he  was 
plowing,  boiled  their  flesh  with  the  wood  of  the  im- 
plements he  was  using,  and  made  a  farewell  feast 
for  his  friends.  He  then  followed  Elijah,  makinj; 
a  full  renunciation  of  home  ties,  comforts  and  privi- 
leges. He  became  Elijah's  servant ;  and  we  have  but 
one  statement  describing  their  relationship  (2  K  8 
11):  he  "poured  water  on  the  hands  of  EUjah." 

They  seem  to  have  spent  several  srears  together  (1  K 

22  1;  2  K  1  17),  for  Elisha  became  well  known  among 

the  various  schools  of  the  prophets.    While 

2.  His  ministering  to  the  needs  of  his  master. 
'DrAAAM  Elisha  learned  many  deep  and  important 
^epara-  lessons,  imbibed  much  ol  his  spirit,  and 
uon                 developed  his  own  religious  nature  and 

efficiency  until  he  was  ready  for  the  pro- 
phetic service  himself.    It  seems  almqst  certain  that  ibey 
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liyed  among  the  schools  of  the  prophets,  and  not  In  the 
mountains  and  hills  as  Elijah  had  previously  done. 
DurinK  these  years  the  tie  between  the  two  men  became 
very  aeep  and  strong.  They  were  years  of  great  sig- 
nificance to  the  yoimg  prophet  and  of  careful  teaching 
on  the  part  of  the  older.  The  lesson  learned  at  Horeb 
was  not  forgotten  and  its  meaning  would  be  profoundly 
impressed  upon  the  youncer  man,  whose  whole  after- 
life shows  that  he  had  deeply  imbibed  the  teaching. 

The  final  scene  shows  the  strong  and  tender  affec- 
tion he  cherished  toward  his  maisrber.    Aware  that 

the  end  was  near,  he  determined  to  be 
8.  The  with    him    until    the    last.    Nothing 

Parting  could  persuade  him  to  leave  Elijah. 

GUt  of  When  asked  what  should  be  done  for 

Elijah  him,  before  his  master  was  taken  away, 

he  asks  for  the  elder  son's  portion,  a 
double  portion,  of  his  master's  spirit  ^2  K  2  9). 
He  has  no  thought  of  equality;  he  would  be  Elijah  s 
firstborn  son.  The  request  shows  how  dee^  he  had 
imbibed  of  his  master's  spirit  already.  His  great 
teacher  disappears  in  a  wnirlwind,  and,  awestruck 
by  the  wonderful  sight,  Elisha  rends  his  clothes, 
takes  up  the  garment  of  EUjah,  retraces  his  steps 
to  the  Jordan,  smites  the  waters  to  test  whether  the 
spirit  of  Elijah  had  really  fallen  upon  him,  and  as 
tne  water  parts,  he  passes  over  dry  shod.  The  sons 
of  the  prophets  who  nave  been  watching  the  proceed- 
in^from  the  hills,  at  once  observe  that  the  spirit 
of  fHijah  rested  upon  Elisha,  and  they  bowed  before 
him  in  reverence  and  submission  (2  K  2  12-15). 
Elisha  now  begins  his  prophetic  career  which  must 
have  lasted  60  years,  for  it  extended  over  the  reign 
of  Jehoram,  Jehu,  Jehoahaz  and  Joash.  The 
change  in  him  is  now  so  manifest  that  he  is  univer- 
sally recognized  as  Elijah's  successor  and  the  reli- 
gious leader  of  the  prophetic  schools.  The  skepti- 
cism of  the  young  prophets  regarding  the  translation 
of  Elijah  found  little  sympathy  with  Elisha,  but  he 
is  conciliatory  and  humors  them  (2  K  2  16-18). 

//.  HU  Prophmtic  Carmmr. — As  we  Study  the  life  of 
EUsha  we  look  first  at  the  record  of  his  career.  The 
compiler  of  these  records  has  followed 
4  n  A  ^^  strict  chronological  order.  Like  other 
1.  Kecora  scripture  writers  he  has  followed  the  sys- 
of  His  tem  of  grouping  his  materials.   The  records 

Career  in    2  K  8  19 — 5  27  are  probably  in  the 

watvi;i  order  of  their  occurrence.     The  events  in 

chs  6--9  cannot  be  chronologically  ar- 
ranged, as  the  name  of  the  king  of  Israel  is  not  mentioned. 
InB  23  we  are  told  that  the  Syrians  came  no  more  into 
the  land  of  Israel,  and  ver  24  proceeds  to  give  an  account 
of  Ben-hadad's  invasion  and  the  terrible  siege  of  Samaria. 
In  ch  5  Oehazi  is  smitten  with  leprosy,  while  in  ch  8  he  is 
in  friendly  converse  with  the  kinsc.  In  ch  18  the  death 
of  Joash  is  recorded,  and  this  is  followed  by  the  record  of 
his  last  interview  with  Elisha  (2  K  18  14-19)  which 
event  occurred  some  years  previously. 

When  he  began  his  career  of  service  he  carried 
the  mantle  of  Elijah,  but  we  read  no  more  of  that 

mantle;  he  is  arrajred  as  a  private 
8.  His  citizen   (2  K  2  12)   in  common  gar- 

Ministry  in  ments  (b'ghddhim).  He  carries  the 
a  Private  walking-staff  of  ordinary  citizens,  using 
Capadly        it  for  working  miracles   (2  K  4  29). 

He  seems  to  have  lived  in  different 
cities,  sojourning  at  Bethel  or  Jericho  with  the  sons 
of  the  prophets,  or  dwelling  in  his  own  home  in 
Dothan  or  Samaria  (2  K  6  24.32).  He  passed 
Shunem  so  frequently  on  foot  that  a  prophet's 
chamber  was  built  for  his  special  use  (4  8-11). 

(1)  Elijah's  ministry  began  by  shutting  up  the 
heavens  for  three  and  a  half  years;  Elisha's  began 
by  healing  a  spring  of  water  near  Jericho  (2  21). 
One  of  these  possessed  certain  noxious  qualities, 
and  complaint  is  made  to  Elisha  that  it  is  unfit  for 
drinking  and  injurious  to  the  land  (2  19).  He 
takes  salt  in  a  new  vessel,  casts  it  into  the  spring 
and  the  waters  are  healed  so  that  there  was  not 
"from  thence  any  more  death  or  miscarrying''  (2 

21). 

(2)  Leaving  Jericho,  'a  pleasant  situation,'  he 
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asses  up  to  the  highlands  of  Ephraim,  doubtless 
y  the  Wady  Suweinit,  and  approaches  Bethel,  a 
seat  of  Baal  worship  and  headquarters  of  idolatry. 
The  bald  head,  or  perhaps  closeiv  cropped  head,  of 
Elisha.  in  contrast  with  that  of  Elijah,  provoked 
the  riaicule  of  some  "young  lads  out  of  the  city," 
who  called  after  him  "Go  up,  thou  baldhead^"  their 
taunt  manifesting  the  most  blatant  profamty  and 
utter  disregard  of  God  or  anything  sacred.  Elisha, 
justly  angered,  turned  and  cursed  them  in  the  name 
of  Jen.  Two  bears  soon  break  forth  from  the  woods 
of  that  wild  resion  and  make  fearful  havoc  among 
the  boys.  Elisha  may  have  shown  severity  and  a 
vindictiveness  in  this,  but  he  was  in  no  way  to 
blame  for  the  punishment  which  overtook  the  boys. 
He  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  bears  and  was  in 
no  way  responsible  for  the  fate  of  the  lads.  The 
Sept  adds  that  they  threw  stones,  and  the  rabbis  tell 
how  E.  was  himself  punished,  but  these  attempts 
to  tone  down  the  affair  are  imcalled  for  and  useless 
(2  23.24). 

(3)  From  Bethel  E.  passed  on  to  Mt.  Carmel,  the 
home  of  a  school  of  the  prophets,  spent  some  time 
there  and  returned  to  Samaria  tne  capital  (2  25). 
His  next  deed  of  mercy  was  to  relieve  thejpressing 
needs  of  a  widow  of  one  of  the  prophets.  The  name 
of  the  nlace  is  not  given  (4  1-7) 

(4)  On  his  many  journeys  up  and  down  the 
country,  he  frequently  passed  by  the  little  village, 
of  Shunem,  on  the  slopes  of  "Little  Hermon."  The 
modem  name  is  Sdlam,  It  was  about  three  miles 
from  Jezreel.  Accustomed  to  accept  hospitality 
of  one  of  the  women  of  the  place,  he  so  impressed 
her  with  his  sanctity  that  she  appealed  to  her  hus- 
band to  build  a  chamber  for  the  "holy  man  of  God, 
that  passeth  by  us  continually."  This  was  done, 
and  in  rotum  for  this  hospitality  a  son  was  bom  to 
the  woman,  who  suddenly  dies  in  early  boyhood 
and  is  restored  to  life  by  the  prophet  (4  8-37). 

(5)  E.  is  next  at  Gilgal,  residing  with  the  sons  of 
the  prophets.  It  is  a  time  of  famine  and  they  are 
subsistine  on  what  they  can  find.  One  of  them  finds 
some  wild  gourds  (pa^lpu^dtk),  shreds  them  into  the 
pot  and  they  are  cooked.  Tne  men  have  no  sooner 
be^n  to  eat  than  they  taste  the  poison  and  cry  to 
Ehsha,  "O  man  of  God,  there  is  death  in  the  pot." 
Throwing  in  some  meal,  E.  at  once  renders  the  dish 
harmless  and  wholesome  (4  38-41). 

(6)  Probably  at  about  the  same  time  and  place 
and  during  the  same  famine,  a  man  from  Baal- 
shaliahah  brought  provisions  as  a  present  to  Elisha — 
twenty  loaves  of  fresh  barley  bread  and  fresh  ears 
of  gram.  Unselfishly  E.  commands  that  it  be  given 
to  the  people  to  eat.  The  servant  declared  it  was 
altogether  insufficient  for  a  hundred  men,  but  E. 
preoicts  that  there  will  be  enough  and  to  sparo 
(4  42-44).  This  miracle  closely  resembles  the  two 
miracles  of  Jesus. 

(7)  The  next  incident  is  the  healing  of  Naaman, 
the  leprous  commander  of  the  Syrian  army  (6  1-19). 
He  is  afflicted  with  the  white  leprosy,  the  most  ma- 
Ugnant  kind  (ver  27).  A  Jewish  maiden,  captured 
in  one  of  their  numerous  invasions  of  Eastern  Pal, 
and  sold  into  slavery  with  a  multitude  of  others, 
tells  her  mistress,  the  wife  of  Naaman,  about  the 
wonder-working  Elisha.  The  maiden  tells  her  mis- 
tress that  Elisha  can  heal  the  leprosy,  and  Naaman 
resolves  to  visit  him.  Through  the  king  he  obtains 
permission  to  visit  E.  with  a  great  train  and  rich 
presents.  The  prophet  sends  his  servant  to  tell 
him  to  dip  seven  times  in  the  Jordan  and  he  will  be 
healed.  Naaman  is  angered  at  the  lack  of  deference 
on  the  part  of  Ehsha  and  turns  away  in  a  rage  to 
go  home.  Better  counsels  prevail,  and  he  obe3rs 
the  prophet  and  is  cured.  E.  absolutely  refuses 
the  rich  presents  Naaman  offers,  and  permits  the 
Syrian  to  take  some  earth  from  Jeh's  land,  that  he 
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may  build  an  altar  in  Syria  and  worship  Jeh  there. 
The  idea  was  that  a  God  was  localized  and  could  be 
worshipped  only  on  his  own  land.  E.  grants  Naa- 
man  permission  apparently  to  worship  Rimmon 
while  avowedly  he  is  a  worshipper  of  Jeh.  The 
prophet  appreciates  the  difficulties  in  Naaman's 
patn,  believes  in  his  sincerity,  and  by  this  concession 
m  no  way  proves  that  he  believes  in  the  actual 
existence  of  a  god  named  Rimmon,  or  that  Jeh  was 
confined  to  his  own  land,  or  in  any  way  sanctions 
idolatrous  worship.  He  is  conciliatory  and  tolerant, 
maldng  the  best  of  the  situation. 

(8)  An  act  of  severity  on  the  part  of  Elisha  fol- 
lows, but  it  was  richly  deserved.  Gehazi's  true 
character  now  manifests  itself.    He  covets  the  rich 

E resents  brought  by  Naaman,  runs  after  him,  and 
y  a  clever  stor^  secures  a  rich  present  from  the 
general.    E.  divines  his  trick  and  dooms  him  and 
his  family  to  be  afflicted  with  Naaman's  leprosy 
« forever  (6  20-27). 

(9)  A  group  of  the  sons  of  the  prophets,  probably 
at  Jericho,  finding  their  quarters  too  small,  deter- 
mine to  build  new  quarters  near  the  Jordan.  While 
felling  the  timber  the  ax-head  of  one,  a  borrowed 
tool,  fell  into  the  water  and  disappeared.  It  would 
have  been  useless  to  have  attempted  to  search  for 
it  in  that  swift  and  muddy  stream,  so  he  cries  in 
distress  to  the  prophet.  E.  breaks  off  a  stick,  casts 
it  in  the  spot  where  the  ax  fell,  and  makes  the  iron 
swim  on  the  surface  (6  1-7). 

Elisha's  services  to  his  king  and  country  were 
numerous  and  significant. 

(1)  The  first  one  recorded  took  place 
3.  His  during   the   attempt   of   Jehoram   to 

Ministry  in  resub jugate  Moab  which  had  revolted 
a  Public  under  Kins  Mesha.  In  company 
and  Na-  with  Jehoshaphat  and  the  king  of 
tional  Edom,  his  southern  allies,  the  com- 

Capadty  bined  hosts  found  themselves  without 
water  in  the  wilderness  of  Edom.  The 
situation  is  desperate.  Jehoram  appeals  to  Jehosh- 
aphat, and  on  discovering  that  Elisha  was  in  the 
camp  all  three  kings  appeeu  to  him  in  their  extremity. 
He  refuses  any  hem  to  Jehoram,  bidding  him  appeal 
to  the  prophets  of  his  father  Aiiab  and  his  mother 
Jezebel.  For  Jehoshaphat 's  sake  he  will  help,  calls 
for  a  minstrel,  and  under  the  spell  of  the  music  re- 
ceives his  message.  He  orders  them  to  dig  many 
trenches  to  hold  the  water  which  shall  surely  come 
on  the  morrow  from  the  land  of  Edom  and  without 
rain.  He  moreover  predicted  that  Moab  would 
be  utterly  defeated.  Tliese  predictions  are  fulfilled, 
Mesha  is  shut  up  in  his  capital,  and  in  desperation 
sacrifices  his  firstborn  son  and  heir  on  the  walls  in 
si^ht  of  all  Israel.  In  great  horror  the  Israelites 
withdraw,  leaving  Mesha  in  possession  (3  4-27). 

(2)  His  next  services  occuired  at  Samaria.  The 
king  of  S^a  finds  that  his  most  secret  plans  are 
divulged  m  some  mysterious  way,  and  he  tails  more 
than  once  to  take  the  kin^  of  Israel.  He  suspects 
treachery  in  his  army,  but  is  told  of  Elisha's  divming 
powers.  Elisha  is  living  at  Dothan;  and  thither  the 
king  of  Syria  sends  a  Tar^e  army  to  capture  him. 
Surrounded  by  night,  E.  is  in  no  way  terrified  as 
his  servant  is,  but  prays  that  the  young  man's  eyes 
may  be  opened  to  see  the  mountains  full  of  the 
chariots  and  horses  of  Jeh.  Going  forth  to  meet 
the  Syrians  as  they  close  in,  E.  prays  that  they  may 
be  stricken  with  blindness.  The  word  ^anwerlm 
is  used  only  here  and  in  Gen  19  11  and  probably 
means  mental  blindness,  or  bewilderment,  a  con- 
fusion of  mind  amounting  to  illusion.  He  now  tells 
them  that  they  have  come  to  the  wrong  place,  but 
he  will  lead  them  to  the  rieht  place.  They  follow 
him  into  the  very  heart  of  Samaria  and  mto  the 
power  of  the  king.  The  latter  would  have  smitten 
them,  but  is  rehired  by  E.  who  counseled  that  they 


be  fed  and  sent  away  (2  K  6  8-23).  Impressed 
by  such  mysterious  power  and  strange  clemency 
the  Syrians  ceased  their  marauding  attacks. 

(3)  The  next  incident  must  have  occurred  some 
time  preyious,  or  some  time  after  these  events. 
Samaria  is  besieged,  the  Israelites  are  encouraged 
to  defend  their  capital  to  the  last,  famine  prices 
prevail,  and  mothers  begin  to  cook  their  children 
and  eat  them.  The  king  in  horror  and  rage  will 
wreak  vengeance  on  Elisha.  The  latter  divines  his 
purpose,  anticipates  any  action  on  the  king's  part, 
and  predicts  that  there  will  be  abundance  of  food 
on  the  morrow .  That  night  a  panic  seized  the  Syrian 
host .  They  imagined  they  heard  the  Hittites  coming 
against  them,  and  fled  in  headlong  rout  toward  the 
Jordan.  Four  lepers  discover  the  deserted  camp  and 
report  the  fact  to  the  king.  He  suspects  an  ambus- 
cade, but  is  persuaded  to  send  a  few  men  to  recon- 
noitre. They  find  the  camp  deserted  and  treasures 
strewing  the  path  right  to  the  Jordan.  The  Sa- 
maritans lose  no  time  in  plundering  the  camp  and 
Elisha's  predictions  are  fulfilled  to  the  letter  (6 
24—7). 

(4)  The  prophet's  next  act  was  one  of  great  sig- 
nificance. It  was  the  carrying  out  of  the  m^t  order 
given  to  Elijah  at  Horeb,  and  the  time  seemed  ripe 
for  it.  He  proceeds  north  to  Damascus  and  finds 
Benhadad  sick.  Hearing  of  his  presence  the  king 
sends  a  rich  present  by  the  hands  of  his  chief  cap- 
tain Hazael  and  inauires  whether  he  will  recover. 
Elisha  gives  a  douole  answer.  He  wiU  recover, 
the  disease  will  not  be  fatal,  yet  he  will  die.  Fix- 
ing his  eyes  on  Hazael,  E.  sees  a  fierce  and  ruthless 
successor  to  Benhadad  who  will  be  a  terrible  scourge 
to  Israel.  The  man  of  God  weeps,  the  fierce  cap- 
tain is  ashamed,  and  when  told  of  what  he  shall  do, 
represents  himself  as  a  dog  and  not  able  to  do  such 
things.  But  the  prospect  is  too  enticing;  he  tells 
Benhadad  he  wiU  recover,  and  on  the  morrow 
smothers  him  and  succeeds  to  the  throne  (8  7-15). 

(5)  The  next  move  of  E.  was  even  more  signifi- 
cant. It  is  the  fulfilling  of  the  second  order  given 
Elijah  at  Mt.  Horeb.  The  Israelites  are  fighting 
the  Syrians  in  defense  of  Ramoth-gilead.  The 
king,  Jehoram,  is  wounded  and  returns  home  to 
Jezreel  to  recover.  E.  seizes  on  the  opportune 
moment  to  have  the  house  of  Ahab  avenged  for  its 
many  sins.  He  despatches  one  of  the  young 
prophets  with  a  vial  of  oil  to  Ramoth-gilead  with 
orders  to  anoint  Jehu,  one  of  the  captains  of  the 
army,  as  king  over  Israel.  The  young  prophet 
obeys,  delivers  his  message  and  flees.  Jehu  tries 
to  conceal  the  real  nature  of  the  interview,  but  is 
forced  to  tell,  and  is  at  once  proclaimed  king.  He 
leaps  into  his  chariot,  drives  furiously  to  Jezreel, 
meets  the  king  by  the  vineyard  of  Naboth,  sends 
an  arrow  through  his  heart,  tramples  to  death  the 
queen  Jezebel,  butchers  the  king's  sons  and  exter- 
minates the  royal  family.  He  then  treacherously 
murders  the  priests  of  Baal  and  the  revolution  is 
complete;  the  house  of  Ahab  is  destroyed,  Baal 
worship  overthrown  and  an  able  king  is  upon  the 
throne  (chs  9,  10). 

(6)  Elisha  retains  his  fervent  and  patriotic  spirit 
until  the  last.  His  final  act  is  in  keeping  with  his 
long  life  of  generous  deeds  and  faithful  patriotic 
service.  He  is  on  his  death  bed,  having  witnessed 
the  fearful  oppressions  of  Israel  by  Hazael  who  made 
Israelites  as  dust  under  his  feet.  The  young  king 
Joash  visits  him,  weeps  over  him,  calling  him,  ''My 
father,  the  chariots  of  Israel  and  the  horsemen 
thereof."  The  dying  prophet  bids  him  take  his  bow 
and  arrow  and  shoot  eastward,  an  act  symbolic  of 
his  victory  over  S3rria.  Being  then  commanded  to 
smite  upon  the  ground,  he  smites  three  times  and 
stops.  The  prophet  is  angry,  tells  him  he  should  have 
smitten  many  times,  then  he  would  have  smitten 
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Syria  many  times,  but  now  he  shall  smite  her  only 
thrice  (13  14^19). 

(7)  The  last  wonder  in  connection  with  Elisha 
occurs  after  this  death.  His  bones  were  reported 
to  have  vitalizing  power  (13  20-21).  Tradition  says 
that  the  man  thus  restored  to  life  lived  but  an  hour; 
but  the  story  illustrates  something  of  the  reverence 
held  for  E. 

(1)  In  comparison  with  Elijah.— In  many  respects  Elisha 
is  a  contrast  to  his  great  predecessor.    Instead  of  a  few  re- 
markable appearances  and  striking  events. 
4   nv. •«•<><»      Ws  was  a  steady  lifelong  ministry;  instead 
•  vnarac-     of  the  rugged  hills  his  home  was  in  the  quiet 
teristics  valley  and  on  the  farm:  instead  of  solitari- 

of  His  ^^^  ^®  loved  the  sodai  life  and  the  home. 


hiding  or  retirement,  he  was  constantly  moving  about 
among  the  pQople  or  the  prophetic  schools.  There  were 
no  spectacular  revolutions,  only  the  effect  of  a  long  steady 
ministry.  His  career  resembled  the  latter  portion  of 
Elijah's  more  than  the  earlier.  Elijah  had  learned  well 
his  lesson  at  Horeb.  God  is  not  so  much  in  the  tempest, 
the  fire  and  the  earthquake,  as  in  the  "still  small  voice" 
(1  K  19  12).  EUJahwas  a  prophet  of  fire.  Elisha  more 
of  a  pastor.  The  former  called  down  fire  out  of  heaven 
to  consume  those  sent  to  take  him;  Elisha  anticipates  the 
king  when  he  comes  to  take  him  (2  K  6  32.33)  and  gives 
promises  of  relief.  He  merely  asks  for  blindness  to  come 
upon  the  army  which  surrounded  him  at  Dothan.  and 
spares  them  when  the  king  would  have  smitten  them 
(6  21-23).  Elijah  was  austere  and  terrible,  but  Elisha 
was  so  companionable  that  the  woman  at  Shunem  built 
him  a  chamber.  His  prophetic  insight  could  be  helped 
more  by  the  strains  of  music  than  by  the  mountain  soli- 
tude (8  15).  Someof  his  miracles  resemble  Elijah's.  The 
multiplication  of  the  oil  and  the  qnise  is  much  like  the 
continued  supply  of  meal  and  oil  to  the  widow  of  Zare- 
phath  (1  K  17  10-16).  and  the  raising  of  the  Shunam- 
mite's  son  like  the  raising  of  the  widow's  son  at  Zarephath 
(17  17-24). 

(2)  General  features  of  his  ministry. — His  serv- 
ices as  a  pastor-prophet  were  more  remarkable 
than  his  miracles.  He  could  be  very  severe  in  the 
presence  of  deliberate  wrongdoing^  stem  and  un- 
flinching when  the  occasion  reqmred.  He  could 
weep  before  Hazael,  knowing  what  he  would  do  to 
Israel,  yet  he  anointed  him  king  of  Syria  (2  K  8 
11-15).  When  the  time  was  ripe  and  the  occasion 
opportune,  he  could  instigate  a  revolution  that 
wiped  out  a  dynasty,  exterminated  a  family,  and 
caused  the  massacre  of  the  priests  of  Baal  (chs  8,  9). 
He  possessed  the  confidence  of  kings  so  fully  that 
they  addressed  him  as  father  and  themselves  as 
sons  (6  21;  13  14).  He  accompanied  an  army  of 
invasion  and  three  kings  consult  him  in  extremity 
(8  11-19).  The  king  of  Syria  consults  him  in  sick- 
ness (8  7.8).  The  fing  of  Israel  seems  to  blame 
him  for  the  awful  conditions  of  the  siege  and  would 
have  wreaked  vengeance  on  him  (6  31).  He  was 
something  of  a  military  strategist  and  many  times 
saved  the  king's  army  (6  10).  The  king  of  Israel 
goes  to  him  for  his  parting  counsel  (13  14-19).  His 
advice  or  conmiand  seemed  to  be  always  taken  un- 
hesitatingly. His  contribution  to  the  religious  life 
of  Israel  was  not  his  least  service.  Under  Jehu  he 
secured  the  destruction  of  the  Baal  worship  in  its 
organized  form.  Under  Hazael  the  nation  was 
tr^den  down  and  almost  annihilated  for  its  apos- 
tasy. By  his  own  ministry  many  were  saved  from 
bowing  the  knee  to  Baal.  His  personal  influence 
among  the  schools  of  the  prophets  was  widespread 
and  beneficial.  He  that  escaped  the  sword  of 
Hazael  was  slain  by  Jehu,  and  he  that  escaped  Jehu 
was  slain  by  Elisha.  Elisha  finished  the  great  work 
of  putting  down  Baal  worship  begun  by  Elijah.  His 
work  was  not  so  much  to  add  anvthing  to  religion, 
as  to  cleanse  the  religion  already  possessed.  He 
did  not  ultimately  save  the  nation,  but  he  did  save 
a  large  renmant.  The  corruptions  were  not  all 
eradicated,  the  sins  of  Jeroboam  the  son  of  Nebat 
were  never  fully  overcome.  He  passed  through  a 
bitter   and   distressing   national   humiliation,    but 


emerged  with  hope.  He  eagerly  watched  every 
turn  of  events  and  his  counsels  were  more  frequently 
adopted  than  those  perhaps  of  any  other  prophet. 
He  was  ''the  chariots  of  Israel  and  the  horsemen 
thereof"  (13  14).  No  condemnation  of  calf -worship 
at  Dan  and  Bethel  is  recorded,  but  that  does  not 
prove  that  he  fuUy  sanctioned  it.  His  was  a  con- 
test between  Jeh  worship  and  Baal  worship.  The 
corrupted  form  of  Jeh  worship  was  a  problem  which 
Amos  and  Hosea  had  to  face  nearly  a  cent,  later. 

///.  Genered  EMtimaie. — ^His  character  was  largely 
molded  bv  his  home  life.  He  was  friend  and  bene- 
factor of  foreigner  as  well  as  of  Israelite.  He  was 
large-hearted  and  generous,  tolerant  to  a  remarkable 
degree,  courageous  and  shrewd  when  the  occasion 
required,  a  diplomat  as  well  as  a  statesman,  severe 
and  stem  only  in  the  presence  of  evil  and  when  the 
occasion  demanded.  He  is  accused  of  being  vin- 
dictive and  of  emplo3dng  falsehood  with  his  ene- 
mies. His  faults,  noweyer.  were  the  faults  of  his 
age,  and  these  were  but  little  manifested  in  his  long 
career.  His  was  a  strenuous  pastor's  life.  A  home- 
loving  and  social  man,  his  real  work  was  that  of 
teaching  and  helping,  rather  than  working  of  mira- 
cles. He  continually  went  about  doin^  ^>od.  He 
was  resourceful  and  ready  and  was  gifted  with  a 
sense  of  humor.  Known  as  ''the  man  of  God."  he 
proved  his  ri^t  to  the  title  by  his  zeal  for  Cxoa  and 
loving  service  to  man. 

LiTKRATURB. — DriveT,  LOT,  185  f;  W.  R.  Smith. 
Prophets  of  Israel,  86  fl;  Comill,  Jar.  Prophets,  14  f, 
33  ff :  Farrar,  Books  of  Kings;  Kuenen,  Religions  of 
Israel,  I.  300  ff;  Monteflore.  Hibbert  Lectures,  94  f; 
Maurice,  Prophets  and  Kings,  142;  Liddon,  Sermons  on 
OT  Subjects,  105-334. 

J.  J.  Reeve 
ELISHAH,ft-lI'8ha(np-'b^,  '^llak&h,  "Godsaves"; 
'EXi<rd,  Elisd,  'EXcurcO,  Eleiaai):  Mentioned  in  Gen 
10  4  as  the  eldest  son  of  Javan,  and  in  Ezk  27  7 
as  the  source  from  which  the  Tyrians  obtained  their 
purple  dyes.  On  the  ground  of  this  latter  state- 
ment attempts  have  been  made  to  identify  it  with 
Southern  Ital^  or  the  north  of  Africa.  Jos  (Antf 
L  vi,  1)  identified  Elishah  with  the  Aeolians.  The 
Tg  on  Ezk  gives  "the  province  of  Italy."  Other 
suggestions  include  Hellas^  Elis,  and  Alsa;  the  last- 
named  is  a  kingdom  mentioned  in  the  Am  Tab,  but 
its  precise  location  is  unknown.  It  is  impossible 
as  yet  to  claim  certainty  for  any  of  these  conjectures. 

.  A.  C.  Urant 
ELISHAMA,  i^lishVma  (^'9?''^^;,   'UUhamd\ 
"God  has  heard"): 

(1)  Grandfather  of  Joshua  and  son  of  Ammihud; 
prince  of  the  tribe  of  Ephraim  in  the  Exodus  (Nu 
1  10;  7  48.53;   1  Ch  7  26). 

(2)  A  son  of  David,  bom  in  Jems  (2  S  6  16; 
1  Ch  3  8). 

(3)  By  textual  corruption  in  1  Ch  3  6  for  Elishua, 
another  of  David's  sons;  cf  2  S  6  15. 

(4)  A  scribe  of  Jehoiakim  (Jer  36  12.20.21). 

(5)  One  "of  the  seed  royal,"  grandfather  of  Ish- 
mael,  the  slayer  of  Gedaliah  (2  K26  25;  Jer  41  1). 

(6)  A  man  of  the  tribe  of  Judah  (1  Ch  2  41). 

(7)  One  of  the  priests  appointed  by  Jehoshaphat 
to  teach  the  law  (2  Ch  17  8).  F.  K.  Farr 

ELISHAPHAT,  S-lish'a-fat  (tSpTp-'bR,  '^Uhaphai, 
"God  is  judge"):  This  man  figures  in  the  Levitical 
conspiracy  against  Athaliah,  to  make  Joash  king. 
He  was  one  of  the  "captains  of  hundreds"  employ«i 
in  the  enterprise  by  Jehoiada  the  priest  (2  Ch  23  1). 

ELISHEBA,  $-nsh'6-ba  (^^39^^^,  'ai8hebha\ 
"God  swears,"  "God  is  an  oath"):  Daughter  of 
Amminadab,  sister  of  Nashon,  wife  of  Aaron,  mother 
of  Nadab,  Abihu,  Eleazar  and  Ithamar,  the  found- 
ress, therefore,  of  the  entire  Levitical  priesthood 
(Ex  6  23). 
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ELISHUA,el-i-flhQ'a,  Wish'ft-a  (ritrb»,  'eiUhiS^\ 
"'God  is  rich."  "God  is  salvation") :  Son  of  David 
(2  S  6  15;  1  Ch  U  5);  apparently  called  Elish- 
ama  (1  Ch  8  6).  In  the  latter  locus  we  have  most 
probably  a  misreading  by  the  copyist  of  the  name 
Elishua. 

ELISIMUS,  6-lis'i-mu8,  RV  ELIASIMUS  (q.v.). 

ELIU,  e-ll'a  (»HXto*,  Elioil;  RV  ELIHU) :  One  of 
the  ancestors  of  Judith  (Jth  8  1),  and  therefore  of 
the  tribe  of  Simeon. 

ELIUD,  Ml'ud  (»EXio^8,  Elurdd,  "God  my 
praise"):  An  ancestor  of  Jesus,  four  generations 
before  Joseph  (Mt  1  15). 

ELIZAPHAN,  el-i-z&'fan,  Miz'a-fan  CIP^'^^^i 
*illfdphdn;  LXX  'EXfio-o^dv,  Eleiaaphdn.  'EXura- 
^dv,  ElisaphdUj  'EXt<ra4d»  Elisaphd.  ^Ekura^r, 
Elisaphdt,  ''God  has  protected" ;  cf  nJjJS ,  ^phanr- 
ydhf  Zephaniah,  "Yah  has  protected/'  and  Phoen 

brasor,  "Baal  has  protected") : 

(1)  The  son  of  Uzziel,  the  son  of  Kohath.  and  so 
a  prince  of  the  LeviticiEil  class  of  the  Kohathites 
(Nu  8  30:  1  Ch  16  8;  2  Ch  29  13).  But  in 
1  Ch  16  8;  2  Ch  89  13  his  cUss  seems  to  be  co- 
ordinate with  that  of  the  Kohathites.  He  is  called 
Elzaphan  in  Ex  6  22;  Lev  10  4. 

(2)  A  "prince"  or  chief  of  Zebulun,  who  repre- 
sented that  tribe  in  the  division  of  the  land  (Nu  84 
25).  Walter  R.  Bettebidqb 

ELIZUR,  e-ll'zurn^r»b^,  '&lcvr;  LXX  'EXii- 
o*p,  Eleiour,  'EXuro^p,  EliaaUr,  "My  God  is  a  rock"; 
cf  Zuriel  "my  rock  is  God"  [Nu  8  35)):  A  chief  or 
prince  of  the  tribe  of  Reuben  (Nu  1  5;  2  10;  7 
30.35;  10  18). 

ELKANAH,  el-kft'na  (TQpb^,  'elbdnOh,  "God 
has  possessed"): 

(1)  An  Ephraimite,  the  father  of  Samuel  (1  S  1 
1-28:  2  11-20).  Of  his  two  wives,  Hannah,  the 
childless,  was  best  beloved.  At  Shiloh  she  received 
through  Eli  the  promise  of  a  son.  Elkanah,  with 
Hannah,  took  the  young  Samuel  to  Shiloh  when  he 
was  weaned,  and  left  hmi  with  Eli  as  their  ofifering 
to  Jeh.  They  were  blessed  wi^ii  three  other  sons 
and  two  dau^^ters. 

(2)  The  second  son  of  Korah  (Ex  6  24),  who 
escaped  the  fate  of  Korah,  Dathan  and  Abiram 
(Nu  26  11). 

(3)  One  "next  to  the  king"  in  Jems  in  the  time  of 
Ahaz;  slain  by  one  Zichri  of  Ephraim  in  war  with 
Pekah  (2  Ch  28  7). 

(4)  One  of  the  Korahites  among  David's  "mighty 
men"  (1  Ch  12  1.6). 

(5)  A  Levite,  possibly  the  same  as  (2)  above 
(1  Ch  6  23.26.36). 

(6)  Another  Levite  of  the  same  line  (1  Ch  6 
26.35). 

(7)  Another  Levite,  ancestor  of  Berechiah  (1  Ch 
9  16). 

(8)  Another  Levite  (if  not  the  same  as  [4]  above), 
one  of  the  "doorkeepers  for  the  ark"  (1  Ch  16  23). 

F.  K.  Farr 
ELEIAH,  el-kl'a  ('EXxCa,  Elkla;  A V  ElcU) :  An 
ancestor  of  Judith  (Jth  8  1). 

ELKOSHITE,  el'kosh-It  f^P^^,  hOr'elbdahl; 
LXX  'EXKM-aCov,  Elkesaiou,  'EXxai^^ov,  Elkai- 
siaUf  'EXkm^ov,  Elkesiau):  Used  with  the  art.  "the 
Elkoshite"    (Nah  1  1).     Probably  a  gentilic  adj. 

giving  the  home  of  the  prophet;  not  definitely  identi- 
ed.    Three  traditions  may  be  noted:  (1)  The  Nes- 


torians  venerate  the  supposed  tomb  of  the  prophet 
in  the  village  of  Al^h  not  far  from  the  east  bank 
of  the  Tigris,  about  two  days'  journey  almost  directly 
north  of  Mosul.  (2)  Jerome  states  in  the  prologue 
to  his  commentary  on  Nah  that  the  village  of  Helkesei 
in  Galilee  was  pomted  out  to  him  as  Elkosh.  This 
Helkesei  is  probably  EUKauzeh  between  Ramieh 
and  Bint  Jebeil.  (3)  The  treatise  De  VUis  Prophs- 
tarum  of  the  Pseudo-Epiphanius  says  that  Nahum 
came  from  "Elkesei  bevond  Jordan  towtuxls  Bega- 
bor  and  was  of  the  trioe  of  Simeon."  Nestle  has 
shown  that  the  words  "beyond  Jordan"  are  prob- 
ably a  gloss,  and  that  for  Begabor  should  be  read 
Betogabra,  the  modem  BeU  Jibrin  in  Southern  Pal. 
In  favor  of  this  identification  may  be  urged  the 
following  facts:  (a)  that  parallels  to  the  name  El- 
kosh, such  as  Eltekeh  and  Eltekon,  are  found  in  the 
southern  country;  (&)  that  the  word  probably  con- 
tains the  name  of  the  Edomite  god  ^aush,  whose 
name  appears  in  the  names  of  Eoomite  kings  in  the 
Assyr  inscriptions  of  the  8th  and  7th  cents.  BC, 
such  as  l^aush-malaka  and  the  like,  and  (c)  that 
the  internal  evidence  of  the  prophecy  makes  the 
Ju'daean  origin  of  the  prophet  almost  certain. 

LiTMATUB*.— Davldion,  "Nah."  "Hab,"  *'Zeph,"  In 
Cambridae  Bible,  9-13;  O.  A.  Smith,  "Book  of  the 
Twelve/^  In  Bxpotitor't  BibU,  Comm.  on  Nah:  BUler- 
beck  and  Jeremfas.  Beitraege  Mur  A»»yriologie,  III.  91  ff ; 
Pelser.  ZATW,  1897,  349;  Nestle,  PBFS,  1879.  136. 

Walter  R.  Bettebidgb 
ELLASAR,  el-fi's&r  (n^)^ ,  'fMO^Qr) :  The  city  over 
which  Arioch  (ErirAku)  and  other  Bab  kings  ruled 
(Gen  U  1).    The  Sem-Bab  form  of  its 

1.  The  name  is  (d/)  Larsa,  "the  city  Larsa,'' 
Name  and  a  form  which  implies  that  the  Heb  has 
Its  interohanged  r  and  <,  and  transposed 
Etymology    the  final  vowel.    Its  Sumerian  name 

is  given  as  Ararwaf  apparently  for 
Arauruwa,  "light-abode,''  which,  in  fact,  is  the 
meaning  of  the  ideographic  group  with  which  it  is 
written.  The  ruins  of  this  ancient  site  are  now 
known  as  SenqOra,  and  lie  on  the  E.  bank  of  the 
Euphrates,  about  midway  between  Warka  (Erech) 
ana  Mttqayyar  (Ur  of  the  Chaldees).  In  addition 
to  the  name  Larsa,  it  seems  also  to  have  been  called 
AUe-azaga,  "the  holy  [bright,  pure]  seat"  (or  throne), 
and  both  its  names  were  apparently  due  to  its  having 
been  one  of  the  great  Bab  centers  of  sun-god  worship, 
like  most  of  the  principal  cities  of  Babylonia,  it 
had  a  great  temple-tower,  called  E-dur-^inrkiy  "house 
of  the  bond  of  heaven  and  earth." 

2.  Its  Holy  The  temple  of  the  city  bore  the  same 
Places  name  as  that  at  Sippar,  i.e.  £-6a66ar, 

"House  of  Light/'  where  the  sun-god 
SamaS  was  worshipped.  This  fane  was  restored 
by  Ur-Engur,  Hammurabi  (Amraphel),  Buma- 
buriad,  Nebuchadrezzar  and  Nabonidus.  Among 
the  tablets  found  on  this  site  by  Loftus  was  that 
which  gives  measures  of  length  and  square  and  cube 
roots,  pointing  to  the  place  as  one  of  the  great  centers 
of  Bao  learmng.  Besides  the  remains  of  these 
temples,  there  are  traces  of  the  walls,  and  the  re- 
mains of  houses  of  the  citizens.  The  city  was  at 
first  governed  by  its  own  kings,  but  became  a  part 
of  the  Bab  empire  some  time  after  the  reign  of 
{Jammurabi. 

LiTBBATVBB. — ^Loftus.  C^I<{«a  and  Suaiana:  Delltzsch, 
Wo  lag  da*  Paradiet  t;  Zehnpfund,  Babylonian  in  aoinon 
wiehtigaUn  RuinonttdUen,  53-64. 

T.  G.  Pinches 

ELM,  ehn:  Hos  4  13  AV,  but  in  RV  TERE- 
BINTH (q.v.). 

ELICADAM,  el-m&'dam  (WH  '£X|ia8^  Elmon 
ddm;  TR  >EX|M»8(d4i>  Elmdddm;  AV  Elmodam) :  An 
ancestor  of  Jesus,  according  to  St.  Luke's  genealogy, 
in  the  6th  generation  before  Zerubbabel  (Lk  8  28). 
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BLNAAM,  el-nft'am  (D^^b^,  'dna'am,  "God  is 
delightfiilness'' ;  cf  Phoen  "Gadnaam")*  According 
to  MT  the  father  of  two  of  David's  warriors  (1  Ch 
11  46);  according  to  LXX  himself  one  of  the 
warriors. 

SLNATHAN,  el-na'than  (107^9 1  'dnOthan,  ''God 

has  given")- 

(1)  The  grandfather  of  Jehoiachin  (2  K  24  8). 

(2)  A  coiulier  of  Jehoiakim;  he  was  one  of  those 
sent  to  Egypt  to  bring  back  the  prophet  Uriah 
(Jer  26  22),  and  one  of  those  who  heard  the  reading 
of  Jeremiah's  roll  and  entreated  Jehoiakim  not  to 
bum  the  roll  (Jer  36  12.25) — ^possibly  the  same 
person  as  (1)  above. 

(3,  4,  6)  The  name  of  two  "chief  men" — unless 
textual  corruption  has  introduced  the  name  at  its 
second  occurrence — and  of  one  "teacher"  sent  for 
by  Ezra  from  the  camp  at  the  river  Ahava  (Ezr 
8  16).  F.  K.  Farr 

ELOHIM,  e-l9'him,  ero-h§m.  See  God,  Names 
or. 

ELOI,  e'loi,  ^15'I.    See  God,  Names  of. 

ELOL  e'loi,  Mo'I,  ELOI,  LAMA,  la'm&,  SA- 
BACH'mANI,  sa-bakh'tha-ni,  or  ELI,  ELI.  LAMA 
SABACHTHANI  ('EXooC,  4X«>C,  XayA  o-apaxOavfC, 
Eloif  dOi,  lamd  8<ibachthanel):  The  forms  of  the 
first  word  as  tr^  vary  in  the  two  narratives,  being 
in  Mk  as  first  above  and  in  Mt  as  in  second  reading. 
With  some  perversions  of  form  probably  from  Ps 

22  1  OjrClTy  n-pb  '^IjJC  '^b»,  'eU'ellldmah'dzabh- 
tdnl).    A  statement  uttered  by  Jesus  on  the  cross 

CI  before  his  death,  tr**.  "My  God,  my  God,  why 
t  thou  forsaken  me?'^  (Mt  27  46:  Mk  16  34). 
There  is  an  interesting  but  difficult  problem  in 
connection  with  the  interpretation  of  this  passage. 
There  seems  to  be  a  mixture  of  Aram,  and  Heb. 
The  first  two  words,  whether  in  Heb  or  Aram.,  have 
sufficient  similarity  to  each  other  and  each  sufficient 
similarity  to  the  name  itself  to  warrant  the  jeer  that 
Jesus  was  calling  upon  Elias,  or  the  sincere  suppo- 
sition of  those  who  might  not  f uUy  imderstand  the 
language,  that  he  was  actually  calling  on  Eliaa. 
The  forms  lema  and  lama  used  in  Mt  and  Mk  re- 
spectively (WH  ed)  represent  the  various  possible 
forms,  the  first  the  Aram.,  and  the  second  the  Heb. 
The  various  readings  and  tr"  of  the  latter  word,  sor- 
hachthani.  onl^r  ada  confusion  to  an  effort  at  ulti- 
mate explanation  of  the  real  statement.  Certainly 
the  influence  of  the  Aram,  played  a  great  part  in  the 
tr  and  transmission  of  the  original.  The  spirit 
revealed  by  Jesus  in  this  utterance  seems  to  be  venr 
much  like  that  displayed  in  the  Garden  when  He 
cried  out  to  have  the  cup  removed  from  Him. 

Walter  G.  Clippinger 

ELON,  elon  Oib'^S,  I'b*^*,  pbS,  'dGn,  "tere- 
binth"): 

(1)  A  Zebulunite.  who  judged  Israel  ten  years, 
and  was  buried  in  Aiialon  (Jgs  12  11.12). 

(2)  A  son  of  Zebulun  (Gen  46  14:    Nu  26  26). 

(3)  A  Hittite  whose  daughter  Esau  wedded 
(Gen  26  34;  36  2). 

ELON,  e'lon  (I'lb^^S,  '«5n,  a  "terebinth";  AlX«4v, 
AU/Hi) :  An  unidentified  town  in  the  territory  of  Dan 
named  between  Ithlah  and  Timnah  (Josh  19  43). 
It  is  possibly  identical  with  Elon-beth-Hanan  which, 
along  with  Shaalbim  and  Bethshemesh,  formed  one 
of  Solomon's  commissariat  districts  (1  K  4  9). 
Conder  has  suggested  Beit  ^AnSn^  about  4  miles  N.  W. 
of  Ndyy  SamwU:  it  is  quite  uncertain. 

ELON-BETH-HANAN,  S-lon-beth-hft'nan.  See 
Elon. 


ELONITES,  e'lon-Its:  Descendants  of  Elon 
(q.v.  [2])  (Nu  26  26). 

ELOQUENT,  el'd-kwent:  "Moses  said  ....  I 
am  not  eloquent"  (D'^');!^  ©*^» ,  *Uh  d'hhdrlm,  "a 
man  of  words"  [Ex  4  10]) ;  but  Aaron  could  "speak 
weU."  In  Isa  8  3RV  J"^?,  bin,  "inteUigent,"  is 
rendered  "skilful  [enchsuiter],"  AV  "eloquent  [ora- 
tor]." Apollos  was  "an  eloquent  man"  (\iyios, 
Idgios,  "fun  of  words"  [Acts  18  24,  AVm  "a  learned 
man"]). 

ELOTH,  e'loth.    See  Elath. 

ELPAAL,  el-pa'al  (byjbK,  'dpa'al,  "God  has 
wrought"  [cf  ntob^ ,  ^el'Ssah,  Jer  29  3)) :  The 
name  of  a  descendant  of  Benjamin  (1  Ch  8  11.12. 

18). 

ELPALET,  el-pa'let  (RV  ELPELET):  The  name 
of  a  son  of  David  (1  Ch  14  5).    See  Euphalat. 

EL-PARAN,  el-p&'ran.    See  Paran. 

ELPELET,  el'pe-let.     See  Eliphalat. 

EL  ROI  (Gen  16  13  m).    See  God,  Names  or. 

EL  SHADDAI,  el  shad'ft-I,  el  shad'I.  See  God, 
Names  of. 

ELTEKE,  el't^ke,  ELTEKEH  (Hpnb^ ,  'dt^iih 
[Josh  19  44],  KpnbK,  'dt^ts'  [21  23];  B,  'AXxadd, 
Alkathd;  A,  'EXmO^,  Elkethd):  A  place  in  the  ter- 
ritory of  Dan  named  between  Ekron  and  Gibbethon 
(Josh  19  44),  and  again  between  Beth-horon  and 
Gibbethon,  as  given  to  the  Kohathite  Levites  (21 
23).  It  is  probablv  identical  with  the  Assyr  AUo" 
IpUf  where  Sennacherib  {Hexagon  prism  inscrip.) 
claims  to  have  defeated  the  culied  armies  of  the 
Philis  and  the  Egyptians.  It  should  probably  be 
sought  somewhere  E.  of  Ekron.  BeU  Likiaf  the 
place  marked  EUekeh  on  the  PEF  map,  seems 
a  position  for  such  an  encounter.  It  is  about  2jf 
miles  S.W.  of  Beth-horon  the  Upper.     W.  Ewing 

ELTEKON,  el't6-kon  0W)¥  f  'ett**5n,  "founded 
by  God") :  A  city  in  the  hill  country  of  Judah  (Josh 
16  59)  near  Bethanoth  (q.v.)  to  be  looked  for, 
therefore,  a  little  N.  of  Hebron.    Site  unknown. 

ELTOLAD,  el-t5'lad  (nblP\l?^ ,  'dtdladh,  "kindred 
of  God") :  A  cit^  of  Judah  in  the  Negeb  near  Edom 
(Josh  16  30);  m  Josh  19  4  ascribed  to  Simeon. 
Probably  the  same  as  Tolad  (1  Ch  4  29),  the  Arab, 
art.  d  being  omitted.    Site  unknown. 

ELUL,  6'lul,  e-16ol'  (b^lj,  'iM,  Neh  6  15; 
'EXo^X,  ElaiU,  1  Mace  14  27) :  The  6th  month  of 
the  Heb  year,  corresponding  to  August-September. 
The  derivation  is  uncertain.    See  Iime. 

ELUZAI,  MQ'zA-I  C'py^^,  'd'Uzai,  "God  is  my 
strength";  cf  Uzziel):  One  of  David's  heroes  (1  Ch 
12  5). 

ELYMAEANS,  el-i-me'ans.    See  Elamites. 

ELYMAIS,  el-i-mfi'is  C^^iiats,  Eliimais) :  This 
name,  representing  the  OT  Elam  (see  Elam),  was 
given  to  a  district  of  Persia  lying  S.  of  Media  and  N. 
of  Susiana.  In  1  Mace  6  1  the  common  readins, 
which  is  adopted  by  AV,  refers  to  El3rmais  as  a  ricn 
city  in  Persia.  No  other  reference,  however,  to 
such  a  city  is  found  except  in  Jos  (Ant,  XII,  ix,  1) 
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who  simply  follows  1  Mace.  The  text  should  there- 
fore be  corrected  to  read  as  in  RV,  "in  Elymais  in 
Persia  there  was  a  city." 

ELYMAS,  en-mas  ('EXiijias,  Elumas,  "wise"; 
Acts  18  8).    See  Bab-Jesus. 

ELYON,  g-ll'on.  See  El-Elyon;  God,  Names  of. 

ELZABAD,  el-za'bad  OTl)^ ,  ^ehabhadh,  "God 
has  given";  cf  Zabdiel  and  Zebadiah): 

(1)  The  ninth  of  David's  Gadite  heroes  (1  Ch 
12  12). 

(2)  A  Korahite  doorkeeper  (1  Ch  26  7). 

ELZAPHAN,  el-za'fan.    See  Elizaphan. 

EMADABUN,  6-mS.'da-bun  CH^ioSapo^v,  Emon 
daboun;  AV  Madiabun  [1  Esd  6  58]):  The  head 
of  a  family  of  Levites  who  superintended  the  repair 
of  the  temple;  not  named  in  Ezr  3  9. 

EMATHEIS,  ^ma-the'is  ('A|&ae(a«,  Amathias; 
Emeus;  B,  '£|&a6eCs,  Emaththia;  A,  'E^loOcCs,  Emor- 
theis;  AV  Amatheis):  One  of  the  sons  of  Bebai 
(1  Esd  9  29),  called  "Athlai"  in  Ezr  10  28. 

EMBALMING,  em-bam'ing  COjn,  haruxl,  "to 
spice"):  E.  is  mentioned  in  Scripture  only  in  the 
cases  of  Jacob  and  Joseph  (Gen  60  2  f.26).  It  was 
a  distinctly  Egyp  invention  and  method  of  pre- 
serving the  bodies  of  men  and  animals.  Examples 
of  it  reach  back  to  over  3,000  years  ago.  It  pre- 
vailed to  some  extent  among  tne  peoples  of  Asia, 
and  at  a  later  period  among  the  Greeks  and  Romans, 
but  was  in  origin  and  use  distinctly  non-Israelitish. 
See  Burial. 

EMBRACE,  em-bras':  The  word  has  two  dis- 
tinct meanings  in  the  OT:  (1)  to  clasp  and  hold 
fondly  in  the  arms,  pointing  to  a  common  custom 
(Gen  29  13;  33  4;  48  10;  2  K  4  16;  Cant  2  6; 
8  3;  cf  Acts  20  10),  and  (2)  to  have  sexUal  inter- 
course (Prov  4  8;  6  20;  Eccl  3  5).  It  seems  to 
have  acquired  this  technical  sense  in  later  Jewish 
usage. 

EMBROIDERY,  em-broid'gr-i  (Hpfpl,  nlpnSh; 
AV  Needlework): 

Rijpnah  was  applied  to  anv  kind  of  cloth  which 
showed  designs  in  variegated  colors.  The  method 
of  manufacture  is  imknown.  The  designs  may 
have  been  woven  into  cloth  or  drawn  in  by  a  needle 
or  hook   (Jgs  6  30;    Ps  46  14;    Ezk  16  10.13.18; 

26  16:  27  7.16.24). 

Ma*dseh  r&^dm  is  tr**  "the  work  of  the  embroid- 
erer" in  RV  instead  of  "needlework"  (Ex  26  36; 

27  16;   28  39;   36  37;   38  18;   39  29;   Jgs  6  30; 
Ps  46  14). 

Rakamy  "embroiderer,"  occurs  in  Ex  36  35;  38 
23.  The  fact  that  this  word  is  used  instead  of 
^draghy  "weaver,"  would  lead  us  to  suppose  that  the 
embroiderers'  work  was  either  different  from  that 
of  the  weaver  or  that  a  "rSi^fim"  was  esp.  skilled 
in  fine  weaving.  Another  word,  hoshebhj  is  used  to 
describe  a  skilful  weaver.  "Cunning  work"  in  AV 
of  Ex  26  1.31;  28  6.15;  36  33.35;  36  8.35;  39 
3.8  is  rendered  in  ARV  "work  of  the  skilful  work- 
men." The  passage  has  been  freely  rendered 
"desicmers  " 
In  RV  of  Ex  28  39  shabhac  is  tr^  "weave." 
In  Ex  28  4  occurs  the  word  iashhegf  which  is  tr** 
"broidered"  in  AV  and  "checker  work"  in  RV.  If 
this  kind  of  work  is  what  it  is  supposed  to  be,  it  is 
more  trul>r  "needlework"  than  the  embroidery. 
This  work  is  still  done  in  some  of  the  S3rrian  cities 
and  towns,  esp.  in  Damascus.  Small  caps  for  men 
to  wear  under  their  ordinary  headdress  and  loose 


outer  garments  or  dressing-gowns  are  the  forms  in 
which  it  is  commonly  seen.  The  checker-work 
effect  is  obtained  by  sewing  in  a  cotton  string  be- 
tween two  pieces  of  cloth,  so  as  to  form  designs. 
The  patterns  usually  run  to  straight  lines  such  as 
zigzags  or  squares.  The  effect  is  striking,  and  we 
can  well  imagine  would  have  made  an  impressive 
priest's  robe,  esp.  if  costly  materials  were  used. 
See  also  Crafts.  James  A.  Patch 

EMEK-KEZIZ,  6-mek-ke'ziz  fp*!?  pp?,  'emei 
^glg;  AV  Valley  of  Keziz  [Josh  18  21J):  A  town 
in  Benjamin  named  between  Beth-hoglah  and  Beth- 
arabah,  and  therefore  to  be  sought  in  the  plain, 
probably  S.  of  Jericho.  The  name  has  not  been 
recovered. 

EMERALD,  em'er-ald.    See  Stones,  Precious. 

EMERODS,em'6r-odz  (D'^bW,  'dphSlim.U'^im, 
fhdrlm) :  These  words  are  used  in  the  account  of  the 
plague  which  broke  out  among  the  Philis  while  the 
captive  Ark  of  the  Covenant  was  in  their  land. 

X>phSlim  lit.  means  rounded  eminences  or  swellings, 
and  in  RV  is  tr^  "tumors"  (1  S  6  6-12).  In  the 
Heb  text  of  this  passage  K^'re  substitutes  for  it  the 
word  fhorlm,  a  term  which  occurs  in  the  next  chap- 
ter in  the  description  of  the  golden  models  of  these 
swellings  that  were  made  as  votive  offerings  (6  1 1- 
17) .  The  swellings  were  s3rmptoms  of  a  plague,  and 
the  history  is  precisely  that  of  the  outbreak  of  an 
epidemic  of  bubonic  plague.  The  older  writers 
supposed  by  comparison  of  the  account  in  1  S  with 
Ps  78  66  that  they  were  hemorrhoids  (or  piles),  and 
the  older  Eng.  term  in  AV  is  a  16th-cent.  form  of 
that  Gr  word,  which  occurs  in  several  medical  trea- 
tises of  the  16th  and  17th  cents.  There  is,  however, 
no  evidence  that  this  identification  is  correct.  In 
the  light  of  the  modem  research  which  has  proved 
that  the  rat-flea  (Pitlex  cheopis)  is  the  most  active 
agent  in  conveying  the  virus  of  plague  to  the  human 
subject,  it  is  worthy  of  note  that  the  plague  of 
tumors  was  accompanied  by  an  invasion  of  mice 
Cakhbor)  or  rats.  The  rat  is  not  specifically  men- 
tioned in  the  Bible,  although  it  was  as  common  in 
Can.  and  Israelite  times  as  it  is  today,  a  fact  dem- 
onstrated by  the  frequency  w^ith  whicn  their  bones 
occur  in  all  strata  of  the  old  Palestinian  cities,  so  it 
is  probable  that  the  term  used  was  a  generic  one 
for  both  rodents. 

The  coincidence  of  destructive  epidemics  and 
invasions  of  mice  is  also  recorded  by  Herodotus 
(ii.l41).  who  preserves  a  legend  that  the  army  of 
Sennacnerib  which  entered  Egypt  was  destroyed 
by  the  agency  of  mice.  He  states  that  a  statue  of 
Ptah,  commemorating  the  event,  was  extant  in  his 
day.  The  ^od  held  a  mouse  in  nis  hand,  and  bore 
the  inscription :  "Whosoever  sees  me,  let  him  rever- 
ence the  gods. "  This  may  have  been  a  reminiscence 
of  the  story  in  Isa  37  36.  For  other  references 
see  Plague.  Alex.  Macalister 

EMIM,  e'mim  (D*^l?'^8,  'emlm;  'OjijiocCv,  Om- 
maein,  'Oi&ficCv,  Ommelny  or  'Op.|iii(v,  Ommiein): 
Stated  to  have  been  the  earlier  inhabitants  of  Moab 
(Dt  2  10.11),  and  to  have  been  of  tall  stature,  and 
hence  "accounted  Rephaim  [or  giants]  as  the  Ana- 
kim"  or  the  Zamzummim  of  Ammon  (ver  20).  As 
the  name  was  given  to  them  by  the  Moabites,  it 
may  not  have  been  that  by  which  they  called  them- 
selves. A  tall  race,  known  to  the  Israelites  as 
Rephaim  (q.v.),  once  existed  in  Southern  Pal  as 
well  as  on  the  E.  side  of  the  Jordan,  but  its  exact 
relationship  is  unknown.  In  the  time  of  Abraham 
the  Emim  were  hving  in  the  Moabite  district  of 
Shaveh-kiriathaim,  identified  with  the  modem 
Kureiyat  (Gen  14  5).  A.  H.  Sayce 
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EMINENT,  em'i-nent:  In  AV  (only  in  Ezk  16 
24.31.39:  17  22)  refers  lit.  to  physical  elevation; 
RV  in  tne  last  passage  renders  ''lofty''  (Heb  tSlul, 
'^uplifted  "  ''heaped  up")  and  in  the  others  "vaulted 
place"  (Heb  gabhy  ''rounded  place,"  "mound," 
ERVm  "a  vaulted  chamber"). 

EMMANUEL,  6-man'Cl-el.    See  Immanuel. 

EMMAUS,  ^-ma'us,  em'&rus  ('E|L|iao^,  Emma- 
oils,  derivation  uncertain,  but  probably  from  HlSn , 
hammathy  "a  hot  spring"):  Jos  (BJ,  IV,  i,  3)  says: 
**Now  Emmaus,  if  it  be  interpreted,  may  be  ren- 
dered 'a  warm  bath'  for  therein  is  a  spring  of  warm 
water  useful  for  healing."  Here  he  is  referring  to 
the  hot  springs  near  Tiberias.  Possibly  the  same  Gr 
name  may  not  always  have  been  derived  from  the 
same  Heb,  and  as  Cheyne  suggests  (2)  may  have 
come  from  H3):13H,  hcMnogSh  (see  below). 

(1)  A  place  where  Judas  Maccabaeus  defeated 
Gorgias  (1  Mace  4);  it  was  "in  the  plain"  (1  Mace 

3  40);    it  was  subsequently  fortified 

1.  Emmaus  by  Bacchides  (1  Mace  9  50).  It  is 
of  the  frequently  mentioned  by  Jos  {Ant,  XIV, 
Apocrypha    xi,  2;  BJ,  l^  xi,  2;  II,  v,  1;  xx,  4:  IV, 

viii^  1;  V,  i.  6),  and  also  in  the  Talm 
and  Midr.  It  is  now  tne  modem  mud-village  of 
^Amtoas,  20  miles  along,  and  a  Uttle  N.  of,  the  main 
road  from  Jems  to  Jaffa.  In  the  3d  cent,  it  was 
called  Nicopohs  and  was  an  episcopal  see;  in  early 
Christian  times  it  was  famous  for  a  spring  of  reputed 
heaUng  qualities. 

(2)  The  Emmaus  of  Lk  24  13,  a  village  60  fur- 
longs (stadia)  from  Jems. 

Early  Christian  tradition  appears  to  have  Identified 

it  with  (1 )  and  hence,  to  harmomze  the  distance,  some  MSS 

have  160  furlongs.     Eusebius  and  Jerome 

2.  Emmaus  Pl>^ce  this  Emmaus  at  'Amwas;  but  in  the 
^f  first  place  (1)  was  a  city  and  not  a  village 
Sx  T  i_  {kdmi),  and  secondly  (2)  the  distance,  40 
St.  Luke  miles  there  and  back,  is  an  almost  impos- 
sible one  for  the  narrative.    In  Crusadlnff 

times  this  difficulty  appears  to  have  been  realized,  and 
OQ  what  grounds  Is  not  known,  Kubeiboh  at  Just  over 
60  stadia,  N.W.  of  Jems,  was  selected  as  the  site  of 
Emmaus.  There  a  fine  church  was  built  which  has  in 
recent  years  been  rebuilt  and  today  a  Franciscan  hospice 
and  school,  attached  to  the  church,  and  a  newer  Ger- 
man R.  C.  hospice,  combine  with  the  considerable  plctur- 
esqueness  of  the  place  itself  to  fortify  the  tradition. 

A  much  more  probable  site  is  ^vJUmiyek,  a  village 
about  35  stadia  from  Jems,  on  the  road  to  Jaffa. 
Jos  narrates  {BJ,  VII,  vi,  6)  that  Vespasian  ''as- 
signed a  place  for  800  men  only  whom  he  had 
dismissed  from  his  army  which  he  gave  them  for 
their  habitation;  it  is  called  Emmaus  and  is  dis- 
tant from  Jems  60  furlong.''  This  is  almost  cer- 
tainly the  Emmaus  of  Lk;  it  is  highly  probable  that 
the  name  IfuUmiyeh  is  derived  from  the  fact  of  its 
being  this  Colonia,  Close  to  this  place  is  a  ruin 
known  as  Bet  Mizza,  which  is  probably  the  Mozah 
{TVfBti^ ,  hcMndgah)  of  Josh  18  26  which  in  the  Talm 
(^ukk,  4  5)  is  also  described  as  a  colonia.  Today 
it  is  a  "colony"  of  Jews  who  have  revived  and  always 
use  the  old  name  Mogdh  for  their  settlement. 

Other  suggestions  for  this  Emmaus  are  (a)  el  Khamta, 
considerably  over  60  stadia  S.W.  of  Jems  (Conder); 
(b)  Koriet  el  *enab,  some  10  stadia  farther  along  the  Jems- 
Jaffa  road  than  Kuloniyeh  {LB,  etc);  and  (c)  *Artat, 
S.  of  Bethlehem,  where  remains  of  Rom  baths  have  been 
found  (Mrs.  Finn).  In  not  one  of  the  places  suggested 
are  there  any  hot  springs. 

E.  W.  G.  Masterman 
EMMER,  em'gr  C^^^p,  Emm^):    Head  of  a 
family,  some  of  whom  had  married  foreign  wives 
(I  Esd  9  21);   caUed  "Immer"  in  Ezr  10  20. 

EMMERUTH,  em'6r-uth  ('E|&)Lt|po^6,  Emme- 
roiUh;  AV  Meruth;  1  Ead  6  24):  Corresponding 
to  "Immer"  in  Ezr  2  37, 


EMMORy  em'or:  Transliterated  from  the  Gr 
'Efifjuipj  Emm/h',  the  tr  of  Heb  *1^1QTJ ,  h&m&r,  "aas" 
(Acts  7  16  AV;  RV  "Hamor",  q.v.). 

EMPEROR,  emp'Sr-^  (6  <rcPa<rT6«,  ho  8d)a8t68; 
Lat  augu8tu%:  The  title  of  the  Rom  emperors;  Acts 
26  21.25).    See  Augustus;  Caesar. 

EMPTY,  emp'ti,  EMPTIER,  emp'ti-Sr  (mvdt, 
kends):  "Empty,"  adj.  meaning  void,  etc,  as  the  tr 
of  p"^"!,  rehiy  pi,  rlk,  DR^T^,  reljiam,  etc,  occurs  in 
the  literal  sense  of  "with  nothing"  (Gen  31  42;  Job 
22  9);  in  2  S  1  22,  it  is  equivalent  to  "in  vain," 
"himgry"  (Isa  29  8) :  in  some  instances  the  mean- 
ing is  comparative  only;  pp^,  bdlpa^,  "to  gush  out," 
"to  pour  out."  "to  empty"  is  used  adjectivally  (Hos 
10  1,  "Israel  is  an  empty  vine";  but  RV  takes 
the  Heb  word  in  its  original  sense  of  "pouring  out," 
rendering  "Israel  is  a  luxuriant  vine");  tdhu,  "emp- 
tiness" (Job  26  7) ;  kenos,  "empty"  is  so  tr**  (\ik 
12  3);  in  Mt  12  44,  the  Gr  word  is  scholdzo,  "to 
be  free,"  "unoccupied";  "to  empty"  (vb.)  is  the 
tr  of  ftfiiajj  (Nah  2  2),  of  daUd,  'M^  become  poor," 
etc  (Isa  19  6,  ERV  "minished,"  ARV  "diminished'O. 
RV  has  "empty"  for  "vain'^  (Eph  6  6),  "emptied 
himself"  for  "made  himself  of  no  reputation"  (Phil 
2  7),  "emptied  out"  for  "gathered"  (2  K  22  9; 
2  Ch  84  17,  m  "poured  out").      W.  L.  Walker 


EMULATION,   em-Q-la'shun   (lfiXo«,  z^os, 
pa(t|X6fl»,  parazeLdo) :  Occurs  twice  in  the  NT,  once 
in  a  bad  and  once  in  a  good  sense. 

(1)  In  Gal  5  20  AV  it  is  the  tr  of  zUoa  ("zeal," 
"earnestness,"  "enthusiasm")  where  it  is  classed 
among  "the  works  of  the  flesh"^  and  signifies  the 
stirring  up  of  jealousy  or  envy  in  others,  because 
of  what  we  are,  or  have,  or  profess.  The  Gr  word 
is  used  in  this  sense  in  Acts  13  45;  Rom  13  13; 
1  Cor  3  3;  Jas  3  14.16;  2  Cor  12  20;  Gal  5 
20;  RV  tr**  by  "jealousy."  It  denotes  a  work  of 
the  flesh  or  lower  nature,  which  Christians  often 
fail  sufficiently  to  guard  against;  it  pleases  "the 
flesh"  to  excite  such  a  feeling  in  others. 

(2)  In  Rom  11  14  AV  "emulation"  is  the  tr  of 
paraz^d  ("to  make  one  zealous  or  jealous"),  and 
IS  there  used  in  a  good  sense.  "If  by  any  means 
I  may  provoke  to  emulation  [RV  jealousy]  them 
that  are  my  flesh"  (cf  Rom  10  19,  quoted  from 
Dt  32  21).  It  is  well  to  "provoke  to  emulation" 
in  this  sense,  those  who  are  slow  or  indifferent,  by 
the  example  of  earnestness  and  zeal  on  our  part. 
This  is  not  to  please  "the  flesh,"  but  to  serve  "the 
Spirit."  W.  L.  Walkeb 

EN-  (T?J ,  'ayin  [cf  Arab.  'Ain]) :  The  Heb  word 
for  "spring"  or  "fountam"  (Gen  16  7;  Nu  33  9; 
Neh  2  14;  Prov  8  28  [fem.  pi.]).  It  occurs  in 
numerous  compound  words,  as  En-gedi,  En-had- 
DAH,  En-hakkore,  En-hazob,  En-rimmon,  En- 
ROQEL.  En-shemesh  (q.v.).  In  the  same  way  the 
word  Ain  is  a  very  common  component  of  Arab, 
names  of  places  tlm)u^out  Pal  and  Syria  at  the 
present  day.  Places  with  names  compounded  with 
En-  were  almost  certainly  located  near  a  spring. 
See  Fountain;  Well. 

ENABLE,  en-anb'l:  Only  in  1  Tim  1  12  (AV 
and  RV)  in  the  sense  of  "strengthen"  (Gr  enduna- 
mdo,  "endue  with  strength"). 

ENAIM,  g-na'im  (D*?rJ,  ^enayim,  "place  of  a 
fountam";  Alvdv,  Aindn;  Gen  38  14  [AV  "in  an 
open  place";  ver  21  AV  "openly"]):  A  place  which 
lay  between  Adullam  and  Timnath;  probably  the 
same  as  Enam  (Josh  16  34).  Also  mentioned  in 
close  connection  with  Adullam.    It  was  in  the 
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Shephelah  of  Judah.  The  Talm  (Pesik.  Rab.  28) 
mentions  a  Kephar  Enaim.  Conder  proposes  Khur^ 
bet  Wady  ^Altn,  which  is  an  ancient  site,  evidently 
of  great  strength  and  importance,  lying  between 
Kh.  ^Ain  Sheim  and  the  village  oiDeir  Aoan.  The 
ruins  crown  a  lofty  and  almost  isolated  hill;  the 
greatest  objection  to  the  identification  is  that  there 
IS  no  fountain  at  all  in  the  immediate  nei^borhood. 
There  may  have  been  one  in  earlier  times.  See 
PEF,  III,  128.  E.  W.  G.  Mastbrman 

ENAM,  e'nam.    See  preceding  article. 

SNAN,  S'nan  (IJ? ,  ^^nan^  "having  fountains,"  or 
"eyes,"  i.e.  "keen-eyed";  in  LXX  AlvAv,  Ain&n): 
The  father  of  Ahira,  and  prince  of  Naphtali  at  the 
first  census  of  Israel  (Nu  1  15;  2  29;  7  78.83;  10 
27). 

ENASIBUS,  fr-nasM-bus  ('Evdo-ipos,  EndsiboB, 
1  Esd  9  34) :  Corresponding  to  "Eliashib"  in  Ezr 
10  36. 

ENCAMPMENT,  en-kamp'ment.    See  War. 

ENCAMPMENT  BY  THE  RED  SEA:  Accord- 
ing to  the  version  of  the  wanderintm  of  Israel  given 
in  Nu  33,  they  "encamped  by  the  Red  Sea"  (ver  10) 
after  leaving  Elim  and  before  entering  the  Wilder- 
ness of  Sin.   See  Wanderings  of  Israel. 

ENCHANTMENT,  en-chant'ment:  The  occult 
arts,  either  supposedly  or  pretentiously  supemat- 
\iral,  were  common  to  all  oriental  races.  They 
included  enchantment,  sorcery,  witchcraft,  sooth- 
saying, augury,  necromancy,  cuvination  in  number- 
less K)rms,  and  all  kinds  of  magic  art.  Nine 
varieties  are  mentioned  in  one  single  passage  in  the 
Pent  (Dt  18  10.11);  other  varieties  in  many  pas- 
sages both  in  the  OT  and  NT,  e.g.  Lev  19  26.31; 
Isa  2  6;  67  3;  Jer  27  9;  Mic  6  12;  Acts  8  9.11; 
13  6.8;  Gal  6  20;  Rev  9  21.  The  extent  of  the 
magic  arts  (forbidden  imder  Judaism  and  Chris- 
tianity) may  incidentally  be  seen  from  the  fact  that 
the  Scriptures  aJone  refer  to  their  being  practised  in 
Chaldaea  (Dnl  6  11),  Babylon  (Ezk  21  21),  Assyr- 
ia (2  K  17  17),  Egypt  (Ex  7  11),  Canaan  (Lev 
18  3.21;  19  26.31).  Asia  (Ephesus,  Acts  19  13. 
19),  Greece  (Acts  16  16),  Arabia  also,  as  ''customs 
from  the  East,"  etc  (Isa  2  6)  indicates.  These 
secret  arts  were  prohibited  by  the  laws  of  Moses 
(Dt  18  9^12),  inasmuch  as  they  constituted  a 
peculiar  temptation  to  Israel  to  apostatize.  They 
were  a  constant  incentive  to  idolatry,  clouded  the 
mind  with  superstition,  tended  and  were  closely 
allied  to  imposture  (Mt  24  24).  The  term  "en- 
chantment" IS  found  only  in  the  OT  and  its  Heb 
originals  indicate  its  varieties. 

(1)  D*^pb,  Zdffm,  and  D'^T?*?^,  I'M^wi,  "to  wrap 
up,"  "muffle,"  "cover,"  hence  "clandestine,"  "se- 
cret." It  was  this  hidden  element  that  enabled  the 
magicians  of  Egypt  to  impose  on  the  credulity  of 
Pharaoh  in  imitating  or  reproducing  the  miracles 
of  Moses  and  Aaron;  "They.  ...  did  in  like  man- 
ner with  their  enchantments"  (Ex  7  11.22).  Their 
inability  to  perform  a  genuine  miracle  is  shown  by 
Ex  8  18. 

(2)  ©HJ ,  ndhash,  "to  hiss,"  "whisper,"  referring 
to  the  mutterings  of  sorcerers  in  their  incantations. 
Used  as  a  derivative  noun  this  Heb  word  means 
"a  serpent."  This  involves  the  idea  of  cimning 
and  subtlety.  Although  employed  in  the  wider 
sense  of  augury  or  prognostication,  its  fundamental 
meaning  is  divination  oy  serpents.  This  was  the 
form  of  enchantment  sought  by  Balaam  (Nu  24  1). 
Its  impotence  against  the  people  of  God  is  shown 


by  Nu  23  23  m.  Shalmaneser  forced  this  forbidden 
art  upon  the  Israelites  whom  he  carried  captive  to 
Assyria  (2  K  17  17).  It  was  also  one  of  the 
heathen  practices  introduced  during  the  apostac^ 
under  Ahab,  against  which  Elijah  protested  (d 
1  K  21  20). 

(3)  tJnb,  lahash,  "to  whisper,"  "mutter,"  an 
onomatopoetic  word,  like  the  above,  in  imitation 
of  the  hiss  of  serpents.    It  is  used  ot  the  ofifensive 

Practice  of  serpent  charming  referred  to  in  Eccl 
0  11,  and  as  Delitzsch  says,  in  loc.  "signifies  the 
whispering  of  formulas  of  charming.  Q&e  also  Isa 
3  3.  "skUful  enchanter";  Jer  8  17,  "serpents, 
cockatrices  [RV  "adders"]  ....  which  will  not  be 
charmed";  Ps  68  4.5,  "the  voice  of  charmers  [RVm 
"enchanters"),  charming  never  so  wisely."  Ophio- 
mancy,  the  art  of  charming  serpents,  is  still  prac- 
tised m  the  East. 

(4)  ^n,  hehher,  "spell,"  from  nan,  hdbhar,  "to 
bind,"  hence  "to  bind  with  spells,"  "fascinate," 
"charm,"  descriptive  of  a  species  of  magic  prac- 
tised by  binding  knots.  That  this  method  of  im- 
posture, e.g.  the  use  of  the  magic  knot  for  exorcism 
and  other  purposes,  was  common,  is  indicated  by 
the  monumentis  of  the  East.  The  moral  mischid 
and  uselessness  of  this  and  other  forms  of  enchant- 
ment are  clearly  shown  in  Isa  47  9.12.  This  word 
is  also  used  of  the  charming  of  serpents  (Dt  18  11; 
Ps  68  5). 

(5)  137,  'dnan,  "to  cover,"  "to  cloud,"  hence 
"to  use  covert  arts."  This  form  of  divination  was 
esp.  associated  with  idolatry  (so  Gesenius,  H^  Lex.), 
Delitzsch,  however,  in  a  note  on  this  word  (Isa  2 
6),  doubts  the  meaning  "conceal"  and  thinks  that  it 
signifies  rather  "to  gather  auguries  from  the  clouds." 
He  translates  it  "cloud-interpretive"  (Mic  6  12). 
This  view  is  not  generally  supported.  Rendered 
"enchanters"  (Jer  27  9,  RV  "soothsayers";  so  also 
in  Isa  2  6).  Often  tr**  in  RV  "practice  augury," 
as  in  Lev  19  26;  Dt  18  10.14;  2  K  21  6;  2  Ch 
83  6;  a  form  of  magical  art  corresponding  in  many 
respects  to  that  of  the  Gr  mdntis.  who  uttered  oracles 
in  a  state  of  divine  frenzy.  LXX  jcXi^doW^/uu,  kl9- 
donizomai,  i.e.  augury  through  the  reading  or  ac- 
ceptance of  a  sign  or  omen.  A  kindred  form  of  en- 
chantment is  mentioned  in  the  NT  (2  Tim  3  13; 
Gr  y6frm^  g6He8f  "enchanters,"  "jugglers,"  the 
original  indicating  that  the  incantations  were  uttered 
in  a  kind  of  howl;  rendered  "seducers"  AV,  "im- 
postors" RV;  cf  Rev  19  20).  The  NT  records  the 
names  of  several  magicians  who  belonged  to  this 
class  of  conscious  impostors:  Simon  Magus  (Acts 
8  9);  Bar-Jesus  and  Elymas  (Acts  13  6.8);  the 
slave  girl  with  the  spirit  of  Python  ("divination," 
Acts  16  16);  "vagabond  JRV  "strolling"!  Jews, 
exorcists"  (Acts  19  13;  cf  Lk  11  19);  also  the 
magicians  of  Moses'  day.  named  Jannes  and  Jam- 
bres  (2  Tim  3  8). 

All  these  forms  of  enchantment  claimed  access 
through  supernatural  insight  or  aid^  to  the  will  of 
the  pods  and  the  secrets  of  the  spirit  world.  In 
tummff  away  faith  and  expectation  from  the  living 
Godj  tney  struck  a  deadly  dIow  at  the  heart  of  true 
religion.  From  the  enchanters  of  the  ancient 
Orient  to  the  medicine-men  of  today,  all  exponents 
of  the  "black  art"  exercise  a  cruel  tyranny  over 
the  benighted  people,  and  multitudes  of  innocept 
victims  perish  in  body  and  soul  under  their  subtle 
impostures.  In  no  respect  is  the  exalted  nature  of 
the  Heb  and  Christian  faiths  more  clearly  seen  than 
in  their  power  to  emancipate  the  human  mind  and 
spirit  from  the  mental  and  moral  darkness,  the 
superstition  and  fear,  and  the  benighting  effect  of 
these  occult  and  deadly  arts.  For  more  detailed 
study  see  Divination;  Astrology. 

DwiQHT  M.  Pratt 
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END  (7p.,  J^,  Djp^,  'ephe§,  nb;p,  kOldh;  tAo«, 
iUo8f  ommhAm,  suntdiO) :  The  end  of  anything  is  its 
terminaHanf  hence  also,  final  object  or  purpose.  It 
is  the  tr  of  several  Heb  and  Gr  words,  cnieny  in  the 
OT  of  jeep  (properly,  '*a  cutting  off")  and  other 
words  from  the  same  root  (Gen  6  13,  ''The  end  of 
all  flesh  is  come  before  me") :  ^ahdrilh,  ''hinder  part," 
is  also  frequently  tr^  "end^'  (fH  11  12;  Ps  37  37. 
38^  ARV ''There  is  a  happ}r  end  to  the  man  of 
peace  ....  The  end  of  the  wicked  shall  be  cut  off"; 
ERV  'latter  end"  [ver  37],  m  "reward"  or  "future 
posterity";  73  17;  Jer  6  31);  ^oph  (from  fHph  "to 
come  to  an  end")  is  several  times  tr<*  "end"  (2  Ch 
20  16;  Ecd  3  11;  7  2).  "End"  in  the  sense  of 
purpose  is  the  tr  of  iHna^an,  "to  the  intent"  (Ex  8 
22,  "to  the  end  thou  mayest  know"),  and  of  d^hrOh 
(from  dabhar,  "to  speak");  Eccl  7  14.  "to  the  end 
that  man  should  find  nothing  after  him"  (RV  "should 
not  find  out  anything  [that  shall  be]  after  him"). 
"Ends  of  the  earth"  is  the  tr  of  *ephe^,  "extremities" 
(Dt  33  17;  Ps  22  27),  also  of  kdndph,  "wing"  (Job 
37  3;  38  13).  Other  words  are  negahf  "utmost" 
(Job  34  36),  t'iUphdh,  "circuit,"  "revolution"  (Ex 
34  22;  2  Ch  24  23,  RVm  "revolution"),  etc.  The 
vb.  occurs  almost  invariably  in  the  phrase  "to  make 
an  end,"  as  the  tr  of  kdldhf  "to  finish,"  "complete" 
(Gen  27  30;  Dt  20  9:  Jer  26  8,  etc);  also  of  tuIMA. 
"to  complete"  (Isa  33  1),  and  shAlam,  "to  finish'^ 
(38  12.13). 

In  Dnl  9  24.  the  Heb  text  has  Q(^r^ .  hAtham,  "  to  seal 

up"  C'to  complete  or  finish"),  but  the  margin,  followed 
by  A  V .  RV.  Driver  and  most  modems,  has  DPH  t  hdthim, 

"to  finish."  "end."  "complete."  a  difference  of  one  letter, 
but  practically  none  in  tne  sense,  "to  bring  to  an  end"; 
cf  "to  finish  the  transgression,"  which  precedes. 

In  the  NT  the  common  word  for  "end"  is  telos 
"an  end,"  "completion,"  "termination"  (Mt  10 
22;  24  6;  Jn  18  1,  RVm  "to  the  uttermost"; 
Rom  6  21,  "The  end  of  those  thines  ib  death";  6 
22,  "the  end  eternal  life";  10  4,  "Christ  is  the  end 


world"  (kt  13  39; 'He  9  26);  piras,  "extremity," 
"the  ends  of  the  world"  (Rom  10  18):  dkros,  "a 
point,  end"  (Mt  24  31.  "from  one  enci  of  heaven 
to  the  other").  "End"  as  purpose  is  the  tr  of  ei« 
td,  "with  a  view  to"  (Acts  7  19;  Rom  1  11;  4  16; 
1  Thess  3  13);  of  eisUrdto,  "unto  this"  (Jn  18  37: 
Rom  14  9;  2  Cor  2  9);  of  prds  td,  "toward  this'^ 
(Lk  18  1).  "To  end"  (vb.)  is  pUrdd,  "to  fill  up" 
(Lk  7  1:  Acts  19  21  )j  once  ainomai.  "to  become" 
(Jn  13  2,  "supper  being  ended,"  wnich  RV  cor- 
rects, giving,  ''during  supper"). 

For  "end"  RV  has  "uttermost  part"  (Josh  16 
8,  etc),  'latter  end"  (Ps  73  17;  ERV  Ps  37  38; 
Prov  5  4):  "issue"  (Dnl  12  8,  m  "latter  end";  He 
13  7) ;  "side"  (Ezk  41  12).  Conversely  it  has  "end" 
for  "uttermost  part"  (Josh  16  6);  for  "side"  (Dt  4 
32);  for  "conclusion"  (Eccl  12  13);  for  "an  end" 
(Prov  23  18);  "a  reward,"  m  "sequel"  or  "future," 
Heb  'latter  end";  "final"  (He  6  16);  for  "an  end 
of"  (Job  18  2),  "snares  for"  (ARV  "hunt  for");  for 
"at  one  end"  (Jer  61  31),  "on  every  quarter":  for 
"until  the  day  and  night  come  to  an  end"  (Job  26 
10),  "unto  the  confines  of  light  and  darkness":  for 
"have  an  end"  (Lk  22  37),  "hath  fulfihnent,^'  m 
"Gr'end'";  for  "to  the  end  for"  (1  Pet  1  13),  "per- 
fectly on";  "at  the  end  of"  for  "in  these  last  days" 
(He  1  2);  "His  end  was  nigh"  for  "He  died"  (He  11 
22);  "its  own  end,"  instead  of  "for  himself"  (Prov 
16  4,  m  "his  own  purpose"); "neither  is  there  any 
end  to"  instead  of  "for  thine  iniquities  are  infinite 
(Job  22  6);  "to  this  end"  for  ''therefore"  (Mk  1 
38;  1  Tim  4  10);  for  "for  this  cause,"  "to  this  end" 
(Jn  18  37  bis),  "unto  this  end"  (1  Pet  4  6);  "to 


this  end"  for  "for  this  purpose"  (Acts  26  16;  1  Jn 
3  8);  "to  which  end"  for  "wherefore"  (2  Thess  1 
11);  "to  the  end"  is  inserted  in  Gen  18  19  bis^  and 
several  other  passages.  For  "ends  of  the  earth" 
see  Astronomy,  III,  2.  W.  L.  Walkbr 

END  OP  THE  WORLD.    See  Eschatology; 
World,  End  of  the. 


ENDAMAGE,  en-dam'ftj :  Archaic  for  "damage"; 
Ezr  4  13  AV:  "Thou  shalt  endamage  the  revenue  of 
the  kings,"  RV  "It  will  be  hurtful  unto  the  kings" 
(Aram,  pip,  n'zaii);  cf  1  Esd  6  33. 


ENDEAVOR,  en-deV^r:  The  sense  of  this  word 
has  suffered  weakening  since  the  time  of  AV.  Then 
it  implied  utmost  exertion  and  success;  now  rather 
forlorn  hope  and  possible  failure.  Thus  RV  reads 
"giving  diligence,"  "give  diligence,"  for  AV  "en- 
deavoring," "endeavor,"  in  Eph  4  3;  2  Pet  1  15, 
respectively;  but  "endeavored"  is  suffered  to 
remain  in  1  Thess  2  17  (o-irou^d^i^,  spouddzd, 
"hasten,"  "exert  oneself").  Cf  also  Acts  16  10, 
AV  "endeavored,"  RV  "sought"  (Gr««^5,  "seek"). 

ENDIRONS,  end'I-umz  (D'^H^^ ,  sh'pkaUayim) : 
Used  once  (Ezk  40  43  AV)  in  the  m  only.  In  text, 
both  AV  and  RV,  "hooks,"  denoting  stalls  or  places 
for  the  fastening  of  victims  for  sacrifice,  or  perhaps 
the  two  hearthstones.  The  term  is  a  corruption 
from  another  word  similar  in  form  and  identitv  of 
usage.  This  word,  "andiron,"  from  Middle  Eng.. 
has  assumed  many  peculiar  forms,  as  "andeme, 
"aundime,"  from  which  the  form  is  doubtless  de- 
rived, thou^  this  is  not  the  original  and  has  no 
relation  to  it.  ARVm  reads,  "According  to  Vulg 
and  Syr,  ledges.** 

ENPLESS,  end'les  (AKordXnTOf,  akcUdlutos  [Eq 
7  16],  Air^pavTos,  apfrantos  [1  Tim  1  41):  This 
Eng.  word  occurs  twice  in  the  NT,  ancl  is  there 
represented  by  the  two  Gr  words  above  noted. 

(1)  In  He  7  16  Jesus  is  said  to  be  a  priest  "after 
the  power  of  an  endless  life."  The  word  means  lit., 
as  in  RVm  J  "indissoluble."  It  is  not  simply  that 
Christ's  priesthood  was  eternal.  The  pnesthood 
was  based  upon  His  possession,  by  nature,  of  a  life 
which  in  time  and  eternity  death  could  not  touch. 
This  distinguished  Hi^i  essentially  from  priests 
under  the  law. 

^  (2)  In  1  Tim  1  4,  Paul  warns  Timothy  against 
giving  heed  in  his  ministry  to  "fables  [miUhoi]  and 
endless  [limitless]  genealogies."  The  allusion  seems 
to  be  to  the  series  of  emanations  (aeons)  in  gnostic 
speculation,  to  which  no  limit  could  be  set. 

Distinct  from  the  above  are  the  words  denoting 
"everlasting,"  "eternal,"  which  see.     James  Orr 

EN-DOR,  en'dor  (1^  T?!  '^  <^^f  Josh  17  11; 
nhl  1*^7,  '«n  ddr,  1  8  28  7;  n«1  7*^?,  'gn  ddV,  Ps 
83  10;  A,  NnvS^p,  NSnddr;  B,  'AcXS^p,  Aelddr):  A 
town  in  the  lot  of  Issachar  assigned  to  Manaaseh 
(Josh  17  11).  Here  dwelt  the  woman  who  had  a 
familiar  spirit,  whom  Saul  consulted  on  the  night 
before  the  battle  of  Gilboa  (1  S  28  7).  Here  abo, 
according  to  Ps  83  10,  perished  fugitives  of  Sisera's 
army,  after  their  defeat  at  the  Kishon.  The  place 
was  therefore  not  far  from  the  Kishon  and  Tabor. 
It  is  generally  identified  with  the  modem  EndHr.  a 
small  village  on  the  northern  slope  of  Jebd  ed-Duhyf 
with  sever^  ancient  caves.  It  is  not  far  from  Nain 
and  Shunem,  and  looks  across  the  valley  along  which 
the  broken  ranks  of  Sisera  may  have  attempted  to 
make  their  way  eastward  to  the  open  uplands,  and 
thence  to  their  native  North.  Coining  hither  from 
Gilboa,  eluding  the  Phili  outposts  imder  cover  of 
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the  darkness,  Saul  would  crogs  the  Vale  of  Jeireel, 
&nd  pasa  round  the  eastern  base  of  the  mountain, 
the  Philia  being  on  the  weet.  W.  Ewino 


EH-DOR,WrrCH,wich,OF:  In  1  S  28  3-26,  it 

is  narrated  how  Saul,  in  deapmr  of  mind  because  Jeh 
had  forsaken  him,  on  the  eve  of  the  fatal  battle  of 
Gilboa,  resorted  in  disguise  to  "a  woman  that  had 
a  familiar  Bpirit"  ('dbh:  see  Diviwation;  Necro- 
mancy), at  En-doT,  and  besought  the  woman  to 
divine  for  him,  and  bring  him  up  from  the  dead 
whom  he  should  name.  On  the  woman  reminding 
him  how  Saul  had  cut  oS  from  the  land  those  who 
practised  these  arts — a  proof  of  the  existence  and 
operation  of  the  laws  agamst  divination,  witchcraft, 
necromancy,  etc  (Lev  19  31;  Dt  18  9-14)— the 
king  assured  her  of  immunity,  and  bade  her  call  up 
Samuel.  The  incidents  that  followed  have  been 
the  subject  of  much  discussion  and  of  varied  inter- 
pretation, )t  seems  assumed  in  the  narrative  that 
the  woman  did  see  an  appearance,  which  the  king, 
on  her  describing  it,  recognized  to  be  that  of  Samuel. 
This,  however,  need  be  only  the  narrator's  inter- 
pretation of  the  events.  It  is  not  to  be  credited 
that  the  saintly  Samuel  was  actually  summoned 
from  his  rest  by  the  spells  of  a  professional  diviner. 
Some  have  thought  that  Samuel,  by  God's  per- 
mission, did  indeed  appear,  as  much  to  the  woman's 
dismay  as  to  the  king's;  aiid  urge  in  favor  of  this 


The  LXX  uses  the  word  eggmtrimuthoa 
("a  ventriloquist")  to  describe  the  woman  and  those 
who  exercised  kindred  arts  (vcr  9).  Though  pre- 
tending ignorance  (ver  12),  the  woman  doubtless 
recognizes  Saul  from  the  first.  It  was  she  who  saw 
Samuel,  and  reported  his  words;  the  king  himaelf 
saw  and  heard  nothing.  It  required  no  great  skill 
in  a  practised  diviner  to  forecast  the  general  issue 
of  the  battle  about  to  take  place,  and  the  disaster 
that  would  overtake  Saul  and  his  sons;  while  if  the 


Saul,  in  fact,  was  not  slain,  but  kilted  himself.  The 
incident,  therefore,  may  best  be  raniied  in  the  same 
category  as  the  feats  of  modem  mediumship. 

James  Orr 
ENDOW,  en-dou',  ENDUE,  en-dQ':  "Endow" 
meant  originally  "to  provide  withadowry";  "indue" 
took  the  meanine  "clothe";  the  Kkeness  between 
the  lit.  meanings  has  confused  the  metaphorical  use 
of  the  words  in  spite  of  their  difference  in  origin. 
Thus  we  find  in  Gen  30  20,  AV  "endued  me  with 
a  good  dowry,"  RV  "endowed"  (151 1  ^Shhadh,  "be- 
stow upon,"  "endow");  Ex  SS  16,  AV  "endow  her 


to  be  hifl  wife,"  RV  "pay  a  dowry  for  her"  (TTOp, 
mOhar,  "purchase''  "endow");  cf  Dt  22  29;  2  Ch 
S  12.13,  AV  and  RV  "endued"'  with  understanding 
(from  rr,  yadha\  "know");  and  Lk  24  49,  AV 
"endued  with  power,"  RV  "clothed"  {irida,  endM, 
"clothe").  F.  K.  Fahk 

ENDS  OF  THE  EARTH.   SceA8TB0NOMV,III,2. 

ENDURE,  eu-dOr':  Used  in  the  Bible  (1)  in  the 
sense  of  "continue,"  "last,"  as  in  Ps  9  7,  "The 
Lord  ehatl  endure  for  ever"  (ARV  "Jeh  sitteth  as 
king  for  ever");  30  5,  "Weeping  may  endure  for 
a  night"  (RV  "tarry,"  m  "may  come  in  to  lodge  at 
even");  Jn  8  27,  "the  meat  which  endureth," 
AV  RV  "the  food  which  abideth";  (2)  in  the  sense 
of  bear"  (He  12  20):  "bear  up  under"  hardship, 
persecution,  etc  (2  Tim  3  11;  1  Pet  2  19);  "to 
remain  under"  (He  10  32;  12  2;  Jas  1  12;  6  11); 
"to  be  strong,  firm"  (He  11  27);  "to  persevere 
b^ieath  a  heavy  burden  (Mt  10  22). 

EN-EGLAIM,  en-ega4-im,  en-eg-la'im  (W^iS  T"?, 
'In  'eghlajflm,  "fountain  of  calves"?) :  In  Eze- 
kiel's  vision  of  the  waters  it  is  one  of  the  two  points 
between  which  "fishers  shall  stand"  (Ezk  47  10). 
The  situation  must  be  near  the  entrance  of  the  Jor- 
dan into  the  Dead  Sea  (see  En-uedi).  Tristram 
{Bible  Placet,  93)  identifies  it  with  'Ain  Hajlah  (cf 
Betb-hoolah);  Robinson  (BRP,  II,  489),  with 
'Ain  Fethkah. 

ENEHESSAR,  en-6-mes'ar  (■Bwh4t»4p,  Ene~ 
mestdr,  'Enpio-rapoti  EnertiitsaTot):  Generally  al- 
lowed, since  Grotius,  to  be  a  corruption,  though 
occaaonally  defended  as  an  alternative  form,  of 
Shalmaneser  (Tob  1  2.15,  etc)  who  earned  Is-ael 
captive  to  Nineveh,  as  related  in  2  K.  Among  the 
captives  was  Tobit,  taken  from  Thiabe  in  Gilead, 
where  the  prophet  Ehiah  was  bom  and  for  a  time 
lived.  The  writer  of  Tob  makes  Sennacherib  the 
son  (1  15),  as  well  as  the  successor  of  Enemcssar, 
whereas,  according  to  the  Assyr  inscriptions,  Sen- 
nacherib was  the  son  of  Sargon.  This  is  only  one  of 
several  serious  historical  difficulties  in  the  narrative 
of  Tob.  The  corruption  of  the  name  is  variously 
explained.     Rawlinson  supposes  the  first   syllable 


Dr.  Pinches  takes  Enemcssar  for  Senemessar,  the 
tk  being  changed  to  a  and  then  to  the  smooth 
breathing,  though  the  rough  breathing  more  com- 
monly takes  the  place  of  a  dropped  *;  both  scholars 
admit  the  easy  transposition  of  the  liquids  m  and  n. 
Shalman-asharid  is  the  Assyr  form  of  ahalmaneser. 
J.  Hutchison 
ENEBfY,  en'e-mi  p"!*,  'By^h,  "U,  far,  1?,  (Or; 
ix'pdi,  echthrds) :  "Enemy,"  "enemies,"  are  frequent 
words  in  the  OT.  The  Heb  word  most  often  so 
tr*"  is  'Oy^h,  meaning  perhaps  Ut.  "one  who  hates"; 
very  fremient  in  the  Pss,  e.g.  3  7;  8  10;  7  5;  8  2; 
9  3.6;  13  2,  where  the  cry  is  often  for  deliverance 
from  enemies.  Another  word  for  "enemy,"  found 
chit'fly  in  the  poetical  books,  is  fiSr,  or  for,  "dis- 
trcsser,"  "strajl«ner"  (Nu  10  9;  Job  18  9;  Pa 
27  2.12,  RV  "adversary,"  etc);  also  fdrar  (Est 
3  10;  Ps  8  2;  10  5  AV.  etc).  Other  words  are 
'ar,  "one  awake"  (1  S  28  16AV-  DnI4  19  AV); 
sane',  perhaps,  "to  be  sharp  or  nite"  (Ex  1  10; 
Prov  26  21;  27  9);  thOrar,  "to  watch"  (Ps  S  8: 
27  11),  and  ia*m,  "to  stand  up,"  or  "withstand 
(Ex  32  25). 

In  the  NT  echlhrat,  "Bnomv."  "opponenti."  Is  the  only 
word  trd  ■■enemy"  (Mt  G  43.44;  Mk  12  38;  Lk  1  71.74, 
etc;  Rum  G  10;  11  2S.  otcl.  once  with  dnlliripot  ("a 
maii"|.  iolnsd  to  icMhroi  (Mt  13  28). 

In  KV  ■■  adveraary  ■'  is  frequently  substituted  tor 
"eDemy"  (Nu  24  tj;   Dt  82  41;   Ps  6  7:   7  0^   44  10. 


:  tor  "O  thou  e 


.9  ft  rushing  Rtream.  which  the  b 


(liiveth"(*JththHtBitofAVinm|;  (or  "Tho  Are  of  thine 
enemies  Bhall  derour  them"  (26  1 1 ),"  Fire  shall  devoui 
tbloe  adverauies"  {text  ol  AVin  mj. 

The  frequent  reference  to  enemies  in  the  OT  is 
what  we  should  expect  to  eee  in  these  early  tinies  on 
the  part  of  a  people  settling  in  a  land  that  had  been  , 
occupied  by  other  tribes,  worshipping  other  g 


thy  neighbor,  and  hate  thine  enemy."  This  He 
changed:  "bat  I  eay  unto  you,  Love  your  enemies." 
An  approach  toward  this  spirit  had  been  made  in  the 
later  prophets  by  their  inclusion  of  the  whole  world 
under  one  God,  who  had  a  gracious  purpose  toward 
all,  but  the  near  statement  of  it  we  only  find  in  Prov 
36  21  (quoted  by  St.  Paul,  Rom  13  20).  See  also 
En  as  4,  and  cf  2  K  6  22;  2  Ch  28  15. 

W.  L.  Walker 
EnEIfEOS,  fe-ne'n6-us,  en-e-nS'us  ('Er<|viot,  EnS- 
nios;  AVEneniuaj  RVm  "Enenis"):  Occurring  only 
in  Apoc.  According  to  1  Esd  6  8,  £.  was  one  of 
the  12  leaders  over  tie  returning  exiles  from  Babylon 
under  Zerubbabcl.     Kzt  3  contains  the  parallel  list 


terrace  heretofore  described  (see  Dead  Sea).  The 
limestone  borders  rise  ao  abruptly  to  a  he^ht  of 
2,000  ft.  immediately  on  the  W.,  that  the  place  can 
be  approached   only  by  a  rock-cut  path.    Two 


11;  but  E.  corresponds  to  N&hamani  C 
ENFLAUE.    See  Inflame. 


ENGAGE,  en-g&i':  From  3'^, 'droM,  "to  pledge," 
Jer  30  21,  AV  "Who  is  this  that  engaged  his 
heart?";  RV  "he  that  hath  had  boldness?";  RVm 
Heb  "hath  been  surety  for  his  heart?" 

BN-GAnNIH,  en-gan'im  (D*'!?  ^7,  'engannlm, 
"spring  of  gardens"): 

(1)  A  town  in  the  territory  of  Judah,  named  with 
Zanoah  and  Eshtaol  (Josh  10  34).  It  ia  probably 
identical  with  the  modem  Umtn  Jina,  S.  of  W/idy 
et-^ar6r,  not  far  from  Zanoah  (Zanil'a). 

(2)  A  town  in  the  lot  of  Issachar  (Josh  19  21), 
assigned  to  the  Gershonite  Levites  (SI  29).  In 
1  Ch  6  73  it  ia  replaced  by  Anem.  It  probably 
corresponds  to  the  Ginnea  of  Jos  {Ant,  XX,  vi, 
1;  BJ.  Ill,  iii,  4),  and  may  certainly  be  identified 
with  the  modem  Jenln,  a  prosperous  village  on  the 
soudiem  edge  of  the  plain  of  £^raelon,  with  beau- 
tiful gardens,  fruitful  orchards  and  plentiful  supplies 
of  water  from  the  local  springs.  W.  Ewino 

BN-GBDI,  en'ge-dl,  en-gS'dl  0"!J  yS,  'in  gedhl, 
"fountain  ot  the  kid"):  Identical  with  the  present 
Ain  Jidi.  According  to  2  Ch  30  2  it  is  the  same 
as  Haiason-tamar,  mentioned  in  Gen  11  7  as 
occupied  by  the  Amoritcs  and  as  having  been 
attacked  by  Chedorlaomer  after  leaving  Kadesh  and 
El  Paran  on  hie  way  to  the  Vale  of  Siddim.  The 
place  is  mtuated  upon  the  W.  shore  of  the  Dead  Sea 
about  midway  between  the  N.  and  the  S.  ends,  and 
was  included  m  the  territory  of  Judah  (Josh  IG  62). 
The  spot  is  rendered  attractive  by  the  verdure 
clothing  it  by  reason  of  immense  fountains  of  warm 
weXer,  80°  F.,  which  pour  out  from  beneath  the  lime- 
stone cliffs.  In  the  time  of  Solomon  (Cant  1  14) 
palms  and  vines  were  cultivated  here.  Jos  also 
mentions  its  beautiful  palm  groves.  In  the  time 
of  Euaebius  it  was  still  a  place  of  importance,  but 
since  the  Middle  Ages  it  has  been  almost  de8crtF<l, 
being-  occupied  now  only  by  a  few  Arabs.  The 
oasis  occupies  a  small  area  a  few  hundred  feet  above 
the  Dead  Sea  marked  by  the  650  ft.  sedimentary 


streams,  Wady  Sugeir  and  Wady  et-Areyek,  descend 
on  either  side  tlu«ugh  precipitous  rocky  ^rgen 
from  the  uninhabitable  wilderness  separating  it 
from  Bethlehem  and  Hebron.  It  was  in  the  caves 
opening  out  from  the  sidee  of  these  gorges  that 
David  took  refuge  from  Saul  (1  S  34  1).  During 
the  reign  of  Jehoshaphat  (2  Ch  20  2),  the  children 
of  Ammon,  Moab  and  Mt.  Seir  attempted  to  invade 
Judah  by  way  of  En-gedi,  but  were  easily  defeated 
as  they  came  up  from  the  gorges  to  occupy  the 
advantageous  field  of  battle  choeen  by  Jehosht^hat, 
Georqe  Frederick  Wriort 
ENGINE,  en'jin  (2  Ch  SB  15;  Ezk  36  0;  I 
Mace  S  51;  18  43f).    See  Sieqb. 

ENGLISH,  ii^'glish,  VERSIONS,  vflr'shuns: 

1-  TiitroducUiry 

The  Bible  [□  Anglo-Saxon  and  Norman  Times 

John  WyclHTe 

How  Far  Was  the  14tb-CenCury  Venlon  Wj'cUBe's 

From  Wycline  to  Tyndale 

William  TyndaJe 

Miles  Goverdale 

Matthew's  Bible 

Richard  Tavernor 

The  Great  Bible  (Cranmer'a  Bible) 

Eeoctlon.  1541-57 

Edward  VI 

Mary 

The  Geneva  Bible  (the  "  Broechee  Bible") 

The  Bishops'  Bible 

Rhetms  and  Duuol  Version 

The  Authortied  VerslaD 

The  Apocrypha 

Further  Revfalona 

Ea^Ush  Revised  Version 

American  Revised  Veraloo 

Has  the  RV  Displaced  the  AV? 

English  Versions  of  the  Scriptures.— The  battle 
for  vernacular  Scripture,  the  right  of  a  nation  to 

have  the  sacred  writings  in  its  own 
1.  Intro-  tongue,  was  fought  and  won  in  Eng- 
ductory  land.     Ancient  VSS,  such  as  the  Syr 

and  the  Gothic,  were  produced  to 
meet  obvious  requirements  of  the  teacher  or  the 
missionary,  and  met  with  no  opposition  from  any 
quarter.  The  same  was  the  case  with  the  efforts 
of  the  Anglo-Saxon  church  to  provide  portJons  of 
Scripture  tor  the  use  of  the  people.  Even  in  later 
times  the  Lat  church  seems  to  have  followed  no 
consistent  poHcy  in  permitting  or  forbidding  the 
tr  of  the  Scriptures.  In  one  country  the  prac- 
tice was  forbidden,  in  another  it  was  regarded 
with  forbearance  or  permitted  under  auuiority 
(Addis  and  Arnold,  Catfwlic  DUlionary,  London, 
1884,  art.  "Bible");  and  so  it  came  about  that  the 
different  nations  of  Europe  came  by  the  inestimable 
boon  of  an  open  Bible  in  different  ways.  Ger- 
many, for  example,  after  the  attempts  of  numerous 
translators  who  seem  to  have  been  quite  untram- 
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meled  in  their  work  owed,  under  Providence,  to  the 
faith,  the  intrepidity  and  the  genius  of  Luther  the 
national  version  which  satisfied  it  for  more  than 
three  centuries,  and,  after  a  recent  and  essentiallv 
conservative  revision,  satisfies  it  still.  In  England, 
as  related  below,  things  took  a  different  course.  In 
the  Reformation  period  the  struggle  turned  mainly 
on  the  question  of  the  tr  of  the  Bible. 

The  clergy  and  learned  men  had  always  of  course 
access  to  me  Scriptures  in  the  Vulg^  a  tr  of  the 
originjEd  Scriptures  into  Xat  completed 
2.  The  by  Jerome  at  the  very  beginning  of  the 

Bible  in  5th  cent.;  and  from  this  version — ^the 
Anglo-  Vulg— practically  all  further  tr*  were 

Saxon  and  made  till  the  days  of  Luther.  Within  a 
Norman  century  or  little  more  after  the  landing 
Times  of  Augustine  in  England  and  his  settle- 

ment at  Canterbury  (597  AD)  Caed- 
mon,  a  monk  of  Whitby,  produced  (670)  his  metrical 
version  of  the  Bible,  hardly  indeed  to  be  reckoned 
a  version  of  the  Scriptures  in  the  ordinarv  sense, 
though  it  paved  the  wav  for  such.  Bede  of  Jarrow 
(672-735)  tr<*  the  Creecl  and  the  Lord's  Prayer  and, 
according  to  the  beautiful  letter  of  his  pupil,  Cuth- 
bert,  breathed  his  last  on  the  completion  of  his  tr 
of  the  Gospel  of  John  into  the  language  of  the  people. 
AldheUn,  oishop  of  Sherborne  in  the  county  of  Dorset 
(d.  709).  tr^  the  Psalter  in  another  tr  with  which  the 
name  ot  King  Alfred  is  associated;  and  the  other 
efiforts  of  that  ruler  to  spread  the  knowledge  of  the 
Scriptures  among  his  people  are  well  known.  Notice, 
too,  should  be  taken  of  the  glosses.  ''The  fjLoas, 
says  Eadie  (English  Bible,  I,  14,  n.),  "was  neither  a 
free  nor  yet  a  literal  tr,  but  the  interlinear  insertion 
of  the  vernacular,  word  i^ainst  word  of  the  original, 
so  that  the  order  of  the  former  was  really  irrespec- 
tive of  idiom^  and  usage."  The  finest  example  of 
these  is  seen  in  the  Lindisf  ame  Gospels,  which  were 
written  in  Lat  about  the  year  700,  and  provided  with 
an  interlinear  tr  about  950  by  Aldred,  the  priest. 
These  with  a  version  of  a  considerable  section  of  the 
OT  by  JBlfric,  archbishop  of  Canterbury  about  the 
year  990,  comprise  the  main  efforts  at  Bible  tr  into 
Eng.  before  the  Norman  Conquest.  In  Anglo- 
Saxon  there  b  no  proof  of  the  existence  of  anv  tr 
of  the  complete  Bible,  or  even  of  the  complete  NT. 
The  sectional  VSS,  moreover,  cannot  be  shown  to 
have  had  any  influence  upon  succeeding  VSS.  ^  For 
nearly  three  centuries  after  the  Conquest  the  inters 
relations  of  the  dififerent  sections  of  the  people  and 
the  conditions  of  the  lang[uage  prevent^  any  real 
literary  progress.  The  period,  however,  was  marked 
by  the  appearance  of  fragmentary  tr*  of  Scripture 
into  Norman  French.  From  some  Augustinian 
monasteiy,  too,  in  the  north  of  the  East  Midland 
district  of  England,  about  the  yeax  1200,  appeared 
the  Ormulumy  a^  curious  metrical  work  of  some 
20.000  lines,  consisting  of  a  paraphrase  of  the  Gos- 
pel of  the  day  and  an  explanatory  homily  for  32 
days  of  the  year.  Like  the  work  of  Caedmon  the 
monk,  it  was  not  exactly  Bible  tr,  but  it  doubtless 
prepared  the  way  for  such.  Three  VSS  of  the 
Psalter,  naturally  always  a  favorite  portion  of 
Scripture  with  the  translator,  are  assigned  to  the 
first  half  of  Wycliflfe's  century.  The  reformer 
himself  in  one  of  his  tracts  urges  a  tr  of  the  Bible 
to  suit  the  humbler  classes  of  society,  on  the  plea 
that  the  upper  classes  already  have  their  version 
in  French.  It  was  only  in  the  long  and  splendid 
reign  of  Edward  III  (1327-77),  when  the  two  races 
that  had  existed  in  the  country  since  the  Conquest 
were  perfectly  united,  that  the  predominance  of 
Englian  asserted  itself,  and  the  growth  of  the  power 
and  of  the  mental  activity  of  the  people  instinc- 
tively demanded  a  new  form  of  expression.  The 
century  of  Wycliffe,  it  is  to  be  remembered,  was 
also  that  of  Langland,  Gower  and  Chaucer. 


Bom  in  Yorkshire  about  the  year  1320,  Wycliffe 

was  educated  at  Balliol  CoUege,  Oxford,  of  which 

he  soon  became  a  Fellow  and  was  for 

3.  John  a  ehort  time  Master,  resigning  the 
Wycliffe        latter  position  in  the  year  1361  on  his 

presentation  to  a  living  in  Lincoln- 
shire. He  died  at  Lutterworth  in  Leicestershire 
in  1384.  It  was  during  the  last  quarter  of  his  life 
that  he  came  forward  a^  a  friend  of  the  people  and 
as  a  prolific  writer  on  their  behalf.  Notwithstand- 
ing the  external  glory  of  the  rei^  of  Edward  III, 
there  was  much  in  the  ecclesiastical  and  social  cir- 
cumstances of  the  time  to  justify  popular  discon- 
tent. The  Pope  derived  from  England  alone  a 
revenue  larger  than  that  of  any  prince  in  Christen- 
dom. The  nobles  resented  the  extortion  and  pre- 
tensions of  the  hi^er  clergy;  and,  according  to 
Green.  "I^e  enthusiasm  of  the^  Friars,  who  in  the 

Erececung  century  had  preached  in  praise  of  poverty, 
ad  utterly  died  away  and  left  a  crowd  of  impudent 
mendicants  behind  it."  The  Black  Death,  ''the 
most  terrible  plague  the  world  ever  witnessed,"  fell 
in  the  middle  of  the  century  and  did  much  further 
to  embitter  the  already  bitter  condition  of  the  poor. 
In  France  things  were  no  better  than  in  Enf^and, 
and  the  Turk  had  settledpermanently  in  Europe. 
It  is  not  wonderful  that  Wycliffe  began,  aa  is  said, 
his  version  of  the  NT  with  the  Book  of  Rev.  '  With 
his  social  teaching  the  present  art.  is  not  specially 
concerned.  It  probably  involved  no  more  than  the 
inculcation  of  tne  inherently  democratic  and  level- 
ing doctrines  of  Christianity,  though  some  of  the 
lizards,  like  the  Munster  peasants  in  the  German 
Reformation,  associated  it  with  dangerous  social- 
istic practice.  In  any  case  the  application  of  Chris- 
tianity to  the  solution  of  social  problems  is  not  in 
any  age  easy  to  effect  in  practice.  His  tracts  show 
(Eadie,  I,  59  ff)  that  it  was  from  what  Wycliffe  had 
felt  the  Bible  to  be  to  himself  that  there  sprang  his 
strong  desire  to  make  the  reading  of  it  possible  for 
his  countiymen.  To  this  was  due  the  first  Eng. 
version  of  the  Bible.  To  this  also  was  likewise  due 
the  institution  of  the  order  of  "poor  priests"  to 
spread  the  knowledge  of  the  Bible  as  widely  as 
possible  throughout  the  country. 

There  is  some  uncertainty  as  to  the  exact  share 

which  Wycliffe  had  in  the  production  of  the  14th 

cent,  version.    The  tr  of  the  NT  was 

4.  How  far  finished  about  the  year  1380  and  in 
Was  the  1382  the  tr  of  the  entue  Bible  was 
Translation  completed,  the  greater  part  of  the  OT 
Wycliffe's  being  the  work  of  Nicholas  Hereford, 
Work?  one  of   the  reformer's   most  ardent 

supporters  at  Oxford.  The  work  was 
revised  on  thoroughly  sound  principles  of  criticism 
and  interpretation,  as  these  are  explained  in  the 
prologue  to  the  new  edition,  by  John  Purve3r,  one 
of  Wycliffe's  most  intimate  friends  during  the  latter 
part  of  his  life,  and  finished  in  1388.  ''Other 
scholars,"  says  Mr.  F.  G.  Kenyon.  of  the  British 
Museum^  ''assisted  him  in  his  work,  and  we  have 
no  certam  means  of  knowing  how  much  of  the  tr 
was  actually  done  by  himseS.  The  NT  is  attrib- 
uted to  him,  but  we  cannot  say  with  certainty  that 
it  was  entirely  his  own  work"  (Our  Bible  and  the 
Ancient  Manuscripta,  200,  3d  ed.  London,  1898). 
This  entirely  corresponds  with  tne  position  taken 
up  by  Forshall  and  Madden,  the  editors  of  the  Kreat 
Oxford  edition  of  Wy cliff e's  version  issued  in  4Taz^e 
quarto  vols  in  1850.  ^  That  work  was  undert.^en  to 
honor  Wycliffe  and  in  some  measure  to  repa^  Eng- 
land's indebtedness  to  the  reformer.  The  editors 
were  men  of  the  first  literarjr  rank;  they  spent  22 
years  upon  this  work;  and  it  is  recognized  as  a  credit 
at  once  to  the  scholarship  and  research  of  Oxfoi^d  and 
of  England.  Its  honest  and  straightforward  Intro- 
duction answers  by  anticipation  by  far  the  greater 
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Sart  of  the  criticisms  and  claims  put  forth  by  Dr. 
rasquet  (Our  Old  English  Bible  and  Other  Easaya, 
London,  1898;  2d  ed,  1908).  The  claim  is  made 
that  the  work  published  in  Oxford  in  1850  is  really 
not  Wycliffe's  at  all  but  that  of  his  bitterest  oppo- 
nents, the  bishops  of  the  English  church  who  repre- 
sented the  party  of  Rome.  Gasquet's  work  on  this 
subject  is  mainly  worthy  of  notice  on  account  of  his 
meritorious  research  in  other  departments  of  the 
English  Reformation.  His  arguments  and  state- 
ments are  met  by  Kenyon  (op.  cit.,  204^).  The 
controversy  is  further  noticed  in  The  Age  of  Wy- 
diffe,  by  G.  M.  Trevelyan  (2d  ed,  London,  1908), 
a  work  which  cannot  bcf  too  highly  praised  for 
its  deep  research,  its  interesting  exposition  and  its 
cordial  appreciation  of  the  reformer  and  his  works. 
"Nothing,'*  sa>rs  Trevelyan  (Appendix,  361),  "can 
be  more  damning  than  the  licenses  to  particular 
people  to  have  Eng.  Bibles,  for  they  distinctly  show 
that  without  such  licenses  it  was  thought  wrong  to 
have  them.''  The  age  of  printing,  it  is  to  be  remem- 
bered, was  not  yet. 

The  Wvcliffe  Bible  was  issued  and  circulated  in 
copies  each  of  which  was  written  by  the  hand.  About 
170  copies  of  this  manuscript  Bible  are  still  in  exist- 
ence. They  form  a  striking  proof  of  what  England 
and  the  world  owe  to  the  faith,  the  courage  and  the 
labor  of  John  WycHffe  and  his  "poor  priests." 

It  is  a  remarkable  fact  that  before  the  year  1500 

most  of  the  countries  of  Europe  had  been  supplied 

with  a  version  of  the  Scripturespnnted 

5.  From  in  the  vernacular  tongue,  while  England 
Wydiffe  to  had  nothiiu;  but  the  scattered  copies  of 
Tjmdale        the  Wycliffe  MS  version.    Even  Cax- 

ton,  eager  as  was  his  search  for  works  to 
translate  and  to  print,  while  he  supplied  priests  with 
service-books,  preachers  with  sermons,  and  the  clerk 
with  the  "Golden  Legende,"  left  tne  Scriptures 
severely  alone.  Nor  was  there  a  printed  Eng.  ver- 
sion, even  of  the  NT,  for  close  on  half  a  century 
after  Caxton's  death,  a  circumstance  largely  due  to 
the  energy  of  the  Tuaor  dictatorship  and  the  severity 
of  the  Arundelian  Constitutions  enacted  by  Con- 
vocation at  Oxford  in  the  year  1408  against  Wvcliffe 
and  his  work.  These  enactments  forbade  "upon 
pain  of  the  greater  excommunication  the  imauthor- 
ised  tr  of  any  text  of  the  Scriptures  into  Endish 
or  any  other  tongue  by  way  of  a  book,  pamphlet, 
treatise  or  the  reading  of  such."  Meanwhile  the 
st'Udy  of  the  new  learning,  including  that  of  the 
ori^nal  languages  of  Scripture,  though  generally 
resisted  by  the  clergy,  was  greatly  promoted  by  the 
invention  of  printing. 

Erasmus,  perha()s  the  chief  representative  name 
of  the  new  age  in  the  domain  of  learning^  was  pro- 
fessor of  Greek  at  Cambridge  from 

6.  William  1509  to  1524.  and  in  the  2d  year  of 
Tjmdale        his  professorsnip  William  Tyndale,  an 

Oxford  student  in  the  26th  year  of 
his  age,  migrated  to  Cambridge  to  study  Greek. 
Ten  years  later  Tyndale  returned  to  his  native 
county — Gloucestershire — to  take  up  a  private  tutor- 
ship and  there  formed  the  determination  which  be- 
came the  one  fixed  aim  of  his  hfe — to  put  an  ET,  not 
of  the  Vulg  but  of  the  original  Gr  and  Heb  Scrip- 
tures, into  the  hands  of  his  countrymen.  "If  God 
spared  him  life,"  he  said,  "ere  many  years  he  would 
cause  a  boy  that  driveth  a  plough  to  know  more 
of  the  Scriptures  than  the  Pope  did."  Erasmus  at 
Cambridge  had  uttered  a  similar  aspiration.^  "He 
boldly  avows  his  wish  for  a  Bible  open  and  intelli- 
gible to  all 'I  long  for  the  day  when  the 

husbandman  shall  sing  to  himself  portions  of  the 
Scriptures  as  he  follows  the  plou^,  when  the  weaver 
shall  hum  them  to  the  time  of  his  shuttle,  when  the 
traveller  shall  while  away  with  their  stories  the 
weariness  of  his  journey' "  (Green,  History  of  the 


English  PeopU,  1st  ed,  308).  In  1522  Tyndale  went 
to  London  to  try  to  find  a  patron  for  his  work  in 
Tunstall,  bishop  of  London,  who  had  studied  Gr 
with  Latimer  at  Padua  ana  was  one  of  the  most 
noted  humanists  of  the  day.  To  show  himself  ca- 
pable for  the  work,  Tyndale  took  with  him  to  London 
a  version  of  a  speech  of  Isocrates.  But  the  Bishop 
of  London's  service  was  full;  and  after  spending  a 
year  with  a  friendly  alderman  in  London,  "at  last," 
ne  says  in  the  Preface  to  his  Five  Books  of  Moses, 
"I  understood  not  only  that  there  was  no  room  in 
my  Lord  of  London's  palace  to  translate  the  NT, 
but  also  that  there  was  no  place  to  do  it  in  all  Eng- 
land." He  left  the  coimtry  and  never  retiirned  to 
it.  He  spent  the  remaining  twelve  years  of  his  life 
in  exile  and  for  the  most  part  in  great  hardship, 
sustained  by  steady  labor  and  by  the  one  hope  oi 
his  life — the  giving  to  his  countrymen  of  a  reuable 
version  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  in  their  own  tongue. 
He  went  first  to  Hamburg,  and  there,  as  it  seems, 
issued  in  the  year  1524  versions  of  Mt  and  Mk 
separately,  with  marginal  notes.  Next  year  he 
removed  to  Cologne,  and  arranged  for  the  printing 
of  the  complete  NT,  the  tr  of  wmch  he  accomplished 
alone^  from  the  study  of  the  Gr  text  of  Erasmus  in 
its  original  and  revised  editions  and  by  a  comparison 
of  these  with  the  Vulg  and  several  European  vernac- 
ular VSS  which,  as  already  stated,  had  anticipated 
that  of  England.  The  story  of  the  interruption 
by  Cochlaeus  of  the  actual  work  of  printing,  and  of 
his  warning  the  King  and  Wolsey  of  the  impending 
invasion  of  En^and  by  Lutheranism^  reads  like  a 
romance.  His  mterference  resulted  m  the  prohi- 
bition by  the  city  authorities  of  the  printing  of  the 
work  and  in  the  sudden  flight  of  l^dale  and  his 
assistant,  Joye,  who  sailed  up  the  Rhine  with  the 
precious  sheets  already  printed  of  their  3,000  quarto 
edition  to  Worms,  the  city  of  the  famous  Laet  in 
which  Luther  four  years  before  had  borne  his  testi- 
mony before  the  Emperor.  The  place  was  now 
Lutheran,  and  here  the  work  of  prmting  could  be 
carried  out  in  security  and  at  leisure.  To  baffle  his 
enemies,  as  it  seems,  a  small  octavo  edition  was  first 
printed  without  glosses;  then  the  quarto  edition  was 
completed.  The  "pernicious  Uterature"  of  both  edi- 
tions, without  name  of  the  translator,  was  shipped 
to  England  early  in  1526;  and  by  15^0  six  editions 
of  the  NT  in  English  (three  surreptitiously)  were 
distributed,  numbering,  it  is  computed,  15,000 
copies.  The  unfavorable  reception  of  Tyndale's 
work  by  the  King  and  the  church  authorities  may 
in  some  measure  be  accounted  for  by  the  excesses 
which  at  the  moment  were  associated  with  the  Ref- 
ormation in  Germany,  and  by  the  memories  of  Lol- 
lardism  in  connection  with  the  work  of  Wycliffe. 
So  vehement  was  the  opposition  at  any  rate  to 
Tyndale's  work,  and  so  determined  the  zeal  in 
buying  up  and  burning  the  book,  that  of  the  six 
editions  above  mentioned  there  "remains  of  the 
first  edition  one  fragment  only;  ....  of  the  second 
one  copy,  wanting  the  title-page,  and  another  very 
imperfect;  and  oT  the  others^  two  or  three  copies 
which  are  not  however  satisfactorily  identified" 
(Westeott,  History  of  the  English  Bibles  45,  London, 
1868).  Meanwhile  T3mdale  took  to  working  on  the 
OT.  Much  discussion  has  taken  place  on  the  ques- 
tion whether  he  knew  Heb  (see  Eadie^  I,  209  ff). 
Tyndale's  own  distinct  avowal  is  that  it  was  from 
the  Heb  direct  that  such  tr  of  the  OT  as  he  accom- 

{)lished  was  made.  Very  early  in  1531  he  pub- 
ished  separately  VSS  of  Gen  and  Dt,  and  in  the 
following  year  the  whole  of  the  Pent  in  one  volume, 
with  a  preface  and  marginal  glosses.  In  1534  ap- 
peared the  Book  of  Jon,  with  a  prologue;  and  in  the 
same  year  a  new  version  of  the  NT  to  counteract 
one  made  by  Joye  from  the  Vulg.  This  has  been 
described  by  Westeott  (op.  cit.,  185)  as  "altogether 
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Tyndale's  noblest  monument/'  mainly  on  account 
ot  its  short  and  pregnant  glosses.  ''Bengel  himself 
is  not  more  terse  or  pointed/'  A  beautifully  illumi- 
nated copy  of  this  edition  was  struck  o£f  on  vellum 
and  presented  to  Queen  Anne  Bole3m;  and  an  edi- 
tion of  his  revised  NT  was  printed  in  London — 
"The  first  volume  of  Holy  Scripture  printed  in 
England'' — ^in  1536,  the  year  of  the  Queen's  death. 
Tyndale  had  for  some  time  lived  at  Antwerp,  enjoy- 
ing a  "considerable  yearlv  exhibition"  from  the 
EnglUh  merchants  there;  but  his  enemies  in  Eng- 
land were  numerous,  powerful  and  watchful.  Li 
1534  he  was  betrayed  and  arrested;  and  after  an 
imprisonment  of  nearly  a  year  and  a  half  at  the 
castle  of  Vilorde,  about  18  miles  from  Brussels, 
he  was  strangled  and  then  burned  in  1536,  the  same 
year  as  that  of  the  death  of  the  Queen.  The  last 
days  of  the  hero  and  martyr  may  have  been  cheered 
by  the  news  of  the  printmg  of  his  revised  edition 
of  the  NT  in  England. 

Miles  Coverdale,  who  first  gave  England  a  com- 
plete and  authorized  version  of  the  Bible,  was  a 

younger  contemporary  of  Tyndale. 
7.  Miles  Tyndale  was  a  year  younger  than 
Coverdale     Luther,  who  was  bom  in  1483,  and 

Coverdale  was  four  years  younger  than 
Tyndale.  Bom  in  the  North  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
he  found  his  way  to  Cambridge  at  the  time  when 
Erasmus  was  professor  of  Gr,  and  appears  at  an 
early  date —how  is  not  known — ^to  have  got  into 
the  good  graces  of  CnimweU,  the  "malleus  mo- 
nachorum."  factotum  and  secretary  to  Wolsey,  and 
later  on  the  King's  principal  abettor  in  his  efforts 
to  render  the  Church  of  England  thorou^ly  na- 
tional, if  not  to  an  equal  extent  Protestant.  Adopt- 
ing the  liberal  party  in  the  church,  he  held  Lutheran 
or  evangeUcal  views  of  religion,  cast  off  his  monas- 
tic habit,  and,  as  Bale  says,  gave  himself  up  whoUy 
to  the  preaching  of  the  gospel.  He  is  foimd  in  1527 
in  intimate  connection  with  More  and  Crumwell 
and  probably  from  them  he  received  encourage- 
ment to  proceed  with  a  tr  of  the  Bible.  In  1528  ne 
was  blamed  before  Tunstall,  bishop  of  London,  as 
having  caused  some  to  desert  the  mass,  the  con- 
fessional and  the  worship  of  im^es;  and  seeking 
safety,  he  left  England  lor  the  Continent.  He  is 
said  by  Foxe  to  have  met  Tyndale  at  Hamburg  in 
1529,  and  to  have  given  him  some  help  in  the  tr  of 
the  Pent.  An  uncertainty  hangs  over  Coverdale's 
movements  from  1529  to  1535,  a  period  during 
which  much  was  happening  that  coiud  not  fail  to 
be  powerfully  changing  opinion  in  England.  The 
result  of  the  Assembly  held  at  Westminster  by 
Warham  in  May,  1530,  and  of  the  Convocation 
held  under  his  successor,  Cranmer,  in  December, 
1534,  was  that  in  the  latter  it  was  petitioned  that 
"his  Majesty  would  vouchsafe  to  decree  that  the 
sacred  Scriptures  should  be  tr**  into  the  Ens.  tongue 
by  certain  nonest  and  learned  men,  named  for  that 
puroose  by  his  Majesty,  and  should  be  delivered 
to  the  people  according  to  their  learning."  Crum- 
well, meanwhile,  who  had  a  shrewd  forecast  of  the 
trend  of  affairs,  seems  to  have  arranged  with  Cover- 
dale  for  the  printing  of  his  tr.  However  this  may 
be,  by  the  year  1534  "he  was  ready,  as  he  was  de- 
sired, to  set  forth"  (i.e.  to  print)  his  tr;  and  the 
work  was  finished  in  1535.  And  thus,  "as  the  har- 
vest springs  from  the  seed  which  germinates  in 
darkness,  so  the  entire  Eng.  Bible,  tr**  no  one 
knows  where,  presented  itself,  unheralded  and 
unanticipated,  at  once  to  national  notice  in  1535" 
(Eadie,  I,  266).  It  is  declared  on  the  title-page  to 
be  "faithfully  and  truly  translated  out  of  Douche 
and  Latyn  into  Englishe:  MDXXXV."  Cover- 
dale's  own  statements  about  his  work  leave  the  im- 
pression that  he  was  a  conspicuously  honest  man. 
Unlike  Tyndale  who  regarded  himself  as,  in  a  way,  a 


prophet,  with  his  work  as  a  necessity  Divinely  laid 
upon  him,  Coverdale  describes  that  he  had  no  par- 
ticular desire  to  undertake  the  work — and  how  he 
wrought,  as  it  were,  in  the  language  of  these  days, 
under  a  committee  from  whom  he  took  his  instruc- 
tions and  who  "required  him  to  use  the  Douche  [i.e. 
the  German]  and  the  Latyn."  He  claims  further  to 
have  done  the  work  entirely  himself,  and  he  cer- 
tainly produced  a  new  version  of  the  OT  and  a 
revised  version  of  the  NT.  He  used,  he  says, 
five  sundry  interpreters  of  the  original  languages. 
These  interpreters  were,  in  all  probability,  the 
Vulg,  Luther's  version,  the  Zurich  or  Swiss-German 
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Bible,  the  Lat  version  of  Pa^inus,  and  he  certainly 
consulted  Tyndale  on  the  Pent  and  the  NT.  H^e 
successfully  studied  musical  effect  in  his  sentences 
and  many  of  the  finest  phrases  in  the  AV  are  directly 
traced  to  Coverdale.  His  version  of  the  Pss  is 
that  which  is  retained  and  is  still  in  daily  use  in  the 
ritual  of  the  Church  of  England.  Two  new  editions 
of  Coverdale's  version  were  issued  in  1537  "with 
the  King's  most  gracious  license,"  and  after  this 
the  Eng.  Bible  was  allowed  to  circulate  freely. 
Certain  changes  in  the  title-page,  prefaces  and 
other  details  are  discussed  in  the  works  mentioned 
at  the  end  of  this  article. 

Convocation  meanwhile  was  not  satisfied  with 

Coverdale's  tr,  and  Coverdale  himself  in  his  honest 

modesty  had  expressed  the  hope  that 

8.  Mat-  an  improved  tr  should  follow  his  own. 
thaw's  Accordingly  in  1537 — ^probably  at  the 
Bible             suggestion  of,  and  with  some  support 

from,  Crumwell  and  certainly  to  hia 
satisfaction — ^a  large  foUo  Bible  appeared,  as  edited 
and  dedicated  to  the  King,  by  Thomas  Matthew. 
This  name  has,  since  the  days  of  Foxe,  been  held 
to  be  a  pseudonym  for  John  Rogers,  the  proto- 
martyr  of  the  Marian  persecution,  a  Cambridge 
graduate  who  had  for  some  years  lived  in  intimacy 
with  IVndale  at  Antwerp,  and  who  became  the 
possessor  of  his  MS  at  his  aeath.  Besides  the  NT, 
Tyndale,  as  above  mentioned,  had  published  tr* 
of  the  Pent,  the  Book  of  Jon,  and  portions  of  the 
Apoc,  and  had  left  a  MS  version  of  Josh  to  2  Ch. 
Rogers,  apparently  taking  all  he  could  find  of  the 
work  of  Tyndale,  supplemented  this  by  the  work  of 
Coverdale  and  issued  the  composite  volume  with 
the  title,  "The  Bible,  which  is  all  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures, in  which  are  contayned  the  Olde  and  Newe 
Testaments,  truely  and  purely  translated  into  Eng- 
lish by  Thomas  Matthew.  Esaye  I,  Hearken  to, 
ye  heavens,  and  thou  earthy  geave  eare:  for  the 
Lord  speaketh.  MDXXXVlI."  After  the  banning 
and  burning  of  Tyndale's  NT  on  its  arrival  in  Eng- 
land 11  years  before,  it  is  not  easy  to  account  for 
the  royal  sanction  with  which  the  tr  appeared.  It 
was  probably  granted  to  the  imited  efforts  of  Cran- 
mer and  Crumwell,  aided  perhaps  bv  the  King's 
desire  to  show  action  independent  of  the  church. 
The  royal  sanction,  it  will  be  noted,  was  given  in 
the  same  year  in  wtiich  it  was  given  to  Coverdale's 
second  edition.  That  version  became  the  baais  of  our 
present  Bible.  It  was  on  Matthew's  version  that  for 
75  years  thereafter  all  other  versions  were  based. 

Matthew's  first  edition  of  1,500  copies  was  soon 

exhausted,  and  a  new  edition  was  issued  with  some 

revision  by  Richard  Taverner,  a  cul- 

9.  Richard  tivated  young  la3nnan  and  lawyer  who 
Tftvemer       had  in  his  early  years  been  selected  by 

Wolsey  for  his  college  at  Oxford.  He 
was  imprisoned  in  its  cellar  for  reading  Tyndale's 
NT;  but  he  was  soon  released  for  his  singular 
musical  accomplishments.  He  was  an  excellent 
Grecian,  of  good  literary  taste  and  of  personal  dig- 
nity. For  the  OT  curiously  enough  he  made,  good 
Grecian  as  he  was,  no  use  of  the  Sept;  but  tkrough- 
out  aimed  successfully  at  idiomatic  expression,  as 
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also  at  compression  and  vividness.  Some  of  his 
changes  are  kept  in  the  AV,  such  as  "parables''  for 
"simiUtudes,"  and  in  Mt  84  12,  "The  love  of  the 
many  shall  wax  cold/'  and  others.  He  also  does 
greater  justice  to  the  Gr  article.  His  dedication 
to  the  king  is  manly  and  dignified  and  compares 
most  favorably  with  the  dedications  of  other  trans- 
lators, including  that  of  the  AV.  The  book  ap- 
peared in  two  editions,  foho  and  quarto,  in  1539, 
and  in  the  same  year  two  editions,  folio  and  quarto, 
of  the  NT.  The  Bible  and  the  NT  were  each  re- 
printed once,  and  his  OT  was  adopted  in  a  Bible  of 
1551 .  But  with  these  exceptions  Taverner's  version 
was  practically  outside  of  influence  on  later  tr". 

The  next  Bible  to  appear  was  named  from  its  size* 
Its  pages  are  fully  15  m.  long  and  over  9  in.  broad. 

It  was  meant  to  be  in  a  way  a  state 
10.  The  edition,  and  is  known  as  the  Great 
Great  Bible  Bible.    As    sufficiently     good     type, 

paper  and  other  requisites  could  not 
be  found  in  England,  it  was  resolved  that  it  should 
be  printed  in  Paris.  Coverdale  and  Grafton,  the 
printer,  went  to  Paris  to  superintend  the  printing* 
but  the  French  church  authorities  interfered  and 
the  presses,  types  and  workmen  had  to  be  trans- 
ferred to  London  where  the  work  was  finished.  It 
was  the  outcome  of  the  Protestant  zeal  of  Crum- 
well  who  wished  to  improve  upon  the  merely  com- 
posite volume  of  Tyndale  and  Coverdde.  Its 
origin  is  not  very  accurately  known,  and  authori- 
ties such  as  Hume,  Burnet  and  Froude  have  ven- 
tured upon  statements  regarding  it,  for  which  there 
is  really  no  proof  (E^adie,  I,  356  ff).  The  duty  of 
editor  or  reviser  was  by  Crumwell  assigned  to  Cover- 
dale  who,  as  a  phant  man  and  realty  interested  in 
the  improvement  of  the  Eng.  version,  was  quite 
willing  to  undertake  a  work  that  mi^t  supersede 
his  own.  The  rapiditjy  with  which  the  work  was 
executed  and  the  proofs  of  the  minute  care  devoted 
to  it  by  Coverdale  may  appear  remarkable  to  those 
who  are  acquainted  with  the  deliberate  and  leburely 
methods  of  the  large  committee  that  produced  the 
AV  in  the  reign  of  King  James  or  the  RV  in  the 
reign  of  Queen  Victoria.  Of  course  Coverdale  had 
been  over^  all  the  work  before  and  knew  the  points 
at  which  improvements  were  to  be  applied;  and  a 
zealous  and  expert  individual  can  accomplish  more 
than  a  committee.  ^  Luther  tr^  the  NT  and,  aSter 
revising  his  work  with  Melanchthon,  had  it  printed 
and  published  in  less  than  a  year.  The  printing 
of  the  Great  Bible  began  in  May,  1538^  and  was 
completed  in  April,  1539,  a  handsome  folio,  printed 
in  black  letter,  with  4he  title,  "The  Byble  in  Eng- 
lyshe,  that  is  to  say,  the  contents  of  all  the  holy 
scripture,  bothe  of  the  olde  and  newe  testament, 
trulv  translated  after  the  veryte  of  the  Hebrue  ana 
Greke  textes,  by  the  dylygent  studye  of  dy  verse  ex- 
cellent learned  men,  expert  in  the  forsayde  tongues. 
Prjmted  by  Rychard  Urafton  and  Edward  Whit- 
church. Cum  priirilegio  ad  imprimendum  solum. 
1539."  The  elaborate  notes  for  which  asterisks 
and  various  other  marks  are  provided  were  never 
supplied;  but  the  actual  tr  shows  devoted  attention 
to  the  work  and  much  fine  appreciation  of  the  orig- 
inal languages  and  of  English.  In  the  NT  the 
version  derived  assistance  from  the  Lat  version  of 
Erasmus,  and  in  the  OT  from  Munster  and  Pagni- 
nus.  Variations  in  the  text  could  of  course  be  got 
from  the  Complutensian  Polyglot.  The  Great  Bible 
shows  considerable  improvement  upon  Tyndale  in 
the  NT,  and  upon  Coverdale  in  the  OT.  "So  care- 
ful," says  Eadie  (I,  370),  "had  been  Coverdale's 
revision  and  so  little  attachment  had  he  to  his  own 
previous  version,  that  in  the  53rd  chapter  of  Isaiah 
the  Bible  of  1539  differs  in  nearly  forty  places  from 
his  version  of  1535."  The  clergy  of  course  had  no 
love  for  Crumwell  and  still  less  for  his  work,  though 


to  avert  clerical  prejudices,  Coverdale  had  made 
concessions  in  his  tr.  The  work  was  cordially  wel- 
comed by  the  people,  and  a  copy  was  orderecf  to  be 
Erinted  for  every  parish  church,  the  cost  to  be  paid 
alf  by  the  parson  and  half  by  the  parishioners.  A 
further  revision  of  this  version  was  carried  out  by 
Coverdale  for  a  second  edition  which  appeared  in 
April,  1540,  and  is  known  as  Cranmer's  Biole,  mainly 
from  the  judicious  and  earnest  preface  wnich  the 
archbishop  wrote  for  it.  "It  exhibits  a  text  formed 
on  the  same  principles  as  that  of  1539,  but  after  a 
fuller  and  more  thorough  revision"  (Westcott,  254). 
Two  other  editions  followed  in  the  same  year  and 
three  more  in  the  year  following  (1541). 

After  the  publication  of  the  Great  Bible  (1539- 

41)  no  further  advance  took  place  for  many  years. 

The  later  years  of  Henry  VIII  indeed 

11.  Reac-  were  marked  by  serious  reaction.  In 
tion.  1542  Convocation  with  the  royal  con- 
154i-67         sent    made    an  attempt,   fortimately 

thwarted  by  Cranmer,  to  Latinize 
the  Eng.  version  and  to  make  it  in  reality  what  the 
Romish  version  of  Rheims  subsequently  became. 
In  the  following  year  Parliament,  which  then  prac- 
tically meant  the  King  and  two  or  three  members 
of  the  Privy  Council^  restricted  the  use  of  the  Eng. 
Bible  to  certain  social  classes  that  excluded  nine- 
tenths  of  the  population;  and  three  years  later  it 
prohibited  the  use  of  everything  but  the  Great  Bible. 
It  was  probably  at  this  time  that  there  took  place 
the  great  destruction  of  all  previous  work  on  the 
Ene.  Bible  which  has  rendered  examples  of  that 
work  so  scarce.  Even  Tunstall  and  Heath  were 
anxious  to  escape  from  their  responsibility  in  lend- 
ing their  names  to  the  Great  Bible.  In  the  midst 
of  this  reaction  Henry  VIII  died^  Januaryr  28,  1547. 
No  new  work  marked  the  reign  of  Edward  VI, 
but  great  activity  prevailed  in  the  printing  of  pre- 
vious VSS.    Thirty-five  New  Testa- 

12.  Edward  ments  and  thirteen  Bibles  were  pub- 
VI  lished  durins  his  reign  of  six  years  and 

a  half;  ana  injunctions  were  issued 
urging  every  person  to  read  "the  verv  lively  Word  of 
God"  and  for  a  copy  of  the  Great  Bible  with  the  Eng. 

Paraphrase  of  Erasmus  to  be  set  up  in  every  church. 
>y  royal  order  a  NT  was  to  be  sold  for  22d.,  a  sum 
representing  as  many  shilUngs  of  present  value. 

Less  repressive  work  regarding  the  tr  and  diffu- 
sion of  ^ripture  than  nught  have  been  expected 
occurred  in  the  reign  of  Mary,  though 

13.  Mary      in  other  directions  the  reaction  was 

severe  enough.  According  to  Lord 
Burghley,  during  the  three  years  and  nine  months 
of  Mary's  reign,  the  number  of  400  persons  perished 
— men,  women,  maidens  and  children — by  impris- 
onment, torment,  famine  and  fire.  Among  the 
martyrs  were  Cranmer  and  Rogers;  Coverdale 
escaped  martyrdom  only  by  exile  and  the  powerful 
intervention  of  the  king  of  Denmark.  The  copies 
of  the  Bibles  in  the  churches  were  of  course  burned; 
and — though  individual  tr*  were  not  specified — 
proclamations  were  issued  against  certain  books 
and  authors.  Still  the  books  were  not,  as  formerly, 
bouj^t  up  and  confiscated;  and  so  the  activitv 
of  Edward's  reign  in  the  production  of  Bibles  left 
copies  widely  distributed  throughout  the  country 
at  the  close  of  Mary's  reign.  At  this  iiim  a  NT 
was  printed  at  Geneva  which  had  great  influence 
upon  future  VSS  of  the  Bible. 

This  NT  was  issued  in  1557  and  was  most  prob- 
ably the  work  of  W.  Whittingham,  an  English  exile 

who  had  married  Calvin's  sister.    It 

14.  The  was  tr^  from  the  Gr  and  compared 
Geneva  carefully  with  other  VSS.  It  had 
Bible  also  a  marginal   commentary  which 

was  more  complete  than  anything 
similar  that  had  yet  appeared  in  England;  and  it 
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was  the  first  tr  that  was  printed  in  roman  letter 
and  in  which  chapters  were  divided  into  verses. 
Calvin  wrote  for  it  an  introductory  epistle,  and  it 
had  also  an  address  b^  the  reviser  himself.  A  few 
months  after  its  publication  the  more  serious  task 
of  the  revision  of  the  whole  Bible  was  begun  and 
continued  for  the  space  of  two  years  and  more,  the 
translators  working  at  it  ''day  and  night/'  Who 
the  translators  were  is  not  said;  but  Whittingham, 
probably  with  Gilby  and  Sampson,  stayed  at  Geneva 
for  a  year  and  a  half  after  Elizabeth  came  to  the 
throne,  and  saw  the  work  through.  It  was  finished 
in  1560,  and  in  a  dignified  preface  was  dedicated  to 
Elizabeth.  The  cost  was  met  by  members  of  the 
Congregation  at  Geneva,  amonff  whom  was  John 
Bodley,  father  of  the  founder  of  the  great  library 
at  O^cford.  Its  handy  form — a  modest  quarto — 
along  with  its  vigorously  expressed  commentary, 
made  it  popular  even  with  people  who  objected  to 
its  source  and  the  occasional  Calvinistic  tinge  of  its 
doctrines.  It  became  and  remained  the  popular 
edition  for  nearly  three-quarters  of  a  century.  The 
causes  of  its  popularity  are  explained  in  Westcott, 
125  f .  Bodley  had  received  the  patent  for  its  pub- 
lication; and  upon  his  asking  for  an  extension  of  the 
patent  for  twelve  years,  the  reauest  was  gener- 
ously granted  by  Archbishop  Parker  and  Gnndly, 
bishop  of  London,  though  tne  Bishops'  Bible  was 
abready  begun. 

The  "Breeches  Bible" — ^The  Geneva  version  is 
often  called  the  ''Breeches  Bible''  from  its  tr  of 
Gen  8  7:  "They  sewed  figleaves  together,  and 
made  themselves  breeches."  This  tr,  however,  is 
not  peculiar  to  the  Genevan  version.  It  is  the  tr 
of  perUdmata  in  both  the  Wycliffe  VSS;  it  is  also 
found  in  Caxton's  version  of  the  "Golden  Legende." 
Queen  Elizabeth,  the  beginning  of  whose  reign 
was  beset  with  great  difiiculties,  restored  the  ar- 
rangements of  Edward  VI.  A  copy 
16.  The  of  the  Great  Bible  was  required  to  be 
Bishops'  provided  in  every  church,  and  every 
Bible  encouragement  was  given  to  the  read- 

ing of  the  Scriptures.  The  defects  of 
the  Great  Bible  were  admitted^  and  were  the  not 
unnatural  result  of  the  haste  with  which — ^notwith- 
standing its  two  revisions — ^it  had  been  produced. 
These  became  more  apparent  when  set  beside  the 
Geneva  version,  which,  however,  the  archbishop  and 
clergy  could  hardly  be  expected  to  receive  with 
enthusiasm,  as  they  had  haa  nothing  to  do  with  its 
origin  and  had  no  control  over  its  renderings  and 
marginal  notes.  Archbishop  Parker,  moreover, 
who  had  an  inclination  to  Bib.  studies,  had  at  the 
same  time  a  passion  for  uniformity;  and  probably 
to  this  combination  of  circumstances  may  be  traced 
the  origin  of  the  Bishops'  Bible.  Parker  super- 
intendd  the  work,  which  was  begun  in  1563-64; 
he  was  aided  b^  eight  bishops — ^from  whom  the 
version  received  its  name — and  other  scholars.  It 
appeared  in  a  magnificent  volume  in  1568,  without 
a  word  of  flattery,  but  with  a  preface  in  which  the 
revisers  express  a  lofty  consciousness  of  the  impor- 
tance of  their  work.  It  was  published  in  1568  cum 
prwilegio  regiae  Maiestaiis.  A  revised  and  in  many 
places  corrected  edition  was  issued  in  1572.  and 
another  in  1575,  the  year  of  the  archbishop's  death. 
The  general  aim  of  the  version  is  a  quaint  literality, 
but  aJong  with  this  is  found  the  use  of  not  a  few 
explanatory  words  and  phrases  not  found  in  the 
onginal  text.  More  exact  notice  also  than  in  pre- 
vious VSS  is  taken  of  the  use  of  the  Gr  art.  and  of 
the  particles  and  conjunctions.  It  bears  marks, 
however,  of  the  hand  of  the  individual  translators 
by  whom  the  work  was  done;  and  of  the  want  of  the 
revision  of  each  translator's  work  bv  the  rest,  and 
of  some  general  revision  of  the  whole.  The  Gene- 
van version  was  the  work  of  collegiate  labor,  to 


which  much  of  its  superiority  is  due.  Though 
Parker  did  not  object  to  the  circulation  of  the  Ge- 
nevan version.  Convocation  after  his  death  made 
some  unsuccessful  attempts  to  popularize  the 
Bishops'  Bible;  but  the  Genevan  tr  was  not  eacdly 
thrust  aside.  "It  grew,"  says  Eadie  (II,  35),  "to 
be  in  greater  demand  than  the  Bishops'  or  Cran- 
mer's.  Ninety  editions  of  it  were  published  in  the 
reini  of  Elizabeth,  as  against  forty  of  all  the  other 
VSS.  Of  Bibles,  as  distinct  from  New  Testaments, 
there  were  twenty-five  editions  of  Cranmer's  ana 
the  Bishops',  but  sixty  of  the  Genevan." 

The  production  of  an  official  version  of  the  saered 

Scriptures  for  Eng.  Roman  Catholics  was  probably 

due  more  to  rivalry  with  the  Reformers 

16.  Rheims  than  to  any  great  zed  of  the  authori- 
and  Douai  ties  of  the  Roman  church  for  the  spread 
Version  of  vernacular  Scripture:  though,  ac- 
cording to  the  Arunaelian  Consti- 
tution above  mentioned,  it  was  only  to  the  printing 
and  reading  of  unauthorized  tr*  that  objection  was 
then  taken  by  the  Rom  authorities.  But  if  there 
was  to  be  a  special  version  for  Catholics,  it  was 
clearly  reasonable  that  the  work  should  be  done  by 
Catholics  and  accompanied  by  Catholic  explana- 
tions. This  was  undertaken  by  some  Eng.  Catholic 
scholars  who.  on  the  success  of  the  Reformation  in 
England,  had  left  the  country  and  settled  at  Douai 
in  the  N.E.  of  France,  with  a  short  transference  of 
their  seminary  to  Rheims.  The  version  was  prob- 
ably produced  under  the  influence  of  (Cardinal) 
Allen  and  an  Oxford  scholar,  Gregory  Martin.  It 
was  made  from  the  Vulg,  the  Bible  of  Jerome  and 
Augustine,  and  not,  like  the  Protestant  VSS,  from 
the  Heb  and  Gr  originals.  The  NT  was  issued  from 
Rheims  in  1582  and  the  OT  from  Douai  in  1609. 
The  main  objection  to  the  version  is  the  too  close 
adherence  of  the  translators  to  the  words  of  the 
original  and  the  too  great  Latinizing  of  the  Eng., 
so  that  their  tr  "needs,"  as  Fuller  said,  "to  be  tr^'' 
Still  they  have  a  few  words  which  along  with  a  few 
Latinisms  were  adopted  by  the  translators  of  the 
AV,  such  as  "upbraideth  not,"  "bridleth  his  tongue," 
"at  his  own  charges,"  and  others;  and  they  nave 
the  special  merit  of  preserving  uniformity  of  render- 
ing. The  tr  met  with  no  great  success  and  the 
circulation  was  not  large. 

The  AV  owed  its  ori^  to  a  chance  remark 

regarding  mistranslations  in  the  existing  VSS  made 

at  the  Hampton  Court  Conference, 

17.  The  a  meeting  of  bishops  and  Puritan 
Authorized  cler^  held  (1604)  in  the  interest  of 
Version         reUgious  toleration  before  James  was 

actually  crowned.  The  meeting  was 
ineffectual  in  all  points  raised  by  the  Puritans,  but 
it  led  to  the  production  of  the  Eng.  Bible.  Dr. 
Reynolds,  president  of  Corpus  Christi  College, 
Oxford,  protbably  with  some  reference  to  the  rivalry 
between  the  Bishops'  Bible  and  the  Genevan  ver- 
sion, remarked  on  the  imperfections  of  the  current 
Bibles.  The  remark  was  not  very  enthusiastically 
received  except  by  the  King,  who  caught  eagerly 
at  the  suggestion  of  a  fresh  version,  "professing 
that  he  could  never  yet  see  a  Bible  well  translated 
in  English,"  and  blaming  specially  the  Genevan 
version,  probably  on  accoimt  of  the  pointed  char- 
acter of  its  marginal  notes.  Probably  with  the 
aid  of  the  universities,  the  King  without  delay 
nominated  the  revisers  to  the  number  of  fifty-four 
from  among  the  best  Heb  and  Gr  scholars  of  the 
day.  Only  47  actually  took  part  in  the  work  which, 
however — officially  at  least — ^they  were  in  no  hurry 
to  beginj  for,  although  named  in  1604  and  with  all 
the  preliminaries  arranged  before  the  end  of  that 
year,  they  did  not  begin  their  work  till  1607.  Their 
remuneration  was  to  be  by  church  preferment,  for 
which  the  archbishop  was  to  take  measures.    The 
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immediate  expenses,  the  King  suggested,  should  be 
supplied  by  the  bishops  and  chaptera  who,  however, 
did  not  respond.  "King  James  version  never  cost 
King  James  a  farthing,"  says  Eadie  (II,  153  f),  who 
here  gives  some  interesting  information  on  this 
aspect  of  the  revision.  They  wrought  in  six  com- 
panies of  which  two  met  respectively  in  Westmin- 
ster, Cambridge  and  Oxford.  Elaborate  rules,  given 
in  full  in  most  histories  of  the  Bible,  were  laid  down 
for  the  revisers'  guidance,  the  King  being  particularly 
insistent  upon  Rule  9,  which  provided  for  the  re- 
vision of  tne  work  of  each  Company  by  the  rest. 
When  any  Company  had  finished  the  revision  of  a 
book,  it  was  to  be  sent  to  all  the  rest  for  their  criti- 
cism and  suggestions,  ultimate  differences  of  opinion 
to  be  settledat  a  general  meeting  of  each  Company. 
Learned  men  outside  the  board  of  revisers  were  to 
be  invited  to  give  their  opinions  in  cases  of  special 
diflSculty. 

One  of  the  Cambridge  Companies  was  specially 

appointed  to  revise  the  Apoc,  in  which  considerable 

license  was  taken,  as  the  seven  mem- 

18.  The  bers  composing  the  Company  had 
Apocrypha    probably  no  very  firm  behef  m  the 

mspiration  of  its  books.  The  marginal 
notes,  too,  are  freer  in  character  than  those  of  the 
OT.  By  the  early  translators,  Tyndale  and  Cover- 
dale,  the  Apoc  was  simply  accepted  as  part  of  the 
heritage  of  the  church;  it  had  a  place  likewise  in  the 
Great  Bible,  the  Bishops'  Bible  and  most  even  of 
the  Genevan  copies.  But  by  the  middle  of  the  17th 
cent,  opinion  even  in  the  Church  of  England  had 
changed  regarding  it,  and  it  was  about  this  time  that 
Bibles  began  to  oe  printed  having  the  canonical 
books  only.  The  Apoc  is  now  hardly  at  all  printed 
otherwise  than  separately  (note  also  aJiould  be  taken 
of  the  treatment  of  the  Apoc  in  the  RV,  as  stated 
below). 

Impressed  with  the  importance  of  their  task,  the 
revisers  worked  strenuously  at  it  for  two  years; 
and  nine  months  more  were  devoted  to  revision  by 
a  special  committee  consisting  of  two  members  from 
each  center,  and  in  1611  the  result  of  the  work  ap- 
peared. It  is  liot  wonderful  that  the  work  was 
described  by  a  contemporary  entitled  to  give  a 
judgment  on  it  (Selden,  Table  Talk)  as  "the  best 
tr  in  the  world" — a  verdict  that  later  opinion  has 
abundantly  ratified.  It  was  the  cbpestone  of  a 
work  on  which  90  years  of  solid  labor  had  by  differ- 
ent hands  been  expended,  and  it  was  done  by  half 
a  hundred  of  the  foremost  scholars  of  the  day  who 
knew  Heb  and  Gr,  and  who  also  knew  Eng.  For 
three  centuries  it  has  grown  in  popular  esteem,  and 
it  is  justly  regarded  as  one  of  the  best  possessions 
and  one  oi  the  most  unifying  influences  of  the  widely 
scattered  English-speaking  race. 

On  the  title-page  as  issued  in  1611  the  version 
is  described  as  "newly  translated  out  of  the  original 
tongues"  and  as  "appointed  to  be  read  in  churches," 
two  statements  not  easy  to  reconcile  with  the  actual 
facts.  The  first  rule  for  the  revisers'  guidance  pro- 
vided that  the  work  was  to  consist  in  a  revision  of 
the  Bishops'  Bible:  it  was  not  said  that  it  was  to  be 
a  new  tr.  There  is,  further,  no  sanction  of  the  ver- 
sion by  King,  Parliament,  Convocation  or  Privy 
Council.  LiKe  Jerome's  version  twelve  centuries 
before,  it  was  left  to  find  acceptance  as  best  it  might 
by  its  owTi  intrinsic  merit. 

Already  in  the  days  of  the  Commonwealth  pro- 
posals were  made  for  a  new  version;  but  though 
several  meetings  were  held  of  a  com- 

19.  Further  mittee  appointed  by  Parliament  for 
Revisions      the  purpose  in   1657,  nothing   came 

of  the  movement  (Lewis,  History  of 
Tran8lalion8f  354).  For  nearly  half  a  century  the 
chief  rival  of  the  AV  was  the  Geneva  Bible  which 
was  in  wide  private  use.    Formal  revision  was  not 


undertaken  again  till  the  reign  of  Queen  Victoria. 
But  between  1611  and  the  date  of  the  recent  revi- 
sion not  a  few  small  alterations  had  been  silently 
introduced  into  the  AV,  as  was  indeed  only  to  be 
expected  if  the  changes  in  the  orthography  of  the 
language  were  to  be  correctly  representee!  on  the 
printed  page.  Advancing  hterary  criticism,  too,  and 
minute  linguistic  study  showed  that  since  the  days 
of  the  revisers  many  words  had  changed  their  mean- 
ing, and  that  verbal  inaccuracies  and  a  few  less 
venial  errors  could  be  proved  in  the  revisers'  work. 
But  what  probably  weighed  most  with  scholars  in 
inducing  them  to  enter  upon  a  new  version  was 
the  extraordinary  increase  that  since  the  last  re- 
vision had  taken  place  in  our  knowledge  of  the  Heb 
text  and  more  especially  of  the  Gr  text  of  Scripture. 
Important  MSS  nad  been  brought  to  light  of  which 
the  17th-cent.  revisers  knew  nothing,  and  scholars 
had  with  minute  care  examined  and  compared  all 
the  early  copies  of  the  Scripture  studies  which, 
without  altering  the  main  import  of  the  gospel 
story,  were  shown  to  have  considerable  importance 
on  the  actual  words  and  sometimes  on  the  meaning 
of  the  text.  After  much  discussion  of  the  subject 
in  special  volumes  and  in  the  leading  magazines 
and  reviews  of  Britain  and  America,  there  was  a 
general  agreement  among  scholars  that  a  fresh 
version  was  advisable. 

The  history  of  the  Eng.   revision  is  given  at 

length  in  the  preface  to  the  ERV  of  the  NT.    It 

originated   with  the   Convocation  of 

20.  English  Canterbury  of  the  Church  of  England 
Revised  in  the  year  1870,  when  a  committee 
Version         of   16  members  was  appointed  with 

power  to  add  to  its  numbers.  By  this 
committee  invitations  to  join  it  were  issued  to  the 
outstanding  Heb  and  Gr  scholars  of  the  country, 
irrespective  of  religious  denomination,  and  eventu- 
ally two  Companies  were  formed,  one  for  the  OT 
and  one  for  the  NT,  consisting  each  of  27  members, 
in  which  all  the  churches  of  the  country  were  repre- 
sented, the  Roman  Catholics  alone  excepted,  and 
Dr.  Newman  had  been  invited  to  join  the  NT 
committee.  The  churches  of  America  were  also 
invited  to  coSperate,  and  this  they  did  by  forming 
two  Companies  corresponding  to  the  British  with 
due  provision  for  the  mutual  comparison  of  results 
and  suggtotions.  Where  the  suggestions  from 
America  were  not  accepted  by  the  British  revisers, 
they  were  recorded  in  an  appendix  to  the  published 
volume.  The  names  of  the  revisers  and  the  rules 
and  principles  laid  down  for  the  procedure  of  both 
Companies  will  be  found  in  Eadie  (II,  481  ff).  The 
NT  was  published  in  May,  1881;  the  work  occupied 
the  Company  for  about  40  days  in  each  year  for  10 
years.  The  OT  revision  occupied  the  Company 
for  792  days  in  a  period  of  14  years.  The  entire 
Bible  was  published  in  May,  1885.  It  did  not 
include  the  Apoc,  a  revision  of  which  was  issued 

separately  in  1895.    This  was  under- 

21.  Ameri-  taken,  not  by  Convocation,  but  by  the 
can  Revised  University  Presses,  a  special  Company 
Version         being  formed  for  the  purpose  from  the 

OT  and  NT  Companies.  For  Amerit 
CAN  Revised  Version  see  separate  article.  On 
Revised  Version  see  also  Bible. 

The  RV  has  been  before  the  English-speaking 
world  for  a  quarter  of  a  century  and  it  can  hardly 

be  said  with  safety  that  it  has  as  yet 

22.  Has  made  any  progress  in  displacing  the 
the  RV  AV  in  public  esteem.  Of  course  as 
Displaced  much  could  be  said  for  the  AV  in  its 
theAV?         day.    It   was   very   slow  in   gaining 

acceptance  with  the  people:  and  yet 
unreasoning  affection  for  its  very  words  and  phrase- 
ology is  now  one  of  the  main  obstacles  to  the  accept- 
ance of  an  admittedly  more  scientifically  based 
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original  text  and  a  more  correct  and  not  displeasing 
rendering  of  the  same.  A  large  number  of  the 
changes  are  certainly  not  such  as  appeal  strongly 
to  popular  sympathy.  "The  Gr  text  of  the  NT  of 
1S81  nos  been  estimated  to  differ  from  that  of  1611 
in  no  leas  than  5,788  readings,  of  which  about  a 
quarl«r  are  held  notably  to  modify  the  subject- 
matter;  though  even  of  these  only  a  small  propor- 
tion can  ije  considered  as  of  first-rate  importance" 
(Kenyon,  239).  On  the  other  hand  Heb,  and  eap. 
the  cognate  Semitic  languages,  are  now  a  great 
deal  better  known  than  before  1611,  and  consider- 
able improvement  ia  noticeable  in  the  bringing  out 
of  the  meaning  in  the  poetical  and  prophetical  books. 
The  RV  contains  the  best  results  of  the  scholarship 
of  the  Victorian  age  and  cannot  fail  to  be  regarded 
aa  of  the  greatest  utility  to  the  reader  and  student 
of  the  AV^  In  the  religious  life  the  mind  is  essen- 
tially conservative,  and  nothing  but  time  will  show 
whether  the  undoubted  merite  of  the  RV  ore  such 
as  to  outweigh  the  claims  of  sentiment  and  affection 
with  which  the  AV  is  held.  See  further  Aubri- 
CAN  Revised  Version. 

LiTBBATOBd. — Perhaps  the  moat  f»mplet«  work  oa  the 
subject  In  all  Its  Bspecu  is  that  b;  Dr.  Jobn  Eadie.  T\t 
Snalith  Bible:  an  Eittryial  and  CHl\asl  HiiIotu  of  t/i< 
"  -■■•--..  ^     ■■     .    ...70      BjadiB  waahlm- 

ime  of  ills  concluding 


the  Enellsh  NT."  He  U  &Iki  highly  appreciative  but 
Judldoualy  crttlc&l  of  Ms  predecessors  !□  tbe  aamo  Qold. 
o.ir.  M  I^nHi  r?™J.I.  Huloru  af  SiTtral  Trt  ol  the  Hoi], 
g.,  1731.  1818:  uid  Chrlnophor 
0/  iA>  Bnalieh  Bible.  2  vols,  J845. 
ekrlior  and  also  very  good  book  Is 
nv  af  the  HiUory  qI  the  Eneliih 
was  alBO  one  of  the  ravlsars  o( 
work  of  the  various  translators 
)  >ucce«lon  or  the  Cn.  A  good 
al  history  of  the  text  will  also  be 
!fc»  Bneliih  Bible  by  Dr.  Moulton. 
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•diner.     The  revision  of  the  A^* 
ature,  either  In  the  way  of  prep- 
dsm  of  It  when  carried  through. 
■  of  the  ravlsera  themselvee  con- 
may  be  meotioned  Eadle,  Elll- 
COtl.  Weatcott,  Humphry.  Newth   and    Kennedy;    nor 
should    Uie    Important    contributions    of    Archbishop 
Trencta  and  Deao  AUord,  though  ot  a  slightly  earlier 

" —   ■ 1-^.— J      —^-   . "-"p  revisers  also 

some  ot  the' 

i-and  Purpoe,. 

«  taken  also  of  the  Docu- 

pr^ared  by  that  cominlttee  tor  the  use  of  lu  members. 
J.  HnrcHiaoN 
ENGRAFT,    en-graft'    (Jas  1  21  AV,    RV    IM- 
PLANT [q.v.l). 

ENGRAVIHG,en-grav'ing.  SeeCARViNajCRAirrs. 


mentioned  alone  with  En-gannim  (Josh  19  21). 
It  is  probably  identical  with  K^r  AdOn,  a  village 
some  3  miles  W.  of  Jenln. 

EN-HAKKORB,  en-hak'6-re,  en-hak-S'rfi  (V? 
KTpn,  'gn  ho'lfdrg,  "spring  of  the  partridge"): 
Interpreted  (Jks  IS  10)  as  meaning  "the  spring  of 
him  that  calleo."     So  LXX;  xij7ij  toC  irtxahauiSrou. 

Eegt  tou  epikaUfum^noii.  The  spring  was  in  Lehi 
ut  the  Bit«  is  unknown. 

EN-HAZOR,  en-ha'zor  ("iTin  T?,  'Sn  AacSr; 
wrnrt  'Airdp,  pigt  Atdr):  A  city  in  the  territory  of 
Naphtaii  mentioned  along  with  Kedesh,  Edr«  and 
Iron  (Josh  19  37).  The  ancient  name  probably 
survives  in  that  of  Hailreh,  on  the  slopes  W.  ot 
Kedesh.  "En"  however  points  to  a  fountain,  and 
no  fountain  has  been  founa  here. 

ENIGMA,  ^nig'ma.    See  Games. 

ENJOIN,  en-join':  Its  usual  sense  is  "to  impose 
something,'*  as  a  command,  a  charge  or  a  direction. 
In  this  last  sense  it  ia  used  in  Job  36  23,  i.e.  "Who 
hath  directed?"  In  Est  »  31  it  means  "to  com- 
mand"; in  Philem  ver  8,  "to  order"  or  "direct." 

ENLARGE,    en-l5rj',    ENLARGEMENT,    en- 

larj'ment:  "To  enlarge"  is  very  frequently  used 
fig. ;  "God  enlarge  Japheth"  (Gen  9  27),  i.e.  "make 
him  a  great  nation'";  or  "Thou  hast  enlai^ed  my 
steps  imder  me"  (2  S  28  37),  i.e.  "Thou  hast  given 
me  HuccesB."  A  very  peculiar  use  of  "enlaree"  is 
found  in  AV  Ps  1  1:  "Thou  hast  enlarged  me" 
(RV  "set  me  at  large"),  i.e.  "Thou  hast  given  me 
freedom,  deliverance  from  distress."  "Our  heart 
is  enlarged"  {r\a.Tin>,  ptatiinU;  2  Cor  6  11),  and 
'Be  ye  also  enlarged"  (ver  13),  express  great  love 
'  -  arty  to  another.  See  also  IS? 
1  enlarged,"  i.e.  "full  of  jiraiae." 
.,     .  _,  broader"  (AV  "an  enlarging"). 

Enlargement,  AV  Est  t  14  from  n3^,  rdviak, 
"to  enlarge,"  "to  respite,"  is  rendered  "relief"  by 
RV  in  better  harmony  with  "deliverance"  with 
which  the  word  is  paired.  A.  L.  Bbbblich 

ENLIGHTEN,  en-llt"n: 

(1)  1"K.  'or,  "illumination"  in  every  sense,  used 
in  the  ordinary  sense  of  giving  natural  hght  (Ps 
97  4  AV;seeal8oEzr  9  8)  or  as  a  sign  of  health  and 
vigor  (1  8  U  27.29).  "His  eyes  were  enUghtr- 
ened,"  lit.  "became  bright."  He  had  become  weary 
and  faint  with  the  day's  exertions  and  anxieties, 
and  now  recovers  (see  Job  83  30  and  cf  Ps  13  3). 
Thus  in  sickness  and  grief,  the  eyes  are  dull  and 
heavy;  dying  eyee  are  glazed;  but  health  and  joy 
render  them  bnght  and  sparkling,  as  with  a  light 
from  within. 

(2)  In  Ps  IB  28  AV,  the  word  HS),  nSghah,  fig. 
describes  the  believer's  deliverance  from  the  gloom 
of  adversity  and  the  restoration  of  joy  in  the  knowl- 
edge of  God. 

(3)  Moat  frequently  the  terms  so  tr^  mean  the 

r'vihg  of  spiritual  hght  to  the  soul  (Ps  19  8;  Eph 
18,  *«if{ta,  pAoftte;  He  6  4;  10  32).  This 
spirituaj  enlightening  the  Spirit  of  God  brings  about 
through  the  Divine  word  (Ps  119  130;  2  Tim  8 
15;  2  Pet  1  19).  Sin  mars  the  intellectual  dis- 
cernment; "but  be  that  is  spirituc^  discemeth  all 
things"  (1  Cor  2  ISAVm).  M.  O.  Evans 

EN-HISHPAT,  en-mish'pat.    See  Kadbsh. 

ENMITY,  en'mi-ti  (rQi»,  'Sihah;  IxBp*,  ich- 
thra):  "Enmity"  (hate)  occurs  as  the  tr  of  '9)hSh 
in  Gen  3  15,  "I  will  put  enmity  between  tliee  and 
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the  woman,  and  between  thy  seed  and  her  seed," 
and  in  Nu  86  21.22,  where  the  absence  of  enmity 
on  the  part  of  the  man-«layer  modifies  the  judgment 
to  be  passed  on  him. 

In  the  NT  "enmity"  is  the  tr  of  echikra:  Lk  28  12; 
Rom  8  7^  "The  mind  of  the  flesh  is  enmity  against 
God."  Jas  4  4,  "The  friendship  of  the  world  is 
enmity  with  God"  (because  "the  world"  is  pre- 
ferred to  God):  in  Eph  2  15.16,  Christ  is  said  to 
have  "abolished  in  his  flesh  the  enmity,"  by  His  cross 
to  have  "slain  the  enmity,"  that  is,  the  opposition 
between  Jew  and  Gentile,  creating  in  Himself  "one 
new  man,  [so]  making  peace."  See  also  Abolish; 
Hate.  W.  L.  Walker 

ENNATAN,  en'a-tan  ('EwaTdv,  Ennatdn;  AV 
Eunatan  [a  misprint]):  One  of  Ezra's  messengers 
to  fetch  Levites  for  the  temple  service  (1  Esd  8 
44);  caUed  "Ehiathan"  in  Ezr  8  16. 

ENOCH,  6'nok  0\Sm,  hdndkh,  "initiated";  'Ev^Xi 
Hendch): 

(1)  The  eldest  son  of  Cain  (Gen  4  17.18). 

(2)  The  son  of  Jared  and  father  of  Methuselah, 
seventh  in  descent  from  Adam  in  the  line  of  Seth 
(Jude  ver  14).  He  is  said  (Gen  6  23)  to  have  lived 
365  years,  but  the  brief  record  of  his  life  is  comprised 
in  the  words,  "Enoch  walked  with  God:  and  he 
was  not;  for  God  took  him"  (Gen  6  24).  The 
expression  "walked  with  God"  denotes  a  devout 
life,  lived  in  close  communion  with  God,  while  the 
reference  to  his  end  has  always  been  imderstood, 
as  by  the  writer  of  He,  to  mean,  "By  faith  Enoch 
was  translated  that  he  should  not  see  death;  and 
he  was  not  found,  because  God  translated  him" 
(He  11  5).  See  further.  Apocalyptic  Literature, 
II,  i,  1.  A.  C.  Grant 

ENOCH  (CITY):  In  Gen  4  17  it  is  narrated 
that  Cain,  who  had  taken  up  his  abode  in  the  land 
of  Nod,  E.  of  Eden  (ver  16),  built  there  a  city,  and 
called  it  after  the  name  of  his  firstborn  son  Enoch. 
It  is  impossible  to  fix  more  d^nitely  the  localitv  of 
this  first  of  cities,  recorded,  as  Delitzsch  says  (Uene- 
818 J  in  loc),  as  registering  an  advance  in  civilization. 
The  "city"  would  be  a  very  simple  affair,  a  place 
of  protection  for  himself,  wife  and  household,  per- 
haps connected  with  the  fear  spoken  of  in  4  14. 

ENOCH,  ETHIOPIC,  e-thi-op'ik,  BOOK  OF. 
See  Apocalyptic  Literature. 

ENOCH,  SLAVONIC,  sla-von'ik,  BOOK  OF. 
See  Apocalyptic  Literature. 

ENOCH,  THE  BOOK  OF  THE  SECRETS  OF. 

See  Apocalyptic  Literature. 

ENORMITY,  e-n6r'mi-ti:  The  marginal  render- 
ing in  AV  of  Hos  6  9  for  "lewdness,"  and  in  RV  of 
Lev  18  17;  19  29;  20  14  for  "wickedness."  In 
each  case  it  is  the  tr  of  TVBJj  zimmdh,  meaning  origi- 
nally, "thought"  or  "plot,"  mostly  in  a  bad  sense, 
lewdness,  wickedness;  in  Lev  it  is  unnatural  wicked- 
ness— incest. 

ENOS,  5'nos,  ENOSH,  e'nosh  (»n3K,  '^osA, 
"mortal";  'EvAs,  Ends):  In  the  NT  (RV  and  AV) 
and  the  OT  (AV  except  1  Ch  1  1),  the  form  is 
Enos;  in  the  OT  (RV  and  1  Ch  1  1  AV),  the  form 
is  Enosh.  The  son  of  Seth  and  grandson  of  Adam 
(Gen  4  26;  6  6ff;  1  Ch  1  1;  Lk  8  38).  Enosh 
denotes  man  as  frail  and  mortal.  With  Enosh  a  new 
religious  development  began,  for  "then  began  men 
to  call  upon  the  name  of  Jeh"  (Gen  4  26).  There 
seems  to  be  an  implied  contrast  to  Gen  4  17  ff 
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which  records  a  development  in  another  depart- 
ment of  life,  represented  by  Enoch  the  son  of  Cain. 

S.  F.  Hunter 

ENQUIRE,  en-kwlr':  This  is  an  OE  word  now 
obsolescent.  It  is  common  in  AV.  In  ARV  it  is 
nearly  always  replaced  by  the  more  modern  "in- 
quire," a  few  times  by  "seek!'  and  "ask,"  once  by 
"salute"  (1  Ch  18  10).  With  this  one  exception 
in  the  OT  the  change  does  not  affect  the  meaning. 


"learned  exactly"  replaces  "inquired   diligently.'^ 
See  Inquire. 

EN.RIMMON,en-rim'on  (liTOn-^?,  'en^mml^, 
"the  fountain  of  Rimmon"  [see  Rimmon],  or  per- 
haps "the  spring  of  the  pomegranate";  >EpM|fc^, 
Eramdthy  'Pf|i|Uv,  Rhemmdn):  A  city  of  Judah 
(Josh  16  32),  "Ain  and  Rimmon";  ascribed  to 
Simeon  (Josh  19  7;  1  Ch  4  32^  "Am,  Rimmon"). 
In  Neh  11  29  mentioned  as  reinhabited  after  the 
Captivity.  Zee  14  10,  runs:  "All  the  land  shall 
be  made  like  the  Arabah,  from  Geba  to  Rimmon, 
south  of  Jerus."  It  must  have  been  a  very  south- 
erly place.  In  the  Onom  ("Erimmon")  it  is  de- 
scribed as  a  "very  large  village  16  miles  S.  of  Eleu- 
theropolis."  Kh.  Umm  er  Rumdmlnf  9  miles  N.  of 
Beersheba  is  the  usually  accepted  site.  See  PEF, 
398;  Sh  XXIV.  E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

EN-ROGEL,  en-r6'gel  (bjh  )^T,  'gn  rdghel; 
vy\y^  TwyiiX,  pegt  RhdgU;  meaning  uncertain,  but 
interpreted  by  some  to  mean  "the  spring  of  the 
fuller"): 

No  argument  from  this  meaning  can  be  valid  because 
(1)  it  is  a  very  doubtful  rendering  and  (2)  **  fulling"  vats 
are  common  in  the  neighborhooa  of  most  town  springs 
and  are  today  plentiful  at  both  the  proposed  sites.  G. 
A.  Smith  thinks  "spring  of  the  current,"  or  "stream," 
from  Syr  rogUlo,  more  probable. 

(1)  En-rogel  was  an  important  landmark  on  the 
boundary  between  Judah  and  Benjamin  (Josh  16 
7;  18  16).  Here  David's  spies,  Jonathan  and 
Ahimaaz,  hid  themselves  (2  S  17  17),  and  here 
(1  K  1  9)  "Adonijah  slew  sheep  and  oxen  and 
fatlings  bv  the  stone  of  Zoheleth^  which  is  beside 
En-roeel,"  when  he  anticipated  his  father's  death  and 
caused  himself  rebelliously  to  be  proclaimed  king. 

(2)  The  identification  of  this  important  landmark 
is  of  first-class  importance  in  Jerus  topography. 
Two  sites  have  been  proposed: 

(a)  The  older  view  identifies  En-rogel  with  the 
spring  known  variouslv  as  "the  Virgin's  Fount," 
^Ain  8iUi  Miriam  and  Ain  Umm  el  &rajy  an  intw- 
mittent  source  of  water  which  rises  in  a  cave  on  the 
W.  side  of  the  Kedron  valley  opposite  Siloam  (see 
Gihon).  The  arguments  that  tlus  is  the  one  Jerus 
spring  and  that  this  must  have  been  a  very  im- 
portant landmark  are  inconclusive.  The  strongest 
argument  for  this  view  is  that  put  forward  by  M. 
Clermont-Ganneau,  who  found  that  a  rough  rock 
surface  on  the  mountain  slope  opposite,  an  ascent  to 
the  village  of  Stlv>dn,  is  known  as  es  Zehwdeh^  a 
word  in  which  there  certainly  appears  to  linger  an 
echo  of  Zoheleth.  The  argument  is,  however,  not 
as  convincing  as  it  seems.  Firstly,  Zoheleth  was  a 
stone;  this  is  a  natural  rock  scarp;  such  a  stone 
might  probably  have  been  transferred  from  place  to 

glace.  Secondly,  it  is  quite  common  for  a  name  to 
e  transferred  some  miles;  instances  are  numerous. 
Thirdly,  the  writer,  after  frequent  inquiries  of  the 
feUaktn  of  Silwdn^  is  satisfied  that  the  name  is  by  no 
means  confined  to  the  rock  scarp  near  the  spring, 
but  to  the  whole  ridge  running  along  from  here  to, 
or  abnost  to,  Bir  EyyUb  itself.  The  strongest  argu- 
ment against  this  identification  is,  however,  that 
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there  are  so  much  stronger  reasons  for  identifying 
the  "Virgin's  Fount"  with  Gihon  (see  Oihon),  and 
that  the  two  springs  En-rogel  and  Gihon  cannot 
be  at  one  site,  as  is  clear  from  the  narrative  in 
1  K  1. 

(6)  The  view  which  places  En-rogel  at  Btr 
Eyyiib  in  every  wav  harmonizes  with  the  Bible 
data.  It  has  been  objected  that  the  latter  is  not  a 
spring  but  a  well.  It  is  today  a  well,  125  ft.  deep, 
but  one  with  an  inexhaustible  supply — ^there  must 
be  a  true  spring  at  the  bottom.  Probably  one 
reason  it  only  overflows  today  after  periods  of  heavy 
rain  is  that  such  enormous  quantities  of  d6bris 
have  now  covered  the  original  valley  bed  that  the 
water  cannot  rise  to  the  surface;  much  of  it  flows 
away  down  the  valley  deep  under  the  present  sur- 
face. The  water  is  brackish  and  is  impregnated 
with  sewage,  which  is  not  extraordinary  when  we 
remember  that  a  large  part  of  the  rock  strata  from 
which  the  water  comes  is  overlaid  by  land  con- 
stantly irrigated  with  the  city's  sewage. 

Although  the  well  may  itself  be  of  considerable 
antiquity,  there  is  no  need  to  insist  that  this  is  the 
excuA  posilion  of  the  original  spring  £n-rogel.  The 
source  mav  in  olden  times  have  arisen  at  some  spot 
in  the  valley  bottom  which  is  now  deeply  buned 
under  the  rubbish,  perhaps  under  the  southernmost 
of  the  irrigated  gardens  of  the  feUahtn  of  SUwdn. 
The  neighborhood,  at  the  junction  of  two  deep 
valleys — ^not  to  count  the  small  d  wddj  the  ancient 
Tyropceon — ^is  a  natural  place  for  a  spring.  There 
woula  appear  to  have  been  considerable  disturb- 
ance here.  An  enormous  amount  of  debris  from 
various  destructions  of  the  city  has  collected  here, 
but,  besides  this,  Jos  records  a  tradition  which 
appears  to  belong  to  this  neighborhood.  He  says 
(AtU.  IX,  X,  4)  that  an  earthquake  took  place  once 
at  Eroge — which  appears  to  be  En-rogel — ^when 
"half  of  the  mountain  broke  off  from  the  remainder 
on  the  W.,  and  rolling  4  furlongs,  came  to  stand  on 
the  eastern  moimtain  till  the  roads^  as  well  as  the 
king's  gardens,  were  blocked.''  It  is  sufficient  that 
En-rogel  is  to  be  located  either  at  Btr  EyyUib  or  in 
its  inunediate  neighborhood;  for  practical  purposes 
the  former  will  do.  En-rogel  was  an  important 
point  on  the  boundary  line  between  Judah  and 
benjamin.  The  line  passed  down  the  lower  end  of 
the  Kidron  vallev,  past  En-rogel  {Bir  EyyUh)  and 
then  up  the  Valley  of  Hinnom  (tVady  er  Rababi) 
— a  boundary  well  adapted  to  the  natural  con- 
ditions. 

With  regard  to  David's  spies  (2  S  17  17),  where- 
as the  Virgin's  Fount — ^the  great  source  of  the  city's 
water  supply  (see  Gihon)— just  below  the  city  walls 
(see  Zion)  was  an  impossible  place  of  hiding,  this 
lower  source,  out  of  sight  of  almost  the  whole  city 
and  removed  a  considerable  distance  from  its  near- 
est point,  was  at  least,  a  possible  place.  Further, 
the  facts  that  it  was  off  the  mam  road,  that  it 
afforded  a  supply  of  one  of  the  main  necessities  of 
life — water — and  that  there  were,  as  there  are 
today,  many  natural  caves  in  the  neighborhood, 
greatly  added  to  its  suitability. 

Here  too  was  a  most  appropriate  place  for  Adoni- 
jah's  plot  (1  K  1  9).  He  and  his  confederates 
dared  not  go  to  Gihon,  the  original  sacred  spring, 
but  had  to  content  themselves  with  a  spot  more 
secluded,  though  doubtless  still  sacred.  It  is  re- 
corded (1  K  1  40.41)  that  the  adherents  of  Solo- 
mon saluted  him  at  Gihon  (the  Virgin's  Fount)  and 
the  people  ''rejoiced  with  great  joy,  so  that  the 
earth  rent  with  the  sound  of  them.  And  AdonijaJi 
and  all  the  guests  that  were  with  him  [at  En-rogel] 
heard  it  as  they  had  made  an  end  of  eating."  The 
relative  positions  of  these  two  springs  allow  of  a 
vivid  reconstruction  of  the  narrative  as  do  no  other 
proposed  identifications.     The  two  spots  are  out  of  | 


sight  the  one  of  the  other,  but  not  so  far  that  the 
shout  of  a  multitude  at  the  one  could  not  be  carried 
to  the  other.  £.  W.  G.  Mabterman 

ENROLMENT,  en-rOl'ment.  See  Quirinius: 
Tax. 

ENSAMPLE,  en-sam'p'l.    See  Example. 

EN-SHEMESH,  en-she'mesh  (ID^W'Y? ,  '^ 
shemeshy  "spring  of  the  sim") :  An  important  land- 
mark on  the  boundary  line  between  Judah  and 
Benjamin  (Josh  16  7;  18  17).  The  little  spring 
^Ain  el  haudy  E.  of  Bethany,  the  last  spring  on  the 
road  descending  to  Jericho,  seems  to  smt  the  condi- 
tions. Min  elliatid  is  usually  called  the  "Apostles' 
Fountain"  by  Christians,  on  account  of  a  tradition 
dating  from  the  15th  cent,  that  the  apostles  drank 
there. 

ENSIGN,  en'sln.    See  Banner. 

ENSUE,  en-sQ':  Synonymous  with  "to  pursue," 
"ensue"  is  found  in  1  Fet  8  11  AV  as  a  tr  of 
SiibKw  didkOf  "to  follow  after,"  "to  pursue."  Also 
in  Jtn  9  5,  "such  as  ensued  after''^  (rd  fjxr^eira, 
id  metipeitaf  "the  things  that  follow"). 

ENTANGLE,  en-tan'g'l:  Found  but  5t  in  the 
Scriptures  (AV),  once  in  the  OT,  yet  most  signifi- 
cant as  illustrating  the  process  of  mental,  moraland 
spiritual  confusion  and  enslavement. 

(1)  Used  of  physical  entanglement,  as  in  the  mazes 
of  a  labyrinth  (tf'lSl,  bukh,  "to  involve,"  "be  per- 
plexed") .  At  Moses'  command  the  children  of  Israel, 
before  crossi&g  the  Red  Sea,  took  the  wrong  way  in 
order  to  give  Pharaoh  the  impression  that  they  were 
lost  in  the  wilderness  and  cause  him  to  say  "They 
are  entangled  in  the  land"  (Ex  14  3). 

(2)  Mental:  jro7td«Jw,  pagideildf  "to  entrap," 
"ensnare,"  with  words,  as  birds  are  cau^t  in  a 
snare;  cf  Eccl  9  12.  The  Pharisees  sought  to 
"entangle"  (RV  "ensnare")  Jesus  m  His  talk  (Mt 
22  15). 

(3)  Moral:  ifir\4Kv,  empUkd,  "to  inweave,"  hence 
intertwine  and  involve.  "A  |;ood  soldier  of  Jesus 
Christ,"  says  Paul,  does  not  "entangle  himself," 
i.e.  become  involved,  "in  the  affairs  of  this  life" 
(2  Tim  2  4).  Having  "escaped  the  defilements  of 
the  world,"  Christians  are  not  to  be  "again  en- 
tangled therein"  (2  Pet  2  20). 

(4)  SpirUtud:  ^>'^xw,  enSchd^  "to  hold  in,"  hence 
to  hold  captive,  as  a  slave  in  fetters  or  under  a 
burden.  Havink  experienced  spiritual  emancipa- 
tion, freedom,  through  Christ  from  bondage  to  sin 
and  false  religion  (Gal  6  1;  cf  4  8),  the  Gentiles 
were  not  to  become  "entangled  again  in  a  yoke  of 
bondage"  by  submission  to  mere  legal  require- 
ments, as  the  external  rite  of  circumcision. 

With  reference  to  the  thoroughness  and  irresist- 
ibleness  of  God's  judgments,  we  read  in  Nah  1  10, 
"For  entangled  like  thorns"  (AV  "while  they  be 
f olden  together  as  thorns"),  damp,  closely  packed 
and  intertwined,  "they  are  consumed  utterly  as  dry 
stubble"  (AV  "devoured  as  stubble  fully  dry"). 

DwiQHT  M.  Pratt 

EN-TAPPUAH,  en-tap'ft-a,  en-ta-ptt'a  (n^BP  "p?, 
'en  toppw«A;  irrj-rt  ea^AB,  pegt  Thaphlhdth,  "apple 
spring'') :  Probably  in  the  land  of  'Tappuah  which 
belonged  to  Manasseh.  although  Tappuah,  on  the 
border  of  Manasseh,  belongeato  Ephraim  (Josh 
17  7  f).  It  lay  on  the  border  of  Ephraim  which 
ran  southward  E.  of  Shechem,  and  is  probably  to 
be  identified  with  the  spring  at  Ffi«tZ/,  aoout  3  miles 
N.  of  Jjebonah. 

ENTREAT,  en-tret'.    See  Intreat. 
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ENVY,  en'vi  (H^Jp,  Un'dh;  liSKot,  zUos,  ♦O^vot, 
TMiAnoB):  "Envy,"  from  Lat  in,  "againat,"  and 
video,  "to  look,"  '^to  look  with  ill-will,'^ etc.  toward 
another,  is  an  evil  strondy  condemned  in  both  the 
OT  and  the  NT.  It  is  to  oe  distinguished  from  jeal- 
ousy. "We  are  jealous  of  our  own;  we  are  envious 
of  another  man's  possessions.  Jealousy  fears  to 
lose  what  it  has;  envy  is  pained  at  seeing  another 
have"  (Crabb's  Enq,  Synonyms).  In  the  OT  it  is 
the  tr  of  Ipin^dh  from  kdn&\  "to  redden,"  "to 
plow"  (Job  6  2  RV  "jealousy,"  m  "indignation"; 
m  Isa  26  11 RV  renders  "see  thy  zeal  for  the  people" ; 
Ptov  27  4,  etc);  the  vb.  occurs  in  Gen  26  14,  etc; 
Nu  11  29  AV;  Ps  106  16;  Prov  3  31,  etc;  in  the 
NT  it  is  the  tr  of  phthonos,  "envy"  (Mt  27  18; 
Rom  1  29;  Gal  6  21,  "envyings,"  etc);  of  zelas, 
"zeal,"  "jealousy,"  "envy"  (Acts  18  45),  tr<*  "envy- 
ing," RV  "jealousy"  (Rom  18  13;  1  Cor  3  3;  2  Cor 
12  20;  Jas  8  14.16);  the  vb.  vhthonSd  occurs  in 
Gal  6  26;  zeldo  in  Acts  7  9;  17  5,  RV  "moved 
with  jealousy";  1  Cor  18  4,  "charity  [RV  "k)ve"] 
envieth  not." 

The  power  of  envy  is  stated  in  Prov  27  4:  "Who 
IS  able  to  stand  before  envy?"  (RV  "jealousy");  its 
evil  effects  are  depicted  in  Job  6  2  (RV  "jealousy"), 
in  Prov  14  30  (RVm  "jealousy");  it  led  to  the  cru- 
cifixion of  Christ  (Mt  27  18;  Mk  16  10);  it  is  one 
of  "the  works  of  the  flesh"  (Gal  6  21;  cf  Rom  1  29: 
1  Tim  6  4) ;  Christian  believers  are  earnestly  wamea 
against  it  (Rom  13  13  AV:  1  Cor  3  3  AV;  Gal  6 
26;  1  Pet  2  1).  In  Jas  4  5  "envy"  is  used  in  a 
good  sense,  akin  to  the  jealousy  ascribed  to  God. 
Where  AV  has  "The  spirit  that  dwelleth  in  us  lust- 
eth  to  envy,"  RV  reads  "Doth  the  ^irit  which  he 
made  to  awell  in  us  long  imto  envying?";  ARVm 
"The  spirit  which  he  made  to  dwell  in  us  he  yeameth 
for  even  unto  jealous  envy";  cf  Jer  3  14;  Hos  2  19  f; 
or  ERVm  "Tliat  spirit  which  he  made  to  dwell  in  us 
yeameth  [for  us]  even  imto  jealous  envy."  This 
last  seems  to  give  the  sense;  cf  "Ye  adulteresses" 
(ver  4),  ARVm  **Thal  is,  who  break  your  marriage 
vow  to  God."  W.  L.  Walker 

EPASNETUS,  ep-e'ne-tus  ('Bira(>iTo«,  Epai- 
netos,  "praised") :  One  of  the  Christians  at  Rome  to 
whom  greetings  are  sent  by  Paul  (Rom  16  5).  All 
that  is  known  of  him  is  told  here.  Paul  describes 
him  as  (1)  "my  beloved."  (2)  "who  is  the  firstfruits 
oi  Asia  imto  Christ."  TR  has  "firstfruits  of  Achaia" 
but  this  wrong  reading  is  due  to  1  Cor  16  15.  He 
was  one  of  the  first  Christians  in  the  Rom  province 
of  A^. 

This  salutation  brings  up  the  question  of  the  des- 
tination of  vs  3-16,  for  it  is  argued  that  they  are 
addressed  to  the  church  in  Ephesus  owing  to  the 
fact  that  Prisca  and  Aquila  and  Epaenetus  are 
known  to  have  dwelt  in  Asia.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  are  more  than  20  others  in  this  list  who  are 
not  known  to  have  spent  any  time  in  Asia.  I^isca 
and  Aquila  had  once  dwelt  in  Rome  (Acts  18  2), 
and  there  is  nothing  unusual  in  an  Ephesian  dwell- 
ing in  the  capital  of  the  empire.  An  interesting 
discovery  was  made  in  Rome  of  an  inscription  in 
which  was  the  name  of  Epaenetus,  an  Ephesian. 

S.  F.  Hunter 

EPAPHRAS,  epVfras  CEira^pos,  Epaphrds) :  A 
contracted  form  of  Epaphroditus.  He  must  not, 
however,  be  confounded  with  the  messenger  of  the 
Philippian  community.  He  was  with  Paul  during 
a  part  of  his  1st  Rom  imprisonment,  joining  in 
Paul's  greetings  to  Philemon  (Philem  ver  23) .  Epar 
phras  was  the  missionary  by  whose  instrumentality 
the  Colossians  had  been  converted  to  Christianity 
(Col  1  7),  and  probably  the  other  churches  of  the 
Lycus  had  been  founded  by  him.  In  sending  his 
siuutation  to  the  Colossians  Paul  testified,  "He  nath 
much  labor  for  you,  and  for  them  in  Laodicea,  and 


for  them  in  Hicrapolis"  (Col  4  13).  Epaphras  had 
brought  to  Paul  good  news  of  the  progress  of  the 
ffospel,  of  their  "faith  in  Christ  Jesus"  and  of  their 
love  toward  all  the  saints  (Col  1  4).  Paul's  regard 
for  him  is  shown  by  his  designating  him  "our  be- 
loved fellow-servant,"  "a  faithful  minister  of  Christ" 
(Col  1  7),  and  "a  bondservant  of  Christ  Jesus" 
(Col  4  12  m).  The  last  designation  Paul  uses  several 
times  of  himself,  but  only  once  of  another  besides 
Epaphras  (Phil  1  1).  S.  F.  Hunter 

EPAPHRODITUS,  6-paf-r6-dI'tus  CEircu|ip68iTo«, 
Epaphrdditos.  "lovely"):  Mentioned  only  in  Phil  2 
25;  4  18.  The  name  corresponds  to  the  Lat  Ve- 
nustus  (» handsome),  and  was  very  common  in  the 
Rom  period.  "The  name  occurs  very  frequently  in 
inscriptions  both  Gr  and  Lat,  whether  at  luIl  length 
Ej)apnroditus.  or  in  its  contracted  form  Epapbras" 
(Li^tfoot,  PhilippianSf  123).  Epaphroditus  was 
the  delegate  of  the  Christian  commumty  at  PhiUppi, 
sent  with  their  gift  to  Paul  during  his  nrst  Rom  im- 
prisonment. Paul  calls  him  "mybrother  and  fellow- 
worker  and  fellow-soldier."  "The  three  words  are 
arranged  in  an  ascending  scale:  common  sympathy, 
common  work,  common  danger  and  toil  and  suffer- 
ing" (Li^tfoot,  I.e.).  On  his  arrival  at  Rome, 
Epaphroditus  devoted  himself  to  "the  work  of 
Christ,"  both  as  Paul's  attendant  and  as  his  assist- 
ant in  missionary  work.  So  assiduously  did  he  labor 
that  he  lost  lus  health,  and  "was  sick  nigh  unto 
death."  He  recovered,  however,  and  Paul  sent  him 
back  to  Philippi  with  this  letter  to  quiet  the  alarm 
of  his  friends,  who  had  heard  of  his  serious  illness. 
Paul  besought  for  him  that  the  church  should  receive 
him  with  joy  and  hold  him  in  honor. 

S.  F.  Hunter 

EPHAH,  6'fa  (H^*^?,  '9phdh,  "darkness";  T€^, 
Gephdr  [Gen  25  4],  rai<|id,  Gaiphd  [Isa  60  6]): 
The  name  of  three  persons  in  the  OT,  both  masc. 
and  fem. 

(1)  The  son  of  Midian,  descended  from  Abraham 
by  his  wife  Keturah  (Gen  25  4  =  1  Ch  1  33). 
mentioned  again  in  Isa  60  6  as  a  transporter  of  gold 
and  frankincense  from  Sheba,  who  shall  thus  bring 
enlargement  to  Judah  and  praise  to  Jeh.  Accord- 
ing to  Fried.  DeUtzsch,  Schrader,  and  Hommel, 
^EphOh  is  an  abbreviation  of  Myap^,  the  Kha- 
yappa  Arabs  of  the  time  of  Tiglath-pileser  III  and 
Sargon.  See  treatment  of  this  view  in  Dillmann's 
Camm,  on  Gen  (25  4). 

(2)  A  concubine  of  Caleb  (1  Ch  2  46). 

(3)  The  son  of  Jahdai,  a  descendant  of  Judah 
(1  Ch  2  47).  Charles  B.  Williams 

EPHAH,  6'f a  (HD'^^? ,  'ephSh) :  A  dry  measure  of 
about  one  bushel  capacity.  It  corresponds  to  the 
bath  in  liquid  measure  and  was  the  standard  for 
measuring  grain  and  similar  articles  since  it  is  classed 
with  balances  and  weights  (Lev  19  36;  Am  8  5) 
in  the  injunctions  regarding  just  deaUng  in  trade. 
In  Zee  5  6-10  it  is  used  for  the  utensil  itself  (see 
Weights  and  Measures). 

EPHAI,  6'fl,  6'ffirl  or?,  'Sphay,  in  |fT6,  ^5^^, 
'aphai,  in  Knhlbh;  'I»H  Idpk^,  »n+4,  OpM, 
*'^oomy,"  "obscuring,"  in  LXX):  "The  Netopha- 
thite,"  whose  sons  were  numbered  among  "the  cap- 
tains of  the  forces"  left  in  Judah  after  the  carrying 
away  to  Babvlon  (Jer  40  [LXX  47]  8).  His  sons 
assembled  at  Mizpah  with  Gedaliah,  governor  of  the 
scattered  Jews,  and  with  him  were  slain  by  Ishmael, 
the  son  of  Netnaniah  (Jer  41  3). 

EPHER,  e'fer  (^B?,  'epher,  "calf,"  "young  deer"; 

'A^p,  Apher,  'O+tp,  Opher) : 

(1)  The  second  son  of  Midian,  descended  from 
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Abraham  by  his  wife  Keturah  (Gen  26  4;  1  Ch  1 
33).    See  further  Dillmann's  Camm.  on  Gen  (26  4). 

(2)  The  third  son  of  Ezra,  descended  from  the 
tribe  of  Judah  (1  Ch  4  17). 

(3)  The  first  of  five  heads  of  their  fathers'  houses, 
"mightv  men  of  valor,  famous  men/'  in  the  half- 
tribe  of  Manasseh,  who  dwelt  between  Bashan  and 
Mt.  Hermon  (1  Ch  6  23.24). 

EPHES-DAMBilM,   S-fes-dam'im  (D*^?  Dp^, 

^ephe^  dammlm):  Some  spot  between  Socoh  and 
Ajsekah  (1  S  17  1)  where  the  Philis  were  encamped; 
caUed  in  1  Ch  11  13,  *Tas-dammin."  Ephe8= 
"end  of"  or  "boundary"  and  the  whole  word  may 
mean  the  "boundary  of  blood."  The  deep  red 
color  of  the  newly  ploughed  earth  in  this  situation 
is  noticeable  and  may  have  given  origin  to  the  idea 
of  "blood"  (cf  Adammim).  Cheyne  suggests  that 
from  D'^'Q^K .  *ddhummlnf  to  W^l ,  dammlm.  is  an 
easy  step,  ana  that  the  former,  meaning  "red  brown 
earth,"  may  have  been  the  original.  No  other  satis- 
factory locality  has  been  found  to  explain  the  name 
or  fix  the  site.  E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

EPHESIAN,  e-fe'zhan  ('E^crvos,  EphSsioa), 
EPHESIANS,  e-fS'zhanz:  A  term  which,  as  in  Acts 
19  28.34.35  and  21  29,  was  applied  to  those  natives 
or  residents  of  the  city  of  Ephesus  who  were  adher- 
ents of  the  cult  of  the  goddess  Diana.  A  Jew  or  a 
Christian,  though  a  native  of  Ephesus,  would  prob- 
ably have  been  designated  as  such,  rather  than  as 
an  Ephesian. 

EPHESIANS,  EPISTLE  TO  THE: 


I. 


II. 
III. 


IV. 


AUTHKNTICITT 

1.  External  Evidence 

2.  Internal  Evidence 
Plack  and  Date  of  Wbitino 
Destination 

1.  Titie 

2.  The  Inscription 

3.  The  Evidence  of  the  Letter  Itself 

4.  Ck>nclii8ion 
Relation  to  Other  NT  Wrxtincw 

1.  Peter 

2.  Johannine  Writings 

3.  Colossians 
V.    The  Pubpobe 

VI.    Argument 
VII.    Teaching 
Literature 

/.  Authentieity, — None  of  the  epistles  which  are 
ascribed  to  St.  Paul  have  a  stronger  chain  of  evi- 
dence to  their  early  and  continued  use 
1.  External  than  that  which  we  know  as  the  Epistle 
Evidence  to  the  Ephesians.  Leaving  for  the 
moment  the  question  of  the  relation 
of  Eph  to  other  NT  writings,  we  find  that  it  not  only 
colors  the  phraseology  of  the  Apostolic  Fathers,  but 
is  actually  quoted.  In  Clement  of  Rome  (c  95 
AD)  the  connection  with  Eph  mi^t  be  due  to  some 
common  liturgical  form  in  xlvi.6  (cf  Eph  4  6); 
though  the  resemblance  is  so  close  that  we  must 
feel  that  our  epistle  was  known  to  Clement  both 
here  and  in  Ixiv  (cf  Eph  1  3-4);  xxxviii  (cf  6  21); 
xxxvi  (cf  4  18);  lix  (cf  1  18;  4  18).  Ignatius  (d. 
115)  shows  numerous  points  of  contact  with  Eph, 
esp.  in  his  Epistle  to  the  Ephesians.  In  cap.  xii 
we  read:  ''Ye  are  associates  and  fellow  students  of 
the  mysteries  with  Paul,  who  in  every  letter  makes 
mention  of  you  in  Christ  Jesus."  It  is  difficult  to 
decide  the  exact  meaning  of  the  phrase  ''every 
letter,"  but  in  spite  of  the  opinion  of  many  scholars 
that  it  must  be  rendered  "in  all  his  epistle,"  i.e. 
in  every  part  of  his  epistle,  it  is  safer  to  take  it  as 
an  exaggeration,  "in  all  his  epistles,"  justified  to 
some  extent  in  the  fact  that  besides  Eph  St.  Paul 
does  mention  the  Ephesian  Christians  m  Rom  (16 
5);  1  Cor  (16  32;  16  8.19);  2  Cor  (1  8f);  1  Tim 
(1  3)  and  2  Tim  (1  18).  In  the  opening  address 
the  connection  with  Eph  1  3-6  is  too  close  to  be 


accidental.  There  are  echoes  of  our  epistle  in  cap. 
i  (6  1);  ix  (2  20-22);  xviii  {aikanomia,  1  10);  xx 
(2  18  j  4  24);  and  in  Ignat,  ad  Polycv  we  have 
close  identity  with  Eph  6  25  and  less  certain  con- 
nection with  Eph  4  2,  and  in  vi  with  Eph  6  13-17. 
The  Epistle  of  Polvcarp  in  two  passages  shows  ver- 
bal agreement  with  Eph:  in  cap.  i  with  Eph  1  8, 
and  in  xii  with  Eph  4  26,  where  we  have  (the  Gr  is 
missing  here)  lU  nis  8cripturi8  dictum  est.  Hennas 
speaks  of  the  grief  of  the  Hoty  Spirit  in  such  a  way 
as  to  su{;gest  Eph  (Mand.  X,  ii;  cf  Eph  4  30).  Sim. 
IX,  xiu,  shows  a  knowledge  of  Eph  4  3-6,  and 
possibly  of  6  26  and  1  13.  In  the  Did  (4)  we  find 
a  II  to  Eph  6  5:  "Servants  submit  yourselves  to 
your  masters."  In  Barnabas  there  are  two  or  three 
turns  of  phrase  that  are  possibly  due  to  Eph. 
There  is  a  slifi^tly  stronger  connection  between  II 
Clement  and  Eph,  esp.  in  cap.  xiv,  where  we  have 
the  Ephesian  figure  of  the  church  as  the  body  of 
Christ,  and  the  relation  between  them  referred  to  in 
terms  of  husband  and  wife. 

This  early  evidence,  slight  though  it  is,  is  strength- 
ened by  the  part  Eph  played  in  the  2d  cent,  where, 
as  we  learn  from  Hippolytus,  it  was  used  by  the 
Ophites  and  Basilides  and  Valentinus.  The  latter 
(according  to  Hip.,  Phil.,  VI,  29)  quoted  Eph  3 
16-18,  saying,  "This  is  what  has  b€^n  written  in 
Scripture,"  while  his  disciple  Ptolemais  is  said  by 
Irenaeus  (Adv.  Haer.,  i.8,  5)  to  have  attributed 
Eph  6  13  to  St.  Paul  by  name.  According  to  the 
addenda  to  the  eighth  book  of  the  Stromateis  of 
C  ement  of  Alexandria,  Theodotus,  a  contemporary 
of  Valentinus,  quoted  Eph  4  10  and  30  with  the 
words:  "The  apostle  says,"  and  attributes  Eph  4 
24  to  St.  Paul.  Marcion  knew  Eph  as  Tertullian 
tells  us,  identifying  it  with  the  epistle  referred  to  in 
Col  4  16  as  od  Laodicenos.  We  find  it  in  the  Mura- 
torian  Fra^ent  (lOb,  1.  20)  as  the  second  of  the 
epistles  which  "Paul  wrote  following  the  example  of 
his  predecessor  John."  It  is  used  in  the  letter  from 
the  church  of  Lyons  and  Vienne  and  by  Irenaeus, 
Tertullian,  Clement  of  Alexandria,  Origen  and  later 
writers.  We  can  well  accept  the  dictum  of  Dr.  Hort 
that  it  "is  all  but  certain  on  this  evidence  that  the 
Epistle  was  in  existence  by  95  AD;  auite  certain 
that  it  was  in  existence  oy  about  nfteen  years 
later  or  conceivably  a  little  more"  (Hort,  Judaistic 
Chrisiianityj  118). 

To  this  very  strong  chain  of  external  evidence, 
reaching  back  to  the  very  beginning  of  the  2d  cent., 
if  not  into  the  end  of  the  1st.  showing 
2.  Internal  Eph  as  part  of  the  original  Pauline 
Evidence  collection  which  no  doubt  Ignatius 
and  Polycarp  used,  we  must  add  the 
evidence  of  the  epistle  itself,  testing  it  to  see  if 
there  be  any  reason  why  the  letter  thus  early  at- 
tested should  not  be  accredited  to  the  apostle. 

(1)  That  it  claims  to  be  written  by  St.  Paul  is 
seen  not  only  in  the  greeting,  "Paul,  an  apostle  of 
Christ  Jesus  through  the  will  of  Gocl,  to  the  saints 
that  are  at  Ephesus,"  but  also  in  3  1,  where  we 
read:  "For  this  cause  I  Paul,  the  prisoner  of  Christ 
Jesus  in  behalf  of  you  Grentiles,"  a  phrase  which  is 
continued  in  4  1 :  "I  therefore^  the  prisoner  in  the 
Lord."  This  claim  is  substantiated  oy  the  general 
character  of  the  epistle  which  is  written  after  the 
Pauline  norm,  with  greeting  and  thanksgiving, 
leadins  on  to  and  serving  as  the  introduction  of  the 
special  doctrinal  teaching  of  the  epistle.  This  is 
the  first  great  division  of  the  Pauline  epistles  and 
is  regularly  followed  by  an  application  of  the  teach- 
ing to  practical  matters,  which  in  turn  yields  to 
personal  greetings,  or  salutations,  and  the  final  bene- 
diction, commonly  written  by  the  apostle's  own 
hand.  In  only  one  particular  does  Eph  fail  to 
answer  completely  to  this  outline.  The  absence 
of  the  personal  greetings  has  always  been  marked 
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as  a  striking  peculiarity  of  our  letter.  The  explana- 
tion of  this  peculiarity  will  meet  us  when  we  con- 
sider the  destination  of  the  epistle  (see  III  below). 

(2)  Further  evidence  for  the  Pauline  authorship 
is  found  in  the  general  style  and  language  of  the 
letter.  We  may  agree  with  von  Soden  (Early 
Christ.  Idt.f  2^)  that  ''every  sentence  contains 
verbal  echoes  of  Pauline  epistles,  indeed  except  when 
ideas  peculiar  to  the  Epistle  come  to  expression  it 
is  simply  a  mosaic  of  Pauline  phraseology."  without 
accepting  his  conclusion  that  St.  Paul  dia  not  write 
it.  We  feel,  as  we  read,  that  we  have  in  our  hands 
the  work  of  one  with  wnom  the  other  epistles  have 
made  us  familiar.  Yet  we  are  conscious  none  the 
less  of  certain  subtle  differences  which  give  occasion 
for  the  various  arguments  that  critics  have  brought 
against  the  claim  that  St.  Paul  is  the  actual  author. 
This  is  not  questioned  imtil  the  beginning  of  the 
last  century,  but  has  been  since  Schleiermacher  and 
his  disciple  Usteri,  though  the  latter  published  his 
doubts  before  his  master  did  his.  Ijie  Tubingen 
scholars  attacked  the  epistle  mainly  on  the  ground 
of  supposed  traces  of  Gnostic  or  Montanist  influ- 
ences, akin  to  those  ascribed  to  the  Colossians. 
Later  writers  have  given  over  this  claim  to  put  for- 
ward others  based  on  differences  of  style  (De  Wette, 
followed  by  Holtzmann,  von  Soden  and  others); 
dependence  on  Colossians  (Hitzig,  Holtzmann): 
the  attitude  to  the  Apostles  (von  Soden) ;  doctrinal 
differences,  esp.  those  that  concern  Chnstolc^  and 
the  Parousia,  the  conception  of  the  church  (lUdpper, 
Wrede  and  others).  Tne  tendency,  however,  seems 
to  be  backward  toward  a  saner  view  of  the  questions 
involved;  and  most  of  those  who  do  not  accept  the 
Pauline  authorship  would  probably  a^ree  with 
JiUicher  (EB).  who  ascribes  it  to  a  "Paulme  Chris- 
tian intimately  familiar  with  the  Pauline  epistles, 
esp.  with  Col,  writing  about  90,"  who  sought  in 
Eph  ''to  put  in  a  plea  for  the  true  Catholicism  in  the 
meaning  of  Paul  and  in  his  name." 

(3)  Certain  of  these  positions  require  that  we 
should  examine  the  doctrinal  objections,  (a)  First 
of  these  is  the  claim  that  Eph  has  a  different  con- 
ception of  the  person  and  work  of  Christ  from  the 
acknowledged  epistles  of  St.  Paul.  Not  only  have 
we  the  exaltation  of  Christ  which  we  find  in  Col  1 
16  ff.  but  the  still  further  statement  that  it  was 
God  s  purpose  from  the  beginning  to  "sum  up  all 
things  m  Christ,  the  things  in  the  heavens,  and  the 
things  upon  the  earth"  (Eph  1  10) .  This  is  no  more 
than  the  natural  expansion  of  the  term,  "all  things," 
which  are  attributed  to  Christ  in  1  Cor  8  6,  and 
is  an  idea  which  has  at  least  its  foreshadowing  in 
Rom  8  19.20  and  2  Cor  6  18.19.  The  relation  be- 
tween Christ  and  the  church  as  given  in  1  22  and 
6  23  is  in  entire  agreement  with  St.  Paul's  teaching 
in  Rom  12  and  1  Cor  12.  It  is  still  the  PaiUine 
figure  of  the  church  as  the  body  of  Christ,  in  spite  of 
the  fact  that  Christ  is  not  thought  of  as  the  head  of 
that  body.  The  argument  in  the  epistle  does  not 
deal  with  the  doctrine  of  the  cross  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  earlier  epistles,  but  the  teaching  is  ex- 
actly the  same.  There  is  redemption  (1  7. 14 ;  4  30) ; 
reconciliation  (2  14-16);  forgiveness  (1  7;  4  32). 
The  blood  of  Christ  shed  on  the  cross  redeems  us 
from  our  sin  and  restores  us  to  God.  In  like  man- 
ner it  is  said  that  the  Parousia  is  treated  (2  7)  as 
something  far  off.  But  St.  Paul  has  long  since jnven 
up  the  idea  that  it  is  immediately;  even  in  2  Thess 
2  he  shows  that  an  indeterminate  interval  must 
intervene,  and  in  Rom  11  25  he  sees  a  period  of 
time  yet  unfulfilled  before  the  end.  (6)  The  doc- 
trine of  the  church  is  the  most  striking  contrast  to 
the  earlier  epistles.  We  have  already  dealt  with 
the  relation  of  Christ  to  the  church.  The  concep- 
tion of  the  church  universal  is  in  advance  of  the 
earlier  epistles,  but  it  is  the  natural  climax  of  the 


development  of  the  apostle's  conception  of  the 
church  as  shown  in  the  earlier  epistles.  Writing 
from  Rome  with  the  idea  of  the  empire  set  before 
him,  it  was  natural  that  Paul  should  see  the  church 
as  a  great  whole,  and  should  use  the  word  ecdesia 
absolutely  as  signifying  the  oneness  of  the  Christian 
brotherhood.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the  word  is  used 
in  this  absolute  sense  in  1  Cor  12  28  before  the 
Captivity  Epistles  (cf  1  Cor  1  2;  10  32).  The 
emphasis  here  on  the  unity  of  Jew  and  Gentile  in 
the  church  finds  its  counterpart  in  the  argument  of 
the  Epistle  to  the  Rom,  though  in  Eph  this  is 
"urged  on  the  basis  of  (jrod's  purpose  and  Chris- 
tian faith,  rather  than  on  the  Law  and  the  Promises." 
Neither  is  it  true  that  in  Eph  the  Law  is  spoken  of 
sli^tingly,  as  some  say,  by  the  reference  to  circum- 
cision (2  11).  In  no  case  is  the  doctrinal  portion 
of  the  epistle  counter  to  that  of  the  acknowledged 
Pauline  epistles,  though  in  the  matter  of  the  church, 
and  of  Christ's  relationship  to  it  and  to  the  universe, 
there  is  evidence  of  progress  in  the  apostle's  con- 
ception of  the  imderlying  truths,  which  none  the 
less  find  echoes  in  the  earner  writings.  "New  doc- 
trinal ideas,  or  a  new  proportion  of  these  ideas,  is 
no  evidence  of  different  authorship."  (c)  In  the 
matter  of  organization  the  position  of  Eph  is  not 
in  any  essential  different  from  what  we  have  in 
1  Cor. 

(4)  The  linguistic  argument  is  a  technical  matter  of 
the  use  of  Gr  words  that  cannot  well  be  discussed  here. 
The  general  differences  of  style,  the  longer  "turgid"  sen- 
tences, the  repetitions  on  the  one  hand ;  the  lack  of  argu- 
ment, the  fun,  swelling  periods  on  the  other,  find  their 
counterpart  in  portions  of  Rom.  The  minute  differences 
which  show  themselves  in  new  or  strange  words  wlU  be 
much  reduced  in  number  when  we  take  from  the  list 
those  that  are  due  to  subjects  which  the  author  does  not 
discuss  elsewhere  (e.g.  those  in  the  list  of  armor  in  6  13  ff). 
Holtzmann  {EirU,  25)  gives  us  a  list  of  these  hdpax  Ugd- 
mena  (76  in  all).  But  there  are  none  of  these  which,  as 
Lock  says.  St.  Paul  could  not  have  used,  though  there 
are  certain  which  he  does  not  use  elsewhere  and  others 
which  are  only  f oimd  in  his  accepted  writings  and  here. 
The  following  stand  out  as  affording  special  ground  for 
objection.  The  phrase  "heavenly  places"  (<d  epourd- 
nia,  1  3.20;  8  6;  8  10;  6  12)  is  peculiar  to  this  epistle. 
The  phrase  finds  a  partial  H  in  1  Cor  IS  49  and  the 
thought  is  found  in  Phil  8  20.  The  devil  {ho  didbolot, 
4  27;  6  11)  is  used  in  place  of  the  more  usual  Satan 
isatandt).  But  in  Acts  St.  Paul  is  quoted  as  using  dio' 
holoi  in  13  10  and  aatanan  in  86  18.  It  is  at  least  natural 
that  he  would  have  used  the  Gr  term  when  writing  from 
Rome  to  a  Gr-speaking  community.  The  objection  to 
the  expression  *  holy"  (hagiois)  apostles  (8  6)  falls  to 
the  ground  when  we  remember  that  the  expression '  *  holy  " 
ihdffioM)  is  St.  Paul's  common  word  for  Christian  and 
that  he  uses  it  of  himself  in  this  very  epistle  (8  8).  In 
like  manner  "mystery"  imu9terion),  "dispensation" 
{oikonomia)  are  found  in  other  epistles  in  the  same  sense 
that  we  find  them  in  here. 

The  attack  on  the  epistle  fails,  whether  it  is  made 
from  the  point  of  teaching  or  language:  and  there 
\a  no  ground  whatever  for  questioning  the  truth  of 
Christian  tradition  that  St.  Paul  wrote  the  letter 
which  we  know  as  the  Epistle  to  the  Ephesians. 

//.  Pltu:e  and  Dctie  of  Writing. — ^The  time  and 
place  of  his  writing  Eph  turn  on  the  larger  question 
of  the  chronology  of  St.  Paul's  life  (see  Paul)  and 
the  relation  of  the  Captivity  Epistles  to  each  other; 
and  the  second  question  whether  they  were  written 
from  Caesarea  or  Rome  (for  this  see  Philemon, 
Epistlb  to).  Suffice  it  here  to  say  that  the  place 
was  undoubtedly  Rome,  and  that  they  were  written 
during  the  latter  part  of  the  two  years'  ctiptivity 
which  we  find  recorded  in  Acts  28  30.  The  date 
will  then  be.  following  the  later  chronolo^,  63  or 
64  AD;  following  the  earlier,  which  is,  in  many 
ways,  to  be  preferred,  about  58  AD. 

///.  Deatinaiion. — ^To    whom    was    this    letter 

written?    The  title  says  to  the  Ephesians.    With  this 

the  witness  of  the  earlv  church  almost 

1.  Title         universally    agrees.    It    is    distinctly 

stated  in  the  Muratorian  Fragment 

(10&,  1.  20);   and  the  epistle  is  quoted  as  to  the 
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Ephesians  by  Irenaeus  (Adv.  Haer..  v.  14,  3;  24, 
3);  Tertullian  (Adv.  Marc,  v.ll,  17;  De  Praesc,  36; 
De  Monag.f  v) ;  Clement  of  Alexandria  (Strom. ,  iv.65; 
Paed.,i.l8)  and  Origen  (Contra  Cetewm,iii.20).  To 
these  must  be  added  the  evidence  of  the  extant  MSS 
and  VSS,  which  unite  in  ascribing  the  epistle  to  the 
Ephesians.  The  only  exception  to  the  universal  evi- 
dence is  TertuUian's  account  of  Marcion  (cir  150 
AD)  who  reads  Ad  Laodicenos  (Adv.  Marc,  v.ll :  "I 
say  nothing  here  about  ai^oiher  epistle  which  we 
have  with  the  heading  'to  the  Ephesians/  but  the 
heretics 'to  the  Laodiceans'  ....  [v.  17):  Accord- 
ing to  the  true  belief  of  the  church  we  hold  this 
epistle  to  have  been  dispatched  to  the  Ephesians, 
not  to  the  Laodiceans:  but  Marcion  had  to  fal^y 
its  title,  wishing  to  make  himself  out  a  very  diligent 

investigator")- 

This  almost  universal  evidence  for  Ephesus  as 
the  destination  of  our  epistle  is  shattered  when  we 

turn  to  the  reading  of  the  first  verse. 
2.  The  In-  Here  according  to  TR  we  read  "Paul 
scription        imto  the  saints  which  are  at  Ephesus 

\en  EpMsd]  and  to  the  faithful  in 
Christ  Jesus.  When  we  look  at  the  evidence  for 
this  reading  we  find  that  the  two  words  en  Evheso 
are  lacking  in  Codex  Sinaiticus  and  Codex  Vati- 
canus,  ana  that  the  corrector  of  the  cursive  known 
as  67  has  struck  them  out  of  his  copy.  Besides 
these  a  recently  described  MS.  Cod.  Laura  184. 

giving  us  a  text  which  is  so  closely  akin  to  that  used 
y  Origen  that  the  scribe  suggests  that  it  was  com- 
piled from  Origen*s  writings,  omits  these  words 
(Robinson.  Ephesians,  293).  To  this  strong  manu- 
script evidence  against  the  inclusion  of  these  two 
words  in  the  inscription  we  must  add  the  evidence 
of  Origen  and  Basil.  Origen,  as  quoted  in  Cramer's 
Catena  ad  loc.,  writes:  "In  the  Ephesians  alone  we 
found  the  expression  'to  the  saints  which  are,'  and 
we  ask,  unless  the  phrase  'which  are'  is  redundant, 
what  it  can  mean.  May  it  not  be  that  as  in  Exodus 
He  who  speaks  to  Moses  declares  His  name  to  be  the 
Absolute  One,  so  also  those  who  are  partakers  of 
the  Absolute  become  existent  when  they  are  called, 
as  it  were,  from  non-being  into  being?"  Origen 
evidentlv  knows  nothing  here  of  any  reading  en 
Epheso,  out  takes  the  words  "which  are"  in  an  abso- 
lute, metaphysical  sense.  Basil,  a  century  and  a 
half  later,  probably  refers  to  this  comment  of 
Origen  (Contra  Eun.,  ii.19)  sajdng:  "But  moreover, 
when  writing  to  the  Ephesians,  as  to  men  who  are 
truly  united  with  the  Absolute  One  through  clear 
knowledge,  he  names  them  as  existent  ones  in  a 
peculiar  phrase,  saying  'to  the  saints  which  are  and 
faithful  in  Christ  Jesus.'  For  so  those  who  were 
before  us  have  handed  it  down,  and  we  also  have 
found  [this  reading]  in  old  copies."  In  Jerome's 
note  on  this  verse  there  is  perhaps  a  reference  to  this 
comment  on  Origen,  but  the  passage  is  too  indefinite- 
ly expressed  for  us  to  be  sure  what  its  bearing  on  the 
reading  really  is.  The  later  writers  quoted  by 
Lightfoot  (Bib.  Essays,  384  f)  cannot,  as  Robinson 
shows  (Eph,  293),  be  used  as  witnesses  against  the 
Textus  Riceptus.  We  may  therefore  conclude  that 
the  reading  en  Epheso  was  wanting  in  many  early 
MSS,  and  that  there  is  good  ground  for  questioning 
its  place  in  the  original  autograph. 

But  tlie  explanations  suggested  for  the  passage, 
as  it  stands  without  the  words,  offend  Pauline 
usage  so  completely  that  we  cannot  accept  them. 
To  take  "which  are"  in  the  phrase  "the  saints 
which  are"  (tols  oiisin)  as  absolute,  as  Origen  did; 
or  as  meaning  "truly,"  is  impossible.  It  is  possible 
to  take  the  words  with  what  follows,  "and  faithful" 
(kai  pistois),  and  interpret  this  latter  expression 
(pistois)  either  in  the  NT  sense  of  "believers"  or 
in  the  classical  sense  of  "steadfast."  The  clause 
would  then  read  either  "to  the  saints  who  are  also 


believers,"  or  "to  the  saints  who  are  also  faithful," 
i.e.  steadfast.  Neither  of  these  is  wholly  in  accord 
with  St.  Paul's  normal  usage,  but  they  are  at  least 
possible. 

The  determining  factor  in  the  question  of  the  des- 
tination of  the  epistle  lies  in  the  epistle  itself.    We 
must  not  forget   that,  save   perhaps 
8.  The  Corinth,   there  was  no   church  with 

Evidence  which  Paul  was  so  closely  associated 
of  the  as  that  in  Ephesus.    His  long  resi- 

Letter  dence  there,  of  which  we  read  in  Acts 

Itself  (chs  19^  20) ,  finds  no  echo  in  our  epistle. 

There  is  no  greeting  to  anyone  of  the 
Christian  community,  many  of  whom  were  probably 
intimate  friends.  The  close  personal  ties,  that  the 
scene  of  Acts  20  17-38  shows  us  existed  between 
him  and  his  converts  in  Ephesus,  are  not  even 
hinted  at.  The  epistle  is  a  calm  discussion,  un- 
touched with  the  warmth  of  personal  allusion  be- 
yond the  bare  statement  that  the  writer  is  aprisoner 
(8  1;  4  1),  and  his  commendation  of  Tychicus 
(6  21.22),  who  was  to  tell  them  about  St.  Paul's 
condition  in  Rome.  This  lack  of  personal  touch  is 
intensified  by  the  assumption  underlying  chs  S  and 
4  that  the  readers  do  not  know  his  knowledge  of  the 
mysteries  of  Christ.  In  8  2  and  4  21.22  there  is 
a  particle  (eige,  "if  indeed")  which  suggests  at  least 
some  question  as  to  how  tar  St.  Paul  himself  was 
the  missionary  through  whom  they  believed.  All 
through  the  epistle  there  is  a  lack  of  those  elements 
which  are  so  constant  in  the  other  epistles,  which 
mark  the  close  personal  fellowship  and  acquaint- 
ance between  the  apostle  and  those  to  whom  he  is 
writing. 

This  element  in  the  epistle,  coupled  with  the 
strange  fact  of  Marcion's  attributing  it  to  the  Laodi- 
ceans, and  the  expression  in  Col  4  16 
4.  Condu-    that  points  to  a  letter  coming  from  La- 
sion  odicea  to  Colosse,  has  led  most  writers 

of  the  present  day  to  accept  Ussher's 
suggestion  that  the  epistle  is  really  a  circular  letter 
to  the  churches  either  in  Asia,  or,  perhaps  better,  in 
that  part  of  Phr^gia  which  lies  near  Colosse.  The 
readers  were  evidently  Gentiles  (2  1;  3  1.2)  and 
from  the  mission  of  Tychicus  doubtless  of  a  definite 
locality,  though  for  the  reasons  given  above  this 
could  not  well  De  Ephesus  alone.  It  is  barely  possi- 
ble that  the  cities  to  whom  St.  John  was  bidden  to 
write  the  Revelation  (Rev  1-8)  are  the  same  as 
those  to  whom  St.  Paul  wrote  this  epistle,  or  it  may 
be  that  they  were  the  churches  of  the  Lycus  valley 
and  its  immediate  neighborhood.  The  exact  loca- 
tion cannot  be  determined.  But  from  the  fact  that 
Marcion  attributed  the  epistle  to  Laodicea,  possibly 
because  it  was  so  written  in  the  first  verse,  and 
from  the  connection  with  Colossians,  it  is  at  least 
probable  that  two  of  these  churches  were  at  Colosse 
and  Laodicea.  On  this  theory  the  letter  would 
seem  to  have  been  written  from  Rome  to  churches 
in  the  neighborhood  of,  or  accessible  to,  Colosse,  deal- 
ing with  the  problem  of  Christian  unity  and  fellow- 
ship and  the  relations  between  Christ  and  the  church 
and  sent  to  them  by  the  hands  of  Tychicus.  The 
inscription  was  to  be  filled  in  by  the  bearer,  or  copies 
were  to  be  made  with  the  name  of  the  local  church 
written  in,  and  then  sent  to  or  left  with  the  different 
churches.  It  was  from  Ephesus,  as  the  chief  city 
of  Asia  in  all  probability,  that  copies  of  this  circular 
letter  reached  the  church  in  the  world,  and  from  this 
fact  the  letter  came  to  be  known  in  the  church  at 
large  as  that  from  Ephesus.  and  the  title  w^as  writ- 
ten "to  the  Ephesians,"  and  the  first  verse  was  made 
to  read  to  the  "saints  which  are  in  Ephesus." 

IV,  Relaiion  to  Other  New  Testament  Writinga, 
— Eph  raises  a  still  further  question  by  the  close 
resemblances  that  can  be  traced  between  it  and 
various  other  NT  writings. 
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The  connection  between  Eph  and  1  Pet  is  not 
beyond  question.  In  spite  of  the  disclaimer  of  as 
careful  a  writer  as  Dr.  Bigg  (ICC)  it 
1.  1  Peter  is  impossible  to  follow  up  the  references 
given  by  Holtzmann  and  others  and 
not  feel  that  St.  Peter  either  knew  Eph  or  at  the 
very  least  had  discussed  these  subjects  with  its 
author.  For,  as  Dr.  Hort  tells  us,  the  similarity 
is  one  of  thought  and  structure  rather  than  of  phrase. 
The  following  are  the  more  striking  passages  with 
their  parallel  in  1  Pet:  Eph  1  3  (1  Pet  1  3); 
1  18-20  (1  Pet  1  3-5);  2  18-22  (1  Pet  2  4-6); 
1  20-22  (1  Pet  8  22);  8  9  (1  Pet  1  20);  8  20 
(1  Pet  1  12);  4  19  (1  Pet  1  14).  The  explana- 
tions that  1  Pet  and  Eph  are  both  from  the  pen  of 
the  same  writer,  or  that  Eph  is  based  on  1  Pet,  are 
overthrown,  among  other  reasons,  by  the  close  rela- 
tion between  Eph  and  Col. 

The  connection  with  the  Apocalypse  is  based  on 
Eph  2  20  as  compared  with  Rev  21  14;  Eph  8  5 
and  Rev  10  7;  Eph  6  11  and  Rev 
18  4,  and  the  figure  of  the  bride  of 
the  Lamb  (Rev  19  7;  cf  Eph  6  25). 
Holtzmann  adds  various  minor  simi- 
larities, but  none  of  these  are  sufficient 
to  prove  any  real  knowledge  of,  let  alone  depend- 
ence on  Eph.  The  contact  with  the  Fourth  Gospel 
is  more  positive.  Love  (agdpe)  and  knowledge 
(ffndsis)  are  used  in  the  same  sense  in  both  Eph  and 
the  Gospel.  The  application  of  the  Mesmamc  title, 
the  Beloved  (Eph  1  6).  to  Christ  does  not  appear 
in  the  Gospel  (it  is  found  in  Mt  3  17),  but  the  state- 
ment of  the  Father's  love  for  Him  constantly  recurs. 
The  reference  to  the  going  up  and  coming  down  of 
Christ  (Eph  4  9)  is  closdy  akin  to  Jn  3  13  C'No 
man  hath  ascended  into  heaven,  but  he,"  etc).  So. 
too,  Eph  6  11.13  finds  echo  in  Jn  8  19.20;  Eph  4 
4.7  in  Jn  8  34;  Eph  6  6  in  Jn  8  36.  Eph  6 
8  f  is  akin  to  1  Jn  1  6  and  Eph  2  3  to  1  Jn  8  10. 
When  we  turn  to  Col  we  find  a  situation  that  is 
without  parallel  in  the  NT.  Out  of  155  verses  in 
Eph,  78  are  found  in  Col  in  varying 
8.  Coles-  degrees  of  identity.  Among  them  are 
sians  these:     Eph  1  6  ||  Col  1  13;     Eph  1 

16ff  I  Col  1  9;  Eph  1  21  ff  II  Col  1 
16ff;  Eph  2  16  I  Col  2  20;  Eph  4  2  ||  Col  8  12; 
Eph4  15  II  Col  2  19;  Eph  4  22  ||  Col  8  9;  Eph  4 
32  II  Col3  12  ff;  Eph  6  5  ||  Col  8  5;  Eph  6  19ff  || 
Col  3  16ff;  EphS  4  ||  Col  8  21;  Eph  6  5-9  |1  Col  8 
22—4  1.  For  a  fuller  list  see  Abbott  (ICC,  xxiii). 
Not  only  is  this  so,  but  there  is  an  identity  ot  treat- 
ment, a  similarity  in  argument  so  great  that  Bishop 
Barry  (NT  Comm.  for  Eng,  Readers j  Ellicott)  can 
make  a  ||  analysis  showing  the  divergence  and 
similarity  by  the  simple  device  of  different  type. 
To  this  we  must  add  that  there  are  at  least  a  dozen 
Gr  words  common  to  these  two  epistles  not  found 
elsewhere.  Over  against  this  similarity  is  to  be 
set  the  dissimilarity.  The  general  subject  of  the 
epistles  is  not  approached  from  the  same  standpoint. 
In  one  it  is  Chnst  as  the  head  of  all  creation,  and  our 
duty  in  consequence.  In  the  other  it  is  the  church 
as  the  fulness  of  Christ  and  our  duty — ^put  con- 
stantly in  the  same  words — in  consequence  thereof. 
In  Eph  we  have  a  number  of  OT  references,  in  Col 
only  one.  In  Eph  we  have  unique  phrases,  of  which 
"the  heavenly  spheres"  (ta  epourania)  is  most  strik- 
ing, and  the  whole  treatment  of  the  relation  of  Jew 
ana  Gentile  in  the  church,  and  the  marriage  tie  as 
exemplified  in  the  relation  between  Christ  and  the 
church.  In  Col  we  have  in  like  manner  distinct 
passages  which  have  no  ||  in  Eph,  esp.  the  contro- 
versial section  in  ch  2,  and  the  salutations.  In 
truth,  as  Davies  (Ep.  St.  Paul  to  Evhf  Col,  and 
Phil)  well  says:  ''It  is  difficult  indeed  to  say,  con- 
cerning the  patent  coincidences  of  expression  in 
the  two  epistles,  whether  the  points  of  likeness  or  of 


unlikenesB  between  them  are  the  more  remarkable.'' 
This  situation  has  given  rise  to  various  theories. 
The  most  complicated  is  that  of  H.  Boltsmann.  who 
holds  that  some  passages  point  to  a  priority  ot  Col, 
others  to  that  of  Eph;  and  as  a  result  he  believes 
that  Col,  as  we  have  it.  is  a  composite,  based  on  an 
original  epistle  of  St.  Paul  which  was  expanded  by 
the  author  of  Eph — ^who  was  not  St.  Paul— after 
he  had  written  this  epistle.  So  Holtzmann  would 
give  us  the  original  Col  (Pauline),  Eph  (based  on  it), 
and  the  present  Col  (not  Pauline)  expanded  from 
the  former  through  the  latter.  The  theory  falls 
to  the  ^und  on  its  fundamental  hypothesis,  that 
Col  as  it  stands  is  interpolated.  The  most  reason- 
able explanation  is  that  both  Col  and  Eph  are  the 
work  of  St.  Paul,  written  at  practically  the  same 
time,  and  that  in  writing  on  the  same  subjects,  to 
different  people,  there  would  be  just  the  differences 
and  similarity  which  we  have  in  these  epistles.  The 
objection  that  St.  Paul  could  not  repeat  himself  and 
yet  differ  as  these  two  letters  do  is  purely  imaginary. 
Zahn  shows  us  that  men  do  just  this  very  thing,  giv- 
ing an  account  of  Bismarck's  speaking  on  a  certain 
subject  to  a  group  of  officers  and  later  to  a  large  body 
of  men,  and  yet  using  quite  different  lan^age. 
Moreover,  St.  Paul  is  not  averse  to  repeating  himself 
(cf  Rom  and  Gal  and  1  Tim  and  2  Tim)  when  to  do 
so  will  serve  his  purpose.  "Simultaneous  authorship 
by  one  writer  "  and  that  writer  St.  Paul,  is  the  only 
explanation  that  will  satisfy  all  the  facts  in  the  case 
and  give  them  due  proportion. 

K  The  Farpote, — If  our  interpretation  of  the 
circumstances,  composition  and  destination  of  Eph 
be  right,  we  are  now  in  a  position  to  look  beneath 
the  surface  and  ask  why  tne  apostle  wrote  it.  To 
understand  its  central  theme  we  must  remember 
that  St.  Paul,  the  prisoner  of  the  Lord,  is  writing 
in  the  calm  of  his  imprisonment,  far  from  the  noise 
and  turmoil,  the  oonffict  and  strife,  that  marked 
his  earlier  life.  He  is  now  able  to  look  out  on  the 
church  and  get  a  view  of  it  in  its  wholeness,  to  see 
the  part  it  is  to  play  in  God's  scheme  for  the  restora- 
tion of  the  human  race,  to  see  God's  purpose  in  it 
and  for  it  and  its  relation  to  Him.  With  this  stand- 
point he  can  write  to  the  churches  about  Ephesus 
on  the  occasion  of  Tychicus'  return  to  Colosse,  not 
to  correct  false  views  on  some  special  point,  but  to 
emphasize  the  great  central  trutn  whicn  he  nad  put 
in  the  very  forefront  of  his  letter.  God's  eternal 
purpose  is  to  gather  into  one  the  whole  created  uni- 
verse, to  restore  harmony  among  His  creatures  and 
between  them  and  Himself.  The  apostle's  whole 
prayer  is  for  this  end,  his  whole  effort  and  desire  is 
toward  this  goal:  that  they  may  have  full,  clear 
knowledge  of  this  purpose  of  God  which  He  is  work- 
ing out  tmx>ugh  Christ  Jesus,  who  is  the  head  of  the 
church,  the  very  fulness  of  Him  who  is  being  ful- 
filled all  over  the  world.  Everything,  for  the 
apostle,  as  he  looks  forth  upon  the  empire,  centers 
in  the  purpose  of  God.  The  discord  between  the  ele- 
ments in  the  church,  the  distinction  between  Jew 
and  Gentile,  all  these  must  yield  to  that  greater  pur- 
pose. The  vision  is  of  a  great  oneness  in  Christ 
and  throuffh  Him  in  God,  a  oneness  of  birth  and 
faith  and  life  and  love,  as  men,  touched  with  the 
fire  of  that  Divine  purpose,  seek  to  fulfil,  each  in 
himself,  the  part  that  God  has  given  him  to  play  in 
the  world,  and,  fighting  against  the  foes  of  (jrod,  to 
overcome  at  last. 

It  is  a  noble  purpose  to  set  before  men  this  great 
mystery  of  the  church  as  God's  means  by  whichj  in 
Christ,  He  may  restore  all  men  to  union  with  Him- 
self. It  is  an  impossible  vision  except  to  one  who, 
as  St.  Paul  was  at  the  time,  is  in  a  situation  where 
tiie  strife  and  turmoil  of  outside  life  can  enter  but 
little,  but  a  situation  where  he  can  look  out  with 
a  caJm  vision  and,  in  the  midst  of  the  world's  dis- 
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cord,  discern  what  God  is  accomplishing  among 
men. 

VI.  Argument. — ^The  Argument  of   Eph   is   as 
follows: 

1  1.2:  Greeting. 

1  3-10:  Hymn  of  praise  to  God  for  the  manifestation 


He  has  given  us  grace  (vs  3-6).  Redeemed  by  the  blood 
of  Christ  by  whom  we  have  forgiveness  of  sins  through 
Hisgrace  abounding  in  us  and  maldng  us  know  the  mystery 
of  His  purpose,  viz.  to  unite  all  in  one,  even  the  entire 
universe  (vs  7-10). 

1  11-14:  For  this  Israel  has  served  as  a  preparation, 
and  to  this  the  Gentiles  aro  come,  sealed  imto  salvation 
by  the  Holy  Spirit  of  power. 

1  15.16a:   Thanksgiving  for  their  faith. 

1  16^-21 :  Prayer  that  they  may,  by  the  spirit  of  wis- 
dom and  revelation,  know  their  destiny  and  the  power  of 
God  to  fidfll  it. 

1  22 — 2  10:  Summary  of  what  God  has  done  in 
Christ.  Christ's  sovereignty  (vs  22.23),  and  headship  in 
the  church  (vs  22.23) ;  His  work  for  men.  quickening  us 
from  a  death  of  sin  into  which  man  has  sunk,  and  exalting 
us  to  fellowship  with  Christ  by  His  grace,  who  has  created 
us  for  good  works  as  part  of  His  eternal  purpose  (2  1-10) . 

2  11-13:  The  contrast  between  the  former  estate  of 
the  Gentiles,  as  strangers  and  aliens,  and  their  present 
one,  "near"  by  the  blood  of  Christ. 

2  14-18:  Cnrist.  who  is  our  peace,  uniting  Jew  and 
Gentile  and  reconciling  man  to  God  through  the  cross; 
by  whom  we  all  have  access  to  the  Father. 

2  19-22:  This  is  theirs  who  as  fellow-dtlzens  of  the 
saints,  built  up  on  the  foundation  of  the  apostles  and 
prophets,  become  a  sanctuary  of  God  in  the  spirit. 

3  1-21:  A  digression  on  the  "mystery,"  i.e.  the  reve- 
lation to  St.  Paul,  together  with  a  prayer  that  men  may 
grasp  it.  The  "mystery"  is  that  all  men,  Jews  and 
Gentiles,  are  partakers  of  the  promise.  Of  this  St.  Paul 
is  a  minister,  to  whom  has  been  given  the  stewardship 
of  that  mystery,  unfolding  to  all  creatures  God's  wisdom, 
in  accord  with  His  eternal  purpose  (vs  1-13).  Prayer 
that  they  may  live  up  to  their  opportunities  (vs  14-19). 
Doxology  (vs  20.21). 

4  1-6:  The  outcome  of  this  privilege,  the  fulfilment 
of  the  Divine  purpose,  must  show  itself  in  unity  of  life 
in  the  Christian  fellowship. 

4  7-16:  The  different  gifts  which  the  Christians  have 
are  for  the  upbuilding  of  the  church  into  that  perfect 
unity  which  is  found  in  Christ. 

4  17-24:  The  spiritual  darkness  and  corruption  of  the 
old  gentile  life  set  over  against  the  enlightenment  and 
purity  and  holiness  of  the  new  life  in  Christ. 

4  2b— %  9:  Spedalfeaturesof  the  Christian  life,  arising 
out  of  the  xmion  of  Christians  with  Christ  and  making 
for  the  fellowship  in  the  church.  On  the  side  of  the  indi- 
vidual: sins  in  word  (4  25-30);  of  temper  (vs  31.32); 
self-sacrifice  as  opposed  to  self-indulgence  (5  1-8) ;  the 
contrast  of  the  present  and  the  past  repeated  (vs  9-14) ; 
general  behavior  (vs  15-20) ;  on  the  side  of  social  rela- 
tions: husband  and  wife  exemplified  in  the  relation  of 
Christ  and  the  church  (vs  23-33) ;  children  and  parents 
(6  1-4);  servants  and  masters  (vs  5-9). 

6  10-20:  The  Christian  warfare,  its  foes  and  armor 
and  weapons. 

6  21-24:   Conclusion. 

VIL  Teaching, — ^The  keynote  to  the  doctrinal 
basis  of  the  epistle  is  struck  at  the  very  outset. 
The  hymn  of  praise  centers  in  the  thought  of  God, 
the  Father  of  Our  Lord  Jesus  Christ.  It  is  to  Him 
that  the  blessing  is  due,  to  Him,  who  had  chosen 
us  from  the  beginning,  in  whom  there  is  redemption 
(1  3-7).  God  as  the  very  heart  and  soul  of  every- 
thing, ''is  over  all,  and  through  all,  and  in  air' 
(4  6).  He  is  the  Father  from  whom  all  revelation 
comes  (1  17)^  and  from  whom  every  human  family 
derives  its  distinctive  characteristics  (3  15).  But 
He  is  not  only  Father  in  relation  to  the  universe : 
He  is  in  a  peculiar  sense  the  Father  of  Our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ  (1  3).  The  eternity  of  Our  Lord  is 
distinctly  asserted  (vs  4.5)  as  of  one  existing  before 
the  foundation  of  the  worldj  in  whom  everything 
heavenly  as  well  as  earthly  is  united,  summed  up 
(ver  10:  of  2  12;  4  18).  He  is  the  Messiah  (the 
Belovea  [1  6]  is  clearly  a  Messianic  term,  as  the  voice 
from  heaven  at  Christ's  baptism,  "This  is  my  be- 
loved Son,  in  whom  I  am  well  pleased."  shows  [Mt 
3  17]).  In  Him  we  are  quickened  (2  5).  He  is 
made  flesh  (ver  15).  He  died  on  the  cross  (ver  16), 
and  by  His  blood  (1  7)  we  have  redemption  (4  30). 
and  reconciliation  with  God  (2  16).    He  whom  God 


raised  from  the  dead  (1  20),  now  is  in  heaven  (1  20; 
4  8)  from  which  place  He  comes  (4  8),  bringing 
gifts  to  men.  (This  interpretation  makes  the  de- 
scent follow  the  ascent,  and  the  passage  teaches 
the  return  of  Christ  through  His  gifts  of  the  Spirit 
which  He  gave  to  the  church.)  He  who  is  in 
heaven  fills  all  things  (ver  10);  and,  from  a  wealth 
which  is  unsearchable  (8  8),  as  the  Head  of  the 
church  (1  22),  pours  out  His  grace  to  free  us  from 
the  power  of  sin  (2  1).  To  this  end  He  endues 
us  with  His  Spirit  (3  16).  This  teaching  about 
God,  Father,  Son  and  Holy  Spirit,  is  no  abstract 
theorizing.  It  is  all  intensely  practical,  having  at 
its  heart  the  pur]30se  of  God  from  the  ages,  wluch. 
as  we  saw  above,  is  to  restore  again  the  unity  of  all 
things  in  Him  (1  9.10);  to  heal  the  breach  between 
man  and  God  (2  16.17);  to  break  down  the  separa- 
tion between  Jew  and  Gentile,  and  to  abolish  the 
enmity  not  only  between  them,  but  between  them 
and  God.  This  purpose  of  God  is  to  be  accom- 
plished in  a  visible  society,  the  one  church,  built 
upon  the  foundation  of  the  apostles  and  prophets 
(ver  20),  of  which  Jesus  Christ  is  the  head  of  the 
comer,  into  which  men  are  to  be  admitted  by  holy 
baptism,  where  they  own  one  Lord,  hold  to  one 
faith,  in  one  God  and  Father  of  all  wno  is  above  all 
and  through  all  (4  4-7). 

The  teaching  as  to  the  church  is  one  of  the  most 
striking  elements  of  the  epistle.  In  the  first  place 
we  have  the  absolute  use  of  the  term,  which  has 
been  already  discussed.  The  apostle  sees  the  whole 
Christian  conmiunity  throughout  the  world  bound 
together  into  a  unity,  one  fellowship,  one  body. 
He  has  risen  to  a  higher  vision  than  man  had  ever 
had  b^ore.  But  there  is  a  further  teaching  in  the 
epistle.  Not  only  is  the  church  throughout  the 
world  one  body,  but  it  is  the  body  of  Christ  who  is 
its  Head  (1  21  f).  He  has,  as  lightfoot  suggests, 
the  same  relation  to  the  church  which  in  ver  10  He 
has  to  the  universe.  He  is  its  Head,  "the  inspiring, 
ruling,  guiding^  combining,  sustaining  power,  the 
mainspring  of  its  activitv,  the  center  of  its  unity, 
and  the  seat  of  its  life.  But  the  relation  is  still 
closer.  If,  as  the  evidence  adduced  would  necessi- 
tate, one  accepts  J.  Armitage  Robinson's  explana- 
tion of  plh'dma,  as  that  without  which  a  thing  is 
incomplete  (Eph,  255  f),  then  the  church,  in  some 
wonderful  mystery^  is  the  complement  of  Christ, 
apart  from  which  He  Himself,  as  the  Christ,  lacks 
fulness.  We  are  needed  by  Him,  that  so  He  may 
become  all  in  ^1.  He,  the  Head  of  restored  human- 
ity, the  Second  Adam,  needs  His  church,  to  fulfil 
the  unity  which  He  came  upon  earth  to  accomplish 
(cf  Stone,  Christian  Church,  85,  86).  Still  further, 
we  find  in  this  epistle  the  two  figures  of  the  church  as 
the  Temple  of  the  Spirit  (2  21  if),  and  the  Bride  of 
Christ  (6  23  flf).  Under  the  latter  figure  we  find  the 
marriage  relation  of  the  Lord  to  Israel,  which  runs 
through  the  OT  (Hos  8  16.  et  al.),  applied  to  the 
union  Detween  Christ  and  tne  church.  The  signifi- 
cance is  the  close  tie  that  binds  them,  the  self-sacrifi- 
cing love  of  Christ,  and  the  self-surrender  of  obedience 
on  the  part  of  the  church:  and  the  object  of  this  is 
that  so  the  church  may  be  free  from  any  blemish, 
holy  and  spotless.  In  the  figure  of  the  Temple,  which 
is  an  expansion  of  the  earlier  figure  in  1  Cor  8  16; 
2  Cor  6  16,  we  see  the  thought  of  a  spiritual  build- 
ing, a  sanctuary,  into  which  all  the  diverse  elements 
of  the  churches  grow  into  a  compact  unity.  These 
figures  sum  up  the  apostle's  thought  of  that  in 
which  the  Divine  purpose  finds  its  fulfilment.  The 
progress  forward  to  that  fulfilment  is  due  to  the 
combined  effort  of  God  and  man.  ''The  church, 
the  society  of  Christian  men  ....  is  built  and  yet 
it  grows.  Human  endeavor  and  Divine  energy 
cooperate  in  its  development"  (Westcott).  Out 
of  this  doctrinal  development  the  apostle  works  out 
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the  practical  life  by  which  this  Divine  purpose  can 
find  ita  fulfihnent.  Admitted  into  the  fellowship 
of  the  church  by  baptism,  we  become  members  one 
of  another  (1  25).  It  ia  on  this  basis  that  he  urges 
honesty  and  patience  and  truth  in  our  intercourse 
with  each  other,  and  pleads  for  Kentleness  and  a 
fo^viug  spirit  (v8  25-32).  As  followers  of  God 
we  are  to  keep  free  from  the  sins  that  spring  from 
pride  and  BelMndulgence  and  any  fellowship  with 
the  spirit  of  evil  (6  1-14).  '  Our  life  is  to  be  lived 
as  seekinK  the  fulfilment  of  God's  purpose  in  all  the 
relationships  of  life  (6  15—6  9).  AD  is  to  be  done 
with  the  full  armor  of  the  Christian  soldier,  as  isfitting 
for  those  who  fight  spiritual  enemies  (6  lOff).  The 
epistle  is  preeminently  practical,  bringing  the  sig- 
nificance of  the  great  revelation  of  God  s  will  to 
the  everyday  duties  of  Lfe,  and  lifting  all  thinEs  up 
to  a  higher  level  which  finds  ita  ideal  in  the  indwell- 
ing of  Christ  in  our  hearts,  out  of  which  we  may  be 
Glkd  with  all  the  fulness  of  God  (S  17~1S). 

LiTxntTuai. — J.  Armltage  Robinson.  51.  PauTi 
SpittU  to  Iht  Eph:  WesWntt,  BpiitU  Is  lAt  Sph:  Abbalt. 
"Epli  md  Col''  ICC;  Moiiie,  ''Eph."'  Cambridnt  BibU; 
B&lmond.  "E^di,"  Bipotitor'i  Gr  Tctlamtnl:  Mttcpher- 
K>n.  CDBKn.  an  Eph;  YiadlKf.  "Epiatle  to  the  Eph," 
Eipotitor't  Bible:  Aienuider,  "Col  and  Eph."  Biblt  for 
Hami  and  School:  Haupt.  Meutr'l  Siie'l-  »nd  kril. 
Kemmtntar:  von  Sodan,  Bajidcnmmentar:  Hort.  ProU- 
tamtna  to  Iht  EjriUltt  to  tht  fism  ancf  Sph,-  Dale,  Licluru 

Cbarlzb  SutTH  Lewis 
EPHBSnS,  er'6-aua  ('E^trot,  &phe»otj  "de- 
KTsble") :  A  city  of  the  Horn  province  of  Asia,  near 
the  mouth  of  the  Cayster  river,  3  miles  trom  the 
western  coast  of  Asia  Minor,  and  opposite  the 
island  of  Samos.  With  an  artificial  harbor  accesft- 
ible  to  the  largeet  ships,  and  rivaling  the  haibor  at 
Miletus,  standing  at  the  entrance  of  the  valley 
which  reaches  far  into  the  interior  of  Asia  Minor, 
and  connected  bv  highways  with  the  chief  cities 
of  tie  province,  Epheaua  was  the  most  easily  access- 
"■'  --*--  '  ■  I,  both  by  land  and  Bea.  Italocation, 
1  ..  .1-  ....  Tolitical  and  com- 
-  -, .-- --  -■■  ad- 
vantageous field  for  the  missionary  labors  of  Paul. 
The  city  stood  upon  the  sloping  sides  and  at  the 
base  of  two  hills.  Prion  and  Coressus,  commanding 
a  beautiful  view:  its  climate  was  exceptionally  fine, 
and  the  soil  of  the  valley  was  unusually  fertile. 

Tradition  says  that  in  early  times  near  the  place 
where  the  mother  goddess  of  the  earth  was  tmm, 
the  Amazons  built  a  city  and  a  t«mple  in  which  they 
might  worship.  This  little  city  of  the  Amazons, 
bearing  at  different  times  the  names  of  Samoma, 
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Trachea,  Ortygia  and  Ptelea,  flourished  until  ii 
the  early  Or  aays  it  aroused  the  cupidity  of  Andro- 
clua,  a  prince  of  Athens.    He  captured  it  and  made 


.  a  Gr  city.  Still  another  tradition  says  that  An- 
droclus  was  its  founder.  However,  under  Gr  rule 
the  Gr  civilization  gradually  supplanted  that  of 
the  Orientals,  the  Or  lan^age  was  spoken  in  place 
of  the  Asiatic;  and  the  Asiatic  goddess  of  the  temple 
assumed  more  or  less  the  character  of  the  Gr  Artemis. 
EphesuB,  therefore,  and  all  that  pertained  to  it,  was 
a  mixture  of  oriental  and  Gr.  Though  the  early 
history  of  the  city  is  obscure,  it  seems  that  at  differ- 
ent times  it  was  in  the  haiids  of  the  Carians,  the 
Leleges  and  lonians;  in  the  early  historical  period 
it  was  one  of  a  league  of  twelve  Ionian  cities.  In 
SflO  BC  it  came  into  the  possession  of  the  Lydians; 
3  years  later,  in  557,  it  was  taken  \yf  the  Persians; 
and  during  the  following  years  the  Greeks  and  Per- 
sians were  constantly  disputing  for  ita  poBsession. 
Ilnall};,  Alexander  the  Great  t^iok  it;  and  at  his 
death  it  fell  to  LymmachuB,  who  gave  it  the  name 
of  Aminoe,  from  his  second  wife.  Upon  the  death 
of  Attttlufl  II  (Philadeiphus),  king  of  Peraamos,  it 
-        -      ■        andin  190, 
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became  a  part  of  it.     Ephesus  and  PerKamos,  the 
capital  of  Asia,  were  the  two  great  rival  cities  of  the 
province.    Though  Pergamos  waa  the  center  of  the 
Rom  relipon  and  of  the  government,  Ephesus  was 
the  more  accessible,  the  commercial  center  and  the 
home  of  the  native  goddess  Diana;  and  because  of 
ita  wealth  and  situation  it  gradually  became  the 
chief  city  of  tiie  province. 
It  is  to  the  temple  of 
Diana,  however,  that  its 
great  wealth  and  promi- 
nence are   largely  due. 
Like  the  city,  it  dates 
from    the  time  of   the 
Amazons,  yet  what  the 
early  temple  was  like  we 
now  have  no  means  of 
knowing,  and  of  its  his- 
tory we  know  little  ex- 
cepting that  it  was  seven 
times  destroyed  by  fire 
and  rebuilt,  each  time  on 
ascale  larger  and  grander 

than  before.  The  wealthy  king  Croesus  supplied 
it  with  many  of  its  stone  columns,  and  the  pilgrims 
from  all  the  oriental  world  brought  it  of  their  wealth. 
In  tirne  the  temple  possessed  valuable  lands;  it  con- 
trolled the  fisheries;  its  priests  were  the  bankers  of 
of  its  strength  the 


Id  35S  BC.  on  the  very  night  when  Alexander  the 
Great  WM  born,  IC  wu  biirned:  knd  when  be  grew  to 
manhood  he  offered  to  rebuild  it  at  hia  own  expense  it 
bis  name  miKbt  be  inscribed  upon  its  portals.  Thii 
the  prlesla  of  Ephesus  irere  unwilling  to  permit,  and 
they  politely  rejected  his  ofTer  by  Baying  that  It  was  not 
fltdna  lor  one  Bod  to  build  a  temple  to  another.  The 
wealthy  Epheaans  themeeives  undertook  Ite  recon- 
■trucrtion,  and  220  years  passed  before  Its  final  com- 
pletion. 

Not  only  was  the  temple  of  Diana  a  place  of  wor- 
ship, and  a  treasure-house,  but  it  was  also  a  museum 
in  which  the  best  statuary  and  most  beautiful 
paintings   were   preserved.     Among   the  paintings 


by  the  famous  Apelles,  anativeof  Ephes.  _, 

representing  Alexander  the  Great  hurling  a  thundei^ 
bolt.  It  was  also  a  sanctuary  for  the  criminal,  a 
kind  of  city  of  refuge,  for  none  might  be  arrested 
for  any  crime  whatever  when  within  a  bowshot  of 
its  walls.  There  sprang  up,  therefore,  about  the 
temple  a  village  in  which  the  thieves  and  murderers 
and  other  criminals  made  their  homes.  Not  only 
did  the  temple  bring  vast  numbers  of  pilgrims  to  the 
city,  as  does  the  Kaaba  at  Mecca  at  the  present 
time,  but  it  employed  hosts  of  people  apart  from 
the  priests  and  priestesses;  among  them  were  the 
large  number  of  artisans  who  manufactured  images 
of  the  goddess  Diana,  or  shrines  to  sell  to  the  visit- 
ing strangers. 

Such  waa  Ephesus  when  Paul  on  his  2d  mission- 
ary journey  (Acts  18  19-21)  first  visited  the  city, 
and  when,  on  his  3d  journey  (IB  8-10;  SO  31),  he 
remained  there  for  two  years  preaching  in  the  syna- 
gogue (19  8.10),  in  the  school  of  Tyrannus  (19  9) 
and  in  private  houses  (30  20).  Though  Paul  was 
probably  not  the  first  to  bring  Chnfltianity  t« 
Ephesus.  for  Jews  had  long  lived  there  (S  9;  6  9), 
he  was  tne  first  to  make  progress  against  the  worship 
of  Diana,  As  the  fame  of  his  teachings  was  carried 
by  the  pilgrims  to  their  distant  homes,  his  influence 
extended  to  every  part  of  Asia  Minor.  In  time  the 
pilgrima,  with  decreasing  faith  in  Diana,  came  in 
fewer  numbers;  the  sales  of  the  shrines  of  the  god- 
dess fell  off;  Diana  of  the  Ephesians  was  no  longer 
great;  a  Christian  church  was  founded  there  and 
flourished,   and  one   of   its  first   leaders  waa   tllQ 


Bphlal 
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apostle  John.  Finally  in  262  AD,  when  the  temple 
of  Diana  was  apain  burned,  its  influence  had  so  far 
departed  that  it  was  never  again  rebuilt.  Diana 
was  dead.  Ephesus  became  a  Christian  city,  and 
in  341  AD  a  council  of  the  Christian  church  was 
held  there.  The  city  itself  soon  lost  its  importance 
and  decreased  in  population.  The  sculptured 
stones  of  its  great  buildings,  which  were  no  longer 
in  use  and  were  falling  to  ruins^  were  carried  away 
to  Italy,  and  esp.  to  Constantmople  for  the  great 
church  of  Saint  Sophia.  In  1308  the  Turks  took 
possession  of  the  little  that  remained  of  the  city, 
and  deported  or  murdered  its  inhabitants.  The 
Cayster  river,  overflowing  its  banks,  gradually 
covered  with  its  muddy  deposit  the  spot  where  the 
temple  of  Diana  had  once  stood,  and  at  last  its  very 
site  was  forgotten. 

The  small  village  of  Ayaaalukf  36  miles  from 
Smyrna  on  the  Aidin  R.R.,  does  not  mark  the  site 
of  the  ancient  city  of  Ephesus,  yet  it  stands  nearest 
to  its  ruins.  The  name  AyascUuk  is  the  corruption 
of  three  Gr  words  meaning  "the  Holy  Word  of  Uod." 
Passing  beyond  the  village  one  comes  to  the  ruins 
of  the  old  aqueduct,  the  fallen  city  walls,  the  so- 
called  church  of  St.  John  or  the  baths,  the  Turkish 
fort  which  is  sometimes  called  Paul's  prison,  the 
huge  theater  which  was  the  scene  of  the  riot  of 
Paul's  time,  but  which  now^  with  its  marble  torn 
away,  presents  but  a  hole  m  the  side  of  the  hill 
Prion.  In  1863  Mr.  J.  T.  Wood,  for  the  British 
Museum,  obtained  permission  from  the  Turkish 
government  to  search  for  the  site  of  the  lost  temple 
of  Diana.  During  the  eleven  years  of  his  excava- 
tions at  Ephesus,  feO,000  were  spent,  and  few  cities 
of  antiquity  have  been  more  thoroughly  explored. 
The  city  wall  of  Lysimachus  was  found  to  be  36,000 
ft.  in  length,  inclosing  an  area  of  1,027  acres.  It 
was  10  i  ft.  thick,  and  strengthened  by  towers  at 
intervals  of  100  it.  The  six  gates  which  pierced 
the  wall  are  now  marked  by  mounds  of  rubbish. 
The  sites  and  dimensions  of  the  various  public 
buildings,  the  streets,  the  harbor,  and  the  founda- 
tions of  many  of  the  private  houses  were  ascer- 
tained, and  numerous  inscriptions  and  sculptures 
and  coins  were  discovered.  Search,  however,  did 
not  reveal  the  site  of  the  temple  until  January  1, 
1870.  after  six  years  of  faithful  work.  Almost  by 
acciuent  it  was  then  found  in  the  valley  without  the 
city  walls,  several  feet  below  the  present  surface. 
Its  foundation,  which  alone  remained,  enabled  Mr. 
Wood  to  reconstruct  the  entire  temple  plan.  The 
temple  was  built  upon  a  foundation  which  was 
reached  by  a  flight  of  ten  steps.  The  building 
itself  was  425  ft.  long  and  220  ft.  wide;  each  of  its 
127  pillars  which  supported  the  roof  of  its  colon- 
nade was  60  ft.  high;  like  the  temples  of  Greece, 
its  interior  was  open  to  the  sky.  For  a  further 
description  of  the  temple,  see  Mr.  Wood's  excellent 
book,  Discoveries  at  Ephesus.  E.  J.  Banks 

EPHLAL,  ef'lal  (^^SK,  *ephlal,  "judgment"): 
A  descendant  of  Judah  (1  Ch  2  37). 

EPHOD,  ef'od  nns»  [28 1],  TfeX  (20 1],  'ephddh; 
LXX  iir»|i(si  epomiSj  k^M,  ephdtht  4^^8,  ephdd, 
4^oii8,  ephoudj  trroX^i  S{aXXo«,  stolt  ixiUlos,  o^roXij 
Pvo*or(vi|,  stolt  biissine): 

(1)  A  sacred  vestment  originally  designed  for  the 
high  priest  (Ex  28  4  ff;  39  2  ff),  and  made  "of 
gold,  blue,  and  purple,  and  scarlet,  and  fine  twined 
finen,"  held  together  by  two  shoulderpieces  and  a 
skilfully  woven  band  which  served  as  a  girdle  for  the 
ephod.  On  the  shoulderpieces  were  two  onyx 
stones  on  which  were  engraved  the  names  of  the 
twelve  tribes  of  Israel.  It  is  not  known  whether 
the  ephod  extended  below  the  hips  or  only  to  the 


waist.  Attached  to  the  ephod  by  chains  of  pure 
gold  was  a  breastplate  containing  twelve  precious 
stones  in  four  rows.  Underneath  the  ephod  was 
the  blue  robe  of  the  ephod  extending  to  the  feet  of 
the  priest.  The  robe  of  the  ephod  was  thus  a  gar- 
ment comprising,  in  addition  to  the  long  robe  proper, 
the  ephod  with  its  shoulderpieces  and  the  oreast- 
plate  of  judgment. 

(2)  From  the  historical  books  we  learn  that 
ephods  were  worn  by  persons  other  than  the  high 

Eriest.  Thus  the  boy  Samuel  was  girded  with  a 
nen  ephod  while  assbtins  the  aged  high  priest 
r  1  S  2  18);  the  priests  at  Nob,  85  in  number,  are 
aescribed  as  men  wearing  a  linen  ephod  (22  18); 
and  David  was  girded  with  a  linen  ephod  when  he 
danced  in  the  procession  that  brought  the  ark  into 
Jems  (2  S  6  14).  The  ephod  was  considered  ap- 
propriate for  the  kins  on  this  solenm  and  happy 
occasion;  but  it  would  be  reading  into  the  narrative 
more  than  it  contains  to  infer  that  lay  worshippers 
were  regularly  clothed  with  the  ephod;  nor  are  we 
to  suppose  that  priests  other  than  the  high  priest 
were  accustomed  td  wear  ephods  as  rich  and  elab- 
orate as  that  of  the  high  priest.  Abiathar,  who 
became  high  priest  after  the  assassination  of  his 
father  by  Doeg,  probably  brought  to  the  camp  of 
David  the  ephod  worn  by  the  hi^  priest  in  lus  min- 
istrations at  Nob  (1  S  23  6),  and  through  this 
ephod  David  sought  in  certain  crises  to  learn  Jeh's 
will  (23  9;  80  7).  Some  have  argued  that  the 
ephod,  which  Abiathar  brought  in  his  hand,  was  an 
image  rather  than  a  priestly  garment,  but  there 
seems  no  sufficient  reason  for  regarding  it  as  other 
than  a  vestment  for  the  hi^  priest.  The  ephod 
behind  which  the  sword  of  Gouath  was  kept  wrapped 
in  a  cloth  may  well  have  been  a  garment  suspended 
from  the  wall  or  itself  wrapped  in  a  protecting  cloth 
(21  9). 

(3)  The  ephod  mentioned  in  Jge  17  5;  18  14f; 
Hos  8  4  is  associated  with  teraphim  and  other 
idolatrous  images.  We  may  frankly  confess  that 
we  do  not  know  the  shape,  size  and  use  of  the  ephod 
in  these  cases,  though  even  here  also  the  ephod  may 
well  have  been  a  priestly  garment.  The  same 
remark  holds  good  of  the  ephod  made  by  Gideon, 
and  which  became  an  object  of  idolatrous  worship  in 
Israel  (Jgs  8  27).  It  has  been  argued  that  a  vest- 
ment would  not  cost  seventeen  hundred  shekels  of 
gold.  Possibly  Gideon  set  up  an  apparatus  of  wor- 
ship containing  other  articles,  just  as  the  mother  of 
Micah  began  with  the  promise  to  make  a  graven 
image  and  a  molten  image,  and  afterward  added 
an  ephod  and  teraphim  (17  1-5).  Moreover,  if 
gems  and  brilliants  were  put  on  Gideon's  ephod. 
who  can  say  that  it  did  not  cost  seventeen  hundred 
shekels? 

LiTKBATUBK. — Bratiii.  De  veatitu  saeerdotum  (1608), 
462  ff ;  Ugolini,  Theaaurut  arUiquitatum  aaerarum  (1744- 
69).  XII.  785  f;  Anoessi,  Annalea  d«  philoa.  chrttienne, 
1872;  K5nig.  Rel.  Hiat.  of  larael,  107  ff:  Van  Hoonacker. 
Le  aaeerdoce  Uvitique  (1899),  370  ff;  Foote.  The  Ephod, 
in  "Johns  Hopkins  University  Circulars,"  1900. 

John  Richard  Sampet 
EPHOD,  e'fod  nbS ,  'ephodh) :  Father  of  Han- 
niel,  prince  of  Manasseh  (Nu  34  23). 

BPHPHATHA,  efVtha,  ef-a'tha  ('£<|i<|iaed, 
Ephphathd) :  Aram,  word  used  by  Christ  (Mk  7  34), 
the  'Ethpa^al  imper.  of  Aram,  pethdh  (Heb  p(iihdh), 
translated,  ''Be  [thou] opened";  cf  Isa  86  5.  The 
Aram,  was  the  sole  popular  language  of  Pal  (HJP, 
Ug,  9)  and  its  use  shows  that  we  have  here  the 
graphic  report  of  an  eyewitness,  upon  whom  .the 
dialectic  form  employed  made  a  deep  impression. 
This  and  the  corresponding  act  of  the  touch  with 
the  moistened  finger  is  the  foundation  of  a  corre- 
sponding ceremony  in  the  Roman  Catholic  formula 
for  baptism. 
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EPHRAIM,  6'fra-im,  6'frftrim  (DI^D^ ,  'ephrayim, 

"double  fruit")-    The  younger  of  the  two  sons  of 
Joseph  and  Asenath,  bom  in  Egypt. 

1.  The  He  and  his  brother  Manasseh  were 
Patriarch      adopted  by  Jacob,  and  ranked  as  lus 

own  sons,  each  becoming  the  ancestor 
of  a  tribe  in  Israel.  In  blessins  his  grandchildren, 
despite  their  father's  protest,  Jacob  preferred  the 
vounger,  foreshadowing  the  future  eminence  of 
his  descendants  (Gen  41  50ff;  48  20  ff).  In  the 
Blessing  of  Jacob,  however,  the  two  are  included 
under  the  name  or  Joseph  (49  22  f). 

At  the  first  census  on  leaving  Egypt,  Ephraim's 
men  of  war  numbered  40,500^   ana  at  the  second 

census  they  are  given  as  32,500  (Nu  1 

2.  The  33;  26  37).    See,  however,  art.  Ntrai- 
Tribe            bers.    The  head  of  the  tribe  at  the 

Exodus  was  Elishama,  son  of  Ammi- 
hud  (1  10).  With  the  standard  of  the  tribe  of 
Ephraim  on  the  W.  of  the  tabernacle  in  the  desert 
march  were  Manasseh  and  Benjamin  (2  18  ff). 
The  Ephraimite  among  the  spies  was  Hoshea  (i.e. 
Joshua),  the  son  of  Nun  (13  8).  At  the  division 
of  the  land  Ephraim  was  represented  by  prince 
Kemuel,   son  of  Shiphtan   (34  24).    The  future 

S>wer  of  this  tribe  is  again  foreshadowed  in  the 
lessing  of  Moses  (Dt  38  17).  When  Moses  died, 
a  member  of  the  tribe,  Joshua,  whose  faith  and 
courage  had  distinguished  him  among  the  spies,  sue- 
ceedea  to  the  chi^  place  in  Israel.  It  was  natural 
that  the  scene  of  national  assemblies,  and  the  center 
of  the  nation's  worship,  should  be  chosen  within  the 
land  occupied  by  the  children  of  Joseph,  at  Shechem 
and  Shilon  respectively.  The  leadership  of  Ephra- 
im was  further  emphasized  by  the  rule  of  Samuel. 
From  the  beginning  of  life  in  Pal  they  enjoyed  a 
certain  prestige,  and  were  very  sensitive  on  the 
point  of  honor  (Jgs  7  24;  8  1;  12  Iff).  Their 
acceptance  of  and  loyalty  to  Saul,  the  first  king 
chosen  over  Israel,  may  be  explained  by  his  belong- 
ing to  a  Rachel  tribe,  and  by  the  close  and  tender 
relations  existing  between  Joseph  and  Benjamin. 
But  they  were  never  reconciled  to  the  passing  of  the 
scepter  to  Judah  in  the  person  of  David  (2  S  2  8  f). 
That  Israel  would  have  submitted  to  the  sovereignty 
of  Absalom,  any  more  than  to  that  of  David,  is  not 
to  be  believed;  but  his  revolt  furnished  an  oppor- 
tunity to  deal  a  shrewd  blow  at  the  power  of  the 
southern  tribe  (16  13).  Solomon's  unwisdom  and 
the  crass  folly  of  Rehoboam  in  the  management  of 
the  northern  tribes  fanned  the  smoldering  discon- 
tent into  a  fierce  flame.  This  made  easy  the  work 
of  the  rebel  Jeroboam;  and  from  the  day  of  the  dis- 
ruption till  the  fall  of  the  Northern  Kingdom  there 
was  none  to  dispute  the  supremacy  of  Ephraim, 
the  names  Ephraim  and  Israel  being  synonymous. 
The  most  distinguished  of  Ephraim's  sons  were 
Joshua,  Samuel  and  Jeroboam  1. 

The  central  part  of  Western  Pal  fell  to  the  children 
of  Joseph;   and,  while  the  boundaries  of  the  terri- 
tory allotted  to  Ephraim  and  Manas- 

3.  The  seh  respectively  are  given  in  Josh  16; 
Territory       17  1  ff,  it  seems  to  have  been  held  by 

them  in  common  for  some  time  (17  14). 
The  Canaanites  in  certain  cities  of  both  divisions 
were  not  driven  out.  It  was  probably  thought 
more  profitable  to  enslave  them  ^16  10;  17  13). 
The  boundaries  of  Ephraim  cannot  be  followed  with 
accuracy,  but  roughly,  the^  were  as  follows:  The 
southern  boundary,  agreemg  with  the  northern 
border  of  Benjamin,  started  from  Bethel,  and  passed 
down  westwadxl  by  nether  Beth-horon  and  Gezer 
toward  the  sea  (16  3;  in  ver  5  it  stops  at  upper 
Beth-horon) ;  it  turned  northward  to  the  soutnem 
bank  of  the  brook  Kanah  (W&dy  K&ndh)  along 
which  it  ran  eastward  (17  10)  to  Michmethath  (the 
plain  of  Mukhneh) ;  thence  it  went  northward  along 


the  western  edge  of  the  plain  to  Shechem.  It  then 
bent  eastward  and  southward  past  Taanath-shiloh 
{Ta^ana)f  Janoah  (Yanun)  to  Ataroth  and  Naarah 
(unidentified)  and  the  Jordan  (16  7).  From  Ata- 
roth, which  probably  corresponds  to  Ataroth-addai* 
(ver  5),  possiblv  identical  with  the  modem  et-Truneh, 
the  southern  border  passed  up  to  Bethel.  Along 
the  eastern  front  of  tne  land  thus  defined  there  is 
a  steep  descent  into  the  Jordan  valley.  It  is  torn 
by  many  gorges,  and  is  rocky  and  unfruitful.  The 
long  slopes  to  the  westward,  however,  furnish  much 
of  the  finest  land  in  Pal.  Well  watered  as  it  is,  the 
valle3rs  are  beautiful  in  season  with  cornfields,  vine- 
yards, olives  and  other  fruit  trees.  The  uplands 
are  accessible  at  many  points  from  the  maritime 
plain;  but  the  great  avenue  of  entrance  to  the 
country  runs  up  Wody  esh-Sha^ir  to  Nfiblus,  whence, 
threadmg  the  pass  between  Gerizim  and  Ebal,  it 
descends  to  the  Jordan  valley.  In  this  favored 
region  the  people  must  have  lived  in  the  main  a 
prosperous  and  happy  life.  How  appropriate  are 
the  prophetic  allusions  to  these  conoitions  in  the 
days  of  Ephraim's  moral  decay  (Isa  28  1.4;  Jer  81 
18;  Hos  9  13;  10  11,  etc)!  W.  Ewinq 

EPHRAIM: 

(1)  A  position  apparently  of  some  importance, 
since  the  position  of  Baal-hazor  (probably » Tea 
M«tZr),  where  Abraham's  sheep-farm  was  located, 
is  determined  by  relation  to  it  (2  S  18  23).  That 
it  lay  N.  of  Jems  seems  to  be  indicated  in  ver  34. 
It  may  be  identical  with  the  Ephraim  of  Onom,  20 
Rom  miles  N.  of  Jerus,  and  therefore  to  be  sought 
somewhere  in  the  nei^borhood  of  SinjU  and  elr 
Lubbdn,  Connected  with  this  may  have  been  the 
name  Aphaerema,  a  district  in  Samaria  mentioned 
in  1  Mace  11  34;  AnL  XIII,  iv,  9. 

(2)  The  town  near  tne  wilderness  to  which  Jesus 
retired  after  the  raising  of  Lazarus  (Jn  11  54). 
This  probably  corresponds  to  Ephrem  of  Onom 
(s.v.  '^Afra")  6  Rom  miles  E.  of  Bethel.  This  may 
be  the  place  named  along  with  Bethel  by  Jos  (BJ, 
IV,  ix,  9).  It  probably  answers  to  e^faiyeheh,  a 
large  village  about  4  miles  N.  of  Beilin,  The  an- 
tiquity of  the  site  £3  attested  by  the  cisterns  and 
rock  tombs.  It  stands  on  a  high  hill  with  a  wide 
outlook  including  the  plains  of  Jericho  and  the 
Dead  Sea.    SeeEpHRON.  W.  Ewinq 

EPHRAIM,  FOREST  OF  (0?^?^  n?^,  ya'ar 
*ephrayim) :  The  word  ya^ar  (Heb)  probably  agrees 
in  meaning  with  the  Arab.  toaV,  which  indicates  a 
rough  country,  cJbounding  in  rocks,  stones  and  scrub, 
with  occasional  trees;  not  a  '^forest,''  as  we  under- 
stand the  term.  Here  Absalom  was  defeated  and 
slain  (2  S  18  6ff.  AV  "wood  of  Ephraim").  It 
must  be  sought,  therefore^  E.  of  the  Jordan,  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Mahanaim;  but  no  identincation 
is  yet  possible. 

EPHRAIM,  GATE  OF.    See  Jerusalem. 

EPHRAIM,  MOUNT  (DIID^  nn,  har  *ephrayim) : 
Means  that  part  of  the  mountain  which  fell  to 
Ephraim  (Josh  19  50,  etc).  The  natives  speak 
today  of  Jebd  NdblttSj  Jebel  ^afedf  etc,  meaning 
that  section  of  the  central  range  which  is  subject  to 
each  city.  It  is  better  therefore  to  retain  the  render- 
ing of  AV,  and  not  to  read  with  RV  "hill-country 
of  Ephraim." 

EPHRAIM,  WOOD  OF.  See  Ephraim,  Forest 
or. 

EPHRAIMITE,  6'fra-un-It  (D'^.'^??,  'ephrayim; 
sing.  '^n'J^? »  ^ephr&lhl) :  A  member  of  the  tribe  of 
Ephraim'  (Josh  16  10,  etc).  See  also  Ephra- 
thite. 
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EPHRAIN,e'fra-in(2  Ch  18  19),  RVEPHRON, 
which  see. 

EPHRATH,  ef'rath,  6'frath  (finD^,  'ephr&th; 
'E^pdOo,  Ephrdtha;  Gen  86  16;  48  7);  EPHRA- 
THAH,  ef  ra-tha,  ef-ra'tha  (nnnpX ,  'ephrOthah,  in 
the  other  references:  Josh  16  59  [in  added  ver  of 
LXX  only];  Ruth  4  11;  1  Ch  2  19.24.50;  Ps  182 
6;  Mic  6  2,  AV  ''Ephratah"):  The  name  either  of 
Biethlehem  itself  or  of  a  district  in  which  Bethlehem 
was  situated.  A  man  of  this  place  was  called  an 
Ephratfaite  (Ruth  12;  1  S  17  12).  It  is  held  by 
manv  authorities  that  the  Ephrath  where  Rachel 
was  buried  (Gen  86  16;  48  7)  was  a  different  place, 
the  words  ''the  same  is  Bethlehem''  being  a  gloss. 
The  reading  in  Ps  132  6  is  doubtful;  RVm  has 
"Ephraim."  E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

EPHRATHITE,  ef'rath-It,  e'frath-It.  See  Eph- 
rath. 

EPHRON,  5'fron  Cl'l"^??,  ^ephrdn,  "fawnlike"): 
The  Hittite  of  whom  Abraham  bought  the  field  and 
cave  of  Machpelah  (Gen  28  8ff;  26  9;  49  30). 
The  transaction  was  conducted  in  true  oriental 
fashion,  with  excessive  courtesy;  but  the  large  sum 
of  400  shekels'  weight  of  silver  was  in  the  end  re- 
quired (cf  88  19;  IK  16  24).  See  also  Monet; 
Monet,  Current. 

BPHRON,  5'fron  0^"^??»  'ephron;  'E+p^v, 
Ephrdn) : 

(1)  2  Ch  18  19:  "And  Abijah  pursued  after 
Jeroboam,  and  took  cities  from  him,  Beth-el  with  the 
towns  thereof,  and  Jeshanah  with  the  towns  thereof, 
and  Ephron  with  the  towns  thereof."  Another 
reading  is  "Ephraim"  (RVm).  This  is  thought  by 
many  to  be  identical  with  Ophrah  (STJ^^,  ^ophr&h. 
Josh  18  23)  and  perhaps  with  Ephraim  (D'^.'^CK , 
'ephraywif  2  S  18  23)  which  both  have  been  local- 
ized at  the  lofty  town  of  ef  faiyibeh, 

(2)  A  city  E.  of  the  Jordan  between  Camion 
(Ashteroth-kamain)  and  Scythopolis  (Beisan): 
"Then  Judas  gathered  together  all  the  Israelites  that 

were  in  the  country Now  when  they  came 

unto  Ephron  (this  was  a  great  city  in  the  way  as 
they  should  go,  very  well  fortified)  they  could  not 
turn  from  it  either  on  the  right  hand  or  on  the  left, 
but  they  must  needs  pass  through  the  midst  of  it" 
(1  Mace  6  45.46  AV:  Ant.  XII,  viii,  6;  also 
2  Mace  12  27).  Bunl  ana  Schumacher  propose 
^a^r  Wady  el  Ghafr,  a  ruined  tower  which  com- 
pletely commands  the  deep  Wady  el  Ghafr,  but  the 
ruins  appear  to  be  scanty. 

(3)  Mt.  Ephron:  The  border  of  Judah  is  de- 
scribed (Josh  16  9) :  "It  went  out  to  the  cities  of 
Mount  Ephron."  The  position  will  depend  on  that 
of  Nephtoah  and  of  Kiriath-iearim. 

E.  W.  G.  Masterman 
EPICUREANS,  ep-i-kd-re'anz  (*£iriKoiipiu»i,  Epi- 
koureiai): 

1.  Social  and  Political  Causes 

2.  Egoistic  Hedonism 

3.  Back  to  Nature 

4.  Ataraxy 

5.  Pleasure  Is  the  Absence  of  Pain 

6.  Social  Contract 

7.  Atomic  Theory 

8.  Materialism 

0.  Theory  of  Ideas 

10.  Epicurean  Gods 

11.  Con$ensu»  Oentium 

12.  Causes  of  Success 

13.  Complete  Antithesis  of  Paul's  Teaching 

LiTBBATDBB 

The  Epicureans  with  the  Stoics  (q.v.)  encoun- 
tered Paul  in  Athens  (Acts  17  18).  lliey  were  the 
followers  of  Epicurus,  a  philosopher  who  was  born 
in  Samos  in  341  BC,  and  who  taught  first  in  Asia  I 


Minor  and  afterward  in  Athens  till  his  death  in  270 
BC.  His  system,  unlike  most  philosophies,  main- 
tained its  original  form,  with  little  development  or 
dissent,  to  the  end  of  its  course.  The  views  of  Paul's 
opponents  of  this  school  may  therefore  be  gathered 
from  the  teaching  of  Epicurus. 

The  conditions  for  the  rise  of  Epicureanism  an! 

Stoicism  were  political  and  social  rather  than  intc  I- 

lectual.       Speculative    thought    had 

1.  Social       reached  its  zenith  in  the  great  con- 
and  Politi-    structive  ideals  of  Plato,  and  the  ency- 
cal  Causes    clopaedic  system  of  Aristotle.    Criti- 
cism of  these  would  necessarily  drive 

men  back  upon  themselves  to  probe  deeper  into  the 
meaning  of  experience,  as  Kant  did  in  later  times. 
But  the  conditions  were  not  propitious  to  pure 
speculation.  The  breaking  up  of  the  Gr  city- 
states  and  the  loss  of  Gr  independence  had  filled 
men's  minds  with  a  sense  of  insecurity.  The  insti- 
tutions, laws  and  customs  of  society,  which  had 
hitherto  sheltered  the  individual,  now  gave  way; 
and  men  demanded  from  philosophy  a  haven  of 
rest  for  their  homeless  and  weary  souls.  Philosophy, 
therefore,  became  a  theory  of  conduct  and  an  art  of 
living. 

I^icurus  deprecated  the  pursuit  of  knowledge 
for  its  own  sake,  whether  as  philosophy  or  science, 
and  directed  his  inquiries  to  the  two  practical  ques- 
tions: What  is  the  aim  of  life?  and  How  to  attain 
to  it?  Philosophy  he  defined  as  ''a  daily  business  of 
speech  and  thought  to  secure  a  happy  life.'' 

His  ethical  teaching  ia  therefore  the  central  and 
governing  factor  of  Epicurus'  philosophy.  It  be- 
longs to  the  t3rpe  generally  described 

2.  Egoistic  as  Egoistic  Hedonism.  The  same  gen- 
Hedonism    eral  principles  had  been  taught  by  Aris- 

tippus  and  his  school,  the  ^renaics,  a 
century  earlier,  and  they  were  again  revived  in  liie 
17th  cent,  in  England  by  Thomas  Hobbes. 

The  aim  and  end  of  life  for  every  man  is  his  own 
happiness,  and  happiness  is  primarily  defined  as 
pleasure.  "Wherefore  we  call  pleasure  the  Alpha 
and  Omega  of  a  blessed  life.  Pleasure  is  our  first 
and  kindred  good.  It  is  the  starting-point  of  every 
choice  and  of  every  aversion,  and  to  it  we  come  back, 
inasmuch  as  we  make  feeling  the  rule  by  which  to 
judge  every  good  thing"  (Epicurus,  Letter  to  MeruX" 
ceua).  So  far  Epicurus  might  seem  to  be  simply 
repeating  the  view  of  the  Cyrenaics.  But  there 
are  important  differences.  Aristippus  held  the 
pleasure  of  the  moment  to  be  the  end  of  action;  but 
Epicurus  taught  that  life  should  be  so  Uved  as  to 
secure  the  greatest  amount  of  pleasure  during  its 
whole  course.  And  in  this  larger  outlook,  the 
pleasures  of  the  mind  came  to  occupy  a  larger  place 
than  the  pleasures  of  the  bodv.  For  happiness  con- 
sists not  so  much  in  the  satisfaction  of  desires,  as  in 
the  suppression  of  wants,  and  in  arriving  at  a  state 
of  independence  of  all  circumstances,  which  secures 
a  peace  of  mind  that  the  privations  and  changes  of 
life  cannot  disturb.  Man's  desires  are  of  various 
kinds:  ''Some  are  natural,  some  are  groundless; 
of  the  natural,  some  are  necessary  as  well  as  nat- 
ural, and  some  are  natural  only.  And  of  the  neces- 
sary desires,  some  are  necessary  if  we  are  to  be  happy, 
some  if  the  bodjr  is  to  be  rid  of  uneasiness,  some  if 
we  are  even  to  hve."  Man's  aim  should  be  to  sup- 
press all  desires  that  are  unnecessary,  and  esp.  such 
as  are  artificially  produced.  Learning,  culture, 
civilization  and  the  distractions  of  social  and  politi- 
cal life  are  proscribed,  much  as  they  were  m  the 
opposite  school  of  the  Cynics,  because  they  pro- 
duce many  desires  difficult  to  satisfy,  and  so  dis- 
turb the  peace  of  the  mind.  This  teaching  has  been 
compared  to  that  of  Rousseau  and  even  of  Buddha. 
Like  the  former,  Epicurus  enjoins  the  withdrawal 
of  life  from  the  complexities  and  perplexities  of 
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civilization,  to  the  bare  necessities  of  Nature,  but 

he  stops  short  of  the  doctrine  of  Nirvana,  for  life 

and  the  desire  to  live  he  regards  as 

3.  Back         good  things.      He  even  rises   above 
to  Nature      Naturalism  to  a  view  that  has  some 

kinship  with  modern  Spiritualism,  in 
his  affirmation  of  the  mastery  of  mind  over  adverse 
circumstances.  "Though  he  is  being  tortured  on 
the  rack,  the  wise  man  is  still  happy. 

Epicurus'  definition  of  the  end  of  life  and  of  the 
way  to  it  bears  a  supei^cial  resemblance  to  that  of 

his  opponents,  the  Stoics.    The  end 

4.  Ataraxy    sought  by -both  is  oterocia,  "imper- 

turbability," a  peace  of  mind  that 
transcends  all  circumstances,  and  the  way  to  it  is 
the  life  according  to  Nature.  But  Nature  for 
Epicurus  is  purely  physical  and  material,  and  the 
utmost  happmess  attainable  is  the  complete  absence 
of  pain. 

He  justly  protests  against  the  representation  of 
his  teaching  as  gross  and  immoral.  "When  we 
say,  then,  that  pleasure  is  the  end  and 
6.  Pleasure  aim,  we  do  not  mean  the  pleasures  of 
Is  the  Ab-  the  prodigal,  or  the  pleasures  of  sen- 
sence  of  suality,  as  we  are  imderstood  to  do  by 
Pain  some,  through  ignorance,  prejudice  or 

wiLTul  misrepresentation.  By  pleasure 
we  mean  the  absence  of  pain  in  the  body  and  trouble 
in  the  soul"  (Letter  to  Menoeceus).  His  own  life 
was  marked  by  a  simplicity  verging  on  asceticism, 
and  by  kindly  consideration  for  his  friends.  But 
the  theory  was  capable  of  serving  the  piUTX)8es  of 
worse  men  to  justify  license  and  selfishness. 

Justice  and  ordinary  morality  were  recognized 
in  the  system  as  issuing  from  an  original  social  com- 
pact, such  as  Hobbes  and  Rousseau 
6.  Social  supposed,  and  resting  upon  the  self- 
Contract  interest  and  happiness  of  individuals 
who  entered  into  the  compact  the 
better  to  gain  those  ends.  Ordinary  morality  has 
therefore  no  stronger  sanction  than  the  individual's 
desire  to  secure  his  own  happiness.  Against  pubUc 
violations  of  the  moral  coae,  the  sanction  finds  its 
agent  in  the  social  order  and  the  penalties  it  inflicts; 
but  the  only  deterrent  from  secret  immorality  is  the 
fear  of  being  foimd  out,  and  the  necessarily  dis- 
turbing character  of  that  fear  itself.  Friendship, 
the  supreme  virtue  of  Epicureanism,  is  based  upon 
the  same  calculating  selfishness,  and  is  to  be  cul- 
tivated for  the  happiness  it  begets  to  its  owners. 
The  fundamental  defect  of  the  system  is  its  extreme 
individualism,  which  issues  in  a  studied  selfishness 
that  denies  any  value  of  their  own  to  the  social 
virtues,  and  in  the  negation  of  the  larger  activities 
of  life. 

Epicurus  had  no  interest  in  knowledge  for  its  own  sake, 
whether  of  the  external  world,  or  of  any  ultimate  or 
supreme  reality.  But  he  found  men's  minds  full  of 
ideas  about  the  world,  immortality  and  the  gods,  which 
disturbed  their  peace  and  filled  them  with  vain  desires 
and  fears.  It  was  therefore  necessary  for  the  practical 
ends  of  his  philosophy  to  find  a  theory  of  the  things 
outside  of  man  that  would  give  him  tranquillity  and 
serenity  of  mind.  ,  •^  .      . 

For  this  purpose  Epicurus  fell  back  upon  Democritus 

atomic  theory  of  the  world.    The  original  constituents 

of  the  universe,  of  which  no  account  could 

7    AMmtr      be  given,  were  atoms,  the  void,  and  mo- 
#.  Awnuc      ^jQjj     3     ^  fl^^  jj^^  Qj^  f^^   ^jjg  atoms 

Tneory  moved  tnrough  the  void,  so  as  to  form  the 

world  as  we  know  it.     The  same  uniform 

necessity  maintains  and  determines  the  abiding  condition 

of  all  that  exists.    Epicurus  modified  this  system  so  far  as 

to  admit  an  initial  freedom  to  the  atoms,  which  enabled 

them  to  divert  slightly  from  their  uniform  straight  course 

as  they  fell  Uke  rain  through  space,  and  so  to  impinge, 

combine  and  set  up  rotatory  motions  by  which  the  worlds, 

and  1^  that  is  in  them,  came  into  being. 

ft   lyr  0  He  did  not  follow  the  idea  of  freedom  in 

?•  ,,,  Nature  and  man  beyond  the  exigencies  of 

tenaiism        his  theory,  and  the  thoroughly  materialistic 

nature  ox  his  imiverse  precluded  him  from 

deducing  a  moral  realm.    By  this  theory  he  gets  rid  of 


the  causes  of  fear  and  anxiety  that  disturb  the  human 
mind.  Teleology,  providence,  a  moral  order  of  the  uni- 
verse, the  arbitrary  action  of  the  gods,  blind  fate,  inunor- 
tality,  hell,  reward  and  punishment  after  death,  are  all 
excluded  from  a  universe  where  atoms  moving  through 
space  do  everything.  The  soul,  like  the  body,  is  made  of 
atoms,  but  of  a  smaller  or  finer  texture.  In  death,  the 
one  like  the  other  dissolves  and  comes  to  its  end. 

From  the  same  premises  one  would  expect  the  com- 
plete denial  of  any  Divine  beings.     But  it  is  a  curiosity 
of  the  system  that  a  grosslv  materialistic 

0  Theorv      theory  of  knowledge  should  require  ttie 
i  J .        -^      affirmation  of  the  existence  of  the  gods. 

01  laeas         Men's  ideas  are  derived  from  thin  material 

filma  that  pass  from  the  objects  around 
them  into  the  kindred  matter  of  their  minds.  It  follows 
that  every  idea  must  have  been  produced  by  a  corre- 
sponding object.  Men  generally  possess  ideas  of  gods. 
Therefore,  gods  must  exist  to  produce  those  ideas,  which 
come  to  men  in  sleep  and  dreams.  But  they  are  not 
such  gods  as  men  generally  believe  to  exist.  They  are 
constituted  of  the  same  atomic  matter  as  men,  but  of  a 
still  finer  texture.  They  dwell  in  the  intermundia,  the 
interspaces  outside  the  worlds,  where  earthly  cares  and 
the  dissolution  of  death  cannot  approach  them.  They 
are  immortal  and  completely  blessed.  They  cannot 
therefore  know  anything  of  the  world,  with  its  pain  and 
its  troubles,  nor  can  they  be  in  any  way  concerned  with 
it.  They  are  apotheoses  of  the  Epicurean  sage,  entirely 
withdrawn  from  the  world's  turmoil,  enjoving  a  life  of 

calm  repose,  and  satisfied  with  tne  bounty 

10   Eiiicu-    that  Nature  provides  for  them.     '*  For  the 

*     £    .      nature  of  the  gods  must  ever  in  itself  of 

rean  VrOOS    necessitv  enjoy  inunortality  with  supreme 

repose,  far  removed  and  withdrawn  from  our 
concerns;  since  exempt  from  every  pain,  exempt  from  all 
dangers,  strong  in  its  own  resources,  not  wanting  aught 
of  us.  it  is  neither  gained  bv  favors  nor  moved  by  anger" 
(Lucretius).  All  religion  is  banned,  though  the  gods  are 
retained.  Epicurus'  failure  to  carry  the  logic  of  his  sys- 
tem to  the  denial  of  the  gods  lies  deeper  than  his  theory 

of  ideas.    He  was  impressed   by  the  fact 

11.  ''Con-  that  "a  steadfast  unanimity  continues  to 
ia»naif«  prevail  among  all  men  without  exception" 
seuBus  ijjjj^ij  gQ^g  exist.  "A  consciousness  of  god- 
Gentium  '  head  does  not  allow  him  to  deny  the  exist- 
ence of  God  altogether.     Hence  his  attempt 

to  explain  the  fact  so  as  not  to  interfere  with  his  genend 
theory"  (Wallace,  Epicureanitm,  209). 

During  his  lifetime,  Epicurus  attracted  a  large 
following  to  his  creed,  and  it  continued  to  flourish 
far  down  into  the  Christian  era.  It  was  presented 
to  the  Rom  world  by  the  poet  Lucretius  in  his  poem 
De  natura  rerum,  which  is  still  the  chief  source  for 
the  knowledge  of  it.  One  OT  writer,  the  author  of 
Ecclj  may  have  been  influenced  by  its  spirit,  though 
he  did  not  adopt  all  its  ideas. 

The  personal  charm  and  enga^ng  character  of 

Epicurus  himself  drew  men  to  him,  and  elevated 

him  into  the  kind  of  ideal  sage  who 

12.  Causes  personified  the  teaching  of  the  school, 
of  Success    as  was  the  custom  of  all  schools  of 

philosophy.  The  system  was  clear- 
cut  and  easily  imderstood  by  ordinary  men,  and  it 
offered  a  plausible  theory  of  life  to  such  as  could  not 
follow  the  profounder  and  more  difficult  specula- 
tions of  other  schools.  Its  moral  teaching  found  a 
ready  response  in  all  that  was  worldly,  commonplace 
and  self-seeking  in  men  that  had  lost  their  high 
ideals  and  great  enthusiasms.  Above  all  it  deliv- 
ered men  from  the  terrors  of  a  dark  superstition 
that  had  taken  the  place  of  religion .  It  is  a  remark- 
able revelation  of  the  inadequacy  of  Gr  religion  that 
Epicurus  should  have  relegated  the  gods  from  the 
visible  world,  without  any  sense  of  loss,  but  only 
the  relief  of  a  great  deliverance. 

It  was  inevitable  that  the  teaching  of  Paul  should 
have  brought  this  school  up  against  him.    He  came 

to  Athens  teaching  a  God  who  had 

13.  Com-  become  man,  who  had  suffered  and 
plete  An-  died  to  accomplish  the  utmost  self- 
tithesis  of  sacrifice,  who  had  risen  from  the  dead 
Paul's  and  returned  to  hve  among  men  to 
Teaching       guide  and  fashion  their  lives,  and  who 

at  last  would  judge  all  men,  and  ac- 
cording to  their  deeds  reward  or  punish  them  in  a 
future  world .  To  the  Epicurean  this  was  the  revival 
of  all  the  ancient  and  hated  superstitions.    It  was 
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not  only  folly  but  impiety;  for  Epicurus  had  taught 
that  ''not  the  man  who  denies  the  gods  worshipped 
by  the  multitude,  but  he  who  affirms  of  the  gods 
what  the  multitude  believe  about  them,  is  truly 
impious." 

LiTBRATURK.  —  Hicks,  Stoic  and  Epicurean  (whose 
translations  are  adopted  in  all  quotations  in  this  art.); 
Zeller,  Stoic9,  Bpicureana  and  Sceptiea;  WaUaoe.  Epi- 
cureanism; Lucretius,  De  natura  rerum. 

T.  Rees 
EPILEPSY,  ep'i-lep-si.    See  Lunatic. 

EPIPHANES,  S-pif'a-n5z.    See  ANnocHtrs  IV. 

EPIPHI,  ep'i-fl  CEm+t,  EjnpM):  Name  of  a 
month  mentioned  in  connection  with  Pachon  in 
3  Mace  6  38.    See  Time. 

EPISTLE,  S-pis'a  (iirMTToX^,  epistoH,  "a  letter," 
"epistle";  from  liri<rT<XX«,  episUUd,  "to  send  to"): 

1.  NT  Epistles 

2.  Distinctive  Characteristics 

3.  Letteiv Writing  in  Antiquity 

4.  Letters  in  the  OT 

5.  Letters  in  the  Apocrypha 

6.  Epistolary  Writings  in  the  NT 

7.  Epistles  as  Distinguished  from  Letters 

8.  Patristic  Epistles 

9.  Apocryphal  Epistles 

A  written  communication;   a  term  inclusive  of 

all  forms  of  written  correspondence,  personal  and 

official,  in   vogue  from  an  early  an- 

1.  NT  tiquity.  Aa  applied  to  the  twenty- 
Epistles         one  letters,  which  constitute  well-nigh 

one-half  of  the  NT,  the  word  "epistle" 
has  come  to  have  chiefly  a  technical  and  exclusive 
meaning.  It  refers,  in  common  usage,  to  the  com- 
munications addressed  by  five  (possibly  six)  NT 
writers  to  individual  or  collective  churches,  or  to 
single  persons  or  groups  of  Christian  disciples. 
Thirteen  of  these  letters  were  written  by  St.  Paul; 
three  by  St.  John;  two  by  St.  Peter;  one  each  by 
St.  James  and  St.  Jude;  one  —  the  epistle  to  the 
Hebrews — by  an  unknown  writer. 

As  a  whole  the  Epistles  are  classified  as  Pauline, 
and  Catholic,  i.e.  general;  the  Pauline  being  divided 

into   two   classes:    those  written   to 

2.  Distinc-  churches  and  to  individuals,  the  latter 
tive  Char-  beingknown  as  Pastoral  (1  and  2  Tim, 
acteristics     and  Tit;  some  also  including  Philem; 

see  Lange  on  RomanSy  Am.  ed,  16). 
The  fact  that  the  NT  is  so  largelv  composed  of 
letters  distinguishes  it,  most  uniouely,  from  all  the 
sacred  writings  of  the  world.  The  Scriptures  of 
other  oriental  religions — the  Vedas,  the  Zend  Avesta, 
the  Tripitaka,  the  Koran,  the  writings  of  Confucius 
— lack  the  direct  and  personal  address  altogether. 
The  Epistles  of  the  NT  are  specifically  the  product 
of  a  new  spiritual  life  and  era.  They  deal,  not  with 
truth  in  the  abstract,  but  in  the  concrete.  They 
have  to  do  with  the  soul's  inner  en>eriences  and 
processes.  They  are  the  bumine  and  heart-throb- 
bing messages  of  the  apostles  and  their  confreres  to 
the  fellow-Christians  of  their  own  day.  The  chosen 
disciples  who  witnessed  the  events  following  the 
resurrection  of  Jesus  and  received  the  power  (Acts 
1  8)  bestowed  by  the  Holy  Spirit  on,  and  subse- 
quent to,  the  Day  of  Pentecost,  were  spiritually  a 
new  order  of  men.  The  only  approach  to  them  in 
the  spiritual  history  of  mankmd  is  the  ancient 
Heb  prophets.  Consequently  the  Epistles,  penned 
by  men  who  had  experienced  a  great  reaemption 
and  the  marvelous  intellectual  emancipation  and 
quickening  that  came  with  it,  were  an  altogether 
new  type  of  literature.  Their  object  is  personal. 
They  relate  the  vital  truths  of  the  resurrection  era, 
and  the  fundamental  principles  of  the  new  teaching, 
to  the  individual  and  collective  life  of  all  believers. 
This  specific  aim  accounts  for  the  form  in  which  the 


apostolic  letters  were  written.  The  logic  of  this 
practical  aim  appears  conspicuously  in  the  orderly 
Epistles  of  St.  raul  who,  ^ter  the  opening  saluta- 
tion in  each  letter,  lays  down  with  marvelous  clears 
ness  the  doctrinal  basis  on  which  he  builds  the  prac- 
tical duties  of  daily  Christian  life.  Following  tnese, 
as  each  case  may  require,  are  the  personal  messages 
and  affectionate  greetings  and  directions,  suited  to 
this  familiar  form  of  address. 

The  Epistles  consequently  have  a  charm,  a  direct- 
ness, a  vitality  and  power  unknown  to  the  other 
sacred  writings  of  the  world.  Nowhere  are  they 
equaled  or  surpassed  except  in  the  personal  instruc- 
tions that  fell  from  the  lips  of  Jesus.  Devoted  ex- 
clusively to  experimental  and  practical  religion  they 
have,  with  the  teachings  of  Christ,  become  the  text^ 
book  of  the  spiritual  ufe  for  the  Christian  church 
in  all  subsequent  time.  For  this  reason  ''they  are 
of  more  real  value  to  the  church  than  all  the  systems 
of  theology,  from  Origen  to  Schleiermacher"  (Schaff 
on  St.  Paul's  Epistles,  Hist  of  Christian  Church, 
741).  No  writings  in  history  so  unfold  the  nature 
and  processes  of  the  redemptive  experience.  In 
St.  Paul  and  St.  John,  esp.,  the  pastoral  instinct  is 
ever  supreme.  Their  letters  are  too  human,  too 
personal,  too  vital  to  be  formal  treatises  or  argu- 
ments. They  throb  with  passion  for  truth  and  love 
for  souls.  Their  directness  and  affectionate  inten- 
sity convert  their  authors  into  prophets  of  truth, 
preachers  of  grace,  lovers  of  men  and  missionaries 
of  the  cross.  Hence  their  value  as  spiritual  bi- 
ographies of  the  writers  is  immeasurable.  As  letters 
are  the  most  spontaneous  and  the  freest  form  of 
writing,  the  NT  Epistles  are  the  very  life-blood  of 
Christianity.  They  present  theology,  doctrine, 
truth,  appeal,  in  terms  of  life,  and  pulsate  with  a 
vitalitv  that  will  be  fresh  and  re-creative  till  the 
end  of  time.  (For  detailed  study  of  their  chronol- 
ogy, contents  and  distinguishing  characteristics, 
see  arts,  on  the  separate  epistles.) 

While  the  NT  Epistles,  in  style  and  quality,  are 
distinct  from  and  superior  to  all  other  lit.  of  this 
class,  they  nevertheless  belong  to  a 
8.  Letter-  form  of  personal  and  written  address 
Writing  in  common  to  all  ages.  The  earliest 
Antiquity  known  writings  were  epistolary,  unless 
we  except  some  of  the  chronologies 
and  inscriptions  of  the  ancient  Bab  and  Assyr  kings. 
Some  of  these  royal  inscriptions  carry  the  art  of 
writing  back  to  3800  BC,  possibly  to  a  period  still 
earlier  (see  Goodspeed,  Rentes  Historical  Series, 
42-43,  sees.  40-41),  and  excavations  have  brou^t 
to  light  ''an  immense  mass  of  letters  from  officials 
to  the  court — correspondence  between  royal  per- 
sonages or  between  minor  officials,"  as  early  as  the 
reign  of  idammurabi  of  Babylon,  about  2275  BC 
(ib,  33).  The  civilized  world  was  astonished  at 
the  extent  of  this  international  correspondence  as 
revealed  in  the  Am  Tab  (1480  BC).  discovered  in 
Egypt  in  1887,  among  the  ruins  oi  the  palace  of 
Amenophis  IV.  This  mass  of  political  correspond- 
ence is  thus  approximately  synchronous  with  the 
Heb  exodus  and  the  invasion  of  Canaan  under 
Joshua. 

As  might  be  expected,  then,  the  OT  abounds  with 
evidences  of  extensive  epistolary  correspondence 
in  and  between  the  oriental  nations. 
4.  Letters  That  a  postal  service  was  in  existence 
in  the  OT  in  the  time  of  Job  (Job  9  25)  is  evi- 
dent from  the  Heb  term  tS'^S'J,  rdgim, 
signif3ring  "runners,"  and  used  of  the  mounted 
couriers  of  the  Persians  who  carried  the  royal  edicts 
to  the  provinces.  The  most  striking  illustration  of 
this  courier  service  in  the  OT  occurs  in  Est  8  13.15; 
8  10. 14  where  King  Ahasuerus,  in  the  days  of  Queen 
Esther,  twice  sends  royal  letters  to  the  Jews  and 
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satraps  of  his  entire  realm  from  India  to  Ethiopia, 
on  the  swiftest  horses.  According  to  Herodotus, 
these  were  usually  stationed,  for  the  sake  of  the 
greatest  speed,  four  parasangs  apart.  Hezekiah's 
letters  to  Ephraim  and  Manasseh  were  sent  in  the 
same  way  (2  Ch  80  1.6.10).  Other  instances  of 
epistolary  messages  or  conununications  in  the  OT 
are  David's  letter  to  Joab  concerning  Uriah  and 
sent  by  him  (2  S  11  14.15);  JezebeFs,  to  the  elders 
and  nobles  of  Jezreel,  sent  in  Ahab's  name,  regard- 
ing Naboth  (1  K  21  8.9) ;  the  letter  of  Ben-hadad, 
king  of  Syria,  to  Jehoram,  king  of  Israel,  by  the 
hand  of  Naaman  (2  K  6  5-7);  Jehu's  letters  to 
the  rulers  of  Jezreel,  in  Samaria  (2  K  10  1.2.6.7); 
Sennacherib's  letter  to  Hezekiah  (2  K  19  14*  Isa 
37  14;  2  Ch  82  17),  and  also  that  of  Merodach- 
baladan,  accompanied  with  a  gift  (2  K  20  12; 
Isa  89  1).  Approximating  the  NT  epistle  in  pur- 
pose and  spirit  is  the  letter  of  earnest  and  loving 
counsel  sent  by  Jeremiah  to  the  exiles  in  Babylon. 
It  is  both  apostolic  and  pastoral  in  its  prophetic 
fervor,  and  is  recorded  in  full  (Jer  29  1.4-52)  with 
its  reference  to  the  bitterly  hostile  and  jealous  letter 
of  Shemaiah,  the  false  prophet,  in  reply. 

As  many  writers  have  well  indicated,  the  Bab 
captivity  must  have  been  a  great  stimulus  to  letter- 
writing  on  the  part  of  the  separated  Hebrews,  and 
between  the  far  East  and  Pal.  Evidences  or  this 
appear  in  the  histories  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah,  e.g. 
the  correspondence,  back  and  forth,  between  the 
enemies  of  the  Jews  at  Jems  and  Artaxerxes,  king 
of  Persia,  written  in  the  Syrian  language  (Ezr  4 
7-23) ;  also  the  letter  of  Tattenai  (AV  ^Tatnai") 
the  governor  to  King  Darius  (Ezr  6  6-17):  that 
of  Artaxerxes  to  Ezra  (Ezr  7  11  ff),  and  to  Asaph, 
keeper  of  the  royal  forest  (Neh  2  8);  finally  the 
interchange  of  letters  between  the  nobles  of  Judah 
and  Tobiah;  and  those  of  the  latter  to  Nehemiah 
(Neh  6  17.19;  so  Sanballat  ver  5). 

The  OT  Apoc  contains  choice  specimens  of  per- 
sonal and  omcial  letters,  approximating  in  Uterarv 
form  the  epistles  of  the  NT.    In  each 
6.  Letters     case  they  begin,  like  the  latter,  in  true 
in  the  epistolary   form    with    a   salutation: 

Apocxypha  "greeting,"  or  "sendeth  greeting" 
(1  Mace  11  30.32;  12  6.20;  16  2.16), 
and  in  two  instances  closing  with  the  customary 
"Fare  ye  weU"  or  "Fareweff"  (2  Mace  11  27-33. 
34-38;  cf  2  Cor  13  11).  so  universally  character- 
istic of  letter-writing  in  tne  Hellenistic  era. 

The  most  felicitous  and  perfect  example  of  offi- 
cial correspondence  in  the  NT  is  Claudius  Lysias' 
letter  to  Felix  regarding  St.  Paul  (Acts 
6.  Episto-     23  25-30).    Equally  complete  in  form 
lary  is  the  letter,  sent,  evidentlv  in  dupli- 

Writings  cate,  by  the  apostles  and  elders  to  their 
in  the  NT  gentile  brethren  in  the  provinces  of 
Asia  (Acts  16  23-29).  In  these  two 
letters  we  have  the  first,  and  with  Jas  1  1,  the  only, 
instance  of  the  Gr  form  of  salutation  in  the  NT 
(xa/p€tF,  chairein).  The  latter  is  by  many  scholars 
regarded  as  probably  the  oldest  letter  in  epistolary 
form  in  the  NT^  being  in  purport  and  substance  a 
Pastoral  Letter  issued  by  the  Apostolic  Council  of 
Jerus  to  the  churches  of  Antioch,  Syria  and  CiUcia. 
It  contained  instructions  as  to  the  basis  of  Christian 
fellowship,  similar  to  those  of  the  great  apostle  to 
the  churches  imder  his  care. 

The  letters  of  the  high  priest  at  Jerus  commending 
Saul  of  Tarsus  to  the  synagogues  of  Damascus  are 
samples  of  the  customary  letters  of  introduction 
(Acts  9  2;  22  5;  cf  28  21;  also  18  27).  As  a 
Christian  apostle  St.  Paul  refers  to  this  common 
use  of  "epistles  of  commendation"  (2  Cor  3  1; 
1  Cor  16  3)  and  himself  made  happy  use  of  the 
same  (Rom  16  Iff);  he  also  mentions  receiving 
letters,  in  turn,  from  the  churches  (1  Cor  7  1). 


Worthy  of  classification  as  veritable  epistles  are 
the  letters,  under  the  special  guidance  of  the  Holy 
Spirit,  to  the  seven  churches  of  Asia  (Rev  2  1 — 
8  22).  In  fact,  the  entire  Book  of  Rev  is  markedly 
epistolary  in  form,  beginning  with  the  benedictory 
salutation  of  personal  and  apostolic  address,  and 
closing  with  the  benediction  common  to  the  Pauline 
epistles.    This  again  distinguishes  the  NT  lit.  in 

r'  it  and  form  from  all  other  sacred  writings,  being 
ost  exclusively  direct  and  personal,  whether  in 
vocal  or  written  address.  In  this  respect  the  gospels, 
histories  and  epistles  are  alike  the  product  and  ex- 
ponent of  a  new  spiritual  era  in  the  life  of  mankind. 
This  survey  of  epistolary  writing  in  the  far  East, 
and  esp.  in  the  OT  and  NT  periods,  is  not  intended 
to  obscure  the  distinction  between  the 

7.  Epistles  letter  and  the  epistle.  A  clear  line  of 
as  Distin-  demarkation  separates  them,  owing 
guished  not  merely  to  differences  in  form  and 
&om  substance,  but  to  the  exalted  spiritual 
Letters  mission  and  character  of  the  apostolic 

letters.  The  characterization  of  a 
letter  as  more  distinctly  personal,  confidential  and 
spontaneous,  and  the  epistle  as  more  general  in  aim 
and  more  suited  to  or  intended  for  publication, 
accounts  only  in  part  for  the  classification.  Even 
when  addressed  to  churches  Paul's  epistles  were  as 
spontaneous  and  intimately  and  affectionately  per- 
sonal as  the  ordinary  correspondence.  While  in- 
tended for  general  circulation  it  is  doubtful  if  any 
of  the  epistolary  writers  of  the  NT  ever  anticipated 
such  extensive  and  permanent  use  of  their  letters 
as  is  made  possible  in  the  modem  world  of  printing. 
The  epistles  of  the  NT  are  lifted  into  a  distinct 
category  by  their  spiritual  eminence  and  power,  and 
have  given  the  word  epistle  a  meaning  and  quality 
that  will  forever  distinguish  it  from  letter.  In  this 
distinction  appears  that  Divine  element  usually 
defined  as  inspiration:  a  vitality  and  spiritual  en- 
duement  which  keeps  the  writings  of  the  apostles 
permanently  "living  and  powerfiJ,"  where  those  of 
their  successors  pass  into  aisuse  and  obscurity. 

Such  was  the  influence  of  the  NT  Epistles  on  the 

lit.  of  early  Christianity  that  the  patristic  and 

pseudepigraphic  writings  of  the  next 

8.  Patristic  century  assumed  chiefly  the  epis- 
Epistles         tolary  form.    In  letters  to  churches 

and  individuals  the  apostolic  Fathers, 
as  far  as  possible,  reproduced  their  spirit,  quality 
and  style.    See  Literaturb,  Sub-apostolic. 

Pseudo-epistles  extensively  appeared  after  the 
patristic  era,  many  of  them  written  and  circulated 

in  the  name  of  the  apostles  and  apo&- 

9.  Apocfy-  tolic  Fathers.  See  Apocryphal  Epis- 
phal  TLES.  This  earty  tendency  to  hide 
Epistles        ambitious  or  possibly  heretical  writings 

under  apostolic  authority  and  Scrip- 
tural guise  may  have  accounted  for  the  anathema 
pronounced  bv  St.  John  against  all  who  should 
attempt  to  add  to  or  detract  from  the  inspired  reve- 
lation (Rev  22  18.19).  It  is  hardlv  to  be  sup- 
posed that  all  the  apostolic  letters  ancl  writings  have 
escaped  destruction.  St.  Paul  in  his  epistles  refers 
a  number  of  times  to  letters  of  his  that  do  not  now 
exist  and  that  evidently  were  written  quite  fre- 
quently to  the  churches  under  his  care  (1  Cor  6  9: 
2  Cor  10  9.10:  Eph  8  3);  "in  every  epistle'* 
(2  Thess  3  17)  indicates  not  merely  the  apostle's 
imiform  method  of  subscription  but  an  extensive 
correspondence.  Col  4  16  speaks  of  an  "epistle 
from  Laodicea,''  now  lost,  doubtless  written  by  St. 
Paul  himself  to  the  church  at  Laodicea^  and  to  be 
returned  bv  it  in  exchange  for  his  epistle  to  the 
church  at  dolosse.  Dwiqht  M.  Pratt 

EPISTLES,  CAPTIVITY.  See  Philemon, 
Epistle  to. 


IKai^*^'^**    the  international  standard  bible  encyclopaedia 
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EPISTLES,  THE  PASTORAL.  See  Pastoral 
Epistles. 

epistles,  spurious,  spQ'ri-us.  See  Apoc- 
ryphal Epistles. 

EQUAL,  S'kwal  (t<ro9»  isoa):  In  Ezk  (18  25. 
29;  88  17.20),  'The  way  of  the  Lord  is  not  equal" 
translates  Heb  uiUdkhSn  for  takhanj  "to  weigh/' 
and  means  "is  not  adjusted  to  any  fixed  standard/' 
"arbitrary,"  "fitful,"  and,  therefore,  "not  equitable, 
fair,  or  impartial"  (LXX  "is  not  set  straight").  Ci 
same  Heb  word  in  1  S  2  3,  where  the  Lord  is  said 
to  'weigh  actions.'  "Equal,"  therefore,  is  what  will 
bear  the  closest  investigation  and  strictest  judg- 
ment. In  Mt  20  12,  "made  them  equal"  means 
"put  them  upon  the  same  footing,"  i.e.  regarded 
their  brief  service  as  though  it  were  the  very  same 
as  our  long  hours  of  toil.  In  Lk  20  36  the  context 
restricts  the  equality  to  a  particular  relation.  The 
precise  meaning  of  iaos  in  Jn  5  18,  "making  him- 
self equal  with  God/'  is  clearly  defined  by  the  pre- 
ceding clause,  for  Our  Lord's  opponents  say  that 
He  has  "called  God  his  own  Father"  (Gr  idion  par 
Ura,  i.e.  His  Father  in  a  peculiar  and  exclusive  sense; 
cf  idlou  huiori  of  Rom  8  32,  applving  the  same  adj. 
to  the  Son  in  His  relation  to  the  Father,  i.e.  His  Son 
in  a  sense  in  which  no  one  else  can  claim  the  title). 
They  correctly  interpreted  the  language  of  Jesus  as 
declaring  that  He  was  the  Son  of  God  in  a  way  that 
put  Him  on  an  equality  with  God.  The  charge 
against  Him  is  not  that  lie  said  that  He  was  "like" 
(K6moio8)f  but  that  He  was  "equal"  (isos),  i.e.  of 
the  very  same  rank  and  authority. 

H.  E.  Jacobs 

EQUALITY,  6-kwol'i-ti  (Ur&nft,  iedies):  In  2 
Cor  8  14,  lit.  "out  of  equality,"  i.e.  "in  equal  pro- 
Dortion"  or  "that  there  may  be  equality."  In  rhil 
2  6,  it  occurs  in  a  paraphrase  of  Gr  td  einai  isa 
thed,  "the  being  on  an  equality  with  God."  In  this 
much-discussed  passaf^e,  tsa,  according  to  a  not 
unusual  Attic  idiom,  is  construed  adverbially  (see 
Meyer  on  passage),  meaning,  therefore,  not  'the 
being  equar  (Av),  which  would  require  Uon,  but 
"the  having  equal  prerogatives  and  privileges." 
Tlie  personal  equality  is  one  thing;  the  equalit;^ 
of  attributes  is  another,  and  it  is  the  latter  wnich  is 
here  expressed  (lightfoot).  The  "being  on  an 
equality"  and  the  "having  equal  prerogatives"  are 
both  deductions  from  the  possession  of  "the  form  of 
God."  The  thought  is  that  if  He  who  had  "the 
form  of  God"  had  under  all  circumstances  exercised 
His  Divine  attributes.  He  would  have  been  employ- 
ing only  what  belonged  to  Him,  and  would  in  no 
way  have  derogated  from  what  belongs  only  to  God. 
We  regard  this  as  referring  to  the  incarnate  Son  in 
His  historical  manifestation.  H.  E.  Jacx)bs 

EQUITY,  ek'wi-ti:  Is  synonymous  with  "up- 
rightness," which  is  foimd  in  Prov  17  26;  Isa  69 
14;  Mai  2  6  in  place  of  AV  "equity."  Eccl  2  21 
has    "skilfulness     and    RVm    "success"    for   AV 

"equity."    The  context  favors  this  tr  of  I'l'^tps, 
kiahron,  which  is  derived  from  ^V3,  kdsher,  "to 
succeed." 
Equity  is  the  spirit  of  the  law  behind  the  letter; 

i'ustice  is  the  application  of  the  spirit  of  equity; 
lonesty  is  the  general  everyday  use  of  justice  or 
fairness,  equity  being  the  interior  or  abstract  ideal. 
The  Court  of  Equity  overrides  the  Court  of  Com- 
mon Law,  deciding  not  upon  terms,  but  the  spirit 
of  the  deed.  M.  O.  Evans 

ER,  At  (n?,  'cr,  'Catcher";  "^p,  Er"): 
(1)  The  eldest  son  of  Judah,  the  son  of  Jacob,  by 
Bhua  the  Canaanite.    Judah  took  for  him  a  wife 


named  Tamar.  It  is  recorded  that  Er  "was  wicked 
in  the  sight  of  Jeh:  and  Jeh  slew  him"  (Gen  88 
3.6.7;  46  12). 

(2)  "Er  the  father  of  Lecah"  is  mentioned  among 
"the  sons  of  Shelah  the  son  of  Judah"  (1  Ch  4  21). 

(3)  An  ancestor  of  Jesus  in  St.  Luke's  genealogy 
in  the  7th  generation  before  Zerubbabel  (Lk  8  28). 

ERA,  S'ra:  We  find  no  definite  era  in  use  in  OT 
times,  and  such  usage  does  not  appear  until  we 
reach  the  period  of  the  Maccabees.  There  are  some 
references  to  important  events  that  might  have 
served  as  eras  had  they  been  generally  accepted  and 
constantly  employed.  Such  weus  the  Exodus;  and 
this  is  referred  to  as  the  starting-point  in  fixing  the 
date  of  the  building  of  Solomon's  temple  (1  K  6  1), 
and  also  for  the  date  of  Aaron's  death  (Nu  88  38). 
An  earthquake  is  referred  to  by  Amos  (1  1^  as  a 
well-known  event  by  which  to  date  the  beginning 
of  his  prophetic  career^  and  Ezekiel  in  two  pas- 
sages refers  to  the  captivity  of  Judah  as  a  date  for 
marking  certain  events  in  his  life.  Of  these  the 
Exodus  would  have  been  the  most  appropriate 
event  to  use  as  an  era,  since  it  marked  the  birth  of 
the  Heb  nation;  but  the  universal  custom  of  an- 
tiquity waj9  to  date  from  the  re^al  years  of  tihe 
kings,  as  we  see  in  the  history  of  Egypt  and  Baby- 
lonia and  Assyria;  this  custom  waslollowed  by  the 
Israelites  as  soon  as  the  kingdom  was  established, 
and  was  continued  down  to  the  Captivity.  After 
the  return  of  the  Jews  they  naturally  adopted  the 
regnal  years  of  the  Pers  kings,  under  whose  rule 
they  were,  irntil  the  overthrow  of  the  kingdom  by 
Alexander,  After  this  event,  the  era  that  prevailed 
most  widely  in  Sjrria  was  that  of  the  Seleucid  king- 
dom, which  began  in  312  BC,  and  must  have  be^ 
familiar  to  the  Jews,  and  we  have  evidence  that 
they  made  use  of  it.  When  Simon  the  Maccabee 
secured  the  independence  of  the  Jews  from  the  Se- 
leucid king,  Demetrius  II,  in  141-140,  they  began 
to  date  their  instruments  and  contracts  from  this 
event  as  is  stated  in  1  Mace  18  41.42;  and  we  find 
that  the  year  of  their  independence  is  fixed  by  refer- 
ence to  the  Seleucid  era,  the  first  year  of  Simon  being 
the  170th  of  that  era  (see  Jos,  Ant,  XIII,  vi,  7). 
After  this  they  used  the  era  of  Simon,  dating  by  his 
regnal  years:  but  whether  they  used  this  as  a  per- 
manent era  during  the  Asmonean  Dynasty  or  dated 
simply  from  the  accession  of  each  King,  we  do  not 
know.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  Seleucid  era 
continued  to  be  used  throughout  the  coimtry  for 
several  centuries  after  the  downfall  of  the  Seleucid 
kingdom,  as  we  have  abundant  evidence  from 
inscriptions.  When  the  Romans  took  possession 
of  Syria  and  Pal,  their  era  was  of  course  employed 
by  Rom  officials,  but  this  did  not  prevail  amon^  the 
people.  The  dynasty  of  the  Herods  sometimes 
employed  their  own  regnal  years  and  sometimes 
those  of  the  emperors,  as  appears  from  their  coins. 
The  Jews  must  have  been  familiar  with  the  eras 
employed  by  some  of  the  Phoen  towns,  such  as  Tyre 
and  Sidon.  Tyre  had  a  local  era  which  began  in 
126  BC,  and  Sidon  one  beginning  in  112  BC;  and 
most  of  the  towns  on  the  coast  us^  the  era  of  Alex- 
ander, dating  from  the  battle  of  Issus,  irntil  the 
establishment  of  the  Seleucid  era.  The  Jews  would 
be  familiar  with  these  from  their  commercial  con- 
nections with  the  coast  towns,  but  we  do  not  know 
that  they  used  them.  They  did  not  adopt  the  era 
of  the  Creation  until  after  the  time  of  Christ.  It 
was  fixed  at  4,000  years  before  the  destruction  of  the 
later  temple,  or  3760  BC.  H.  Porter 

ERAN,  5'ran  (TJ?, 'eran,  "watcher,"  "watchful"; 
»E84v,  Edin) :  The  son  of  Ephraim's  oldest  son  Shu- 
thelah  (Nu  26  36).  Eranites,  the  descendants  of 
Eran  (ib). 
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ERASTUS,  ^-ras'tus  CEpcurrot,  Srastaa.  *'be- 
loYed")'  The  name  occurs  three  times,  each  time 
denoting  a  companion  of  Paul. 

(1)  l&astus  was  sent  with  Timothy  from  Ephesus 
into  Macedonia  while  Paul  remained  in  Asia  for  a 
while.  They  are  designated  ''two  of  them  that 
ministered  unto  him''  (Acts  19  22). 

(2)  "Erastus  the  treasurer  of  the  city"  sent  greet- 
ings to  the  Christians  in  Rome  (Rom  16  23).  He 
was  apparentl^^  an  important  person  In  the  Corin- 
thian conmiunity,  and  with  Gaius  probably  repre- 
sented that  church  in  these  fraternal  relations  with 
the  Rom  community. 

(3)  Erastus  is  one  who,  in  2  Tim  4  20,  "remained 
at  Corinth." 

We  have  no  means  of  discovering  whether  one 
or  more  than  one  person  is  meant  in  these  references. 
A.  C.  Headlam  (HDB,  s.v.)  thinks  it  improbable 
that  one  who  held  an  office  implying  residence  in 
one  locality  should  have  been  one  oT  Paul's  com- 
panions in  travel.  On  the  other  hand  Paul  may 
be  designating  Erastus  (Rom  16  23)  by  an  office 
he  once  held,  out  which  he  gave  up  to  engage  in 
mission  work.  S.  F.  Hunter 

ERECH,  S'rek,  er'ek  (t\y$,  'erekh;  "Optx,  6rech): 

The  second  of  the  cities  founded  by  Nimrod,  the 

others  being  Babel,  Accad  and  Calneh 

1.  Ety-  (Gen  10  10).  The  derivation  of  the 
mology  of  name  is  weU  known,  Erech  being  the 
the  Name     Sem-Bab    Uruk,   from  the  Sumerian 

Unugf  a  word  meaning  "seat,"  prob- 
ably in  the  sense  of  "residential  city."  Tne  char- 
acter with  which  it  is  written  enters  into  the  com- 
position of  the  Bab  names  of  Larsa  and  Ur  of  the 
Chaldees. 

Its  identification  with  Warka,  on  the  left  bank  of 

the  Euphrates,  half-way  between  HiUah  (Babylon) 

and  Koma,  is  beyond  a  doubt.    It  is 

2.  Position  thought  that  the  Euphrates  must  have 
and  Nature  flow^  nearer  to  the  city  in  ancient 
of  the  times,  as  the  Gilgamed  legend  relates 
Ruins  that  that  hero  and  his  companion  Enki- 

du  washed  their  hands  in  the  stream 
after  having  killed  the  divine  bull  sent  by  the  god- 
dess I§tar  to  destroy  them.  The  shape  of  the  ruin 
is  irregular,  the  course  of  the  walls  of  the  N.E.  having 
been  seemingly  determined  by  that  of  the  Nile 
canal  (Shattren-NU) ,  which  flowed  on  that  side.  The 
extreme  length  of  the  site  from  N.  to  8.  is  over  3,(XX) 
yds.,  and  its  width  about  2,8(X)  yds.  This  space  is 
very  fuU  of  remains  of  buildings;  and  the  founda- 
tions of  the  walls,  with  their  various  windings,  gate- 
ways and  defences^  are  traceable  even  now. 

Two  great  deities,  I§tar  and  Nanaa,  were  wor- 
shipped in  this  city,  the  temple  of  the  former  being 
£-anna,  "the  house  of  heaven"  (or  "of 
8.  Its  Anu,"  in  which  case  it  is  probable  that 

Patron-  the  god  of  the  heavens,  Anu,  was  also 
Deities  and  one  of  the  patrons  of  the  city).  The 
Their  shrine  dedicated  to  Ifitar  is  apparently 

Temples  now  represented  by  the  ruin  Known  as 
Buwdrlyya  or  "reed-mats,"  and  so 
called  on  account  of  the  layers  of  matting  at  intervals 
of  4  or  5  ft.  This  is  the  great  temple-tower  {ziq- 
qurat)  of  the  place,  called  S-gipar-imina,  "the 
house  of  7  enclosures."  The  remains  are  situated 
in  a  large  courtyard  measuring  350  ft.  by  270  ft. 
As  in  the  case  of  other  Bab  erections^  the  corners 
are  directed  toward  the  cardinal  pomts,  and  its 
height  is  about  1(X)  ft.  above  the  desert-plain. 

As  Erech  is  mentioned  with  Babylon,  Niffer 
(Calneh)  and  Eridu,  as  one  of  the  cities  created  by 
Merodach  (Nimrod),  it  is  clear  that  it  was  classed 
with  the  oldest  foundations  in  Babylonia.  It  was 
the  city  of  Gil^ameS,  the  half-mythical  king  of 
the  earliest  period,  who  seems  to  have  restored 


the  walls  and  temples.    Its  earliest  known  ruler  of 

historical  times  was  En&ag-ku§-anna,  about  4^000 

BC.    The  celebrated  shrine  of  i6tar 

4.  History  was  ahready  in  existence  in  the  time 
of  the  Ci^s  of  Lugal-zagd-si,  who  came  somewhat 
Temples,  later.  EingDungi  (2600  BC) restored 
etc  £-anna    and    built    its    great    widl. 

This  was  in  the  time  of  the  great  Ur 
D3rnastv,  but  later  the  cit]^  seems  to  have  come 
under  the  dominion  of  the  langs  of  Isin,  Libit-Ifitar 
having  apparently  restored  the  sanctuary  of  I&tar  on 
fi-gipara.  Another  great  ruler  of  the  early  period 
was  Sin-ga§id,  king  of  Erech,  who  was  a  patron  of 
£!-anna^  and  when  he  restored  this  shrine,  he  en- 
dowed it  with  grain,  wool,  oil  and  1  diekel  of  gold. 
There  seems  also  to  have  been  a  shrine  to  Nergal, 
god  of  war,  which  was  restored  by  King  Sin-gamil. 
About  2280  BC  Kudur-Nan|)unde.  the  Elamite 
king,  plimdered  the  city,  and  carried  ofif  the  statue 
of  the  goddess  Nanaa,  which  was  only  restored  to 
its  place  by  A§§ur-bani-Apli,  the  Assyr  king,  about 
635  BC.  Samsu-iluna  seems  to  have  surpassed  his 
father  ^ammurabi  (Amraphel)  in  the  restoration 
of  the  city's  temples,  and  other  rulers  who  did  not 
forget  EIrech  were  Nebuchadrezzar  and  Nabonidus. 
Many  tablets  have  been  found  on  the  site,  and 
give  promise  of  interesting  discoveries  still  to  come. 

Having  been  the  capital  of  the  hero- 

5.  Litera-  kins  Gilgamefi,  who  saw  the  wonders 
tare  Refer-  of  the  wide  world,  spoke  with  the  Bab 
ring  to  Noah  face  to  face,  and  almost  attained 
Erech            immortality  as  a  living  man,  it  was 

always  a  place  of  romance.  Poetical 
compositions  concerning  it  exist,  one  of  the  most 
interesting  being  a  lamentation  possibly  written 
after  the  invasion  of  Kudur-Nant>undi,  when  famine 
was  rife  in  the  city,  blood  flowed  like  water  in  £- 
ulbar,  the  house  of  IStar's  oracle,  and  the  enemy 
heaped  up  fire  in  idl  the  goddess'  lands  as  one  heaps 
up  embers. ... 

The  consideration  in  which  the  city  was  held  is 
made  plain  by  the  geographical  lists,  from  which  it 

would  seem  tnat  it  had  no  less  than  11 

6.  The  names,  among  them  being  lUab  or 
City's  IHoiQt  Tir-anna,  "the  heavenly  grove"; 
Numerous  Ubifniruif  "the  7  regions";  Unir- 
Names  giparor^minaf  "the  city  of  the  7  en- 
closures";   and    Uruk-^puri,  "Erech 

of  the  folds"  (the  name  which  it  always  bears  in  the 
Gil^unei  legend),  given  to  it  either  on  account  of 
its  being  a  center  where  pastoral  tribes  gathered,  or 
because  of  the  flocks  kept  for  sacrifice  to  its  deities. 
Besides  the  inscriptions  of  the  kings  already  men- 
tioned, tablets  of  the  reigns  of  Nabopolassar,  Nebu- 
chadrezzar,   Nabonidus,   Cyrus,    Da- 

7.  Tablets  rius  and  some  of  the  Seleucids  have 
and  been  found  on  the  site.  In  the  ruins 
Tombs  of  of  the  town  and  the  country  around. 
Late  Date     numerous  glazed  earthenware  (slipper^ 

shaped)  coffins  and  other  receptacles, 
used  for  and  in  connection  with  the  burial  of  the 
dead,  occur.  These  are  mostly  of  the  Parthian 
period,  but  they  implv  that  the  place  was  rej^arded 
as  a  necropolis,  poosibly  owing  to  the  sanctity  at- 
tached to  the  site. 

LiTBBATUBB. — Schrador.  KAT;  Loftus.  Chaldma  and 
Su*xana,  162  ff ;  Fried.  DeUtzsch.  Wo  lag  das  Paradies  t 
221  f ;  Zehnpfund,  Bahylonien  in  seinen  vnehiigMten 
Ruinenttdtten,  4B  ff. 

T.  G.  Pinches 
ERI,  6'rl,  ERITES,  5'rlts  n?,  *crl,  "watcher"): 
The  fifth  of  the  seven  sons  of  Gad  (Gen  46  16: 
Nu  26  16).    Patron3rmic,    Erites    (ib),   a  clan  ot 
Gad. 

ERI-AKU,  er-i-a-koo',  &-ri-drkQ':  This  is  the 
probable  Sumerian  reading  of  the  well-known  Bab 


Eri-Ako 
Esau 
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name  written  with  the  characters  for  "servant" 

(Sem  wardu  or  Ardu)  and  the  group  standing  for 

the  Moon-god  Sin   (written   En^zu— 

1.  The  Zu-en),  otherwise  Aku,  the  whole 
Name  and  meaning  "servant  of  the  Moon-god." 
Its  Ety-  This  ruler,  who  was  king  of  Larsa 
mology  (Ellassar — cf  that  art.),  is  generally 

identified  with  the  Arioch  (q.v.)  of 
Gen  14  9.  Several  Assjrriologists  read  the  name 
with  the  Sem  Bab  pronunciation  of  WaradSin;  and, 
if  this  be  correct,  there  would  be  a  certain  amount 
of  doubt  as  to  the  generally  received  identification; 
though  this,  on  the  other  hand,  might  simply  prove 
that  the  ancient  Hebrews  obtained  their  transcrip- 
tion from  a  Sumerian  source. 

In  addition  to  a  number  of  contract-tablets,  the 
following  inscriptions  mentioning  Eri-Aku  or  Warad- 
Sin are  known: 

2.  Inscrip-  (1)  A  dedication,  by  Kudur-mabuk. 
tions  Men-  "father  of  Martu"  {Amurru,  the  land 
tioning  of  the  Amorites),  son  of  Simti-Sil^k. 
Eri-Aku         of  some  sacred  object  to  the  Moon-god 

Nannar,  for  his  own  life  and  that  of 
Eri-Aku,  his  son,  the  king  of  Larsa. 

(2)  A  dedication,  by  Eri-Aku,  to  I§tar  of  Hallabu, 
for  his  own  life  and  that  of  his  father  and  begetter 
Kudur-mabuk.  The  text  records  the  restoration 
of  I§tar's  sanctuary. 

(3)  A  dedication,  by  Eri-Aku,  to  the  god  Nannar, 
for  the  preservation  of  his  own  life  and  that  of  his 
father,  Kudur-mabuk.  The  restoration  of  several 
temples  is  referred  to. 

(4)  An  inscription  of  Eri-Aku,  "the  powerful 
man,"  "the  nourisher  of  Ur  [of  the  ChaldeesJ,  the 
king  of  Larsa,  the  king  of  Sumer  and  Akkad;  son 
of  Kudur-mabuk,  the  father  of  Emutbala."  The 
text  records  that  he  raised  the  wall  of  Ur,  called 
"Nannar  is  the  consolidator  of  the  foundations  of  the 
land,"  high  like  a  mountain. 

(5)  A  dedication  by  Eri-Aku  to  Nin-insina  (titles 
as  above).  It  records  the  building  of  the  temple 
£^u-namtila,  for  his  own  life,  and  the  fife  of  Kudur- 
mabuk,  the  father  his  begetter. 

These  inscriptions  and  others  show  that  Eri-Aku 
belonged  to  an  Elamite  family  which  held  the  throne 

of  Larsa.  a  state  which,  in  common 
8.  The  with  Babylonia  itself,  acknowledged 
Nationality  the  suzerainty  of  Elam.  Kudur- 
of  His  mabuk  would  seem,  from  motives  of 

Family  policy,  to  have  given  his  sons  Sumerian 

and  Sem  Bab  names;  and  it  is  note- 
worthy that  he  did  not  retain  the  rule  of  Larsa  for 
himself,  but  delegated  it  to  his  offspring,  keeping 
for  himself  the  dominion  of  flmutbSla  and,  as  his 
own  inscription  shows,  the  land  of  the  Amorites. 
With  regard  to  these  it  may  be  noted,  that  the  ex- 
pression adda,  ''father,"  probably  means  simply 
"administrator. " 

Eri-Aku  seems  to  have  died  while  his  father  was 
still  alive,  and  was  succeeded  by  Rlm-Sin,  who,  as 

Francois  Thureau-Dangin  points  out, 
4.  Eri-Aku  must  have  been  his  brother.  As  in 
and  Rim-  the  case  of  Eri-Aku,  Kudur-mabuk 
Sin  inaugurated  the  reign  of  Rlm-Sin  by  a 

dedication;  but  there  seems  to  be  no 
inscription  in  which  Rtm-Sin  makes  a  dedication  for 
the  life  of  his  father,  implying  that  Kudur-mabuk 
died  soon  after  his  second  son  came  to  the  throne. 

And  here  the  question  of  the  identification  of  Eri- 
Aku  with  Eri-Eaku  (var.  -Ekua)  claims  considera- 
tion. This  name  occurs  on  certain  tablets  of  late 
date  from  Babylonia,  and  is  coupled  with  a  name 
which  may  be  read  Kudur-labgumal  (for  Kudur- 
Idbgomary  i.e.   Chedorlaomer),  and   Tud-^ul,*   the 

I  Written  Tudl^ula,  but  the  syllabaries  indicate  the  final 
a  as  silent. 


Bib.  Tidal.    These  inscriptions  are  very  mutilated, 
but  from  the  smaller  one  it  would  seem  that  Eri- 

[E]aku  had  a  son  named  Durmah- 
6.  Is  Eri-  llani,  who  ravaged  some  district,  and 
Aku  to  Be  there  were  floods  at  Babylon.  [But] 
Identified  his  son  slaughtered  him  like  a  lamb,  and 
with  Eri-  old  man  and  child  [were  slain]  with  the 
Eaku?  sword.    Similar  things  seem  to  be  said 

of  Tud^ul  or  Tidal.  The  larger  frag- 
ment gives  further  details  of  the  life  of  Durmab- 
tlSni,  who  had  usuiped  royal  power  and  had  been 
killed  with  the  sworci.  If  the  events  recorded  belong 
to  this  period,  they  must  have  taken  place  after  the 
death  of  Eri-Aku  (-Eaku,  -Ekua),  but  before  that 
of  Kudiu'-lahgumal.  It  is  to  be  noted  that,  in  ac- 
cordance with  Elamite  usage,  the  crown  did  not  pass 
to  the  eldest  son  after  a  king's  death,  but  to  the 
king's  eldest  brother.  In  Elam  this  led  to  endless 
conflicts,  and  the  same  probably  took  place  in  Larsa 
until  incorporated  with  the  states  of  Babylonia. 

The  fact  that  the  history  of  Kudur-labgumal  (?) 
forms  the  subject  of  a  poetical  legend  suggests  that 

the  texts  mentioning  these  kings  may 
6.  A  have  belonged  to  a  kind  of  historical 

Historical      romance,  of  which  Chedorlaomer  (Am- 
Romance      raphel),  Arioch,  and  Tidal  were  the 

heroes — and,  in  truth,  this  is  implied 

by  their  style.    That  they  are  utterly  apocr>T)hal, 

however,  remains  to  be  proved. 

Liter ATUBE.— See  "Inscriptions  and  Records  Referring 
to  Babylonia  and  Elam,"  etc.  Journal  of  the  Victoria  Insti- 
tute, 1895-96  (also  separately) ; ,  and  the  arts.  Chedor- 
LAOUERandELAU.  sec.  12  (5).  m    ^     -n 

T.  G.  Pinches 

ERR,  <iT,  ERROR,  er'^: 

To  err  is  in  the  OT  the  tr  of  HJtp ,  ahdghdh,  and 
nyr^,  td^dh,  both  of  which  mean  lit.  "to  wander," 
"to  go  astray."  We  have  ahOghah  in  1  S  26  21. 
"I  have  played  the  fool,  and  have  erred";  Job  Id 
4,  "Mine  error  remaineth  with  myself,"  i.e.  "is  mv 
own  concern,"  or,  perhaps,  "only  injures  myself  ; 
Ps  119  118;  Isa  M  7  AV  (thrice);  ta'dh,  Ps  96  10; 
Prov  14  22;  Isa  85  8.  It  means  also  "to  cause 
to  err"  (Isa  3  12;  80  28,  "a  bridle  that  causeth 
to  err";  Jer  23  13.32:  "Their  lies  [i.e.  the  unreal 
deities,  creatures  of  tneir  own  imagination]  have 
caused  them  to  err,"  Am  2  4). 

In  the  NT  the  word  is  generally  x\avAoiMi^  jjla- 
ndomaiy  "to  wander"  (Mk  12  24.27;  He  3  10; 
Jas  5  19);  astwMoy  "to  miss  the  mark,"  "to 
swerve,"  occurs  twice  (1  Tim  6  21;  2  Tim  2  18). 

Error  in  the  OT  represents  various  words: 
ak'ghaghahj  "mistake,"  "oversight"  (Eccl  5  6;  cf 
Prov  20  25  and  see  Inquiry)  ;  m*shughdh,  with  the 
same  meaning,  "wandering"  (Job  19  4;  cf  Ps  19 
12);  ahal,  "rashness,"  "nustake"  (2  S  6  7,  "God 
smote  him  there  for  his  error,"  RVm  "rashness"): 
shdluj  Aram,  "mistake"  (Dnl  6  4);  to^dhf  "injury** 
(Isa  32  6). 

In  the  NT  we  have  pldnCj  "wandering"  (Rom  1 
27;  Jas  5  20;  I  Jn  4  6;  Jude  ver  II,  "the  error 
of  Balaam");  agndemaf  "ignorance"  (He  9  7,  m 
Gr  "ignorances").  For  "is  deceived"  (Prov  20  1) 
RV  has  "erreth,"  m  "or  reeleth";  for  "them  that 
are  out  of  the  way"  (He  5  2),  "the  ignorant  and 
erring";  for  "deceit"  (1  Thess  2  3),  "error." 

The  Eng.  word  "error"  has  the  same  original 
meaning  as  the  Heb  and  Gr  main  words,  being  de- 
rived from  errOf  "to  wander."  "To  err  is  human," 
but  there  are  errors  of  the  heart  as  well  as  of  the 
head.  The  famihar  phrase  just  quoted  seems  to 
have  its  eauivalent  in  the  marginal  rendering  of 
(iten  6  3,  "in  their  going  astray  they  are  flesh." 
Errors  through  ignorance  are  in  the  Bible  distin- 
guished from  errors  of  the  heart  and  wilful  errors 
(Lev  6  18;    Nu  16  22;    Ezk  45  20). 

W.  L.  Walker 

ESAIAS,  ^zH'yas.    See  Isaiah. 
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Eri-Ako 
Esau 


ESARHADDON,  &^ar-had'on  O'^C^I^S,  'mr- 
haddOn;  Absvt  Ahtr<L(fr^iddina,  "Ashur  hath  given  a 
brother")'  During  his  lifetime,  Sennacherib,  king 
of  Assyria,  made  his  favorite  son,  Esarhaddon 
(680-068  EC),  the  viceroy  of  Babylon;  and  although 
he  was  not  the  eldest  son,  he  decreed  that  he  should 
become  the  legal  heir  to  the  throne  of  Assyria. 
Sennacherib,  having  been  slain  in  681,  apparently 
by  two  of  ids  sons,  who  are  called  in  the  OT 
Adranunelech  and  Sharezer  (2  K  19  37),  Esarhad- 
don proceeded  to  Nineveh,  where  the  rebellion 
which  followed  the  death  of  his  father  collapsed, 
having  existed  for  about  a  month  and  a  half.  The 
OT  imorms  us  that  the  murderers  of  his  father  fled 
to  Armenia.  This  is  corroborated  by  the  inscrip- 
tions which  say  that  at  Melid,  in  the  land  of  Hani- 
rabbat,  which  can  be  said  to  be  in  Armenia,  Esar- 
haddon fouj^t  the  rebels  and  defeated  them; 
whereupon  he  was  proclaimed  king.  His  father 
had  been  so  displeased  with  Babylon  that  he  had 
attempted  to  annihilate  the  city  by  making  it  a 
swamp.  Esarhaddon,  however,  having  been  in- 
fatuated with  the  ancient  culture  of  the  Babyloni- 
ans, adopted  a  conciliatory  attitude  toward  the 
people.  Immediately  he  planned  to  restore  the  city 
on  magnificent  proportions.  The  foundations  of 
his  won:  were  laid  with  impressive  ceremonies,  and 
in  every  way  he  endeavored  to  ameliorate  the  in- 
habitants bv  his  gracious  deeds.  Even  at  Nippur 
evidences  of  his  work  in  restoring  the  ancient  shrine 
of  Ellil  are  seen.  The  kings  of  the  West  who  became 
his  vassals,  among  them  being  Manasseh  of  Judah, 
were  required  to  furnish  building  materials  for  his 
operations  in  Babylonia.  His  work  in  that  land 
explains  why  the  Judaean  kine  was  incarcerated  at 
Babylon  (2  Ch  38  11)  instead  of  Assyria. 

Esarhaddon  was  first  compelled  to  defend  the 
kingdom  against  the  inroads  of  the  hordes  from  the 
North.  The  Gimirr^  (perhaps  referring  to  Gomer 
of  the  OT),  who  were  called  Manda,  seemed  to  pour 
into  the  land.  A  decisive  victory  was  finallv  gained 
over  them,  and  they  were  driven  oack  into  then*  own 
country.  Afterward^  the  Medes  and  the  Chal- 
daeans  were  also  subjugated.  He  then  directed  his 
attentions  toward  the  West.  Sidon  having  revolted 
against  Assyria,  Esarhaddon  laid  siege  to  the  city, 
which  after  three  ^ears  was  finally  captured  ana 
destroyed.  He  bmlt  another  city  upon  the  same 
site,  which  he  called  Kar-Esarhaddon,  and  endeav- 
ored to  revive  its  conmierce.  And,  as  is  mentioned 
in  Ezr  4  2;  cf  10,  he  repeopled  the  city  (Samaria) 
with  captives  from  Elam  and  Babylonia. 

The  captiue  of  Tyre  was  also  attempted,  but.  the 
city  being  differently  situated,  a  siege  from  the  land 
was  insufficient  to  bring  about  submission,  as  it 
was  impossible  to  cut  off  the  commerce  by  sea. 
The  siege,  after  several  years,  seems  to  have  been 
lifted.  Although  on  a  great  monolith  Esarhaddon 
depicts  Ba^al,  the  king  of  T^,  kneeling  before 
him  with  a  ring  throu^  his  hps,  there  is  nothing 
in  the  inscriptions  to  bear  this  out. 

His  work  in  Canaan  was  preparatory  to  his  con- 

guest  of  Egypt.  Tirhakah,  the  Ethiopian  king  of 
Igypt,  was  attacked  on  the  borders,  but  no  victory 
was  gained.  Several  years  later  he  crossed  the 
borders  and  gained  a  decisive  victory  at  Iskhupri. 
He  then  proceeded  to  lay  siege  to  Memphis,  which 
soon  capitulated;  and  Egypt,  to  the  confines  of 
Nubia,  surrendered  to  Assyria.  Esarhaddon  reor- 
ganized the  government,  and  even  changed  the 
names  of  the  cities.  Necoh  was  placed  over  the 
22  princes  of  the  land.  In  668,  Egypt  revolted  and 
Esarhaddon,  while  on  his  way  to  put  down  the  re- 
volt, died.  He  had  arranged  that  the  kingdom  be 
divided  between  two  of  his  sons:  Ashurbanipal 
was  to  be  king  of  A8S3nria,  and  Shamash-shum-ukin 
was  to  reign  over  Baoylonia.    The  nobles  decreed, 


however,  that  the  empire  should  not  be  divided,  but 
Shamash-shum-ukin  was  made  viceroy  of  Baby- 
lonia. A.  T.  Clay 

ESAU,  e'sd  (nipT,  'esaw,  "hairy";  »H«ra*,  Ssad): 
Son  of  Isaac,  twin  brother  of  Jacob.  The  name 
was  given  on  account  of  the  hairy  covering  on  his 
body  at  birth:  *'all  over  like  a  hairy  garment"  (Gen 
25  25).  There  weus  a  prenatal  foreshadowing  of 
the  relation  his  descendants  were  to  sustain  to  those 
of  his  younger  brother,  Jacob  (ver  23).  The  mo- 
ment of  his  birth  also  was  signalized  by  a  circum- 
stance that  betokened  the  same  destiny  (ver  26). 

The  young  E.  was  fond  of  the  strenuous,  daring 
life  of  the  chase — ^he  became  a  skilful  hunter,  "a 
man  of  the  field"  (^ish  sddheh).  His  father  warmed 
toward  him  rather  than  toward  Jacob,  because  E.'s 
hunting  expeditions  resulted  in  meats  that  appealed 
to  the  old  man's  taste  (ver  28).  Returning  nungry 
from  one  of  these  expeditions,  however,  E.  exhibited 
a  characteristic  that  marked  him  for  the  inferior  po- 
sition which  had  been  foretokened  at  the  time  of  nis 
birth.  Enticed  by  the  pottage  which  Jacob  had 
boiled,  he  could  not  deny  himself,  but  must,  at  once, 

f  ratify  his  appetite,  though  the  calm  and  calculating 
acob  should  demand  the  birthri^t  of  the  firstborn 
as  the  price  (vs  30-34).  Impulsively  he  snatched 
an  immediate  and  sensual  gratification  at  the  for- 
feit of  a  future  glory.  Thus  he  lost  the  headship  of 
the  people  through  whom  God's  redemptive  pur- 
pose was  to  be  wrought  out  in  the  world,  no  less 
than  the  mere  secular  advantage  of  the  firstborn 
son's  chief  share  in  the  father's  temporal  possessions. 
Though  E.  had  so  recklessly  disposed  of  his  birth- 
right, he  afterwajti  would  have  secured  from  Isaac 
the  blessing  that  appertained,  had  not  the  cimning 
of  Rebekah  provided  for  Jacob.  Jacob,  to  be  sure, 
had  some  misgiving  about  the  plan  of  his  mother 
((jien  27  12),  out  she  reassured  him:  the  deception 
waj9  successful  and  he  secured  the  blessing.  Now, 
too  late,  E.  bitterly  realized  somewhat,  at  least,  oi 
his  loss,  though  he  blamed  Jacob  altogether,  and 
himself  not  at  all  (vs  34.36).  Hating  his  brother 
on  account  of  the  grievance  thus  held  against  him, 
he  determined  upon  fratricide  as  soon  as  his  father 
should  pass  away  (ver  41);  but  the  watchful  Re- 
bekah sent  Jacob  to  Haran,  there  to  abide  with  her 
kindred  till  E.'s  wrath  shoiild  subside  (vs  42-45). 

E.,  at  the  age  of  forty,  had  taken  two  Hittite 
wives,  and  had  thus  displeased  his  parents.  Re- 
bekah had  shrewdly  used  this  fact  to  induce  Isaac 
to  fall  in  with  her  plan  to  send  Jacob  to  Mesopo- 
tamia; and  E.,  seeing  this,  seems  to  have  thought 
he  might  please  both  Isaac  and  Rebekah  by  a  mar- 
riage of  a  sort  different  from  those  already  con- 
tracted with  Canaanitish  women.  Accordingly,  he 
married  a  kinswoman  in  the  person  of  a  daughter 
of  Ishmael  (Gen  28  6.9).  (Jonnected  thus  with 
the  ''land  of  Seir,"  and  by  the  fitness  of  that  land 
for  one  who  was  to  Uve  by  the  sword,  E.  was  dwell- 
ing there  when  Jacob  returned  from  Mesopotamia. 
While  Jacob  dreaded  meeting  him,  and  took  great 
pains  to  propitiate  him,  and  made  careful  prepara- 
tions against  a  possible  hostile  meeting,  very  earnest- 
Iv  seelung  Divine  help,  E.,  at  the  head  of  four  hun- 
dred men,  graciouslv  received  the  brother  against 
whom  his  anger  had  so  hotly  burned.  Though  E. 
had  thus  cordially  received  Jacob,  the  latter -was 
still  doubtful  about  him,  and,  by  a  sort  of  duplicity, 
managed  to  become  separated  from  him,  E.  return- 
ing to  Seir  (Gen  33  12-17).  E.  met  his  brother 
again  at  the  death  of  their  father,  about  twenty 
years  later  (Gen  35  29).  Of  the  after  years  of  his 
life  we  know  nothing. 

E.  was  also  called  Edom  ("red"),  because  he  said 
to  Jacob:  "Feed  me,  I  pray  thee,  with  that  same  red 
pottage"  (Gen  25  30).    The  land  in  which  he 
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tablished  himself  was  "the  land  of  Seir,"  bo  called 
fn>m  Seir,  ancestor  o!  the  Horites  whom  E.  found 
there;  and  called  also  Edom  from  E.'s  auraame,  and, 
it  taay  be,  too,  from  the  red  sandslone  of  the  country 
(Sayce). 

''Eaau"  is  sometimes  found  in  the  sense  of  the 
descendanta  of  E,,  and  of  the  land  in  which  they 
dwelt  (Dt  a  5;  Ob  vb  6.  8.18.19). 

E.  J.  FORBESTER 

BSAT,  e'sei  ('Hoxifat,  Ea<dai):  AV  for  Isuah 
(2  Esd  2  18;  Ecclus  i»  22). 


S)     Dr.  Ch&rlea's  Work 

Indlvldu&l  Religion  In  IstmI 
I.    Fdxdahehtal  Id.ai 
1.  IdMofOod 
3.  Ides  ol  MftQ 

Body.  Soul  and  Spirit 


II. 


in  and  De*th 


(2;  AiKicalyptlc  Literatim 
(3i   Rdbblnlcsl  WrltlnsB 
a.  UMCrlptlQn  ol  VIewB 

(1)  Leas  DeSnlte  Conception* 


;s)  The  MeaiKnSe  Age  mad  the  QenUlM 
:7>  Rabbinical  Ideu 


Eschatolo^  of  the  OT   (with  Apocryplul  and 
Apocalyptic  wriHaga).— By  "eschatology,    or  doc- 
trine of  the  last  things,  is  meant  the 

A)  Scope      ideas  entertained  at  any  period  on  the 
of  Article      future  life,  the  end  of  the  world  (resur- 
rection,  judpient;    in  the    NT    the 

Parouua),  and  the  eternal  destinies  of  mankind.  In 
this  art.  it  is  attempted  to  exhibit  the  beliefs  on  these 
matters  contained  in  the  OT,  with  those  in  the 
Jewish  apocryphal  and  apocalyptic  writing  that  fill 
up  the  interval  between  the  OT  and  the  NT.^ 

The  subject  hero  treated  has  been  dealt  with  by 

many  writers  (see  "Literature"  below);  by  none 

more  learnedly  or  ably  than  by  Dr.  R. 

B)  Dr.  H.  Charles  in  his  work  on  Heb,  Jewish 
Charles's  and  Christian  eschatoloRy  (A  Critical 
Work  lligtory  of  the  Doctrine  ofa  Future  L^e 

in  Israel,  in  Judaism,  ajtd  in  Ckris- 
tianily).  The  present  writer  is,  however,  unable  to 
follow  Dr.  Charles  in  many  of  his  very  radical  criti- 
cal positions,  which  affect  so  seriously  the  view 
taken  of  the  literary  evidence,  and  of  the  develop- 


ment of  Israel's  religion;  is  unable,  therefore,  to 
follow  him  in  his  interpretation  of  the  religion  itself. 
The  subject,  accordingly,  is  discussed  in  these  pages 
from  a  mfferent  point  of  view  from  his. 

Individual  religion  in  Itrael. — One  special  point 
in  which  the  writer  is  unable  to  follow  Dr.  Charles 
in  his  treatment,  which  may  be  noticed  at  the  out^ 
set,  is  in  his  idea — now  bo  ^nerally  favored— that 
till  near  the  time  of  the  Exile  religion  was  not  in- 
dividual— that  Jeh  was  thought  of  as  concerned  with 
the  well-being  of  the  people  a.sawhole,  and  not  with 
that  of  its  individual  members.  "The  individual 
was  not  the  reli^oua  unit,  but  the  family  or  tribe" 
(op.  cit.,  58).  How  anyone  can  entertain  this  idea 
in  face  of  the  plain  inmcations  of  the  OT  itself  to 
the  contrary  is  to  the  present  writer  a  mystery. 
There  is,  indeed,  throu^out  the  OT,  a  sohdarity 
of  the  individual  with  bis  family  and  tribe,  but  not 
at  any  period  to  the  exclusion  of  a  peraonal  relation 
to  Jen,  or  of  individual  moral  and  rehgious  respon- 
sibility. The  fiictures  of  pietv  in  the  Book  of  Gen 
are  nearly  all  individual,  and  the  narratives  con- 
taining them  are,  even  on  the  critical  view,  older 
than  the  9th  cent.  Adam,  Noah,  Abraham,  Jacob, 
Joseph,  are  all  of  them,  to  the  writers  of  the 
history,  individuals;  Moses,  Joshua,  Caleb,  are 
individuals;  the  deeds  of  individuals  are  counted  to 
them  for  rigbteouanees;  the  sins  of  others  slay  them. 
If  there  had  been  ten  righteous  petsons  in  Sodoro, 
it  would  have  been  spared  (Gen  18  32).  It  was  as 
an  individual  that  David  sinned;  as  an  individual 
he  repented  and  was  forgiven.  Kin^  are  iudged 
or  condemned  according  to  thw  individual  chai^ 
aGt«r.  It  is  necessary  to  lay  stress  on  this  at  the 
beginning;  otherwise  the  whole  series  of  the  OT 
conceptions  is  distorted. 

/.  Fandam^ntal  MeoM, — The  eschatology  of  the 
OT,  as  Dr.  Charles  also  recogniiies,  is  dependent  on. 
and  molded  by,  certain  fundamental  ideas  in  regani 
to  God,  man,  the  aoul  and  the  state  after  death, 
in  which  bee  the  peculiarity  of  Israel's  religion. 
Only,  these  ideas  are  differently  apprehended  nere 
from  what  they  are  in  this  writer  s  learned  work. 

In  the  view  of  Dr.  Charles,  YahwS  (Jehovah),  who 
under  Moses  became  the  God  of  the  Heb  tribes,  was, 
till  the  time  of  the  prophets,  simply  a 
1.  Idea  national  God,  bound  up  with  the  land 

of  God  and  with  this  single  people;   therefore, 

"possessing  neither  mterest  nor  juris- 
diction in  the  life  of  the  individual  beyond  the 
grave Hence,  since  early  Yahwism  pos- 
sessed no  eechatologv  of  its  own,  the  individual 
Israehte  wae  left  toTiis  hereditary  heathen  beliefs. 
These  beliefs  we  found  were  elements  of  Ancestor 
Worship"  (op.  dt.,  62;  cf  35).  The  view  taken 
here,  on  the  contrary,  is,  that  there  is  no  period 
known  to  the  OT  in  which  Jeh — whether  the  name 
was  older  than  Moses  or  not  need  not  be  discuBsed 
—was  not  recognized  as  the  God  of  the  whole  earth. 
the  Creator  of  the  world  and  man,  and  Judge  <A  all 
nations.  He  is,  in  both  Gen  1  and  2,  the  Creator 
of  the  first  pair  from  whom  the  whole  race  springs; 
He  judged  the  whole  world  in  the  Flood;  He  chose 
Abrah^  tobe  a  blessing  to  the  familieaof  the  earth 
(Gen  13  3);  His  universal  rule  is  acknowledged 
(Gen  IS  25);  in  infinite  grace,  displaying  His 
power  over  Egypt,  He  chose  Israel  to  be  a  people 
to  Himself  (Ex  19  3-6).  The  ground  for  denying 
jurisdiction  over  the  world  of  tne  dead  thus  tdh. 
The  word  of  Jesus  to  the  Sadducces  is  applicable 
here:  "Have  ye  not  read  ....  I  am  the  God  of 
Abraham,  ana  the  God  of  Isaac,  and  the  God  of 
Jacob?  God  is  not  the  God  of  the  dead,  but  of  the 
living"  {Mt  22  31.32).  The  OT  instances  of  res- 
urrection in  answer  to  prayer  point  in  the  same 
direction  (1  K  17  21  ff;  2  K  4  34  ff;  cf  Ps  1« 
10;   U  15,    etc;    see  further,  below). 
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According  to  Dr.  Charles,  the  OT  has  two  con- 
tradictory representations  of  the  constitution  of 
man,  and  of  the  effects  of  death.  The 
2.  Idea  older  or  pre-prophetic  view  distin- 
of  Man  guishes  between  soul  and  body  in  man 
(pp.  37  ff".  45  ff),  and  regards  the  soul 
as  surviving  death  (this  is  not  easilv  reconcilable 
with  the  oib/er  proposition  [p.  371  that  the  ''soul 
or  ncT^hesh  is  identical  with  the  blood")  t  &nd  as 
retaining  a  certain  self-consciousness,  and  the  power 
of  speech  and  movement  in  Sheol  (pp.  39  ff).  This 
view  is  in  many  respects  identical  with  that  of  an- 
cestor worship,  which  is  held  to  be  the  primitive 
belief  in  Israel  (p.  41).  The  other  and  later  view, 
which  is  thought  to  follow  logically  from  the  account 
in  Gen  2  7,  supposes  the  soul  to  perish  at  death 
(pp.  41  ff).  We  read  there  that  "Jehovah  God 
formed  man  of  the  dust  of  the  ^und,  and  breathed 
into  his  nostrils  the  breath  of  hfe;  and  man  became 
a  living  soul."  The  "breath  of  life"  (nishmath 
hayyin^  is  identified  with  the  "spirit  of  liife"  {rU^h 
hayylm)  of  Gen  6  17,  and  is  taken  to  mean  that  the 
soul  has  no  independent  existence,  but  is  "really  a 
function  of  the  material  body  when  quickened  by 
the  [impersonal]  spirit"  (p.  42).  "According  to 
this  view  the  annihilation  of  the  soul  ensues  inev- 
itably at  death,  that  is,  when  the  spirit  is  with- 
drawn" (p.  43).  This  view  is  held  to  be  the  parent 
of  Sadduceeism,  and  is  actually  affirmed  to  oe  the 
view  of  Paul  (pp.  43-44,  409) — the  apostle  who 
repudiated  Sadduceeism  in  this  very  article  (Acts 
28  6-9). 

Bodyj  soul  and  spirit. — ^The  above  view  of  man's 
nature  is  here  rejected,  and  the  consistency  of  the 
OT  doctrine  affirmed.  The  Bib.  view  has  nothing 
to  do  with  ancestor  worship  (cf  the  writer's  POT] 
135-36).  In  Gen  1  26.27  man  is  created  in  God's 
image,  and  in  the  more  anthropomorphic  narrative 
of  Gen  2  7,  he  becomes  "a  living  soul"  through 
a  unique  act  of  Divine  inbreathing.  The  soul 
(nepheah)  in  man  originates  in  a  Divine  inspiration 
(cf  Job  32  8;  33  4;  Isa  42  5),  and  is  at  once  the 
animating  principle  of  the  body  (the  blood  being 
its  v^cle.  Lev  17  11),  with  its  appetites  and  de- 
sires, and  the  seat  of  the  self-conscious  personality, 
and  source  of  rational  and  spiritual  activities.  It 
is  these  higher  activities  of  the  soul  which,  in  the 
OT,  are  specially  called  "spu-it"  (ru^h).  Dr. 
Charles  expresses  this  correctlv  in  what  he  says 
of  the  supposed  earlier  view  ("the  ru'^h  had  become 
the  seat  of  the  highest  spiritual  functions  in  man," 
p.  46;  see  more  fully  the  writer's  God*8  Image  in 
Many  47  ff).  There  is  no  ground  for  deducing 
"annihilation"  from  Gen  2  7.  Everywhere  in  Gen 
man  is  re^uxied  as  formed  for  living  fellowship  with 
God,  and  capable  of  knowing,  worshipping  ana  serv- 
ing Him.    See  Soul;  Spirit. 

It  follows  from  the  above  account  that  man  is 
regarded  in  the  OT  as  a  compound  being,  a  union 
of  body  and  soul  (embracing  spirit), 
8.  Sin  and    both  being  element  in  his  one  per- 
Death  sonality.     His   destiny   was   not    to 

death,  but  to  life — not  life,  however, 
in  separation  of  the  soul  from  the  body  (disembodied 
existence),  but  continued  embodied  life,  with,  per- 
haps, as  its  sequdL  change  and  translation  to  higher 
existence  (thus  Enoch,  Elijah;  the  saints  at  the 
Parousia).  This  is  the  true  original  idea  of  im- 
mortality for  man  (see  Immortality).  Death, 
accordingly,  is  not,  as  it  appears  in  Dr.  Charles,  a 
natural  event,  but  an  abnormal  event — a  mutila- 
tion, separation  of  two  sides  of  man's  being  never 
intended  to  be  separated — due,  as  the  Scripture 
represents  it,  to  the  entrance  of  sin  (Gen  2  17; 
8  19.22;  Rom  5  12;  1  Cor  16  21.22).  It  is  ob- 
jected that  nothing  further  is  said  in  the  OT  of  a 
"Fall,"  and  a  subjection  of  man  to  death  as  the 


result  of  sin.  In  truth,  however,  the  whole  picture 
of  mankind  in  the  OT,  as  in  the  NT,  is  that  of  a 
world  turned  aside  from  God,  and  imder  His  dis- 
pleasure, and  death  and  all  natural  evils  are  ever 
to  be  considered  in  relation  to  that  fact  (cf  DiU- 
mann,  AUiest,  TheoL,  368,  376  ff ;  God's  Image  in 
Man.  198  ff ,  249  ff) .  This  alone  explains  the  li^t  in 
which  death  is  regarded  by  holv  men;  their  longing 
for  deliverance  from  it  (see  below);  the  hope  of 
resurrection;  the  place  which  resurrection — "the 
redemption  of  our  body"  (Rom  8  23) — after  the 
pattern  of  Christ's  resurrection  (Phil  8  21),  has  in 
the  Christian  conception  of  immortality. 

//.  ConeeptionM  of  the  Futum  Life — Sheol, — It 
is  usual  to  find  it  contended  that  the  Israelites,  in 
contrast  with  other  peoples,  had  not 
Had  the  conception  of  a  future  lite  till  near 

Israel  No  the  time  of  the  Exile;  that  tiien. 
Belief  in  a  through  the  teaching  of  the  prophets 
Future  Uf  e?  and  the  discipline  of  experience^  ideas 
of  individual  immortality  and  of  judg- 
ment to  come  first  arose.  There  is,  however,  a  go^ 
deal  of  ambiguity  of  language,  if  not  confusion  of 
thought,  in  such  statements.  It  is  true  there  is 
development  in  the  teaching  on  a  future  life;  true 
also  that  in  the  OT  "life"  and  "immortality"  are 
words  of  pregnant  meaning,  to  which  bare  survival 
of  the  soui,  and  gloomy  existence  in  Sheol,  do  not 
apply.  But  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  eiqpression 
"future  life,"  it  is  certain  that  the  Israelites  were  no 
more  without  that  notion  than  any  of  their  neigh- 
bors, or  than  most  of  the  peoples  and  races  of  the 
world  to  whom  the  belief  is  credited. 

Israel,  certainly,  had  not  a  developed  m3rthology 
of  the  future  life  such  as  was  found  in  Egypt.  There, 
life  in  the  other  world  almost  over- 
1.  Reserve  shadowed  the  life  that  now  is;  in  con- 
on  This  trast  with  this,  perhaps  because  of  it, 
Subject:  Israel  was  trained  to  a  severer  reserve 
Hopes  and  in  regard  to  the  future,  and  the  hopes 
Promises  and  promises  to  the  nation — ^the  ro- 
Largely  wards  of  righteousness  and  nenalties 
Temporal  of  transgression — ^were  chieny  tem- 
poral. The  sense  of  individual  respon- 
sibility, as  was  shown  at  the  commencement,  tnere 
certainly  was — an  individual  relation  to  God.  But 
the  feeUng  of  corporate  existence — the  sense  of 
connection  between  the  individual  and  his  descend- 
ants— was  strong,  and  the  hopes  held  out  to  the 
faithful  had  respect  rather  to  multiplication  of  seed, 
to  outward  prosperity,  and  to  a  happy  state  of 
existence  (never  without  piety  as  its  basis)  on  earth, 
than  to  a  life  beyond  death.  The  reason  of  this 
and  the  qualifications  needing  to  be  made  to  the 
statement  will  afterward  appear;  but  that  the 
broad  facts  are  as-  stated  every  reader  of  the  OT 
will  perceive  for  himself.  Abraham  is  promised 
that  nis  seed  shall  be  multiplied  as  the  stars  of 
heaven,  and  that  the  land  of  Canaan  shall  be  given 
them  to  dwell  in  (Gen  12  1-3;  15);  Israel  is  en- 
couraged by  abundant  promises  of  temporal  blessing 
(Dt  11  8ff;  28  1-14),  and  warned  by  the  most 
terrible  temporal  curses  (28  15 ff);  David  has 
pledged  to  him  the  sure  succession  of  his  house  as 
the  reward  of  obedience  (2  S  7  11  ff).  So  in  the 
Book  of  Job,  the  patriarch's  fidelity  is  rewarded 
with  return  of  his  prosperity  (ch  42).  Temporal 
promises  abound  in  the  Prophets  (Hos  2  14ff; 
14;  Isa  1  19.26;  86,  etc);  the  Book  of  Prov  like- 
wise is  full  of  such  promises  (8  13  ff,  etc). 

All  this,  however,  in  no  way  implies  that  the 
Israelites  had  no  conceptions  of,  or  beliefs  in,  a  state 
of  being  beyond  death,  or  believed  the  death  of  the 
body  to  be  the  extinction  of  existence.  This  was 
very  far  from  being  the  case.  A  hope  of  a  future  life 
it  would  be  wrong  to  call  it;  for  there  was  nothing 
to  suggest  hope,  joy  or  life  in  the  good  sense,  in  the 
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ideas  they  entertained  of  death  or  the  hereafter. 
In  thb  they  resembled  most  peoples  whose  ideas 

are  still  primitive,  but  to  whom  it  is 
2.  A  Future  not  customary  to  deny  belief  in  a  future 
State  not  state.  They  stand  as  yet.  though  with 
Therefore  differences  to  be  af terwara  pointed  out. 
Denied         on  the  general  level  of  Sem  peoples  in 

their  conceptions  of  what  the  future 
state  was.  This  is  also  the  view  taken  by  Dr. 
Charles.  He  recognizes  that  early  Israelitish 
thought  attributed  a  ' 'comparatively  large  measure 
of  hfe,  movement,  knowledge  and  likewise  power  [?] 
to  the  departed  in  Sheol"  (op.  cit..  41).  A  people 
that  does  this  is  hardly  destitute  ot  all  notions  of  a 
future  state.  This  question  of  Sheol  now  demands 
more  careful  consideration.  Here  again  our  differ* 
ences  from  Dr.  Charles  will  reveal  themselves. 

Belief  nonrmyihological. — It  would,  indeed,  have 
been  amazing  had  the  Israelites,  who  dwelt  so  long 
in  Egypt,  where  everything  reminded  of  a  future 
life,  been  wholly  destitute  of  ideas  on  that  subject. 
What  is  clear  is  that,  as  already  observed,  they  did 
not  adopt  any  of  the  Egyp  notions  into  theur  re- 
ligion. The  simplicity  of  their  belief  in  the  God 
of  their  fathers  kept  them  then  and  ever  after  from 
the  importation  of  m3rthological  elements  into  their 
faith.  The  Egyp  Amenti  may  be  said,  indeed,  to 
answer  broadly  to  the  Heb  Sheol ;  but  there  is  nothing 
in  Israelitish  thought  to  correspond  to  Osiris  and 
his  assessors,  the  trial  in  the  hall  of  judgment,  and 
the  adventures  and  perils  of  the  soul  thereafter. 
What,  then,  was  the  neb  idea  of  Sheol,  and  how  did 
it  stand  related  to  beliefs  elsewhere? 

That  the  soul,  or  some  conscious  part  of  man  for 
which  the  name  may  be  allowed  to  stand,  does  not 

perish  at  death,  but  passes  into  an- 
8.  Survival  other  state  of  existence,  commonly 
of  Soul,  or  conceived  of  eus  shadowy  and  inert,  is 
Conscious  a  beUef  found,  not  only  among  the 
Part  lower,  so-called  nature-peoples,  but  in 

all  ancient  religions,  even  the  most 
highly  developed.  The  Egyp  belief  in  Amenti,  or 
abode  of  the  dead,  ruled  over  by  Osiris,  is  alluded 
to  above;  the  Bab  Arallu  (some  find  the  word 
"Sualu"=«A*'oO,  the  land  of  death,  from  which 
there  is  no  return;  the  Gr  Hades,  gloomy  abode  of 
the  shades  of  the  departed,  are  outstanding  wit- 
nesses to  this  conception  (the  various  ideas  may  be 
seen,  among  other  works,  in  Salmond,  Christian 
Doctrine  of  immortality,  1  [ideas  of  lower  races,  In- 
dian, Egyp,  Bab,  Pers  and  Gr  beliefs];  in  Sayce, 
Hibbert  LMBctures,  Religion  of  Ancient  Babylonians, 
and  Gifford  Lectures,  Religions  of  Ancient  Egypt 
and  Babylonia;  Dr.  Charles,  Eschatology,  ch  iii,  on 
Gr  conceptions).  The  Heb  conception  of  Sheol,  the 
gathering-place  of  the  dead,  is  not  in  essentials 
dissimilar.  ''The  resemblance,"  says  Dr.  Salmond. 
"between  the  Heb  Sheol.  the  Homeric  Hades,  ana 
Bab  Arallu  is  unmistakable"  (op.  cit.,  3d  ed,  173). 
As  to  its  origin.  Dr.  Charles  would  derive  the  belief 
from  ancestor  worship.  He  supposes  that  "in  all 
probability  Sheol  was  originally  conceived  as  a 
combination  of  the  graves  of  the  clan  or  nation,  and 
as  thus  its  final  abode"  (op.  cit.,  33).  It  is  far  from 
proved,  however,  that  ancestor  worship  had  the 
rdle  he  assigns  to  it  in  early  religion;  and,  in  any 
case,  the  explanation  inverts  cause  and  effect.  The 
survival  of  the  soul  or  shade  is  already  assumed 
before  there  can  be  worship  of  ancestors.  Far 
simpler  is  the  explanation  that  man  is  conscious 
from  the  first  of  a  thinking,  active  principle  within 
him  which  disappears  when  death  ensues,  and  he 
naturally  thinks  of  this  as  surviving  somewhere 
else,  if  only  in  a  ghost-like  and  weakened  condition 
(cf  Max  Miiller,  Anthropological  Religion,  195,  281, 
337-38).  Whatever  the  explanation,  it  is  the  case 
that,  by  a  sure  instinct,  peoples  of  low  and  high 


culture  alike  all  but  universally  think  of  the  con- 
scious part  of  their  dead  as  surviving.  On  natural 
grounds,  the  Hebrews  did  the  same.  Only,  in  the 
Scriptural  point  of  view,  this  form  of  survival  is 
too  poor  to  be  dignified  with  the  high  name  of  "im- 
mortality." 

It  is  not  necessary  to  do  more  than  sketch  the 
main  features  of  the  Heb  sh*^dl  (see  Sheol).    The 

word,  the  etjonology  of  which  is  doubt- 
4.  The  ful    (the  oonmionest   derivations  are 

Hebrew  from  roots  meaning  "to  ask"  or  "to 
Sheol  be  hollow,"  sh&^al),  is  frequently,  but 

erroneously,  tr**  in  RV  "grave"  or 
"hell."  It  denotes  really,  as  already  said,  the  place 
or  abode  of  the  dead,  and  is  conceived  of  as  situated 
in  the  depths  of  the  earth  (Ps  63  9;  86  13:  Ezk 
26  20;  31  14;  32  18.24;  cf  Nu  16  30;  Dt  32 
22).  The  dead  are  there  gathered  in  companies: 
hence  the  frequently  recurring  expression,  "gatherea 
unto  his  people"  (Gen  26  8;  35  29;  49  33;  Nu 
20  24,  etc),  the  phrase  denoting,  as  the  context 
shows,  something  quite  distmct  from  burial.  Jacob, 
e.g.  was  "gathered  unto  his  people";  afterward  his 
body  was  embalmed,  and,  much  later,  buried  (Gen 
60  2  ff).  Poetical  descriptions  of  Sneol  are  not 
intended  to  be  taken  with  Uteralness;  hence  it 
is  a  mistake,  with  Dr.  Charles,  to  press  such  de- 
tails as  "bars"  and  "gates"  (Job  17  16;  38  17; 
Ps  9  14;  Isa  38  10,  etc).  In  the  general  con- 
ception, Sheol  is  a  place  of  darkness  (Job  10  21.22; 
Ps  143  3),  of  silence  (Ps  94  17;  116  17),  of  for- 
getfubess  (Ps  88  12;  Eccl  9  5.6.10).  It  is  with- 
out remembrance  or  praise  of  God  (Ps  6  5),  or 
knowledge  of  what  transpires  on  earth  (Job  14  21). 
Even  this  language  is  not  to  be  pressed  too  literaUy. 
Part  of  it  is  the  expression  of  a  aepressed  or  demair- 
ing  (cf  Isa  38  10  ff )  or  temporarily  skeptical  (thus 
in  Eccl;  cf  12  7.13.14)  mood:  all  of  it  is  relative, 
emphasizing  the  contrast  witn  the  brightness,  joy 
and  activity  of  the  earthlv  life  (cf  Job  10  22,  "where 
the  light  is  as  midnight" — comparative).  Else- 
where it  is  recognized  that  consciousness  remains; 
in  Isa  14  9  ff  the  shades  {r*phaHm)  of  once  mighty 
kings  are  stirred  up  to  meet  the  descending  king 
of  Babylon  (cf  Ezk  32  21).  If  Sheol  is  sometimes 
described  ajs  "destruction"  (Job  26  6m;  28  22; 
Prov  16  11m)  and  "the  pit"  (Ps  30  9;  66  23),  at 
other  times,  in  contrast  with  the  weariness  and 
trouble  of  lire,  it  is  figured  and  longed  for  as  a  place 
of  "rest"  and  "sleep"  (Job  3  17  ff;  14  12.13). 
Always,  however,  as  with  other  peoples,  existence 
in  Sheol  is  represented  as  feeble,  inert,  shadowy, 
devoid  of  living  interests  and  aims,  a  true  state  of 
the  dead  (on  Egyp,  Bab  and  Gr  analogies,  cf  Sal- 
mond, op.  cit.,  54^55,  73-74,  99  ff,  173-74).  The 
idea  of  Dr.  Charles,  already  commented  on,  that 
Sheol  is  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  Jeh.  is  con- 
tradicted by  many  passages  (Dt  32  22;  Job  26  6; 
Prov  16  11;  Ps  139  8;  Am  9  2,  etc;  cf  above). 

///.   The  ReUgioaB  Hope — Ufe  and  ReeurreC' 
Hon. — Such  is  Sheol,  regarded  from  the  standpoint 

of  nature;  a  somewhat  different  aspect 
a)  Nature  is  presented  when  it  is  looked  at  from 
and  Grace  the  point  of  view  of  grace.  As  yet  no 
— Moral  trace  is  discernible  between  righteous 
Distinctions  and  wicked  in  Sheol;   the  element  of 

retribution  seems  absent.  Reward 
and  punishment  are  in  this  world;  not  in  the  state 
beyond.  Yet  one  must  beware  of  drawing  too 
sweeping  conclusions  even  here.  The  state,  indeed, 
of  weakened  consciousness  and  slumbrous  inaction 
of  Sheol  does  not  admit  of  much  distinction,  and 
the  thou^t  of  exchanging  the  joys  of  life  for  drear 
existence  in  that  gloomy  underworld  may  well  have 
appalled  the  stoutest  hearts,  and  provoked  sore 
and  bitter  complainings.  Even  the  Christian  can 
bewail  a  life  brought  to  a  sudden  and  untimely  close. 
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But  even  on  natural  grounds  it  is  hardly  credible 
that  the  pious  Israelite  thought  of  the  state  of  the 
godly  gathered  in  peace  to  their  people  as  quite  the 
same  as  those  who  perished  under  the  ban  of  God's 
anger,  and  went  down  to  Sheol  bearing  their  iniq- 
uity. There  is  a  pregnancy  not  to  be  overlook^ 
in  such  expressions  as,  "The  wicked  shall  be  turned 
back  unto  Sheol"  (Ps  9  17).  a  "lowest  Sheol"  unto 
which  God's  anger  bums  (Dt  32  22),  "uttermost 
parts  of  the  pit"  (Isa  14  15;  Ezk  32  23)  to  which 
the  proud  and  haughty  in  this  life  are  consigned. 
Dr.  Charles  goes  so  far  as  to  find  a  "penal  character 
of  Sheol"  in  Pss  49  and  73  (op.  cit.,  74).  Conso- 
lation breathes  in  such  utterances  as,  "Mark  the 
perfect  man,  and  behold  the  upright;  for  there  is 
a  happy  end  to  the  man  of  peace"  (Ps  37  37).  or 
(with  reference  to  the  being  taken  from  the  evil  to 
come),  "He  entereth  into  peace;  they  rest  in  their 
beds,  each  one  that  walketh  in  his  uprightness" 
(Isa  67  2;  cf  ver  21:  "There  is  no  peace,  saith  my 
God,  to  the  wicked").  Even  Balaams  fervent 
wish,  "Let  me  die  the  death  of  the  righteous,  and 
let  my  last  end  be  like  his"  (Nu  23  10),  seems 
weakened  when  interpreted  only  of  the  desire  for  a 
green  and  blessed  old  age.  It  is  possible  to  read 
too  much  into  OT  expressions;  tl^e  tendency  at  the 
present  time  would  seem  to  be  to  read  a  great  deal 
too  little  (P.  Fairbaim,  Typology  of  Scripture,  I, 
173  ff,  422  ff,  may  profitably  be  consulted). 

To  get  at  the  true  source  and  nature  of  the  hope 
of  immortaUty  in  the  OT,  however,  it  is  necessary 
to  go  much  farther  than  the  idea  of  any 
b)  Religious  happier  condition  in  Sheol.  This  di»- 
Hope  of  mal  region  is  never  there  connected 
Immortality  with  ideas  of  "life"  or  "immortality" 
in  any  form.  Writers  who  suppose 
that  the  hopes  which  find  utterance  in  passages 
of  Pss  and  Prophets  have  any  connection  with 
existence  in  Sheol  are  on  an  altogether  wron^  track. 
It  is  not  the  expectation  of  a  happier  condition  in 
Sheol,  but  the  hope  of  deliverance  from  Sheol,  and 
of  restored  life  and  fellowship  with  God,  which 
occupies  the  mind.  How  much  this  implies  deserves 
careful  consideration. 

It  has  already  been  seen  that,  in  the  OT,  Sheol, 
like  death,  is  not  the  natural  fate  of  man.  A  con- 
nection with  sin  and  judgment  is  im- 
1.  Sheol,  plied  in  it.  Whatever  Sheol  might  be 
Like  Death,  to  the  popular,  unthinking  mind,  to 
Connected  the  reflecting  spirit,  that  really  grasped 
with  Sin  the  fundamental  ideas  of  the  religion 
of  Jeh,  it  was  a  state  wholly  contrary 
to  man's  true  destiny.  It  was,  as  seen,  man's  dig- 
nity in  distinction  from  the  animal,  that  he  was  not 
created  imder  the  law  of  death.  Disembodied 
existence,  which  is  of  necessity  enfeebled,  partial, 
imperfect  existence,  was  no  part  of  the  Divine  plan 
for  man.  His  immortality  was  to  be  in  the  body, 
not  out  of  it.  Separation  of  soul  and  body,  an 
after-existence  of  the  soul  in  Sheol,  belong  to  the 
doom  of  sin.  Dr.  Salmond  fully  recognizes  this 
in  his  discussion  of  the  subject.  "The  penal  sense 
of  death  colours  all  that  the  OT  says  of  man's  end. 
It  is  in  its  thoughts  where  it  is  not  in  its  words" 
(op.  cit.,  159;  see  the  whole  passage;  cf  also  Oehler, 
Tked.  of  the  OT,  I,  242  flf,  ET;  A.  B.  Davidson. 
Theol.  of  the  OT.  432  flf,  439  flf).  The  true  type  of 
immortality  is  tnerefore  to  be  seen  in  cases  like 
those  of  Enoch  (Gen  5  24;  cf  He  11  5)  and  Elijah 
(2  K  2  11);  of  a  bare  "immortality  of  the  soul," 
Scripture  has  nothing  to  say. 

It  is  on  all  hands  conceded  that,  so  far  as  the  hope 
of  immortaUty,  in  any  full  or  real  sense,  is  found  in 
the  OT,  it  is  connected  with  religious  faith  and  hope. 
It  has  not  a  natuml,  but  a  religious,  root.  It  springs 
from  the  believer's  trust  and  confidence  in  the  living 
God;   from  his  conviction  that  God — ^his  God — ^who 


has  bound  him  to  Himself  in  the  bonds  of  an 
unchanging  covenant,  whose  everlasting  arms  are 

underneath  him  (Dt  33  27;  cf  Ps  90 
2.  Religiotts  1),  will  not  desert  him  even  in  Sheol 
Root  01  — will  be  with  him  there,  and  will  give 
Hope  of  him  victory  over  its  terrors  (cf  A.  B. 
Immortality  Davidson,  Comtn.  on  Job.  293-95;  Sal- 

^  mond,  op.  cit^  175).  Life  is  not  bare 
existence;  it  consists  in  God's  favor  and  fellow- 
ship (Ps  16  11;  30  5;  63  3).  The  relevant  pas- 
sages in  Pbs  and  Prophets  will  be  considered  after. 
Only,  it  is  contended  oy  the  newer  school,  this  hope 
of  immortality  belongs  to  a  late  stage  of  Israel's  re- 
ligion— to  a  period  when,  through  the  development 
of  the  monotheistic  idea,  the  growth  of  the  sense  of 
individuality,  the  acute  feeling  of  the  contradictions 
of  life,  this  great  "venture"  of  faith  first  became 
possible.  One  asks,  however.  Was  it  so?  Was  this 
hope  so  entirely  a  matter  of  "intuitous  ventures,  and 
forecasts  of  devout  souls  in  moments  of  deepest  ex- 
perience or  keenest  conflict,"  as  this  way  of  consider- 
mg  the  matter  represents? 

Not  necessarily  late. — That  the  hope  of  immor- 
tality could  only  exist  for  strong  faith  is  self-evident. 
But  did  strong  faith  come  into  existence  only  in  the 
days  of  the  prophets  or  the  Enle?  Exception  has 
already  been  taken  to  the  assumption  that  mono- 
theism was  a  late  growth,  and  that  individual  faith 
in  God  was  not  found  in  early  times.  It  is  not  to  be 
granted  without  demur  that,  as  now  commonly 
alleged,  the  Pss  and  the  Book  of  Job,  which  express 
thb  hope,  are  post-exilian  products.  If,  however, 
faith  in  a  covenant-keeping  God  is  of  earlier  date 
— if  it  is  present  in  patriarchal  and  Mosaic  days — 
the  question  is  not.  Why  should  it  not  give  rise  to 
similar  hopes?  but  rather.  How  should  it  be  pre- 
vented from  doing  so?  If  a  patriarch  like  Abraham 
truly  walked  with  God,  and  received  His  promises, 
could  he,  any  more  than  later  saints,  be  wholly  dis- 
trustful of  God's  power  to  keep  and  deliver  him  in 
and  from  Sheol?  It  is  hard  to  credit  it.  It  is 
replied,  there  is  no  evidence  of  such  hope.  Cer- 
tainly these  ancient  saints  did  not  write  psalms  or 
speak  with  the  tongues  of  prophets.  But  is  there 
nothing  in  their  quiet  and  trustful  walk,  in  their 
tranc^im  deaths,  in  their  sense  of  uncompleted 
promises,  in  their  pervading  confidence  in  God  in 
idl  the  vicissitudes  of  life,  to  suggest  that  they,  too. 
were  able  to  commit  themselves  into  the  hands  of 
God  in  death,  and  to  trust  Him  to  see  that  it  was, 
or  would  ultimately  be,  well  with  them  in  the  f uturer 
Thus  at  least  Jesus  understood  it  (Mt  22  32) ;  thus 
NT  writers  believed  (He  11  13.14).  Faith  might 
falter,  but  in  principle,  this  hope  must  have  been 
bound  up  with  faith  from  the  beginning. 

This  raises  now  the  crucial  question.  What  shape 
did  this  hope  of  immortality  assume?    It  was  not, 

as  already  seen,  an  immortality  en- 
3.  Hope  joyed  in  Sheol;  it  could  only  then  be  a 
of  Restir-  hope  connected  with  deliverance  from 
rection  the  power  of  Sheol — in  essence,  whether 

precisely  formulated  or  not,  a  hope  of 
resurrection.  It  is,  we  believe,  because  this  has 
been  overlooked,  that  writers  on  the  subject  have 
gone  so  often  astray  in  their  discussions  on  immor- 
taUtjr  in  the  OT.  They  have  thought  of  a  blessed- 
ness in  the  future  life  of  the  soid  (thus  Charles,  op. 
cit.,  76-77);  whereas  the  redemption  the  Bible 
speaks  of  invariably  embraces  the  whole  personal- 
ity of  man,  body  and  soul  together.  Jesus,  it  may 
be  remembered,  thus  interprets  the  words,  "I  am 
the  God  of  Abraham,"  etc  (Mt  22  32),  as  a  pledge 
not  simply  of  continued  existence,  but  of  resurrec- 
tion. This  accords  with  what  has  been  seen  of  the 
connection  of  death  with  sin  and  its  abnormality 
in  the  case  of  man.  The  immortality  man  would 
have  enjoyed,  had  he  not  sinned,  would  have  been 
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an  immortality  of  his  whole  person.  It  will  be  seen 
immediately  tnat  this  is  borne  out  by  all  the  pas- 
sages in  which  the  hope  of  immortality  is  expressed 
in  the  OT.  These  never  contemplate  a  mere  im- 
mortality of  the  soul,  but  always  imply  resurrection. 

(1)  Not  a  kUe  or  foreign  doctrine. — If  the  above 
is  correct,  it  follows  that  it  is  a  mistake  to  place  the 
belief  in  resurrection  so  late  as  is  often  done,  still 
more  to  derive  it  from  Zoroastrianism  (thus  Cheyne, 
Origin  of  PecJier^  lect  viii)  or  other  foreign  sources. 
It  was  a  genuine  corollary  from  the  fundamental 
Israeliti^  beliefs  about  God,  man,  the  soul,  sin, 
death  and  redemption.  Professor  Gunkel  empha- 
sizes "the  immeasurable  significance''  of  this  doc- 
trine, and  speaks  of  it  as  ''one  of  the  greatest  things 
found  anywhere  in  the  history  of  religion,"  but 
thinks  "it  cannot  be  derived  from  within  Judaism 
itself,  but  must  take  its  origin  from  a  ruling  belief 
in  the  Orient  of  the  later  time"  (Zum  religions-' 
gefchichtlichen  Versidndnisa  dea  NT,  32-33;  for 
criticism  of  Gimkel's  positions  see  the  writer's 
Resurrection  of  Jesus,  255  ff).  To  make  good  his 
theory,  however,  he  has  to  discoimt  ail  the  evi- 
dences for  the  belief  furnished  by  the  earlier  OT 
writings,  and  this,  it  is  believed,  cannot  be  done 
successfully.  It  was  before  noted  that  cases  of 
resurrection  appear  in  the  historical  books  (IK 
17  21ff;  2  K  4  34ff).  It  is  not  impossible  that 
the  reverent  care  of  the  patriarchs  for  their  dead 
was,  as  with  the  Egyptians,  inspired  by  some  hope 
of  this  kind  (Gen  §3;  60  5.25;  Ex  13  19;  cf  He 
11  22).  In  any  case  an  impartial  survey  of  the 
evidence  proves  that  the  thought  of  resurrection 
colors  all  the  later  expressions  of  the  hope  of  im- 
mortality (see  Immortality:  cf  also  the  writer's 
appendix  on  the  subject  in  Christian  View  of  God, 
200  flf). 

(2)  The  Psalms. — The  passages  in  the  Pss  in 
which  faith  rises  to  the  hope  of  immortality  are 
principaUy  Ps  16  8-11;  17  15;  49  14.15:  73  24. 
There  are  a  few  others,  but  these  are  the  cnief,  and 
so  far  as  they  are  allowed  to  express  a  hope  of  im- 
mortality at  alL  they  do  so  in  a  form  which  implies 
resurrection.  Dr.  Cheyne,  believing  them  to  be  in- 
fluenced by  Zoroastrianism,  formerly  granted  this 
(Origin  of  Psalter ,  lect  viii)j  now  he  reads  the  pas- 
sages differently.  There  is  no  good  reason  for 
putting  these  psalms  in  post-exiDan  times,  and, 
taken  m  their  most  natural  sense,  their  testimony 
seems  explicit.  Ps  16  8-11  (cited  in  Acts  2  24- 
31  as  a  prophecy  of  the  resurrection  of  Christ)  reads 
"My  fl^  also  shall  dwell  in  safety  [or  confidently, 
m).  For  thou  wilt  not  leave  my  soul  to  Sheol; 
neither  wilt  thou  suffer  thy  holy  one  to  see  cor- 
ruption [or  the  pit,  m].  Thou  wilt  show  me  the 
path  of  life,"  etc.  In  Ps  17  15,  the  Psalmist,  after 
describing  the  apparent  prosperity  of  the  wicked, 
says,  "As  for  me,  I  shall  behold  thy  face  in  right- 
ousness;  I  shall  be  satisfied,  when  I  awake,  with 
beholding  thy  form"  (AV,  ERV,  "with  thy  Uke- 
ness").  Cheyne  (op.  cit.,  406)  refers  this  to  the 
resurrection  (cf  Delitzsch,  Perowne,  etc).  Yet 
more  explicit  is  Ps  49  14.15,  "They  [the  wicked] 
are  appointed  as  a  flock  for  Sheol  ....  and  the 
upright  shall  have  dominion  over  them  in  the 

morning But  God  will  redeem  my  soul  from 

the  power  [hand,  mj  of  Sheol;  for  he  will  receive 
me.'  The  last  clause,  lit.  "He  will  take  me,"  has, 
as  Perowne,  Delitzsch,  Chejme  (formerly),  even 
Duhm, 'allow,  allusion  to  cases  like  those  of  Enoch 
and  Elijah.  It  cannot,  however,  contemplate  actual 
bodily  translation ;  it  must  thereiore  refer  to  resurrec- 
tion. Similar  in  strain  is  Ps  73  24,  "Thou  wilt 
guide  me  with  thy  counsel,  and  afterward  receive  me 
to  glory."  Dr.  Charles  grants  that,  in  Pss  49  and 
73,  "Grod  takes  the  righteous  to  Himself"  in  heaven 
(pp.  76-77),  but  fails  to  connect  this  with  the  doctrine 


of  resurrection  which  he  finds  appearing  about  the 
same  time  (p.  78). 

(3)  The   Book  of  Job. — Before  looking  at  the 

Srophets,  a  glance  should  be  taken  at  the  Book  of 
ob,  which,  irrespective  of  date  (it  is  quite  unwar- 
rantably made  post-exilian),  reflects  patriarchal 
conditions.  Ch  14  raises  the  question,  "If  a  man 
die,  shall  he  live  again?"  (ver  14),  and  it  is  to  be 
remarked  that  the  form  in  which  it  does  it,  is  the 

Cibility  of  bodily  revival.  The  appearances 
ile  to  man's  living  again  are  enumerated  (vs 
7-12),  then  faith,  reasserting  itself,  flings  itself  on 
God  to  accomplish  the  apparently  impossible:  "Oh 
that  thou  wouldest  hide  me  in  Sheol,  that  thou  would- 
est  keep  me  secret,  until  thy  wrath  be  past,  that 
thou  wouldest  appoint  me  a  set  time  and  remember 

me Thou  wouldest  call  and  I  would  answer 

thee:  thou  wouldest  have  a  desire  to  the  work  of 
thy  hands"  (vs  13-15;  m  reads  "Thou  shalt  call," 
etc).  Dr.  A.  B.  Davidson  says,  "To  his  mind  this 
involves  a  complete  return  to  life  again  of  the  whole 
man"  (Cambridge  Comm,  on  Job,  in  loc).  With 
this  must  be  taJcen  the  splendid  outburst  in  19 
25-27,  "I  know  that  my  Redeemer  liveth,"  ete, 
which,  whatever  doubts  may  attach  to  the  precise 
rendering  of  certain  clauses,  undoubtedly  expresses 
a  hope  not  inferior  in  strength  to  that  in  the  verse 
just  quoted. 

(4)  The  Prophets. — The  presence  of  the  idea  of 
resurrection  in  the  Prophets  is  not  doubted^  but  the 
passages  are  put  down  to  exilic  or  preexihc  times, 
and  are  explained  of  "spiritual"  or  "national,"  not 
of  individual,  resurrection  (cf  Charles,  op.  cit.,  128- 
29).  It  seems  plain,  however,  that,  before  the 
figure  of  resurrection  could  be  applied  to  the  nation, 
the  idea  of  resurrection  must  have  been  there;  ana 
it  is  by  no  means  clear  that  in  certain  of  the  passages 
the  resurrection  of  individuals  is  not  included. 
Cheyne  granted  this  regarding  the  passages  in  Isa 
(26  6-8;  26  19):  "This  prospect  concerns  not 
merely  the  church-nation,  out  all  of  its  believing 
members,  and  indeed  all,  whether  Jews  or  not,  who 
submit  to  the  true  king,  Jeh"  (op.  cit..  402).  There 
is  no  call  for  putting  the  remarkable  passages  in 
Hos — "After  two  days  will  he  revive  us:  on  the 
third  day  he  will  raise  us  up,  and  we  shall  live  be- 
fore him"  (6  2);  "I  will  ransom  them  from  the 
power  of  Sheol:  I  will  redeem  them  from  death: 
O  death,  where  are  thv  plagues?  O  Sheol,  where 
is  thy  destruction  ? "  (iS  14) — later  than  the  time 
of  that  prophet.  In  them  the  idea  of  resurrection 
is  already  fully  present;  as  truly  as  in  the  picture 
in  Ezk  37  1-10  of  the  valley  of  dry  bones.  The 
climax  is,  however^  reached  in  Isa  26  6-8;  26  19, 
above  referred  to.  from  which  the  individual  element 
cannot  be  excluaed  (cf  Salmond,  op.  cit.,  211-12: 
"The  theme  of  this  great  passage,  26  19,  therefore, 
is  a  personal,  not  a  corporate  resurrection"). 

(5)  Daniel — resurrection  of  wicked. — Finally,  in 
the  OT  we  have  the  striking  statement  in  Dnl  12  2. 
"And  many  of  them  that  sleep  in  the  dust  ....  shall 
awake,  some  to  everlasting  life,  and  some  to  shame 
and  everlasting  contempt.  And  they  that  are  wise 
shall  shine  as  the  brightness  of  the  firmament," 
etc.  The  peculiarity  of  this  passage  is,  that  in  it, 
for  the  first  time,  is  announced  a  resurrection  of  the 
wicked  as  well  as  of  the  righteous  (cf  in  the  NT  Jn 
6  28.29:  Acts  24  15;  Rev  20  12fif).  The  word 
"many''  is  not  to  be  imderstood  in  contrast  with 
"all,"  though  probably  only  Israel  is  in  view.  The 
event  is  connected  with  a  "time  of  trouble"  (ver 
1)  following  upon  the  overthrow  of  Antiochus, 
here  representative  of  Antichrist.  The  really  diffi- 
cult problem  is.  How  did  this  conception  of  the 
resurrection  of  the  wicked  come  about?  The  res- 
urrection of  the  righteous,  it  has  been  seen,  is  a 
corollary  from  the  covenant-faithfulness  of  Jeh. 
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But  this  does  not  apply  to  the  wicked.  Whence 
then  does  the  idea  come?  It  is  given  as  a  revela- 
tionj  but  even  revelation  connects  itself  with  exist- 
ing ideas  and  experiences.  The  resurrection  of  the 
wicked,  certainly,  does  not  arise,  like  that  of  the 
righteous,  from  the  consciousness  of  an  indissoluble 
union  with  God,  but  it  may  well  arise  from  the  oppo- 
site conviction  of  the  judgment  of  God.  As  the 
sense  of  individuahty  grew  strong — and  it  is  granted 
that  the  teaching  of  the  prophets  did  much  to 
strengthen  that  feeling — and  the  certainty  of  moral 
retribution  developed,  it  was  inevitable  that  this 
should  react  on  the  conception  of  the  future,  in 
making  it  as  certain  that  the  wicked  should  be 
punished,  as  that  the  good  should  be  rewarded,  in 
the  world  to  come.  Naturally  too,  as  the  counter- 
part of  the  other  belief,  this  shaped  itself  into  the 
form  of  a  resurrection  to  judgment.  We  are  thus 
brought,  as  a  last  step,  to  consider  the  idea  of  judg- 
ment and  its  effects  as  found  in  the  prophetic 
teaching. 

IV,   77ke  Idea  of  Judgment — the  Day  of  Jeho' 
vah, — It  was  seen  that,  under  Mosaism,  the  promises 
and  threatenings  of  God  were  mainly 
Judg-  confined  to  the  present  life,  and  that  the 

ment  a  sense  of  distinctions  in  Sheol,  though 

Present  not  absent,  was  vague  and  wavering. 
Reality  Through  temporal  dispensations  men 

were  trained  to  faith  in  the  reality  of 
moral  retribution.  Under  the  prophets^  while  the 
judgments  of  God  on  nations  and  mdividuaJs  were 
still  primarily  viewed  as  pertaining  to  this  Ufe,  there 
gradually  shaped  itself  a  further  idea — that  of  an 
approaching  consummation  of  historv,  or  Day  of 
Jehovah,  when  God's  enemies  would  be  completely 
overthrown,  His  righteousness  fully  vindicated 
and  His  kingdom  established  in  triumph  through- 
out the  earth.  The  developments  of  this  idea  may 
now  briefly  be  exhibited.  In  thb  relation,  it  need 
only  be  stated  that  the  writer  does  not  follow  the 
extraordinary  mangling  of  the  prophetic  texts  by 
certain  critics,  accepted,  though  with  some  mis- 
giving, by  Dr.  Charles. 

The  "Day  of  Jehovah,"  in  the  prophetic  writings, 
is  conceived  of,  sometimes  more  generally,  as  de- 
noting any  great  manifestation  of 
1.  Day  of  God's  power  in  judgment  or  salvation 
Jehovah  (e.  g.  the  locusts  in  Joel  2).  sometimes 
more  eschatologically,  ot  the  final 
crisis  in  the  history  of  God  s  kingdom,  involving 
the  overthrow  of  all  opposition,  and  the  complete 
triumph  of  righteousness  (e.g.  Isa  2  2-5;  Joel  3; 
Am  9  II  ff;  Zee  14,  etc).  The  two  things  are 
not  unconnected;  the  one  is  the  prelude,  or  antici- 
patory stage,  of  the  other.  That  feature  of  pro- 
phetic vision  sometimes  spoken  of  as  the  absence 
of  perspective  is  very  conspicuous  in  the  fact  that 
chronology  is  largely  disregarded,  and  the  "Day  of 
Jehovah  is  seen  looming  up  as  the  inmiediate 
background  of  every  great  crisis  in  which  the  nation 
may  for  the  time  be  involved  (Assyr  invasions; 
Bab  captivity;  Maccabean  persecution).  The 
one  thing  ever  certain  to  the  prophet's  mind  is  that 
the  "Day"  is  surely  coining — it  is  the  one  great, 
dread,  yet  for  God's  people  joyful,  event  of  the 
future — but  the  steps  by  which  the  goal  is  to  be 
reached  are  only  gradually  revealed  in  the  actual 
march  of  God's  providence. 

(1)  ReUUian  to  Israel— The  "Day"  is  in  its  pri- 
mary aspect  a  day  of  judgment  (Isa  2  12);  not, 
however,  to  be  thought  of  as  a  day  of  vengeance 
only  on  the  adversaries  of  Israel  (Am  6  18  ff). 
Israel  itself  would  be  the  first  to  experience  the 
strokes  of  the  Divine  chastisement:  "You  only 
have  I  known  of  all  the  families  of  the  earth:  there- 
fore I  will  visit  upon  you  all  your  iniquities"  (Am 
8  2).    God's  judgments  on  Israel,  while  retributive. 


were  also  purifying  and  sifting;  a  "remnant"  would 
remain,  who  would  be  the  seed  of  a  hoUer  commu- 
nity (Isa  6  13;  Am  9  9;  Zeph  8  13.20,  etc).  The 
Book  of  Hos  beautifully  exhibits  this  aspect  of  the 
Divine  dealings. 

(2)  To  the  nations. — Of  wider  scope  is  the  rela- 
tion of  the  "Day"  to  the  gentile  world.  The  na- 
tions are  used  as  the  instruments  of  God's  judgments 
on  Israel  (Assyrians,  Chaldaeans,  Persians),  but 
they,  too,  would  in  turn  be  judged  by  Jeh  (cf  the 
prophecies  against  the  nations  in  Isa,  Jer,  Ezk,  Nah, 
Hab,  etc).  The  end  would  be.  althougn  this  does 
not  fully  appear  in  every  propnet,  that  a  remnant 
of  the  heathen  also  would  turn  to  Jeh,  and  be  res- 
cued from  the  judgment  (Zee  14  16).  Moro  gen- 
erally, an  extension  of  the  kingdom  of  God  would 
take  place  till  the  earth  was  filled  with  God's  glory 
(e.g.  Isa  2  2-5,  with  Mic  4  1-5;  Isa  42  4;  60; 
ee  3-6:  Jer  12  14-16;  16  19-21;  Ezk  16  63.55. 
61,  God  will  turn  the  captivity  of  Sodom  and  her 
daughters;  Am  9  11;  Hab  2  14;  cf  Ps  22  27- 
31;  66  2.5;  86  9;  87).  These  events,  in  prophetic 
speech,  belong  to  "the  latter  days"  (Isa  2  2;  Jer 
48  47;  Ezk  38  16;  Hos  8  5;  Mic  4  1).  In  Dan- 
iel's great  prophecy  of  the  four  kingdoms,  these  are 
represented  as  broken  in  pieces  by  the  kingdom  of 
heaven.  s3anbolized  by  a  stone  cut  out  of  the  moun- 
tain without  hands  (Dnl  2  44.45;  cf  7  27).  The 
kingdom  is  given  by  the  Ancient  of  Days  to  one 
"like  unto  a  son  of  man"  (7  13).  Haggai  and 
Zechariah,  the  post-exilian  prophets,  share  in  these 
glowing  hopes  (Hag  2  6.7;  Zee  2  10;  8  20-23: 
14  16).  In  Mai  is  found  one  of  the  noblest  of  all 
the  prophetic  utterances:  "From  the  rising  of  the 
sun  even  unto  the  going  down  of  the  same  my  name 
shall  be  great  among  the  Gentiles,"  etc  (1  ll)^and 

Srophecy  closes  with  the  announcement  of  Him, 
eh  s  messenger,  by  whom  this  "great  and  terrible 
day  of  Jeh"  is  to  be  brought  in  (Mai  4). 

The  purview,  in  what  is  said  of  the  "Day  of 
Jehovah,"  is  thus  seen  to  be  confined  to  earth, 
though  the  references  to  resurrection, 
2.  Judg-       and  the  passages  in  the  close  of  Isa  (66 
ment  17;  66  22)  about  "new  heavens  and  a 

beyond  new  earth"  imply  a  further  vista.  The 
Death  hope  of  immortality — of  resurrection 

life — in  the  case  of  the  righteous  has 
aheady  been  considered.  But  what  of  judgment 
after  death  in  the  case  of  the  wicked  ?  Only  dim 
premonitions  of  retribution,  it  was  seen,  are  found 
m  the  earlier  doctrine  of  Sheol.  There  are  frequent 
references  to  "judgment"  in  the  Pss,  sometimes  on 
the  world  (e.g.  96  13;  98  9;  cf  60),  sometimes  on 
individuals  (e.g.  1  5),  but  it  is  doubtful  if  any  of 
them  look  beyond  earth.  Yet  many  things  oombmed 
to  force  this  problem  on  the  attention. 

(1)  Incompleteness  of  moral  administration. — 
There  was  the  sharpening  of  the  sense  of  individual 
responsibility  in  the  prophetic  age  (Jer  31  29.30; 
Ezk  18  2ff),  and  the  obvious  fact  of  the  incom- 
pleteness of  the  Divine  moral  administration  in  the 
present  Ufe,  as  respects  the  individual.  The  work- 
mg  of  moral  laws  could  be  discerned,  but  this  fell 
far  short  of  exact  individual  retribution.  Life  was 
full  of  moral  anomahes  and  perplexities  (cf  Job, 
Book  of). 

(2)  Prosperity  of  wicked. — There  was  the  special 
difficulty  that  the  wicked  did  not  always  seem  to 
meet  with  the  punishment  due  to  their  misdeeds 
in  time.  On  the  contrary  they  often  seemed  to 
flourish,  to  have  success  in  their  schemes,  to  triumph 
over  the  godly,  who  were  afflicted  and  oppressed. 
This  waj9  the  enigma  that  so  painfully  exercised 
the  minds  of  the  psalmists  (Pss  lO,  17,  37,  49,  73, 
etc).  The  solution  they  found  was  that  the  pros- 
perity of  the  wicked  did  not  endure.  It  came  to  a 
sudden   end    (Ps  37  35.36;   73  18-20),   while   the 
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righteous  had  a  sure  compensation  in  the  future 
(Ps  17  15;  49  15;  78  24,  etc).  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, always  the  case  that  the  wicked  were  thus 
visibly  cut  off.  Besides,  a  sudden  end  hardly 
seemed  an  adequate  punishment  for  a  long  career 
of  triumphant  iniquity,  and,  if  the  righteous  were 
recompensed  hereafter,  the  thought  lay  near  that 
the  wicked  might  be,  and  should  be,  alsp. 

(3)  Suffering  of  righteous  vnOi  wicked. — There 
was  the  kindred  fact  that,  in  the  calamities  that 
overtook  the  wicked,  the  righteous  were  often  the 
involuntary  sharers.  The  wicked  did  not  suffer  by 
themselves;  the  godly  were  involved  in  the  storm 
of  judgment  (war,  captivity,  plagues)  that  broke 
upon  them.  Here  was  something  else  calling  for 
redress  at  the  hands  of  a  God  of  nghteousness. 

From  these  causes  the  thought  almost  necessarily 
presented  itself  of  the  extension  of  retribution  for 
the  wicked  into  the  state  beyond 
8.  Retribu-  death.  Hence,  as  before  seen,  Sheol 
tion  beyond  did  come  in  the  later  age  to  assume 
Death  something  of  a  penal  character  for  the 

unrighteous.  There  was  a  wrath  of 
God  that  burned  to  the  lowest  Sheol  (Dt  32  22; 
cf  Charles,  op.  cit.,  74).  But  this  abode  of  the 
shades  was  not,  for  the  evil  any  more  than  for  the 
good,  a  fitting  sphere  for  moral  recompense.  If,  for 
the  complete  reward  of  the  righteous,  a  resurrec- 
tion-state was  necessary,  did  not  the  same  hold  true 
for  the  wicked?  It  is  questioned  whether  the  very 
definite  announcements  of  an  individual  judgment 
inEccl  11  9:  12  14  refer  to  the  state  beyond  death 
— ^it  is  probable  that  they  do  (cf  Salmond,  op.  cit.,- 
216-17).  The  first  clear  intimation  of  a  resiurec- 
tion  of  the  wicked,  however,  is  found,  as  already 
said,  in  Dnl  12  2,  which  likewise  implies  jud^ent. 
Perhaps  a  hint  of  the  same  idea  is  given  in  Isa  86 
24:  ''They  shall  go  forth  [the  prophet  is  speaking  of 
the  times  of  the  new  heavens  and  the  new  earth,  ver 
22],  and  look  upon  the  dead  bodies  of  the  men  that 
have  transgressed  against  me:  for  their  worm  shall 
not  die,  neither  shall  their  fire  be  Quenched;  and 
they  shall  be  an  abhorring  unto  all  fl^."  Dr. 
Charles  connects  this  with  the  idea  of  Gehenna  as 
''a  place  of  punishment  for  rebeUious  and  apostate 
Jews,"  which  he  thinks  also  to  be  implied  in  Isa  60 
11  (op.  cit.,  158).  It  is  the  same  word  "abhor- 
rence (derd^on),  found  in  the  above  passage,  which 
is  rendered  in  Dnl  12  2  "contempt,"  and  Dr. 
Charles  sajrs  "the  reference  in  both  is  to  Gehenna," 
and  the  pimishment  "is  conceived  of  as  eternal" 
(pp.  158-59). 

It  is  hardly  possible  to  carry  the  subject  farther 
within  the  limits  of  the  OT.  Further  develop- 
ments belong  to  the  later  Judaism. 

V.  Later    Jmurimh     Conceptiont — Apocryphal, 

Apocalyptic,    Rabbauc€ML — The    sources    of    our 

knowledge  of  the  eschatological  concep- 

I.  Sources    tions  among  the  Jews  in  the  immeoi- 

ately  pre-Christian  period  are: 

(1)  Apocrypha. — The  books  of  the  OT  Apoc 
(see  Apocrypha),  taken  over,  with  the  exception 
of  2  Esd,  from  the  LXX.  2  Esd,  better  known  as 
4  Esd,  is  more  properly  classed  with  the  apocalyptic 
writings.  The  original  work  consists  only  of  chs 
3-14,  with  a  passage  in  ch  7  not  found  in  the 
ordinary  version.  The  book  is  post-Christian  (c  80- 
96  AD). 

(2)  Apocalyptic  literature  (see  art.  under  that  head, 

II,  i,  1 ;  II,  ii). — The  remains  of  this  lit.  consist  of  the 
Sib  Or  (oldest  parts.  Book  III,  from  2d  cent.  BC),  the 
Book  En  (see  below),  the  Ps  Sol  (70-40  BC),  with 
the  Apoc  Bar  (50-100  AD),  the  Book  of  Jub,  and 
XII  P  (see  below),  the  Asm  M  (early  1st  cent.  AD), 
and  the  Asc  Isa  (before  50  AD).  A  good  deal  turns 
on  the  dating  of  some  of  these  books.  Several  (Apoc 
Bar,  Asm  M,  Asc  Isa,  with  4  Esd)  are  post-Christian. 


The  Book  of  Jub  and  XII  P  have  also  usually  been 
regarded  as  such,  but  Dr.  Charles  argues  for  dates 
going  back  to  the  close  of  the  2d  cent.  BC  for 
both.  Late  Jewish  and  Christian  additions  are 
recomized  in  the  latter.  Formerly  Dr.  Charles 
dated  Jub  "before  10  AD."  The  chief  dispute  re- 
lates to  chs  87-70  (the  "Similitudes")  of  the  Book 
of  En.  These  important  sections  are  held  by  some 
(Dr.  Stanton,  etc;  to  be  post-Christian  (end  of  1st 
cent.  AD) — a  view  to  which  we  incline;  Dr.  Charles 
and  others  place  them  in  the  1st  cent.  BC.  Most 
of  the  remaming  portions  of  the  book  are  assigned 
to  dates  in  the  2a  cent.  BC.  To  the  i^ve  should 
be  added  the  notices  of  Jewish  opinions  in  Jos. 

(3)  Rabbinical  wrilingSi — For  rabbinical  ideas, 
we  are  chiefly  dependent  on  the  Talmudic  writings 
and  the  Tgs — sources  whose  late  character  makes 
their  witness  often  doubtful  (see  Talmud;  Tab- 
gums). 

It  is  only  possible  to  summarize  very  briefly  the 
varying  and  frequently  conflicting  conceptions  on 
eschatological  subjecte  to  be  gleaned 
2.  Descrip-  from  this  extensive  lit.  The  repre- 
tion  of  sentations  are  often  wildly  imaginative, 

Views  and,  so  far  as  they  are  not  genuine 

developments  from  OT  ideas,  have 
value  only  as  they  may  be  supposed  to  throw  light 
on  the  teachings  of  the  NT.  With  one  or  two 
exceptions,  little  is  to  be  gathered  from  the  apoc- 
ryphal books,  and  it  will  be  best  to  treat  the  subject 
under  headings. 

(1)  Less  definite  conceptions. — In  the  apocry- 
phal Ecclus  (Wisdom  of  the  Son  of  Sirach)  we  remam 
still  on  the  old  ground  of  Sheol  as  a  place  in  which 
there  is  no  remembrance,  thanksgiving  or  retri- 
bution (17  27.28;  41  3.4,  etc;  a  somewhat  differ- 
ent note  is  heard  in  21  10).  It  is  the  same  in  Bar 
(2  17)  and  Tob  (8  6).  In  1  Mace  we  have  simply 
the  OT  phrases,  "gathered  to  his  fathers"  (2  69), 
"gathered  to  his  people"  (14  30).  In  the  Book  of 
Wisd,  the  influence  of  Gr  ideas  is  seen  in  a  doctrine 
of  the  inmnortality  of  the  soul  only  (2  23;  8  1-4: 
4  13.14;  15  3:  not  a  resurrection),  possibly  of 
pre(?xistence  (8  20).  The  wicked  suffer  punish- 
ment in  Sheol  (8  1-10;  5  1-14,  etc). 

(2)  Ideas  of  ^^Z.— Generally,  however,  in  the 
apocalyptic  books,  a  marked  change  is  seen  in  the 
ideas  of  Sheol.  It  is  still  the  place  of  the  dead,  but 
is  regarded  more  as  a  state  intermediate  between 
death  and  the  resurrection  for  such  as  shall  be 
raised ;  in  which  righteous  and  wicked  are  separated ; 
in  which  the  wicked  suffer  punishment.  The  Book 
of  En  distinguishes  four  abodes  for  the  departed — 
two  for  the  righteous,  and  two  for  the  wicked  (21 
1-13).  One  class  of  the  wicked  (those  already 
punished  in  this  life)  remain  there  forever,  while 
the  others  are  raised,  and  pass  to  the  torment  of 
Gehenna  (17  2).  The  righteous  are  in  Paradise — 
"the  garden  of  life"  (61  12),  "the  garden  of  right- 
eousness" (67  3).  Tliis  character  of  Sheol  as  a 
place  of  punishment  (intermediate  or  final)  is  met 
with  frequently  (Book  of  Jub  7  29;  22  22;  2  Mace 
6  23;  Ps  Sol  14  6;  15  11;  16  2,  etc).  In  certain 
places,  Dr.  Charles  savs,  "Sheol  has  become  an 
abode  of  fire,  and  thereK)re  s3mon3rmous  so  far  with 
Gehenna In  several  passages  in  the  Simil- 
itudes, and  throughout  En  91-104,  Sheol  and 
Gehenna  are  practically  identical"  (op.  cit.,  237). 
Similar  ideas  are  found  in  the  Slavomc  version  of 
En  (ib,  261  flf). 

(3)  The  fallen  angels. — Much  prominence  in  the 
Book  of  En  is  given  to  the  fallen  angels  (those  who 
sinned  with  women,  Gen  6  2).  They  are  consigned 
in  the  judgment  to  ever-burning  fire  (En  21  1-6; 
90  20-25). 

(4)  Resurrection. — Ideas  of  the  resurrection  vary. 
In  En  22,  the  righteous  and  one  class  of  the  wicked 
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are  raised;  elsewhere  all  the  righteous  are  raised 
and  none  of  the  wicked  (En  61  5;   90  33;  Ps  Sol 

3  16) ;  sometimes  there  is  to  be  a  resurrection  of  all, 
just  and  unjust  (En  51  1.2).  2  Mace  dwells  much 
on  the  resurrection,  which  seems  to  embrace  all 
Israel  (3  16;  13  9;  7  9.14.23,  etc).  For  the  Gen- 
tiles there  is  no  resurrection  (7  14.36).  In  En  90 
38,  the  bodies  of  the  righteous  are  described  as 
"transformed"  in  the  resurrection  (cf  in  the  "Simili- 
tudes,'' 89  7;  51  4;  62  15).  The  doctrine  of  the 
resurrection  (universal)  is  taught  in  the  Apoc  Bar 
80  2-5;  60,  51,  and  in  4  Esd  7  32-37.  In  Jos 
the  Pharisees  are  said  to  have  believed  in  the  resur- 
rection of  the  ri^teous  only  (Ant.  XVIII,  i,  3). 
This  does  not  coincide  with  Paul  s  statement  in 
Acts  24  15. 

(5)  Judgment. — ^The  reality  of  a  final  judgment, 
supervening  upon  the  intermediate  judgment  in 
Sheol,  is  stron^y  affirmed  in  most  of  the  apocalyptic 
books.  The  Book  of  En  speaks  much  of  this  nnal 
judgment.  It  describes  it  as  "the  great  day,"  "the 
righteous  judgment,"  "the  great  day  of  judgment," 
"the  last  judgment,"  "the  judgment  of  ail  eternity" 
(10  6.12;  16  1;  19  1;  22  4.11;  25  4;  90  26.27, 
etc).  Wicked  angels  and  men  are  judged,  and  sen- 
tenced to  Gehenna — ^a  doom  without  end. 

The  Messiah:  An  interesting  point  is  the  relation 
of  the  Messiah  to  this  judgment.  With  the  excep- 
tion of  4  Esd,  the  apocr}rphal  books  are  silent  on 
the  Messiah.  In  the  apocalyptic  books  the  Messiah 
does  appear,  but  not  always  in  the  same  Ught.  In 
the  Sib  Or  (8),  Ps  of  Sol  (17,  18),  Apoc  Bar 
(39,  40)  and  in  4  Esd  (13  32  ff)  the  appearance 
of  Messiah  is  associated  with  the  overthrow  and 
judgment  of  the  ungodly  worldly  powers;  in  the 
older  portions  of  En  (90  16-25)  God  Himself  ex- 
ecutes this  judgment,  and  holds  the  great  assize — 
the  Messiah  does  not  appear  till  after.  In  the  sec. 
of  En,  chs  87-70,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Messiah 
appears  definitely  as  the  judge  of  the  world,  and 
titles  resembling  those  in  the  NT,  "the  Righteous 
One"  (38  2;  53  6),  "the  Elect  One"  (40  5;  45  3. 
4,  etc),  above  all,  ''the  Son  of  Man"  (46  2-4;  48 
2,  etc),  are  ^ven  Him.  It  is  these  passages  which 
suggest  Christian  influence,  especially  as  the  con- 
ception is  not  found  elsewhere  in  pre-Christian 
Apocalypse,  and  the  Book  of  Jub,  which  refers 
otherwise  to  En,  makes  no  mention  of  these  pas- 
sages. Yet  another  idea  appears  in  later  Apocalypse, 
that,  viz.  of  a  limited  reign  of  Messiah,  after  which 
take  place  the  resurrection  and  judgment.  4  Esd 
has  the  extraordinary  notion  that,  ^ter  a  reign  of 
400  yearSf  the  Messiah  dies  (7  28.29).  God  in  this 
case  is  the  judge. 

(6)  The  Messianic  age  and  the  GentHes. — ^The 
Messianic  age,  when  conceived  of  as  following  the 
judgment  (the  older  view),  is  unlimited  in  dura- 
tion, has  Jerus  for  its  center,  and  includes  in  the 
scope  of  its  blessing  the  converted  Gentiles  (Sib 
Or  3  698-726;  En  90  30.37;  cf  48  5:  58  1:  Ps 
Sol  17  32-35).  The  righteous  dead  ot  Israel  are 
raised  to  participate  in  the  kingdom.  Already  in 
En  90  28.29  is  found  the  idea  that  the  new  Jerus 
is  not  the  earthly  city,  but  a  city  that  comes  down 
from  heaven,  where,  as  in  4  Esd.  the  Messianic 
reign  is  limited,  the  blessed  life  atter  resurrection 
is  transferred  to  heaven. 

(7)  Rabbinical  ideas. — Little  is  to  be  added  from 
the  rabbinical  conceptions,  which,  besides  being 
difficult  to  ascertain  precisely,  are  exceedingly  con- 
fused and  contradictory.  Most  of  the  ideas  above 
mentioned  appear  in  rabbinical  teaching.  With  the 
destruction  oi  the  hostile  world-powers  is  connected 
in  later  rabbinism  the  appearance  of  "Armilus" — 
an  Antichrist.  The  reign  of  Messiah  is  generally 
viewed  as  limited  in  duration — 400  years  (as  in 

4  Esd),    and    1,000   years   being   mentioned    (cf 
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Schiirer,  Hist  of  Jewish  People,  Div  II,  Vol  II, 
179,  ET).  At  its  close  takes  place  a  renovation  of 
the  world,  resurrection  (for  Israelites  only,  certain 
classes  being  excluded),  judgment,  and  eternal 
heavenly  happiness  for  the  righteous.  The  punish- 
ments of  the  wicked  appear  mostly  to  be  regarded 
as  eternal,  but  the  view  is  also  met  with  of  a  hmited 
duration  of  punishment  (see  authorities  in  Schiirer, 
op.  cit.,  183;  Edersheim,  Jesus  the  Messiah,  app. 
XIX,  and  other  works  noted  in  "Literature"  below). 

LiTEBATUBS. — R.  H.  Charles,  D.D.,  A  Crit.  Hist  of 
the  Doet  of  a  Future  Life  (1899) :  apocalyptic  works  trd 
and  edited  by  same  writer  {Book  of  En,  Apoc  Bar, 
Book  of  Jub,  Teat,  of  Ig  Patriarchs,  etc;  V.  H.  Stanton, 
The  Jewish  and  the  Christian  Messiah  (1886);  S.  D.  F. 
Salmond,  Christian  Doct  of  Immortality  (4th  ed.  1901): 
A.  Edersheim,  Life  ar^  Times  of  Jesus  the  Messiah,  ed 
1906  (esp.  app.  XIX);  E.  Schtlrer,  i/t5<  of^the  Jewish 
People  in  the  Time  of  Jesus  Christ  (Div  II,  Vol  II,  ET). 
OT  Theologies:  Oehler.  A.  B.  Davidson,  etc;  arts,  in 
Dictionaries:  Hastings,  SB,  etc.  For  fuller  lists,  see 
Charles. 

Jambs  Orr 
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/.  Doctrinai  and  ReKgiotu  Significanee. — ^The 
subject  of  eschatolo^  plays  a  prominent  part  in 
NT  teaching  and  religion.  Christianity  in  its  very 
origin  bears  an  eschatological  character.  It  means 
the  appearance  of  the  Messiah  and  the  inauguration 
of  Hjs  work;  and  from  the  OT  point  of  view  these 
form  part  of  eschatology.  It  is  true  in  Jewish 
theology  the  days  of  the  Messiah  were  not  always 
included  in  the  eschatological  age  proper,  but  often 
regarded  as  introductory  to  it  (cf  Weber,  JUdische 
Theol.^y  371  ff).  And  in  the  NT  also  this  point  of 
view  is  to  some  extent  represented,  inasmuch  as, 
owing  to  the  appearance  of  the  Messiah  and  the 
only  partial  fulmment  of  the  prophecies  for  the 
present,  that  which  the  OT  depicted  as  one  syn- 
chronous movement  is  now  seen  to  divide  into  two 
stages,  viz.  the  present  Messianic  age  and  the  con- 
summate state  of  the  future.  Even  so,  however, 
the  NT  draws  the  Messianic  period  into  much  closer 
connection  with  the  strictly  eschatological  process 
than  Judaism.  The  distinction  in  Judaism  rested 
on  a  consciousness  of  difference  in  quality  between 
the  two  stages,  the  content  of  the  Messianic  age 
being  far  less  spiritually  and  transcendentally  con- 
ceived than  that  of  the  final  state.  The  NT:  by 
spiritualizing  the  entire  Messisinic  circle  of  ideas, 
becomes  keenly  alive  to  its  affinity  to  the  content 
of  the  highest  eternal  hope,  and  consequently  tends 
to  identify  the  two,  to  find  the  age  to  come  antici- 
pated in  the  present.  In  some  cases  this  assumes 
explicit  shape  in  the  belief  that  great  eschatological 
transactions  have  already  begun  to  take  place,  and 
that  believers  have  already  attained  to  at  least  par- 
tial enjojrment  of  eschatological  privileges.  Thus 
the  present  kingdom  in  Our  Lord  s  teaching  is  one 
in  essence  with  the  final  kingdom;  according  to  the 
discourses  in  John  eternal  fife  is  in  principle  real- 
ized here;  with  Paul  there  has  been  a  prelude  to  the 


EKhmtologyofNT  THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


980 


last  judgment  and  resurrection  in  the  death  and 
resurrection  of  Christ,  and  the  life  in  the  Spirit  is 
the  first-fruits  of  the  heavenly  state  to  come.  The 
strong  sense  of  this  may  even  express  itself  in  the 
paradoxical  form  that  the  eschatolo^cal  state  has 
arrived  and  the  one  great  incision  m  history  has 
ahready  been  made  (He  2  3.5;  9  11;  10  1;  12  22- 
24).  Still,  even  where  this  extreme  consciousness 
is  reached,  it  nowhere  supersedes  the  other  more 
common  representation,  according  to  which  the 
present  state  continues  to  lie  this  side  of  the  escha- 
tological  crisis,  and,  while  directly  leading  up  to 
the  Tatter,  yet  remains  to  all  intents  a  part  oi  the 
old  age  and  world-order.  Believers  live  in  the  'last 
days. '  upon  them  "the  ends  of  the  ajges  are  come,'' 
but  the  last  day,"  "the  consummation  of  the  age," 
still  lies  in  the  futm-e  (Mt  13  39.40.49;  24  3;  28 
20;  Jn  6  39.44.54;  12  48;  1  Cor  10  11;  2*  Tim 
8  1;  He  1  2;  9  26;  Jas  5  3;  1  Pet  1  5.20;  2 
Pet  8  3;   1  Jn  2  18;  Jude  ver  18). 

The  eschatolpgical  interest  of  early  believers  was 
no  mere  fringe  to  their  religious  experience,  but 
the  very  heart  of  its  inspiration.  It  expressea  and 
embodied  the  profound  supernaturalism  and  soterio- 
logicfd  character  of  the  NT  faith.  The  coming 
world  was  not  to  be  the  product  of  natural  develop- 
ment but  of  a  Divine  mterposition  arresting  the 
{)rocess  of  history.  And  the  deepest  motive  of  the 
onging  for  this  world  was  a  conviction  of  the  ab- 
normal character  of  the  present  world,  a  strong 
sense  of  sin  and  evil.  This  explains  why  the  NT 
doctrine  of  salvation  has  grown  upj  to  a  large  extent 
in  the  closest  interaction  with  its  eschatological 
teaching.  The  present  experience  was  interpreted 
in  the  hght  of  the  future.  It  is  necessarv  to  keep 
this  in  mind  for  a  proper  appreciation  of  the  gen- 
erally prevailing  hope  that  the  return  of  the  Lord 
might  come  in  the  near  future.  Apocalyptic  cal- 
culation had  less  to  do  with  this  than  the  practical 
experience  that  the  earnest  of  the  supernatural  reali- 
ties of  the  life  to  come  was  present  in  the  church, 
and  that  therefore  it  seemed  unnatural  for  the  fuU 
fruition  of  these  to  be  long  delayed.  The  subse- 
quent receding  of  this  acute  eschatological  state 
has  something  to  do  with  the  gradual  disappearance 
of  the  miraculous  phenomena  of  the  apostolic  age. 

//.  Generid  Structure. — NT  eschatology  attaches 
itself  to  the  OT  and  to  Jewish  belief  as  develop)ed 
on  the  basis  of  ancient  revelatioQ.  It  creates  on 
the  whole  no  new  system  or  new  terminology,  but 
incorporates  much  that  was  current,  yet  so  as  to 
reveal  by  selection  and  distribution  of  emphasis 
the  essential  newness  of  its  spirit.  In  Judaism  there 
existed  at  that  time  two  distinct  types  of  escha- 
tological outlook.  There  was  the  ancient  national 
hope  which  revolved  around  the  destiny  of  Israel. 
Alongside  of  it  existed  a  transcendental  form  of 
eschatology  with  cosmical  perspective,  which  had  in 
view  the  destiny  of  the  universe  and  of  the  human 
race.  The  former  of  these  represents  the  oripnal 
form  of  OT  eschatologv,  and  therefore  occupies  a 
legitimate  place  in  the  beginning  of  the  NT  devel- 
opment, notably  in  the  revelations  accompanying 
the  birth  of  Christ  and  in  the  earlier  (synoptical) 

E reaching  of  John  the  Baptist.  There  entered, 
owever,  into  it,  as  held  bv  the  Jews,  a  considerable 
element  of  individual  and.  collective  eudaemonism, 
and  it  had  become  identified  with  a  literalistic  inter- 
pretation of  prophecy,  which  did  not  sufficiently 
take  into  account  the  typical  import  and  poetical 
character  of  the  latter.  The  other  scheme,  while 
to  some  extent  the  product  of  subsequent  theologi- 
cal development,  hes  prefigured  in  certain  later 
prophecies,  esp.  in  Dni,  and,  far  from  being  an 
importation  from  Bab,  or  ultimately  Pers^  sources, 
as  some  at  present  maintain^  represents  in  reality 
the  true  development  of  the  inner  principles  of  OT 


prophetic  revelation.  To  it  the  structure  of  NT 
eschatology  closely  conforms  itself.  In  doing  this, 
however,  it  discards  the  impure  motives  and  ele- 
ments by  which  even  this  relatively  higher  type  of 
Jewish  eschatology  was  contaminated.  In  certain 
of  the  apocalyptic  writings  a  compromise  is  attempt- 
ed between  these  two  schemes  after  this  manner, 
that  the  carrying  out  of  the  one  is  merely  to  follow 
that  of  the  other,  the  national  hope  first  receiving 
its  fulfilment  in  a  provisional  Messianic  kingdom 
of  limited  duration  (400  or  1,000  years),  to  be  super- 
seded at  the  end  by  the  eternal  state.  The  NT 
does  not  follow  the  Jewish  theology  along  this  path. 
Even  though  it  regards  the  present  work  of  Christ 
as  preliminary  to  the  consummate  order  of  things, 
it  does  not  separate  the  two  in  essence  or  quality, 
it  does  not  exclude  the  Messiah  from  a  supreme  place 
in  the  coming  world,  and  does  not  expect  a  temporal 
Messianic  kingdom  in  the  future  as  distinguished 
from  Christ's  present  spiritual  reign,  and  as  preced- 
ing the  state  of  eternity.  In  fact  the  figure  of  the 
Messiah  becomes  central  in  the  entire  eschatologi- 
cal process,  far  more  so  than  is  the  case  in  Judaism. 
All  the  stages  in  this  process,  the  resurrection,  the 
judgment,  the  life  eternal,  even  the  intermediate 
state,  receive  the  impress  of  the  absolute  signifi- 
cance which  Christian  faith  ascribes  to  Jesus  as  the 
Christ.  Through  this  Christocentric  character 
NT  eschatology  acquires  also  far  greater  unity  and 
simplicity  than  can  be  predicated  of  the  Jewish 
schemes.  Everything  is  practically  reduced  to  the 
great  ideas  of  the  resurrection  and  the  judgment  as 
consequent  upon  the  Parousia  of  Christ.  Much 
apocalyptic  embroidery  to  which  no  spiritual  sig- 
nificance attached  is  eliminated.  While  the  over- 
heated phantasy  tends  to  multiply  and  elaborate, 
the  religious  interest  tends  toward  concentration 
and  simplification. 

///.  Courte  of  Development. — In  NT  eschato- 
logical teaching  a  general  development  in  a  well- 
defined  direction  is  traceable.  The  starting-point 
is  the  historico-dramatic  conception  of  the  two  suc- 
cessive ages.  These  two  ages  are  distinguished  as 
hotUoa  ho  aidrif  ho  nUn  aidn^  ho  enestds  aidny  "this 
age,"  "the  present  age"  (Mt  12  32;  13  22;  Lk  16 
8;  Rom  12  2;  1  Cor  1  20;  2  6.8;  3  18;  2  Cor 
4  4;  Gal  1  4;  Eph  1  21;  2  2;  6  12;  1  Tim  6 
17;  2  Tim  4  10;  Tit  2  12),  and  ho  ai^  ekeinos. 
ho  aidn  mMon^  ho  aidn  ercfi&menos,  "that  age, 
"the  future  age"  (Mt  12  32;  Lk  18  30;  20  35; 
Eph  2  7;  He  6  5).  In  Jewish  Ut.  before  the  NT, 
no  instances  of  the  developed  antithesis  between 
these  two  ages  seem  to  be  found,  but  from  the  way 
in  which  it  occurs  in  the  teaching  of  Jesus  and  Paiu 
it  appears  to  have  been  current  at  that  time.  (The 
oldest  undisputed  occurrence  is  a  saying  of  Johanan 
ben  Zakkay,  about  80  AD.)  The  contrast  between 
these  two  ages  is  (esp.  with  Paul)  that  between  the 
evil  and  transitory,  and  the  perfect  and  abidins. 
Thus  to  each  age  belongs  its  own  characteristic 
order  of  things,  and  so  the  distinction  passes  over 
into  that  of  two  "worlds"  in  the  sense  of  two  sys- 
tems (in  Heb  and  Aram,  the  same  word  ^dldm, 
^cUanif  does  service  for  both,  in  Gr  ai(hi  usually 
renders  the  meaning  "age,"  occasionally  "world" 
[He  1  2;  11  3),  kdsmos  meaning  "world";  the 
latter,  however,  is  never  used  of  the  future  world). 
Cf  Dalman,  Die  Worte  Jesu,  I,  132-46.  Broadly 
speaking,  the  development  of  NT  eschatology  con- 
sists in  this,  that  the  two  ages  are  increasingly  recog- 
nized as  answering  to  two  spheres  of  being  whidi 
coexist  from  of  old,  so  that  the  coining  of  the  new 
age  assumes  the  character  of  a  revelation  and  ex- 
tension of  the  supernal  order  of  things,  rather  than 
that  of  its  first  entrance  into  existence.  Inasmuch 
as  the  coining  world  stood  for  the  perfect  and  eternal, 
and  in  the  realm  of  heaven  such  a  perfect,  eternal 
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order  of  things  already  existed,  the  reflection  inevi- 
tably arose  that  these  two  were  in  some  sense  identi- 
cal. But  the  new  significance  which  the  antithesis 
assumes  does  not  supersede  the  older  historico- 
dramatic  form.  The  higher  world  so  interposes 
in  the  course  of  the  lower  as  to  bring  Hie  conflict  to 
a  crisis.  The  passing  over  of  the  one  contrast  into 
the  other,  therefore,  does  not  mark,  as  has  frequent- 
ly been  asserted,  a  recession  of  tne  eschatological 
wave,  as  if  the  interest  had  been  shifted  from  the  fu- 
ture to  the  present  life.  Esp.  in  the  Fourth  Gospel 
this  ''deSschatologizing"  process  has  been  found,  but 
without  real  warrant.  The  apparent  basis  for  such 
a  conclusion  is  that  the  realities  of  the  future  life  are 
so  vividly  and  itensety  felt  to  be  existent  in  heaven 
and  from  there  operative  in  the  believer's  life,  that 
the  distinction  between  what  is  now  and  what  will 
be  hereafter  enjoyed  becomes  less  sharp.  In- 
stead of  the  supersedure  of  the  eschatological,  this 
means  the  very  opposite,  viz.  its  most  real  antici- 
pation. It  should  further  be  observed  that  the 
development  in  question  is  intimately  connected 
and  keeps  equal  pace  with  the  disclosure  of  the  pre- 
existence  of  Chnst,  because  this  fact  and  the  de- 
scent of  Christ  from  heaven  furnished  the  clearest 
witness  to  the  reality  of  the  heavenly  order  of  thines. 
Hence  it  is  esp.  observable,  not  in  the  earlier  epistl^ 
of  Paul,  where  the  structure  of  eschatological 
thought  is  still  in  the  main  historico-dramatic,  but 
in  the  epistles  of  the  first  captivity  (Eph  1  3.20-22: 
2  6;  8  9.10;  4  9.10;  6  12;  Phil  2  6-11;  8  20; 
Col  1  15.17;  8  2;  further,  in  He  1  2.3;  2  5;  8  4; 
6  5.11;  7  13.16;  9  14;  11  10.16;  12  22.23).  The 
Fourth  Gospel  marks  the  culmination  of  this  line 
of  teaching,  and  it  is  unnecessary  to  point  out  how 
here  the  contrast  between  heaven  and  earth  in  its 
christological  consequences  determines  the  entire 
structure  of  thought.  But  here  it  also  appears  how 
the  last  outcome  of  the  NT  progress  ot  doctrine 
had  been  anticipated  in  the  hignest  teaching;  of  Our 
Lord.  This  can  be  accounted  for  by  the  inherent 
fitness  that  the  supreme  disclosures  which  touch  the 
personal  life  of  the  Saviour  should  come  not  through 
any  third  person,  but  from  His  own  lips. 

/v.  Gmnerid  and  Indioiduai  EtehiUology. — In 
the  OT  the  destiny  of  the  nation  of  Israel  to  such  an 
extent  overshadows  that  of  the  individual,  that  only 
the  first  rudiments  of  an  individual  eschatology  are 
found.  The  individualism  of  the  later  prophets, 
esp.  Jeremiah  and  Ezekiel^  bore  fruit  in  the  thou^t 
of  the  intermediate  penod.  In  the  apocalyptic 
writings  considerable  concern  is  shown  for  the  ulti- 
mate destiny  of  the  individual.  But  not  until  the 
NT  thoroughly  spiritualized  the  conceptions  of  the 
last  things  could  these  two  aspects  be  perfectly  har- 
monized. Through  the  centering  of  the  escha- 
tological hope  in  the  Messiah,  and  the  suspending 
of  the  individual's  share  in  it  on  his  personal  relation 
to  the  Messiah,  an  individual  significance  is  necessa- 
rily imparted  to  the  great  final  crisis.  This  also 
tends  to  give  greater  prominence  to  the  interme- 
diate state.  Here,  also,  apocalyptic  thought  had 
pointed  the  way.  None  the  less  the  OT  point  of 
view  continues  to  assert  itself  in  that  even  in  the 
NT  the  main  interest  still  attaches  to  the  collective, 
historical  development  of  events.  Many  questions 
in  regard  to  the  intermediate  period  are  passed  by 
in  silence.  The  OT  prophetic  foreshortening  of  the 
perspective,  immediately  connecting  each  present 
crisis  with  the  ultimate  goal,  is  reproduced  in  NT 
eschatology  on  an  individual  scale  in  so  far  as  the 
believer's  life  here  is  linked,  not  so  much  with  his 
state  after  death,  but  rather  with  the  consummate 
state  after  the  final  judgment.  The  present  life 
in  the  body  -and  the  future  life  in  the  body  are  the 
two  outstanding  illumined  heights  between  which 
the  disembodied  state  remains  largely  in  the  shadow. 


But  the  same  foreshortening  of  the  perspective  is  also 
carried  over  from  the  OT  mto  the  NT  delineation 
of  ^nerai  eschatology.  The  NT  method  of  de- 
pictmg  the  future  is  not  chronological.  Things 
lying  widely  apart  to  our  chronologically  informed 
experience  are  by  it  drawn  closelv  together.  This 
law  is  adhered  to  doubtless  not  from  mere  limita- 
tion of  subjective  human  knowledge,  but  by  reason 
of  adjustment  to  the  general  method  of  prophetic 
revelation  in  OT  and  NT  alike. 

V.  The  Paroama. — ^The  word  denotes  "coining," 

"arrival."    It  is  never  applied  to  the  incarnation 

of  Christ,  and  could  be  applied  to  His 

1.  Defl-  second  coming  only,  partly  because  it 
nition  had  already  become  a  fixed  Messianic 

term,  partly  because  there  was  a  point 
of  view  from  which  the  future  appearance  of  Jesus 
appeared  the  sole  adequate  expression  of  His  Mes- 
sianic dignity  and  glory.  The  explicit  distinction 
between  "first  advent"  and  "second  advent"  is  not 
found  in  the  NT.  It  occurs  in  Test.  XII  P,  Test. 
Abr.  92  16.  In  the  NT  it  is  approached  in  He 
9  28  and  in  the  use  of  epiphdneia  for  both  the  past 
appearance  of  Christ  and  His  future  manifestation  (2 
Thess  2  8^  1  Tim  6  14;  2  Tim  1  10;  4  1;  Tit  2 
11.13).  The  Christian  use  of  the  word  "parousia" 
is  more  or  less  colored  bv  the  consciousness  of  the 
present  bodily  absence  oi  Jesus  from  His  own,  and 
consequently  suggests  the  thought  of  His  future 
abiding  presence,  without,  however,  formally  com- 
ing to  mean  the  state  of  the  Saviour's  presence 
with  believers  (1  Thess  4  17).  Parousia  occurs  in 
Mt  24  3.37  .39;  1  Cor  16  23;  1  Thess  2  19;  8 
13;  4  15;  5  23;  2  Thess  2  1.8;  Jas  5  7.8;  2  Pet 

1  16;  8  4.12;  1  Jn  2  28.  A  s3monymous  term  is 
apokdlupsia,  "revelation,"  probably  also  of  pre- 
Christian  ori^n,  presupposing  the  preexistence  of 
the  Messiah  in  hidden  form  previous  to  His  mani- 
festation, either  in  heaven  or  on  earth  (cf  Apoc  Bar 
29  3;  80  1;  4  Ezr  (2Esd)  7  28;  Test.  XII  P,  Test. 
Levi  18;  Jn  7  27;  1  Pet  1  20).  It  could  be  adopted 
by  Christians  because  Christ  had  been  withdrawn 
into  heaven  and  would  be  publicly  demonstrated 
the  Christ  on  His  return,  hence  used  with  special 
reference  to  enemies  and  imbelievers  (Lk  17  30: 
Acts  8  21;  1  Cor  1  7;  2  Thess  1  7.8;  1  Pet  1 
13.20;  6  4).  Another  synonymous  term  is  "the 
day  of  the  [Our]  Lord,"  "the  da:^,"  "that  day," 
"the  day  of  Jesus  Christ."  This  is  the  rendenng 
of  the  well-known  OT  phrase.  Though  there  is 
no  reason  in  any  particular  passage  why  "the  Lord" 
should  not  be  Christ,  the  possibility  exists  that  in 
some  cases  it  may  refer  to  God  (cf    day  of  God"  in 

2  Pet  8  12).  On  the  other  hand,  what  the  OT 
with  the  use  of  this  phrase  predicates  of  God  is 
sometimes  in  the  NT  purposely  transferred  to 
Christ.  "Day,"  while  employed  of  the  parousia 
genersdly,  is,  as  in  the  OT.  mostly  associated  with 
the  judgment,  so  as  to  become  a  synon3rm  for 
judgment  (cf  Acts  19  38;  1  Cor  4  3).  The  phrase 
is  found  in  Mt  7  22;  24  36;  Mk  18  32;  Lk  10 
12;  17  24;  21  34;  Acts  2  20;  Rom  18  12;  1  Cor 
1  8;  8  13;  5  5;  2  Cor  1  14;  PhU  1  6;  2  16; 
1  Thess  6  2.4  (cf  vs  5.8);  2  Thess  2  2;  2  Tim 
1  12.18;  4  8;  He  10  25;  2  Pet  8  10. 

The  parousia  is  preceded  by  certain  signs  herald- 
ing its  approach.  Judaism,  on  the  basis  of  the  OT, 
had  worked  out  the  doctrine  of  "the 

2.  Signs  woes  of  the  Messiah,"  hebhHe  ha-mOr 
Preceding  shl^h,  the  calamities  and  afflictions 
the  attendant  upon  the  close  of  the  present 
Parousia       and  the  beginning  of  the  coming  age 

being  interpreted  as  birth  pains  of  the 
latter.  This  is  transferred  in  the  NT  to  the  parousia 
of  Christ.  The  {>hra8e  occurs  only  in  Mt  24  8;  Mk 
18  8,  the  idea,  in  Rom  8  22,  and  allusions  to  it 
occur  probably  in  1  Cor  7  26;   1  Thess  8  3;   6  3. 
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Besides  these  general  "woes,"  and  also  in  accord 
with  Jewish  doctrine,  the  appearance  of  the  Anti- 
christ is  made  to  precede  the  final  crisis.    Without 
Jewish  precedent,  the  NT  links  with  the  parousia  as 
preparatory  to  it,  the  pouring  out  of  the  Spirit,  the 
destruction  of  Jerus  and  the  temple,  the  conversion 
of  Israel  and  the  preaching  of  the  gospel  to  all  the 
nations.    The  proolem  of  the  sequence  and  interre- 
lation of  these  several  precursors  of  the  end  is  a  most 
difficult  and  complicated  one  and,  as  would  seem, 
at  the  present  not  ripe  for  solution.    The  "woes" 
which  m  Our  Lord's  eschatological  discourse  (Mt 
24;  Mk  13;  Lk  21)  are  mentioned  in  more  or  less 
close  accord  with  Jewish  teaching  are:    (1)  wars, 
earthquakes  and  famines,  "the  beginning  of  travail" ; 
(2)  the  great  tribulation:    (3)  commotions  among 
the  heavenly  bodies;   cf  Rev  6  2-17.    For  Jewish 
parallels  to  these,  cf  Charles,  Eschatologyy  326,  327. 
Because  of  this  element  which  the  discourse  has  in 
common  with  Jewish  apocalypses,  it  has  been  as- 
sumed by  Colani,  Weiffenbach,  Weizsacker,  Wendt, 
et  al.,  that  here  two  sources  have  been  welded  to- 
gether, an  actual  prophecy  of  Jesus,  and  a  Jewish 
or  Jewish-Christian  apocalypse  from  the  time  of  the 
Jewish  War  68-70  (HE,  III,  5,  3).    In  the  text  of 
Mk  this  so-called  "small  apocal3rp8e"  is  believed 
to  consist  of  vs  7.8.14-20.24-27.30.31.      But  this 
hypothesis  mainly  springs  from  the  disinclination 
to  ascribe  to  Jesus  realistic  eschatological  expecta- 
tions, and  the  entirely  unwarranted  assumption  that 
He  must  have  spoken  of  the  end  in  piu^ly  ethical  and 
religious  terms  only.    That  the  typically  Jewish 
"woes"  bear  no  direct  relation  to  the  disciples  and 
their  faith  is  not  a  sufficient  reason  for  declaring 
the  prediction  of  them  imworthy  of  Jesus.    A  con- 
tradiction is  pointed  out  between  the  two  repre- 
sentations, that  the  parousia  will  come  suddenly, 
unexpectedly,  and  that  it  will  come  heralded  by 
these  signs.    Esp.  in  Mk  18  30.32  the  contradic- 
tion is  said  to  be  pointed.    To  thb  it  may  be  replied 
that  even  after  tne  removal  of  the  assum^  apoca- 
lypse  the   same^  twofold   representation   remains 
present  in  what  is  recognized  as  genuine  discourse 
of  Jesus,  viz.  in  Mk  13  28.29  as  compared  with  vs 
32.33-37  and  other  similar  admonitions  to  watch- 
fulness.     A  re^  contradiction  between    ver    30 
and  ver  32  does  not  exist.    Our  Lord  could  con- 
sistently affirm  both:    "This  generation  shall  not 
pass  away,  until  all  these  things  be  accomplished," 
and  "of  tnat  day  or  that  hour  knoweth  no  one." 
To  be  sure^  the  solution  should  not  be  sought  by 
understanding  "this  generation"  of  the  Jewi^  race 
or  of  the  human  race.    It  must  mean,  according  to 
ordinary  usage,  the  then  living  generation.     Nor 
does  it  help  matters  to  distinguishl>etween  the  pre- 
diction of  the  parousia  within  certain  wide  limits  and 
the  denial  of  Knowledge  as  to  the  precise  day  and 
hour.    In  point  of  fact  the  two  statements  do  not 
refer  to  the  same  matter  at  all.     "That  day  or  that 
hour"  in  ver  32  does  not  have  "these  things"  of  ver 
30  for  its  antecedent.     Both  by  the  demonstrative 
pronoun  "that"  and  by  "but"  it  is  marked  as  an 
absolute  self-explanatory  conception.    It  simply  sig- 
nifies as  elsewhere  the  day  of  the  Lord,  the  day  of 
judgment.    Of  "these  things^"  the  exact  meaning  of 
which  phrase  must  be  determined  from  the  foregoing, 
Jesus  declares  that  they  will  come  to  pass  within  that 
generation;  but  concerning  the  parousia,  "that  [great] 
day,"  He  declares  that  no  one  but  God  knows  the  time 
of  1  ts  occurrence .  The  correctness  of  this  view  is  con- 
firmed by  the  preceding  parable,  Mk  vs  28.29,  where 
in  precisely  the  same  way  "these  things"  and  the 
parousia  are  distinguished.    The  question  remains 
how  much  "these  things"  (ver  29;  Lk  ver  31),  "all 
these  things"  (Mtvs  33.34,  Mk  ver  30),  '/all  things" 
(Lk  ver  32)  is  intended  to  cover  of  what  is  described 
in  the  preceding  discourse.    The  answer  will  de- 


pend on  what  is  there  represented  as  belonging  to 
the  precursors  of  the  end.  and  what  as  strictly  con- 
stituting part  of  the  ena  itself;  and  on  the  other 
question  whether  Jesus  predicts  one  end  with  its 
premonitory  signs,  or  refers  to  two  crises  each  of 
which  will  be  heralded  by  its  own  series  of  sirais. 
Here  two  views  deserve  consideration.     According 
to  the  one  (advocated  by  Zahn  in  his  Comm.  on  Ml, 
652-66)  the  signs  cover  only  Mt  24  4-14.    What 
is  related  afterward,  viz.  "the  abomination  of  deso- 
lation," great  tribulation,  false  prophets  and  Christs, 
commotions  in  the  heavens,  the  sign  of  the  Son  of 
Man,  all  this  belongs  to  "the  end"  itself,  in  the  ab- 
solute sense,  and  is  therefore  comprehended  in  the 
parousia  and  excepted  from  the  prediction  that  it 
will  happen  in  that  generation,  while  included  in 
the  declaration  that  only  God  knows  the  time  of 
its  ooniing.    The  destruction  of  the  temple  and  the 
holy  city,  though  not  explicitly  mentioned  in  vs 
4-14,  would  be  included  m  what  is  there  said  of 
wars  and  tribulation.    The  prediction  thus  inter- 
preted would  have  been  literally  fulfilled.    The 
objections  to  this  view  are:  (I)  It  is  unnatural  thus 
to  subsume  what  is  related  in  vs  15-29  under  "the 
end."    From  a  formal  point  of  view  it  does  not 
differ  from  the  phenomena  of  vs  4-14  which  are 
"signs."   (2)  It  creates  the  difficulty,  that  the  exist- 
ence of  the  temple  and    the    temple-worship  in 
Jerus  are  presupposed  in  the  last  days  immediately 
before  the  parousia.    The  "abomination  of  deso- 
lation" taken  from  Dnl  8  13;  9  27;  11  31;  12  11; 
cf  Sir  49  2 — according  to  some,  the  destruction  of 
the  city  and  temple,  better  a  desecration  of  the 
temple-site  by  the  settin^j  up  of  something  idola- 
trous^ as  a  result  of  which  it  becomes  desolate — and 
the  flight  from  Jud£kea,  are  put  among  events  which, 
together  with  the  parousia,  constitute  the  end  of  the 
world.    This  would  seem  to  involve  chiliasm  of  a 
very  pronounced  sort.    The  difficulty  recurs  in  the 
strictly  eschatological  interpretation  of  2  Thess  2 
3.4,  where  "the  man  of  sin    (see  Sin,  Man  op)  is 
represented  as  sitting  in  "the  temple  of  God,"  and 
in  Rev  11  1.2.  where  "the  temple  of  God"  and  "the 
altar,"  and  "tne  court  which  is  without  the  temple" 
and  "the  holy  city"  figure  in  an  episode  inserted 
between  the  sounding  of  the  trumpet  of  the  sixth 
angel  and  that  of  the  seventh.    On  the  other  hand 
it  ought  to  be  remembered  that  eschatological 
prophecy  makes  use  of  ancient  traditional  imagery 
and  stereotyped  formulas,  which,  precisely  because 
they  are  fixed  and  applied  to  all  situations,  cannot 
always  bear  a  Uteral  sense^  but  must  be  suoject  to 
a  certain  degree  of  symbohcal  and  spiritualizing  in- 
terpretation. In  the  present  case  the  profanation  of 
the  temple  by  Antiochus  Epiphanes  may  have  fur- 
nished the  imagery  in  which,  by  Jesus,  Paul  and 
John,  anti-Christian  developments  are  described  of 
a  nature  which  has  nothing  to  do  with  Israel,  Jems 
or  the  temple,  lit.  understood.     (3)  It  is  not  easy 
to  conceive  of  the  preaching  of  the  gospel  to  all  the 
nations  as  falling  within  the  lifetime  of  that  gener- 
ation.   It  is  true  Rom  1  13;  10  18;  15  19-24;  Col 
1  6;    1  Tim  8  16;  2  Tim  4  17  might  be  quoted  in 
support  of  such  a  view.    In  the  statement  of  Jesus, 
however,  it  is  definitely  predicted  that  the  preaching 
of  the  gospel  to  all  the  nations  not  only  must  happen 
before  the  end,  but  that  it  straightway  precedes  the 
end :  "Then  shall  the  end  come"  (Mt  24  14) .    To  dis- 
tinguish between  the  preaching  of  the  gospel  to  all 
the  nations  and  the  completion  of  the  gentile  mis- 
sion, as  Zahn  proposes,  is  artificial.    As  over  against 
these  objections,   however,   it  must  be  admitted 
that  the  grouping  of  all  these  later  phenomena 
before  the  end  proper  avoids  the  difficulty  arising 
from  "immediately"  in  Mt  24  29  and  from  "in  those 
days"  in  Mk  13  24. 

The  other  view  has  been  most  lucidly  set  forth 
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by  BrigKS,  Messiah  of  the  GoapeUf  132-65.  It  makes 
Jesus'  mscourse  relate  to  two  things:  (1)  the  de- 
strucHon  of  Jerua  and  the  temple;  (2)  the  end  of  the 
world.  He  further  assumes  that  the  disciples  are 
informed  with  respect  to  two  points:  (1)  the  time; 
(2)  the  eigne.  In  the  answer  to  the  Hme^  however, 
the  two  things  are  not  sharply  distinguished,  but 
united  into  one  prophetic  perspective,  the  parousia 
standing  out  more  conspicuously.  The  definition 
of  the  time  of  this  complex  development  is:  (a) 
negative  (Mk  18  5-8);  (h)  positive  (vs  9-13).  On 
the  other  hand  in  describing  the  eigne  Jesus  dis- 
criminates between  (a)  the  signs  of  the  destruction 
of  Jerus  and  the  temple  (vs  14-20) ;  (&)  the  signs  of 
the  parousia  (vs  24-27).  This  view  has  in  its  favor 
that  the  destruction  of  the  temple  and  the  city, 
which  in  the  question  of  the  disciples  figured  as  an 
eschatological  everU,  is  recognized  as  such  in  the  an- 
swer of  Jesus,  and  not  alluded  to  after  a  mere  inci- 
dental fashion,  as  among  the  eigne,  Esp.  the  version 
of  Lk  21  20-24  proves  that  it  figures  as  an  event. 
This  view  also  renders  easier  the  restriction  of  Mk 
18  30  to  the  first  event  and  its  signs.  It  places ''the 
abomination  of  desolation"  in  the  period  preceding 
the  national  catastrophe.  The  view  that  the  two 
events  are  successively  discussed  is  further  favored 
bv  the  movement  of  thought  in  vs  32ff.  Here, 
after  the  Apocalypse  has  b^n  brought  to  a  close, 
the  application  to  the  disciples  is  made,  and.  in  the 
same  order  as  was  observed  m  the  prophecy,  first y  the 
true  attitude  toward  the  national  crisis  is  aefined  in 
the  parable  of  the  Fig  Tree  and  the  solenm  assurance 
appended  that  it  will  happen  in  this  generation 
(vs  28-31);  eecondty,  the  true  attitude  toward  the 
parousia  is  defined  (vs  32-37).  The  onl^  serious 
objection  that  may  be  urged  against  this  view  arises 
from  the  close  concatenation  of  the  section  relating 
to  the  national  crisis  with  the  section  relating  to  the 
parousia  (Mt  24  29:  ''immediately  after  .  .  .  . 
those  days";  Mk  13  24:  "in  those  days").  The 
question  is  whether  this  mode  of  speakmg  can  be 
explained  on  the  principle  of  the  well-known  fore- 
shortening of  the  perspective  of  prophecy.  It  can- 
not be  a  priori  denied  that  this  peculiarity  of  pro- 
phetic vision  may  have  here  characterized  eiao  the 
outlook  of  Jesus  into  the  future  which,  as  ver  32 
shows,  was  the  prophetic  outlook  of  His  human  na- 
ture^ as  distinct  from  the  Divine  onmiscience.  The 
possibility  of  misinterpreting  this  feature  and  con- 
lounding  sequence  in  perspective  with  chronological 
succession  is  in  the  present  case  guarded  against  by 
the  statement  that  the  gospel  must  first  be  preached 
to  all  the  nations  (cf  Acts  8  19.25.26;  Rom  11  25; 
Rev  6  2)  before  the  end  can  come,  that  no  one 
knows  the  time  of  the  parousia  except  God,  that 
there  must  be  a  period  of  desolation  after  the  city 
shall  have  been  destroyed,  and  that  the  final  coining 
of  Jesus  to  the  people  of  Israel  will  be  a  coining  not 
of  judgment,  but  one  in  which  they  shall  hail  Him 
as  blessed  (Mt  28  38.39;  Lk  13  34.35),  which 
presupposes  an  interval  to  account  for  this  changed 
attitude  (cf  Lk  21  24:  "until  the  tunes  of  the 
Gentiles  be  fulfilled").  It  is  not  necessary  to 
carry  the  distinction  between  the  two  crises  joined 
together  here  into  the  question  as  put  by  the  dis- 
ciples in  Mt  24  3,  as  if  "when  shall  these  things 
be?"  related  to  the  destruction  of  the  temple  exclu- 
sively, as  the  other  half  of  the  question  speaks  of 
the  coming  of  Jesus  and  the  end  of  the  world.  Evi- 
dently here  not  the  two  events,  but  the  events  (com- 
plexly considered)  and  the  eigne  are  distinguished. 
'These  things"  has  its  antecedent  not  exclusively 
in  ver  2,  but  even  more  in  28  38.39.  The  disciples 
desired  to  know  not  so  much  when  the  calamitous 
national  catastrophe  would  come,  but  rather  when 
that  subseauent  coming  of  the  Lord  would  take 
place,  which  would  put  a  limit  to  the  distressing 


results  of  this  catastrophe,  and  bring  with  it  the  re- 
accept^nce  of  Israel  into  favor.  This  explains  also 
why  Jesus  does  not  begin  His  discourse  with  the 
national  crisis,  but  first  takes  up  the  question  of 
the  parousia,  to  define  negatively  and  positively  the 
time  of  the  latter,  and  that  for  the  purpose  of  warn- 
ing the  disciples  who  in  their  eagerness  for  the  ulti- 
mate issue  were  inclined  to  foreshorten  the  preceding 
calamitous  developments.  That  Jesus  could  ac- 
tually join  together  the  national  and  the  oosmical 
crises  appears  from  other  passages,  such  as  Mt  10 
23,  where  His  interposition  for  the  deliverance  of 
the  fugitive  disciples  is  called  a  "coining"  of  the  Son 
of  Man  (Mt  16  28;  Mk  9  1 :  Lk  9  27,  where  a 
coming  of  the  Son  of  Man  in  His  kingdom  [Mt],  or 
a  coming  of  the  kingdom  of  God  with  power  [Mk]. 
or  a  seeing  of  the  kingdom  of  God  [Lk]  is  promised 
to  some  of  that  generation) .  It  is  true  these  passages 
are  frequently  referred  to  the  parousia.  because  in 
the  immediately  preceding  context  tne  latter  is 
spoken  of.  The  connection  of  thought,  however,  is 
not  that  the  parousia  and  this  promisea  coming  are 
identical.  The  proximate  commg  is  referred  to  as 
an  encouragement  toward  faithfulness  and  self- 
sacrifice,  just  as  the  reward  at  the  parousia  is  men- 
tioned for  the  same  purpose.  The  conception  of 
an  earUer  coming  also  receives  light  from  the  con- 
fession of  Jesus  at  His  trial  (Mt  26  64;  where  the 
"henceforth"  refers  equally  to  the  coming  on  the 
clouds  of  heaven  and  to  the  sitting  at  the  right  hand 
of  God:  cf  Mk  14  62;  Lk  22  69).  The  point  of 
the  declaration  is,  that  He  who  now  is  condemned 
will  in  the  near  future  appear  in  theophany  for 
judgment  upon  His  judges.  The  closing  discourses 
of  Jn  also  have  the  conception  of  the  comine  of 
Jesus  to  His  disciples  in  the  near  future  for  an  aoid- 
ing  presence,  although  here  this  is  associated  with 
the  advent  of  the  Spirit  (Jn  14  18.19.21.23^  16  16. 
19.22.23).  Finally  the  same  idea  recurs  m  Rev, 
where  it  is  equally  clear  that  a  preliminary  visita- 
tion of  Christ  and  not  the  parousia  for  final  judg- 
ment can  be  meant  (2  5.16;  8  3.20;  cf  also  the 
1.  "one  of  the  days  of  the  Son  of  man"  in  Lk  17 


). 


To  the  events  preceding  the  parousia  belongs, 
according  to  the  uniform  teaching  of  Jesus,  Peter 
and  Paul,  the  conversion  of  Israel  (Mt 
8.  Events  28  39:  Lk  18  35;  Acts  1  6.7;  8  19. 
Preceding  21;  where  the  arrival  of  "seasons  of 
the  refreshing"  and  "the  times  of  restora- 

Parottsia  tion  of  all  things"  is  made  dependent 
on  the  [eschatological]  sending  of  the 
Christ  to  Israel),  and  this  a^ain  is  said  to  depend  on 
the  repentance  and  conversion  and  the  blotting  out 
of  the  sins  of  Israel;  Rom  11,  where  the  problem  of 
the  imbeUef  of  Israel  is  solved  by  the  twofold 
proposition:  (1)  that  there  is  even  now  among 
Israel  an  election  according  to  grace;  (2)  that  in 
the  future  there  will  be  a  comprehensive  conversion 
of  Israel  (vs  6.25-32). 

Among  the  precursors  of  the  parousia  appears 
further  uie  Antichriet,  The  word  is  found  m  the 
NT  in  1  Jn  2  18.22;  4  3;  2  Jn  ver  7  only,  but  the 
conception  occurs  also  in  the  Synoptics,  in  Paul  and 
in  Rev.  There  is  no  instance  of  its  earlier  occui^ 
rence  in  Jewi^  lit.  Anti  may  mean  "in  place  of" 
and  "against":  the  former  includes  the  latter.  In 
Jn  it  is  not  clear  that  the  heretical  tendencies  or 
hostile  powers  connected  with  the  anti-Christian 
movement  make  false  claim  to  the  Messianic  dig- 
nity. In  the  Synoptics  the  coming  of  false  Christs 
and  false  prophets  is  predicted,  andf  that  not  merely 
as  among  the  nearer  signs  (Mk  18  6),  but  also  in 
the  remote  eschatological  period  (ver  22).  With 
Paul,  who  does  not  employ  the  word,  the  conception 
is  clearly  the  developed  one  of  the  counter-Christ. 
Paul  ascribes  to  him  an  apokdlupsis  as  he  does  to 
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Christ  (2  Thess  2  6.8) ;  his  manner  of  working  and 
its  pernicious  effect  are  set  over  against  the  manner 
in  which  the  gospel  of  the  true  Christ  works  (vs 
9-12).  Paul  does  not  treat  the  idea  as  a  new  one; 
it  must  have  come  down  from  the  OT  and  Jewish 
eschatology  and  have  been  more  fully  developed 
by  NT  prophecy;  cf  in  Dnl  7  8.20;  8  10.11  the 
supematurally  magnified  figure  of  the  great  enemy. 
According  to  Gunkel  (Schopfung  und  ChaoSy  1895) 
and  Bousset  (Der  Antichrist  in  der  Oherlieferung 
dea  JtuienihumSf  des  NT  und  der  aUen  Kirchey  1875) 
the  origin  of  the  conception  of  a  final  struggle 
between  God  and  the  supreme  enemy  must Hbe 
souffht  in  the  ancient  m3rth  of  Chaos  conquered 
by  JViarduk:  what  had  happened  at  the  beginning 
of  the  world  was  transferred  to  the  end.  Then  this 
was  anthropomorphized,  first  in  the  form  of  a  false 
Messiah,  later  in  that  of  a  political  tyrant  or  op- 
pressor. But  there  is  no  need  to  assume  any  other 
source  for  the  idea  of  a  last  enemy  than  OT  escha- 
tological  prophecy  (Ezk  and  Dnl  and  Zee).  And 
no  evidence  has  so  far  been  adduced  that  the  Paul- 
ine idea  of  a  counter-Messiah  is  of  pre-Christian 
origin.  This  can  only  be  maintainea  by  carr3dng 
back  into  the  older  period  the  Antichrist  tradition 
as  found  later  among  Jews  and  Christians.  It 
is  reasonable  to  assume  in  the  present  state  of  the 
evidence  that  the  combination  of  the  two  ideas,  that 
of  the  great  eschatological  enemy  and  that  of  the 
counter-Messiah,  is  a  product  of  Christian  prophecy. 
In  fact  even  the  conception  of  a  single  last  enemy 
does  not  occur  in  pre-Christian  Jewish  lit.;  it  is 
found  for  the  first  time  in  Apoc  Bar  40  1.2,  which 
changes  the  ^neral  conception  of  4  Ezr  to  this 
effect.  Even  m  the  eschatological  discourse  of  Jesus 
the  idea  is  not  yet  unified,  for  false  Christs  and  false 
prophets  in  the  plural  are  spoken  of,  and  the  insti- 
gator of  ''the  abomination  of  desolation,"  if  any  is 
presupposed,  remains  in  the  background.  In  the 
Epistle  of  Jn  the  same  plural  representation  occurs 
(1  Jn  2  18.22;  2  Jn  ver  7),  although  the  idea  of  a 
personal  Antichrist  in  whom  the  movement  culmi- 
nates is  not  only  familiar  to  the  author  and  the 
reader  (1  Jn  2  18,  ''as  ye  heard  that  antichrist 
oometh'Ot  but  is  also  accepted  by  the  writer  (4  3, 
"This  is  the  spirit  of  the  antichrist,  whereof  ye  have 
heard  that  it  cometh;  and  now  it  is  in  the  world 
already";  cf  2  Thess  2  7,  "The  mystery  of  lawless- 
ness doth  already  work"). 

Various  views  have  been  proposed  to  explain  the 
concrete  features  of  the  Pauline  representation  in 
2  Thess  2  and  that  of  Rev  18  and  17.  According 
to  Schneckenburger,  JDT,  1859,  and  Weiss,  SK, 
1869,  Paul  has  in  mind  the  person  whom  the  Jews 
will  acclaim  as  their  Messiah.  The  idea  would 
then  be  the  precipitate  of  Paul's  experience  of  hos- 
tility and  persecution  from  the  part  of  the  Jews. 
He  expected  that  this  Jewish  Messianic  pretender 
would,  helped  by  Satanic  influence,  overthrow  the 
Rom  power.  The  continuance  of  the  Rom  power 
is  "that  which  restraineth,"  or  as  embodied  m  the 
emperor,  "one  that  restraineth  now"  (2  Thess  2  6.7). 
(For  an  interesting  view  in  which  the  r6Ies  played  by 
these  two  powers  are  reversed,  cf  Warfield  m  Expos, 
3d  ser.,  IV,  30-44.)  The  objection  to  this  is  that 
"the  lawless  one,"  not  merely  from  Paul's  or  the 
Christian  point  of  view,  but  in  his  own  avowed  in- 
tent, opposes  and  exalts  himself  against  all  that  is 
called  God  or  worshipped.  This  no  Jewish  pre- 
tender to  the  Messiahsnip  could  possibly  do:  his 
very  Messianic  position  would  preclude  it.  And 
the  conception  of  a  counter-Christ  does  not  neces- 
sarily point  to  a  Jewish  environment,  for  the  idea  of 
Messiahship  had  in  Paul's  mind  been  raised  far 
above  its  original  national  plane  and  assumed  a 
universalistic  character  (cf  Zahn,  EinleUung  in  das 
NT\  I,  171).     Nor  does  the  feature  that  according 


to  ver  4.  "the  lawless  one"  will  take  his  seat  in  the 
temple  favor  the  view  in  question,  for  the  desecra- 
tion of  the  temple  by  Antiochus  Epiphanes  and 
later  similar  experiences  may  well  have  contributed 
to  the  figure  of  the  great  enemy  the  attribute  of 
desecrator  of  the  temple.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
assume  that  by  Paul  this  was  understood  literally: 
it  need  mean  no  more  than  that  the  Antichrist  will 
usurp  for  himself  Divine  honor  and  worship.  Pa- 
tristic and  later  writers  gave  to  this  feature  a  chilias- 
tic  interpretation,  referring  it  to  the  temple  which 
was  to  be  rebuilt  in  the  future.  Also  the  allegorical 
exegesis  which  understands  "the  temple"  of  the  Chris- 
tian church  has  found  advocates.  But  the  terms 
in  which  "the  lawless  one"  is  described  exclude  his 
voluntary  identification  with  the  Christian  church. 
According  to  a  second  view  the  figure  is  not  a  Jewish 
but  a  pagan  one.  Kern,  Baur,  Hil^nfeld  and  many 
others,  assuming  that  2  Thess  is  post-Pauline, 
connect  the  prophecy  with  the  at-one-time  current 
expectation  that  Nero,  the  great  persecutor,  would 
return  from  the  East  or  from  the  dead,  and,  with 
the  help  of  Satan,  set  up  an  anti-Christiaji  kingdom. 
The  same  expectation  is  assumed  to  underlie  Rev 
13  3.12.14  (one  of  the  heads  of  the  beast  smitten 
unto  death  and  his  death  stroke  healed);  17  8.10.11 
(the  beast  that  was,  and  is  not,  and  is  about  to  come 
up  out  of  the  abyss;  the  eighth  king,  who  is  one  of 
the  seven  preceding  kings).  As  to  Paul's  descrip- 
tion, there  is  nothing  in  it  to  make  us  think  of  a 
Nero  reappearing  or  redivivus.  The  parousia 
predicated  of  the  lawless  one  does  not  imply  it,  for 
parousia  as  an  eschatological  term  means  not  "re- 
turn" but  "advent."  The  Antichrist  is  not  de- 
picted as  a  persecutor,  and  Nero  was  the  persecutor 
par  excellence.  Nor  does  what  is  said  about  the 
"hindering"  or  the  "hinderer"  suit  the  case  of  Nero, 
for  the  later  Rom  emperors  could  not  be  said  to 
hold  back  Nero's  reappearance.  As  to  Rev,  it  must 
be  admitted  that  the  r61e  here  ascribed  to  the  beast 
would  be  more  in  keeping  with  the  character  of 
Nero.  But,  as  Zahn  has  well  pointed  out  (J^in- 
hUung  in  das  NT^,  II,  617-26),  this  interpretation 
is  incompatible  with  the  date  of  Rev.  This  book 
must  have  been  written  at  a  date  when  the  earlier 
form  of  the  expectation  that  Nero  would  reappear 
still  prevailed,  viz.  that  he  would  return  from  the 
East  to  which  he  had  fled.  Only  when  too  long  an 
interval  had  elapsed  to  permit  of  further  belief  in 
Nero's  still  being  alive,  was  this  changed  into  the 
superstition  that  he  would  return  from  the  dead. 
But  this  change  in  the  form  of  the  belief  did  not  take 
place  until  after  Rev  must  have  been  written.  Con- 
sequently, if  the  returning  Nero  did  figure  in  Rev, 
it  would  have  to  be  in  the  form  of  one  reappearing 
from  the  East.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  however,  the 
beast  or  the  king  in  which  Nero  is  found  is  said  by 
Rev  18  1;  17  8  to  have  been  smitten  unto  death 
and  healed  of  the  death  stroke,  to  come  up  out  of 
the  sea  or  the  abyss,  which  would  only  suit  the  later 
form  of  the  expectation.  It  is  therefore  necessary 
to  dissociate  the  description  of  the  beast  and  its 
heads  and  horns  entirely  from  the  details  of  the 
succession  of  the  Rom  empire;  the  prophecy  is  more 
grandly  staged;  the  description  of  the  beast  as  par- 
taking of  several  animal  forms  in  18  2  refers  back 
to  Dm,  and  here  as  there  must  be  understood  of  the 
one  world-power  in  its  successive  national  mani- 
festations, which  already  excludes  the  possibility 
that  a  mere  succession  of  kin^in  one  and  the  same 
empire  can  be  thought  of.  The  one  of  the  heads 
smitten  unto  death  and  the  death  stroke  healed 
must  refer  to  the  world-power  to  be  made  powerless 
in  one  of  its  phases,  but  afterward  to  revive  in  a 
new  phase.  Hence  here  already  the  healing  of  the 
death  stroke  is  predicated,  not  merely  of  one  of  the 
heads,  but  also  of  the  beast  itself  (cf  18  3  with  13 
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12).  And  the  same  interpretation  seems  to  be 
required  by  the  mysterious  statements  of  ch  17, 
where  the  woman  sitting  upon  the  beast  is  the  me- 
tropolis of  the  world-power,  changing  its  seat  to- 
gather  with  the  latter,  yet  so  as  to  retain,  like  the 
tter  in  all  its  transformations,  the  same  character 
whence  she  bears  the  same  name  of  Babylon  (ver  5). 
Here  as  in  ch  13  the  beast  has  seven  heads,  i.e. 
passes  through  seven  phases,  which  idea  is  also  ex- 
pressed by  the  representation  that  these  seven  heads 
are  seven  kings  (ver  10).  for.  as  in  Dnl  7,  the  kings 
stand  not  for  individual  filers,  but  for  kingdoms, 
phases  of  the  world-power.  This  explains  why  in 
ver  11  the  beast  is  identified  with  one  of  the  kings. 
When  here  the  further  explanation,  going  beyond 
ch  13»  is  added,  that  the  beast  was  and  is  not  and  is 
about  to  come  up  out  of  the  abyss  (ver  8) .  and  in  vs 
10.11  that  of  the  seven  kings  nve  are  fallen,  one  is, 
the  other  is  not  yet  come,  and  when  he  comes  must 
continue  a  little  while,  to  be  followed  by  the  eighth, 
who  is  identical  with  the  beast  that  was  and  is  not, 
and  with  one  of  the  seven,  the  only  way  to  reconcile 
these  statements  lies  in  assuming  that  ''the  beast/' 
whOe  in  one  sense  a  comprehensive  figure  for  the 
world-power  in  all  its  phases,  can  also  in  another 
sense  designate  the  supreme  embodiment  and  most 
typical  manifestation  of  the  world-power  in  the 
past;  in  respect  to  this  acute  phase  the  beast  was 
and  is  not  and  is  to  appear  again,  and  this  acute 
phase  was  one  of  seven  successive  forms  of  manifes- 
tation, and  in  its  reappearance  will  add  to  this  num- 
ber the  eighth.  Although  a  certain  double  sense  in 
the  employment  of  the  figures  thus  results,  this  is  no 
greater  than  when  on  tne  other  view  Nero  is  de- 
picted both  as  ''the  beast"  and  as  one  of  the  heads 
of  "the  beast."  Which  concrete  monarchies  are 
meant  by  these  seven  phases  is  a  matter  of  minor 
importance.  For  a  suggestion  cf  Zahn,  op.  cit.,  II, 
624:  (1)  Egypt;  (2)  Assyria;  (3)  Babylon;  (4)  the 
Medo-Pers  power;  (5)  the  Graeco- Alexandrian 
power;  (6)  the  Rom  power;  (7)  a  short-lived  empire 
to  succeed  Rome;  (8)  the  eighth  and  last  phase, 
which  will  reproduce  in  its  acute  character  the  fifth, 
and  will  bring  on  the  scene  the  Antichrist,  the 
counterpart  and,  as  it  were,  reincarnation  of  Anti- 
ochus  Epiphanes.  The  seer  evidently  has  his  present 
in  the  Rom  phase  of  the  power  of  the  beast,  and 
this  renders  it  possible  for  him  to  give  in  17  9  an- 
other turn  to  the  figure  of  the  seven  heads^  inter- 
preting it  of  the  seven  mountains  on  which  the 
woman  sits,  but  this  apocalyptic  looseness  of 
handling  of  the  imagery  can  furnish  no  objection 
to  the  view  just  outlined,  since  on  any  view  the  two 
incongruous  explanations  of  the  seven  heads  as 
seven  mountains  and  seven  kings  stand  side  by  side 
in  vs  9  and  10.  Nor  should  the  mysterious  number 
of  666  in  13  18  be  aopealed  to  in  favor  of  the  refer- 
ence of  the  beast  to  Nero,  for  on  the  one  hand  quite 
a  number  of  other  eaually  plausible  or  implausible 
solutions  of  this  riddle  have  been  proposed,  and  on 
the  other  hand  the  interpretation  of  Nero  is  open 
to  the  serious  objection,  that  in  order  to  make  out 
the  required  number  from  the  letters  of  Nero's  name 
this  name  has  to  be  written  in  Heb  characters  and 
that  with  scriptio  defeciiva  of  fjlesar  {^Neron  f^esar) 
instead  of  t^eisar,  tne  former  of  which  two  pecul- 
iarities is  out  of  keeping  with  the  usage  of  the  book 
elsewhere  (cf  Zahn,  op.  cit.,  II,  622,  624,  625,  where 
the  chief  proposed  explanations  of  the  number  666 
are  recorded).  Under  the  circumstances  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  figure  of  the  beast  and  its  heads 
must  be  allowed  to  pursue  its  course  independently 
of  the  mystery  of  the  number  666  in  regard  to  which 
no  certain  conclusion  appears  attainable. 

The  following  indicates  the  d^ree  of  definiteness 
to  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  writer,  it  is  possible  to 
go  in  the  interpretation  of  the  prophecy.    The  terms 


in  which  Paul  speaks  remind  of  Daniel's  description 
of  the  "little  horn."  Similarly  Rev  attaches  itself 
to  the  imagery  of  the  beasts  in  Dnl.  Both  Paul 
and  Rev  also  seem  to  allude  to  the  self-deification 
of  rulers  in  the  Hellenistic  and  Rom  world  (cf 
ZNTW,  1904,  335  ff).  Both,  therefore,  appear 
to  have  in  mind  a  politically  organized  world-power 
under  a  supreme  head.  Still  in  both  cases  this 
power  is  not  viewed  as  the  climax  of  enmity  against 
God  on  account  of  its  political  activity  as  such,  but 
distinctly  on  account  of  its  self-assertion  in  the 
religious  sphere,  so  that  the  whole  conception  is 
lifted  to  a  higher  plane,  purely  spiritual  standards 
being  applied  in  the  judgment  expressed.  Paul  so 
thoroughly  applies  this  principle  that  in  his  picture 
the  seductive,  deceptive  aspect  of  the  movement  in 
the  sphere  ot  false  teaching  is  directly  connected 
with  the  person  of  "the  lawless  one"  himself  (2 
Thess  2  9-12),  and  not  with  a  separate  organ  of 
false  prophecy,  as  in  Rev  13  11-17  (the  second 
beast).  In  Rev,  as  shown  above,  the  final  and 
acute  phase  of  anti-Christian  hostility  is  clearly 
distinguished  from  its  embodiment  in  the  Ilom 
empire  and  separated  from  the  latter  by  an  inter- 
mediate stage.  In  Paul,  who  stands  at  a  somewhat 
earlier  point  in  the  development  of  NT  prophecy, 
this  is  not  so  clearly  apparent.  Paul  teaches  that 
the  "mystery  of  lawlessness"  is  already  at  work  in 
his  day,  but  this  does  not  necessarily  mvolve  that 
the  person  of  "the  lawless  one,"  subsequently  to 
appear,  must  be  connected  with  the  same  phase  of 
the  world-power,  with  which  Paul  associates  this 
mystery  already  at  work,  since  the  succeeding 
phases  being  continuous,  this  will  also  insure  the 
continuity  between  the  general  principle  and  its 
personal  representative,  even  though  the  latter 
should  appear  at  a  later  stage.  It  is  impossible 
to  determme  how  far  Paul  consciously  looked  be- 
yond the  power  of  the  Rom  empire  to  a  later  organ- 
ization as  the  vehicle  for  the  last  anti-Christian 
effort.  On  the  other  hand,  that  Paul  must  have 
thought  of  "the  lawless  one  as  already  in  existence 
at  that  time  cannot  be  proven.  It  does  not  follow 
from  the  parallelism  between  his  "revelation"  and 
the  parousia  of  Christ,  for  this  "revelation"  has  for 
its  correlate  simply  a  previous  hidden  presence  for 
some  time  somewhere,  not  an  existence  necessarily 
extending  to  Paul's  time  or  the  time  of  the  Rom 
empire,  far  less  a  preexistence,  like  unto  Christ's, 
in  the  supernatural  world.  Nor  is  present  existence 
implied  in  what  Paul  says  of  "the  hindering  power." 
Tms,  to  be  sure,  is  represented  as  asserting  itself 
at  that  very  time,  but  the  restraint  is  not  exerted 
directly  upon  "the  lawless  one";  it  relates  to  the 
power  of  which  he  will  be  the  ultimate  exponent; 
when  this  power,  through  the  removal  of  the  re- 
straint, develops  freely,  his  revelation  follows. 
Accoraing  to  ver  9  his  "parousia  is  according  to  the 
working  of  Satan,"  but  whether  tlus  puts  a  super- 
naturafaspect  upon  the  initial  act  of  his  appearance 
or  relates  more  to  his  subsequent  presence  and  ac- 
tivity in  the  world,  which  will  be  attended  with  all 
powers  and  signs  and  lying  wonders,  cannot  be 
determined  with  certainty.  But  the  element  of 
the  supernatural  is  certainly  there,  although  it  is 
evidently  erroneous  to  conceive  of  "the  lawless 
one"  as  an  incarnation  of  Satan,  literally  speaking. 
The  phrase  "according  to  the  working  of  Satair' 
excludes  tlus,  and  "the  lawless  one"  is  a  true  human 
figure,  "the  man  of  sin"  (or  "the  naan  of  lawless- 
ness, according  to  another  reading;  cf  the  dis- 
tinction between  Satan  and  "the  beast"  in  Rev  20 
10),  ver  3.  The  "power"  and  "signs"  and  "wonders" 
are  not  merely  "seeming";  the  genitive  pseHdotui  is 
not  intended  to  take  them  out  of  the  category  of 
the  supernatural,  but  simply  means  that  what  they 
I  are  intended  to  accredit  is  a  lie,  viz.  the  Divine  dig- 
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nity  of  "the  lawless  one."  Most  difficult  of  all  is 
the  determination  of  what  Paul  means  by  the 
hindering  power  or  the  hinderer  in  ver  7.  The  most 
common  view  refers  this  to  the  Rom  authority  as 
the  basis  of  civil  order  and  protection,  but  there  are 
serious  objections  to  this.  If  Paul  at  all  associated 
the  Antichrist  in  any  way  with  the  Rom  power^  he 
cannot  very  well  have  sought  the  opposite  principle 
in  the  same  quarter.  And  not  only  the  hindenng 
power  but  al^  the  hindering  person  seems  to  be  a 
unit,  which  latter  does  not  apply  to  the  Rom  empire, 
which  had  a  succession  of  rulers.  It  is  further  diffi- 
cult to  dismiss  the  thought  that  the  hindering  prin- 
ciple or  person  must  be  more  or  less  supernatural, 
since  the  supernatural  factor  in  the  work  of  "the 
lawless  one"  is  so  prominent.  For  this  reason  there 
is  something  attractive  in  the  old  view  of  von  Hof- 
mann,  who  assumed  that  Paul  borrowed  from  Dnl, 
besides  other  features,  also  this  feature  that  the  his- 
torical conffict  on  earth  has  a  supernatural  back- 
ground in  the  world  of  spirits  (cf  Dnl  10).  A  more 
precise  definition,  however,  is  impossible.  Finally 
It  should  be  noticed  that,  as  in  the  eschatolo^cal 
discourse  of  Jesus  "the  abomination  of  desolation" 
appears  connected  with  an  apostasy  within  the 
cnurch  through  false  teaching  (Mk  18  22.23),  so 
Paul  joins  to  the  appearance  of  "the  lawless  one" 
the  destructive  effect  of  error  among  many  that  are 
lost  (2  Thess  2  9-12).  The  idea  of  the  Antichrist 
in  ^neral  and  that  of  the  apostasy  in  particular 
remmds  us  that  we  may  not  expect  an  uninterrupted 
progress  of  the  Christianization  of  the  world  until 
the  parousia.  As  the  reign  of  the  truth  will  be 
extended,  so  the  forces  of  evil  will  gather  strength, 
esp.  toward  the  end.  The  universal  sway  of  the 
kingdom  of  God  cannot  be  expected  from  missionary 
effort  alone;  it  requires  the  eschatological  inter- 
position of  God. 

In  regard  to  the  manner  and  attending  circum- 
stances of  the  parousia  we  learn  that  it  will  be 
widely  visible,  like  the  lightning  (Mt 
4.  The  24  27;  Lk  17  24;  the  point  of  com- 

Manner  parison  does  not  he  in  the  suddenness) ; 
of  the  to  the  unbelieving  it  will  come  un- 

Parousia  expectedly  (Mt  24  37-42;  Lk  17  26- 
32;  1  Thess  6  2.3).  A  sign  will  pre- 
cede, "the  si^  of  the  Son  of  Man,"  in  regard  to  the 
nature  of  which  nothing  can  be  determined.  Christ 
will  come  "on  the  clouds,"  "in  clouds,"  "in  a  cloud." 
"with  great  power  and  glory"  (Mt  24  30;  Mk  18 
26;  Lk  21  27);  attended  by  angels  (Mt  24  31  [cf 
13  41;  16  27;  Mk  8  38;  Lk  9  26];  Mk  13  27; 
2  Thess  1  7). 

V7.  The  Retmrreetion. — ^The  resurrection  coin- 
cides with  the  parousia  and  the  arrival  of  the  future 
aeon  (Lk  20  35;  Jn  6  40;  1  Thess  4  16).  From 
1  Thess  8  13;  4  16  it  has  been  inferred  that  the 
dead  rise  before  the  descent  of  Christ  from  heaven 
is  completed;  the  sounds  described  in  the  later  pas- 
sage are  then  interpreted  as  sounds  accompanying 
the  descent  (cf  Ex  19  16;  Isa  27  13;  Mt  24  31; 
1  Cor  16  52;  He  12  19;  Rev  10  7;  11  15;  "the 
trump  of  God "= the  great  eschatological  trumpet). 
The  two  words  for  the  resurrection  are  egeireiny 
"to  wake,"  and  anistdnaif  "to  raise,"  the  latter 
less  common  in  the  active  than  in  the  intransitive 
sense. 

The  NT  teaches  in  some  passages  with  sufficient 
clearness  that  all  the  dead  will  be  raised,  but  the 
emphasis  rests  to  such  an  extent  on 
1.  Its  Uni-  the  soteriological  aspect  of  the  event, 
versality  esp.  in  Paul,  where  it  is  closely  con- 
nected with  the  doctrine  of  the  Spirit, 
that  its  reference  to  non-believers  receives  little 
notice.  This  was  already  partly  so  in  the  OT 
(Isa  26  19;  Dnl  12  2).  In  the  intervening  Jewish 
lit.  the  doctrine  varies;  sometimes  a  resurrection 


of  the  martyrs  alone  is  taught  (En  90) ;  sometimes 
of  all  the  righteous  dead  of  Israel  (Ps  Sol  8  10  ff : 
En  91-94) ;  sometimes  of  all  the  righteous  and  ot 
some  wicked  Israehtes  (En  1-86);  sometimes  of 
all  the  righteous  and  all  the  wicked  (4  Ezr  [2  Esd] 
6  45;  7  32;  Apoc  Bar  42  8;  50  2).  Jos  ascribes 
to  the  Pharisees  the  doctrine  that  only  the  righteous 
will  share  in  the  resurrection.  It  ought  to  be  noticed 
that  these  apocalyptic  writings  which  affirm  the 
universality  of  the  resurrection  present  the  same 
phenomena  as  the  NT,  viz.  that  they  contain  pas- 
sages which  so  exclusively  reflect  upon  the  resiu> 
rection  in  its  bearing  upon  the  destiny  of  the  right- 
eous as  to  create  the  appearance  that  no  other 
resurrection  was  believed  m.  Among  the  Pharisees 
probably  a  diversity  of  opinion  prevailed  on  this 
question,  which  Jos  will  have  obliterated.  Our 
Lord  in  His  argument  with  the  Sadducees  proves 
only  the  resurrection  of  the  pious,  but  does  not 
exclude  the  other  (Mk  12  26.27);  "the  resurrection 
of  the  just"  in  Lk  14  14  may  suggest  a  twofold 
resurrection.  It  has  been  held  that  the  phrase, 
hS  antUtaais  hi  ek  nekr&n  (Lk  20  35;  Acts  4  2),  al- 
ways describes  the  resurrection  of  a  limited  number 
from  amone  the  dead,  whereas  he  andstasis  t6n 
nekr6n  wouB  be  descriptive  of  a  universal  resur- 
rection (Plummer,  Comm.  on  Lk  20  35),  but  such 
a  distinction  breaks  down  before  an  examination 
of  the  passages. 

^  The  inference  to  the  universality  of  the  resurrec- 
tion sometimes  drawn  from  the  universality  of 
the  judgment  is  scarcely  valid,  since  the  idea  of  a 
judgment  of  disembodied  spirits  is  not  inconceivable 
and  actually  occurs.  On  the  other  hand  the  pun- 
ishment of  the  judged  b  explicitly  affirmed  to  in- 
clude the  body  (Mt  10  28).  It  cannot  be  proven 
that  the  term  "resurrection"  is  ever  in  the  NT 
eschatologically  employed  without  reference  to  the 
body,  of  the  quickening  of  the  spirit  simply  (against, 
Fries,  in  ZNTW,  1900,  291  ff).  The  sense  of  Our 
Lord  s  argument  with  the  Sadducees  does  not  require 
that  the  patriarchs  were  at  the  time  of  Moses  in  pos- 
session of  the  resurrection,  but  only  that  they  were 
enjoying  the  covenant-hfe,  which  would  in  due  time 
inevitably  issue  in  the  resurrection  of  their  bodies. 
The  resemblance  (or  "equality")  to  the  angels  (Mk 
12  25)  does  not  consist  in  the  disembodied  state, 
but  in  the  absence  of  marriage  and  propa^tion. 
It  has  been  suggested  that  Hebrews  contains  no 
direct  evidence  for  a  bodily  resurrection  (Charles, 
Eschatologyy  361),  but  cf  11  22.35;  12  2;  18  20. 
The  spiritualism  of  the  epistle  points,  in  connection 
with  its  Pauline  t3rpe  of  teaching,  to  the  conception 
of  a  pneumatic  heavenly  body,  rather  than  to  a  dis- 
embodied state. 

The  NT  confines  the  event  of  the  resurrection  to 
a  single  epoch,  and  nowhere  teaches,  as  chiUasm 

assumes,  a  resurrection  in  two  stages, 
2.  The  one,  at  the  parousia,  of  saints  or  mar- 

Millennium  t3rr8,  and  a  second  one  at  the  close 

of  the  millennium.  Although  the  doc- 
trine of  a  temporary  Messianic  kingdom,  preceding 
the  consummation  of  the  world,  is  of  pre-Christian 
Jewish  origin,  it  had  not  been  developed  in  Judaism 
to  the  extent  of  assuming  a  repeated  resurrection; 
the  entire  resurrection  is  always  placed  at  the  end. 
The  passages  to  which  this  doctrine  of  a  double 
resurrection  appeals  are  chiefly  Acts  8  19-21;  1 
Cor  16  23-28;  Phil  8  9-11;  1  Thess  4  13-18;  2 
Thess  1  5-12;  Rev  20  1-6.  In  the  first-named 
passage  Peter  promises  "seasons  of  refreshing," 
when  Israel  shall  have  repented  and  turned  to  Goa. 
The  arrival  of  these  coincides  with  the  sending  of 
the  Christ  to  the  Jews,  i.e.  with  the  parousia.  It 
is  argued  that  Peter  in  ver  21,  "whom  the  heavens 
mu8t  [present  tense]  receive  until  the  times  of  res- 
toration of  all  things,"  places  after  this  coming  of 
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Jesus  to  His  people  a  renewed  withdrawal  of  the 
Lord  into  heaven,  to  be  followed  in  turn,  after  a 
certain  interval,  bv  the  restoration  of  all  things. 
The  "seasons  ot  refreshing"  would  then  constitute 
the  millennium  with  Christ  present  among  His  peo- 
ple. While  this  interpretation  is  not  {^rammaticaily 
impossible,  there  is  no  room  for  it  m  the  general 
scheme  of  the  Petrine  eschatology.  for  the  parousia 
of  Christ  b  elsewhere  representee!  as  bringing  not 
a  provisional  oresence,  but  as  bringing  in  the  day 
of  the  Lord,  tne  day  of  judgment  (Acts  2  17-21). 
The  correct  view  is  that  the  seasons  of  refreshing" 
and  ''the  times  of  restoration  of  all  things"  are 
identical;  the  latter  phrase  relates  to  the  prospects 
of  Israel  as  well  as  the  former,  and  should  not  be 
understood  in  the  later  technical  sense.  The  pres- 
ent tense  in  ver  21,  ''must  receive^"  does  not  mdi- 
cate  that  the  reception  of  Christ  mto  heaven  still 
lies  in  the  future,  but  formulates  a  fixed  escha- 
tological  principle,  vix.  that  after  His  first  appear- 
ance the  Christ  must  be  withdrawn  into  heaven  till 
the  hour  for  the  parousia  has  come. 

In  1  Cor  15  23-28  two  tdgmata,  "orders,"  of  the 
resurrection  are  distinguished,  and  it  is  ursBd  that 
these  consist  of  "believers"  and  "non-beUevers." 
But  there  is  no  reflection  here  upon  non-believers  at 
all,  the  two  "orders"  are  Christ,  and  they  that  are 
Christ's.  "The  end"  in  ver  24  is  not  the  final  stage 
in  the  resurrection,  i.e.  the  resurrection  of  non- 
believers,  but  the  end  of  the  series  of  eschatological 
events.  The  kingdom  of  Christ  which  comes  to  a 
close  with  the  end  is  not  a  kingdom  beginning  with 
the  parousia,  but  dates  from  the  exaltation  of  Christ ; 
it  is  to  Paul  not  future  but  already  in  operation. 

In  1  Thess  4  13-18  the  presupposition  is  not  that 
the  readers  had  worried  about  a  possible  exclusion 
of  their  dead  from  the  provisional  reign  of  Christ 
and  from  a  first  resurrection,  but  that  they  had 
sorrowed  even  as  the  Gentiles  who  have  no  hope 
whatever,  i.e.  they  had  doubted  the  fact  of  tne 
resurrection  as  such.  Paul  accordingly  gives  them 
in  ver  14  the  general  assurance  that  in  the  resurrec- 
tion of  Jesus  that  of  believers  is  guaranteed.  The 
vb.  "precede"  in  ver  15  does  not  imply  that  there 
was  thought  of  precedence  in  the  enjoyment  of 
glory,  but  is  only  an  emphatic  way  of  aflnrming  that 
the  dead  will  not  be  one  moment  behind  in  inheriting 
with  the  living  the  blessedness  of  the  parousia.  In 
ver  17.  "so  shall  we  et^er  be  with  the  Lord,"  the  word 
"ever  excludes  the  conception  of  a  provisional  king- 
dom. 2  Thess  1  5-12  contains  merely  the  general 
thought  that  sulTerings  and  glory,  persecution  and 
the  inheritance  of  the  kingdom  are  linked  together. 
There  is  nothhig  to  show  that  this  glorv  and  king- 
dom are  aught  else  but  the  final  state,  the  kingdom 
of  God  (ver  5). 

In  Phil  8  &-11,  it  is  claimed,  Paul  represents 
attainment  to  the  resurrection  as  dependent  on 
special  effort  on  his  part,  therefore  as  something  not 
in  store  for  all  believers.  Since  the  general  resurrec- 
tion pertains  to  all,  a  special  grace  of  resurrection 
must  be  meant,  i.e.  inclusion  in  the  number  of  those 
to  be  raised  at  the  parousia,  at  the  opening  of  the 
millennial  kingdom.  The  answer  to  this  is,  that  it 
was  quite  possible  to  Paul  to  make  the  resurrection 
08  siich  depend  on  the  believer's  progress  in  grace 
and  conformity  to  Christ,  seeing  that  it  is  not  an 
event  out  of  all  relation  to  his  spiritual  development, 
but  the  climax  of  an  organic  process  of  transforma- 
tion begun  in  this  life.  And  in  ver  20  the  resur- 
rection of  all  is  joined  to  the  parousia  (cf  for  the 
Pauline  passages  Vos,  "The  Pauline  Eschatology 
and  Chiliasm,'^  PTR,  1911,  26-60). 

The  passage  Rev  20  1-6  at  first  sight  much  favors 
the  conception  of  a  millennial  reign  of  Christ,  par- 
ticipated in  by  the  martyrs,  brought  to  life  in  a  first 
resurrection,  and  marked  by  a  suspension  of  the 


activity  of  Satan.  And  it  is  urged  that  the  sequence 
of  visions  places  this  millennium  after  the  parousia 
of  Christ  narrated  in  ch  19.  The  question  of  his- 
toric sequence,  however,  is  in  Rev  dimcult  to  decide. 
In  other  parts  of  the  book  the  principle  of  "recapitu- 
lation," I.e.  of  ootemporaneousness  of  things  suc- 
cessively depicted,  seems  to  imderlie  the  visions, 
and  numbers  are  elsewhere  in  the  book  meant 
symbolically.  These  facts  leave  open  the  possi- 
bility that  the  thousand  years  are  synchronous  with 
the  earlier  developments  recorded,  and  symboIicaJlv 
describe  the  state  of  glorified  life  enjoyed  with 
Christ  in  heaven  by  the  mart3rrs  during  the  inter- 
mediate period  preceding  the  parousia.  The  terms 
employed  do  not  suggest  an  anticipated  bodily 
resurrection.  The  seer  speaks  of  "souls"  which 
"lived"  and  "reigned,"  and  finds  in  this  the  first 
resurrection.  The  scene  of  this  life  and  reign  is  in 
heaven,  where  also  the  "souls"  of  the  martyrs  are 
beheld  (6  9).  The  words  "this  is  the  first  resurrec- 
tion" may  be  a  pointed  disavowal  of  a  more  realistic 
(chiliastic)  interpretation  of  the  same  phrase.  The 
symbolism  of  the  thousand  years  consists  in  this, 
that  it  contrasts  the  glorious  state  of  the  martyrs 
on  the  one  hand  with  the  brief  season  of  tribulation 
passed  here  on  earth,  and  on  the  other  hand  with 
the  eternal  life  of  the  consummation.  The  binding 
of  Satan  for  this  period  marks  the  first  eschatologi- 
cal conquest  of  Christ  over  the  powers  of  evil,  as 
distinguished  from  the  renewed  activity  to  be  dis- 
played by  Satan  toward  the  end  in  brining  up 
against  the  church  still  other  forces  not  hitherto 
introduced  into  the  confiict.  In  regard  to  a  book 
so  enigmatical,  it  were  presumptuous  to  speak  with 
any  degree  of  dognoatism,  but  the  uniform  absence 
of  the  idea  of  the  millennium  from  the  eschatological 
teaching  of  the  NT  elsewhere  ought  to  render  the 
exegete  cautious  before  affirming  its  presence  here 
(cf  Warfield,  "The  Millennium  and  the  Apocalypse," 
PTR,  1904,  599-617). 

The  resurrection  of  believers  bears  a  twofold 
aspect.    On  the  one  hand  it  belongs  to  the  forensic 

side  of  salvation.  On  the  other  hand 
8.  The  it  belongs  to  the  pneumatic  transform- 

Resurrec-  ing  side  of  the  saving  process.  Of  the 
tion  of  former,  traces  appear  only  in  the  teach- 

BeUevers      ing  of  Jesus  (Mt  6  9;  22  29-^32;  Lk  20 

35. 36) .  Paul  clearly  ascribes  to  the  be- 
liever's resurrection  a  somewhat  similar  forensic 
significance  as  to  that  of  Christ  (Rom  8  10.23;  1 
Cor  16  30-32.55-58).  Far  more  prominent  with  him 
is,  however,  the  other,  the  pneumatic  interpretation. 
Both  the  origin  of  the  resurrection  life  and  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  resurrection  state  are  dependent  on 
the  Spirit  (Rom  8  10.11;  1  Cor  16  45-49;  Gal  6 
8).  The  resurrection  is  the  climax  of  the  believer's 
transformation  (Rom  8  11;  Gal  6  8).  This  part 
ascribed  to  the  Spirit  in  the  resurrection  is  not  to  be 
explained  from  what  the  OT  teaches  about  the 
Spirit  as  the  source  of  ph3r8ical  Ufe,  for  to  this  the 
NT  hardly  ever  refers;  it  is  rather  to  be  explained 
as  the  correlate  of  the  general  Pauline  principle  that 
the  Spirit  is  the  determining  factor  of  the  heavenly 
state  in  the  coming  aeon.  This  pneumatic  char- 
acter of  the  resurrection  also  linKS  together  the 
resurrection  of  Christ  and  that  of  the  believer. 
This  idea  is  not  yet  found  in  the  S3moptics;  it 
finds  expression  in  Jn  6  22-29;  11  25;  14  6.19. 
In  early  apostolic  teaching  a  trace  of  it  may  be 
found  in  Acts  4  2.  With  Paul  it  appears  from  the 
beginning  as  a  well-established  principle.  The 
continuity  between  the  working  of  the  Spirit  here 
and  His  part  in  the  resurrection  does  not,  however, 
lie  in  the  body.  The  resurrection  is  not  the  cul- 
mination of  a  pneumatic  change  which  the  body  in 
this  life  undergoes.  There  is  no  preformation  of 
the  spiritual  body  on  earth.    Rom  8  10.11;  1  Cor 
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16  49;  2  Cor  6  1.2;  Phil  3  12  positively  exclude 
this,  and  2  Cor  8  18;  4  7-18  do  not  require  it. 
The  glory  into  which  believers  are  transformed 
through  the  beholding  (or  reflecting)  of  the  glory 
of  Christ  as  in  a  mirror  is  not  a  bodily  but  inward 
glory,  produced  by  illumination  of  the  gospel.  And 
the  manifestation  of  the  life  of  Jesus  in  the  body  or 
in  the  mortal  flesh  refers  to  the  preservation  of 
bodily  life  in  the  midst  of  deadly  perils.  Equally 
without  support  is  the  view  that  at  one  time  Paul 
placed  the  investiture  with  the  new  body  imme- 
diately after  death.  It  has  been  assumed  that  this, 
together  with  the  view  just  criticized,  marks  the 
last  stage  in  a  protracted  development  of  Paul's 
eschatological  belief.  The  initial  stage  of  this  pro- 
cess is  found  in  1  Thess:  the  resurrection  is  that  of 
an  earthly  body.  The  next  stage  is  represented  by 
1  Cor:  the  future  bod^  is  pneumatic  m  character, 
although  not  to  be  received  imtil  the  parousia.  The 
third  stage  removes  the  inconsistency  implied  in  the 
preceding  position  between  the  character  of  the 
body  and  the  time  of  its  reception,  by  placing  the 
latter  at  the  moment  of  death  (2  Cor,  Rom,  Col), 
and  by  an  extreme  flight  of  faith  the  view  is  even 
approached  that  the  resurrection  bodv  is  in  process 
of  development  now  (Teichmann,  Charles).  This 
scheme  has  no  real  basis  of  fact.  1  Thess  does  not 
teach  an  unpneumatic  eschatology  (cf  4  14.16). 
The  second  stage  given  is  the  omv  l^uly  Pauline 
one,  nor  can  it  be  shown  that  the  apostle  ever 
abandoned  it.  For  the  third  position  named  finds 
no  support  in  2  Cor  6  1-10;  Rom  8  19;  Col  3  4. 
The  ex^esis  of  2  Cor  5  1-10  is  difficult  and  cannot 
here  be  given  in  detail.  Our  imderstanding  of  the 
main  drift  of  the  passage,  put  into  paraphrase,  is  as 
follows :  we  feel  assured  of  the  eternal  weight  of  glory 
(4  17),  because  we  know  that  we  shall  receive,  after 
our  earthly  tent-body  shall  have  been  dissolved  (aor. 
subj.),  a  new  body,  a  supernatural  house  for  our  spirit, 
to  be  possessed  eternally  in  the  heavens.  A  sure  proof 
of  this  lies  in  the  heightened  form  which  our  desire 
for  this  future  state  assumes.  For  it  is  not  mere 
desire  to  obtain  a  new  body,  but  specifically  to  obtain 
it  as  soon  as  possible,  without  an  intervening  period 
of  nakedness,  i.e.  of  a  disembodied  state  of  the  spirit. 
Such  would  be  possible,  if  it  were  given  us  to  survive 
till  the  parousia,  in  which  case  we  would  be  doOied 
upon  with  our  habitation  from  heaven  (= super- 
natural body),  the  old  body  not  having  to  be  put 
oflf  first  before  the  new  can  oe  put  on,  but  the  new 
body  being  superimposed  upon  the  old,  so  that  no 
"unclothing"  would  have  to  take  place  first,  what  is 
mortal  simply  being  swallowed  up  of  life  (6  2.4). 
And  we  are  justified  in  cherishing  this  supreme  as- 
piration, since  the  ultimate  goal  set  for  us  in  any  case, 
even  if  we  should  have  to  die  first  and  to  unclothe 
and  then  to  put  on  the  new  body  over  the  naked 
spirit,  since  the  ultimate  goal.  I  say,  excludes  under 
all  circumstances  a  state  of  nakedness  at  the  moment 
of  the  parousia  (ver  3).  Since,  then,  such  a  new  em- 
bodied state  is  our  destiny  in  any  event,  we  justly 
long  for  that  mode  of  reaching  it  which  involves 
least  delay  and  least  distress  and  avoids  interme- 
diate nakedness.  (This  on  the  reading  in  ver  3 
of  el  ge  kai  endusdmenoi  ou  gumrwi  heurethes&metha. 
If  the  reading  ei  ge  kai  ekdusamenoi  be  adopted  the 
rendering  of  ver  3  will  have  to  be :  "If  so  be  that  also 
having  put  off  [i.e.  having  died],  we  shall  not  at  the 
end  be  found  naked."  If  eiper  kai  ekdusamenoi  be 
chosen  it  will  be:  "Although  even  having  put  off 
[i.e.  having  died]  we  shall  not  at  the  end  be  found 
naked."  These  other  readings  do  not  materially 
alter  the  sense.)  The  understanding  of  the  passage 
will  be  seen  to  rest  on  the  pointed  distinction  be- 
tween being  "clothed  upon,"  change  at  the  parousia 
without  death  (vs  2.4),  to  be  "unclothed,"  loss  of 
the  body  in  death  with  nakedness  resulting  (ver  4), 


and  "being  clothed,"  putting  on  of  the  new  body 
after  a  state  of  nakedness  (ver  3).  Interpreted  as 
above,  the  passage  expresses  indeMsd  the  hope  of  an 
instantaneous  endowment  with  the  spiritual  body 
immediately  after  this  life,  but  only  on  the  suppo- 
sition that  the  end  of  this  life  will  be  at  the  parousia, 
not  for  the  case  that  death  should  intervene  before, 
which  latter  possibility  is  distinctly  left  open.  In 
Rom  8  19  what  will  happen  at  the  end  to  believers 
is  called  a  "revealing  of  the  sons  of  God,"  not  be- 
cause their  new  body  existed  previouslv,  but  be- 
cause their  status  as  sons  of  God  existed  before,  and 
this  status  will  be  revealed  through  the  bestowal 
upon  them  of  the  glorious  body.  Col  3  3.4  speaks 
of  a  'life  ....  hid  with  Christ  in  God,"  and  of  the 
"manifestation"  of  believers  with  Christ  in  glory 
at  the  parousia,  but  "life"  does  not  implv  bodily 
existence,  and  while  the  "manifestation  at  the 
parousia  presupposes  the  body,  it  does  not  imply 
that  this  body  must  have  been  acquired  lone  before, 
as  is  the  case  with  Christ's  body.  In  conclusion  it 
should  be  noted  that  there  is  ample  evidence  in  the 
later  epistles  that  Paul  continued  to  expect  the 
resurrection  body  at  the  parousia  (2  Cor  6  10; 
Phil  3  20.21). 

The  main  passage  informing  us  sus  to  the  nature  of 
the  resurrection   body  is   1  Cor  16  35-58.     The 

difficulty  Paul  here  seeks  to  relieve  does 
4.  The  Res-  not  concern  the  substance  of  the  future 
urrection  body,  but  its  kind  (cf  ver  35  "With 
Body  what  manner  of  body  do  they  come?"). 

Not  until  ver  50  is  the  deeper  question 
of  difference  in  substance  touched  upon.  The  point 
of  the  figure  of  "sowing"  is  not  that  of  identity  of 
substance,  but  rather  this,  that  the  impossibility  of 
forming  a  concrete  conception  of  the  resurrection 
body  is  no  proof  of  its  impossibilitv,  because  in  all 
vegetable  growth  there  appears  a  body  totally  un- 
like that  which  is  sown,  a  body  the  nature  and  ap- 
pearance of  which  are  determined  bv  the  will  of 
(jrod.  We  have  no  right  to  press  the  figure  in  other 
directions,  to  solicit  from  it  answers  to  other  ques- 
tions. That  there  is  to  be  a  real  connection  between 
the  present  and  the  future  body  is  implied  rather 
than  directly  afiirmed.  Ver  36  shows  that  the  dia- 
tinction  between  the  earthly  body  and  a  germ  of  life 
in  it.  to  be  intrusted  with  it  to  the  n'ave  and  then 

Suickened  at  the  last  day,  does  not  ue  in  the  apos- 
e's  mind,  for  what  is  sown  is  the  body;  it  dies  and 
is  quickened  in  its  entirety.  Esp.  the  turn  given 
to  the  figure  in  ver  37 — ^that  of  a  naked  grain  putting 
on  the  plant  as  a  garment — proves  that  it  is  neither 
intended  nor  adapted  to  give  information  on  the 
degree  of  identity  or  link  of  continuity  between  the 
two  bodies.  The  "bare  grain"  is  the  Dody,  not  the 
spirit,  as  some  would  have  it  (Teichmann),  for  it  is 
said  of  the  seed  that  it  dies;  which  does  not  apply 
to  the  Pneuma  (cf  also  ver  44).  The  fact  is  that 
in  this  entire  discusdon  the  subjective  spirit  of  the 
believer  remains  entirely  out  of  consideration;  the 
matter  is  treated  entirely  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
body.  So  far  as  the  Pneuma  enters  into  it,  it  is  the 
objective  Spirit,  the  Spirit  of  Christ.  As  to  the 
time  of  the  sowing,  some  writers  take  the  view  that 
this  corresponds  to  the  entire  earthly  life^  not  to  the 
moment  oi  burial  only  (so  already  Calvm,  recently 
Teichmann  and  Charles).  In  vs  42.43  there  are 
points  of  contact  for  this,  inasmuch  as  esp.  the  three 
last  predicates  "in  dishonor,"  "in  weakness,"  "a  nat- 
ural body,"  seem  more  applicable  to  the  living  than 
to  the  dead  body.  At  any  rate,  if  the  conception 
is  thus  widened,  the  act  of  burial  is  certainly  included 
in  the  sowing.  The  objection  arising  from  the 
difficulty  of  forming  a  conception  of  the  resurrection 
body  is  further  met  in  vs  39-41,  where  Paul  argues 
from  the  multitude  of  bodily  forms  (jrod  has  at  His 
disposal.    This  thought  is  illustrated  from  the  ani- 
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mal  world  (ver  39);  from  the  difiPerence  between  the 
heavenly  and  the  earthly  bodies  (ver  40) ;  from  the 
difference  existing  among  the  heavenly  bodies 
themselves  (ver  41).  The  structure  of  the  argu- 
ment is  indicated  by  the  interchange  of  two  wcfds 
for  ''other/'  dllos  and  Mteros,  the  former  designating 
difference  of  species  within  the  genus^  the  latter 
difference  of  genus,  a  distinction  lost  in  the  Eng. 
version.  In  all  this  the  reasoning  revolves  not 
aroimd  the  substance  of  the  bodies  but  around  their 
kind,  quality,  appearance  (sdrx  in  ver  39— sdma, 
"body."  not  ^'^esh").  The  conclusion  drawn  is 
that  the  resurrection  body  will  differ  greatly  in 
kind  from  the  present  body.  It  will  be  fUteroSy  not 
merely  dllo8.  The  points  of  difference  are  eniuner- 
ated  m  vs  42.43.  Four  contrasts  are  named;  the 
first  three  in  each  case  appear  to  be  the  result  of 
the  fourth.  The  dominating  antithesis  is  that 
between  the  adma  psuchikdn  and  the  8&ma  pneur 
matikdn.  Still  Pam  can  scarcely  mean  to  teach 
that  "corruption,"  "dishonor,"  "weakness"  are  in 
the  same  sense  necessary  and  natural  results  of  the 
"psychical"  character  of  the  earthly  body,  as  the 
corresponding  opposites  are  necessary  and  natural 
concomitants  or  the  pnemnatic  character  of  the 
resurrection  body.  The  sequel  ^ows  that  the 
"psychical  body"  was  given  man  at  creation,  and 
according  to  ver  53  corruption  and  death  go  to- 
gether, whereas  death  is  not  the  result  of  creation 
but  of  the  entrance  of  sin  according  to  Paul's  uni- 
form teaching  elsewhere.  Hence  also  the  predicate 
aarkikda  is  avoided  in  vs  46.47,  where  the  reference 
is  to  creation,  for  this  word  is  alwa}^  associated  in 
Paul  with  sin.  The  connection,  therefore,  between 
the  "natural  [psychical,  m]  body"  and  the  abnormal 
attributes  conjomed  with  it,  will  have  to  be  so  con- 
ceived, that  in  virtue  of  the  former  character,  the 
body,  though  it  need  not  of  itself,  yet  will  fall  a  prey 
to  the  latter  when  sin  enters.  In  this  lies  also  the 
explanation  of  the  term  "psychical  body."  Hiis 
means  a  body  in  "whiGh  the  paychSf  the  natural  soul, 
is  the  vitalizing  principle,  sufficient  to  support  life, 
but  not  sufficient  to  that  supernatural,  heavenly 
pbme,  where  it  is  forever  immune  to  death  and  cor- 
ruption. The  question  must  be  asked,  however, 
why  Paul  goes  back  to  the  original  state  of  man's 
body  and  doeis  not  content  himself  with  contrasting 
the  body  in  the  state  of  sin  and  in  the  state  of  eternal 
Ufe.  The  answer  is  found  in  the  exigency  of  the 
argument.  Paul  wished  to  add  to  the  argument 
for  the  possibility  of  a  different  body  drawn  from 
analog}^  an  argument  drawn  from  the  typical  char- 
acter of  the  original  creation-body.  The  body  of 
creation,  on  the  principle  of  prefiguration,  pointed 
ahready  forward  to  a  higher  body  to  be  received  in 
the  second  stage  of  the  world-process:  'if  there  exists 
a  psychical  body,  there  exists  also  a  pneumatic  body' 
(ver  44).  The  proof  lies  in  Gen  2  7.  Some  think 
that  Paul  here  adopts  the  Philonic  doctrine  of  the 
creation  of  two  men,  and  means  ver  45&  as  a  quo- 
tation from  Gen  1  27.  But  the  sequence  is  against 
this,  for  Paul's  si>iritual  man  appears  on  the  scene 
last,  not  first,  as  in  Philo.  Nor  can  the  statement 
have  been  meant  as  a  correction  of  Philo's  sequence, 
for  Paul  cannot  have  overlooked  that,  once  a 
double  creation  were  found  in  Gen  1  and  2,  then 
Philo's  sequence  was  the  only  possible  one,  to  cor- 
rect which  would  have  amounted  to  correcting 
Scripture.  If  Paul  does  here  correct  Philo,  it  must 
be  in  the  sense  that  he  rejects  the  entire  Philonic 
exegesis,  which  found  in  Gen  a  twofold  creation 
(cf  1  Cor  11  7).  Evidently  for  Paul,  Gen  2  7 
tcJcen  by  itself  contains  the  proof  of  his  proposition, 
that  there  is  both  a  psychical  and  a  pneumatic  body. 
Paul  regarded  the  creation  of  the  first  Adam  in  a 
tyi)ical  tight.  The  first  creation  gave  only  the  pro- 
visional form  in  which  God's  purpose  with  reference 


to  man  was  embodied,  and  in  so  far  looked  forward 
to  a  higher  embodiment  of  the  same  idea  on  a  higher 
pneumatic  plane  (cf  Rom  6  14):  "The  first  man 
IS  of  the  earth,  earthy:  the  second  man  is  of  heaven" 
(1  Cor  16  47);  "of"  or  "from  heaven"  does  not  desig- 
nate heavenly  material,  for  even  here,  by  not  giving 
the  opposite  to  chdik68y  "earthly,"  Paul  avoided  the 
(question  of  substantiality.  A  "pneumatic"  body 
is  not.  as  many  assume,  a  body  made  out  of  pnetima 
as  a  higher  substance,  for  in  that  case  Paul  would 
have  had  pneumaiikdn  ready  at  hand  as  the  con- 
trast to  chinkdn.  Only  negatively  the  question  of 
substance  is  touched  upon  in  ver  50:  "Flesh  and 
blood  cannot  inherit  the  kingdom  of  God,"  but  the 
apostle  does  not  say  what  will  take  their  place. 
Cf  further,  for  the  non-substantial  meaning  of 
pneuinalik68y  Rom  15  27;  1  Cor  9  11;  10  3.4; 
Eph  13;  6  19;  6  12;  Col  1  9.  The  only  posi- 
tive thing  which  we  learn  in  this  direction  is  formal, 
viz.  that  the  resurrection  body  of  the  believer  will 
be  the  image  of  that  of  Christ  (ver  49). 

VIL  The  Changm  of  Those  Living  at  the  ParouMta. 
— ^This  is  confined  to  believers.  Of  a  change  in  the 
body  of  non-believers  found  living  or  rais^  at  the 
parousia  the  NT  nowhere  speaks.  The  passages 
referring  to  this  subject  are  1  Cor  16  61-53;  2 
Cor  5  1-5;  Phil  8  20.21.  The  second  of  these 
has  already  been  discussed :  it  represents  the  chuige 
under  the  figure  of  a  putting-on  of  the  heavenly  body 
over  the  earthly  body,  in  result  of  which  what  is 
mortal  is  swallowed  up  so  as  to  disappear  by  Ufe. 
This  representation  starts  with  the  new  body  by 
which  the  old  body  is  absorbed.  In  1  Cor  16  and 
Phil  8,  on  the  other  hand,  the  point  of  departure  is 
from  the  old  body  which  is  changed  into  a  new. 
The  difference  between  the  resurrection  and  the 
charge  of  the  living  is  brought  out  in  2  Cor  6  1-5 
in  the  two  figures  of  "putting  on"  and  "putting  on 
over,"  endfiaasthai  and  ependiiaaslhai.  Some  exe- 
getes  find  in  1  Cor  16  51-53  the  description  of  a 
process  kept  in  such  general  terms  as  to  be  equally 
applicable  to  those  raised  and  to  those  transformed 
alive.  If  this  be  adopted  it  yields  new  evidence 
for  the  continuity  between  the  present  body  and 
the  resurrection  body.  Others,  however,  find  here 
the  expectation  that  Paul  and  his  readers  will  "dl" 
survive  until  the  parousia,  and  be  changed  alive, 
in  which  case  no  light  is  thrown  on  the  resurrection- 
process.  The  more  plausible  exegesis  is  that  which 
joins  the  negative  to  "all"  instead  of  to  the  vb.,  and 
makes  Paul  affirm  that  "not  all"  will  die.  but  that 
all,  whether  dead  or  surviving,  will  be  cnaneed  at 
the  parousia;  the  difficulty  of  tne  exegesis  is  reflected 
in  tne  early  attempts  to  change  the  reading.  In 
Phil  8  20.21  there  are  no  data  to  decide  whether 
the  apostle  conceives  of  himself  and  his  readers  as 
living  at  the  moment  of  the  parousia  or  speaks  gen- 
erally so  as  to  cover  both  possibilities. 

VtiL  The  Judgment. — The  judgment  takes 
place  on  a  "day"  (Mt  7  22;  10  15:  24  36;  Lk  10 
12;  21  34;  1  Cor  1  8;  8  13;  2  Tun  4  8;  Rev  6 
17),  but  this  rests  on  the  OT  conception  of  "the 
day  of  Jehovah,"  and  is  not  to  be  taken  literally, 
whence  also  "hour"  interchanges  with  "day"  (Mk 
18  32;  Rev  14  7).  While  not  confiined  to  an  astro- 
nomical day  the  judgment  is  plainly  represented 
as  a  definitely  circumscribed  transaction,  not  as  an 
indefinite  process.  It  coincides  with  its  parousia. 
Of  a  judgment  immediately  after  death,  the  NT 
nowhere  speaks,  not  even  in  He  9  27.28.  Its 
locality  is  the  earth,  as  would  seem  to  follow  from 
its  dependence  on  tne  parousia  (Mt  18  41.42;  Mk 
18  26.27),  although  some  mfer  from  1  Thess  4  17 
that,  so  far  as  believers  are  concerned,  it  will  take 
place  in  the  air.  But  this  passage  does  not  speak 
of  the  judgment,  only  of  the  parousia  and  the  meet- 
ing of  bduevers  with  Christ.    The  judge  is  God 
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(Mt  e  4.6.14.18;  10  28.32  ff=.Lk  12  8ff;  21  36; 
Acts  10  42;  17  30.31;  Rom  2  2.3.5.16;  14  10;  1 
Cor  4  3-6;  5  13;  He  12  25;  13  4;  1  Pet  1  17;  2 
23;  Rev  o  10;  14  7),  but  also  Christ,  not  only 
in  the  great  scene  depicted  in  Mt  26  31-46,  but 
also  in  Mk  8  38;  13  26  ff;  Mt  7  22«Lk  13  25- 
27;  Acts  17  31;  2  Cor  6  10;  Rev  19  11,  whence 
also  the  OT  conception  of  "the  day  of  Jehovah" 
is  changed  into  "the  day  of  the  Lord''  (1  Cor  6  5; 
2  Cor  i  14;  1  Thess  6  2;  2  Pet  8  10).  In  the 
sense  of  the  final  assize  the  judgment  does  not  in 
earUer  Jewish  eschatology  belonff  to  the  fimctions 
of  the  Messiah,  except  m  En  61  3;  66  4;  61  8fr; 
62  Iff:  63.  Only  in  the  later  apocaljrpses  the 
Messiah  appears  as  judge  (4  Ezr  [2  Esd]  13;  Apoc 
Bar  72  2  [cf  Sib  Or  3  286]).  In  the  more  realistic, 
less  forensic,  sense  of  an  act  of  destruction,  the 
judgment  forms  part  of  the  Messiah's  work  from 
the  outset,  and  is  already  assigned  to  Him  by  the 
Baptist  and  still  more  by  Paul  (Mt  3  10.11.12=Lk  3 
16.17;  2  Thess  2  8.10.12).  The  one  representation 
passes  over  into  the  other.  Jesus  always  claims 
lor  Himself  the  judnnent  in  the  strictly  forensic 
sense.  Already  in  His  present  state  He  exercises 
the  right  to  forgive  sin  (Mk  2  5.10).  In  the  Fourth 
Gospd,  it  is  true,  He  denies  that  His  present  activ- 
ity mvolves  the  task  of  judging  (Jn  8  15;  12  47). 
That  this^  however,  does  not  exclude  His  escha- 
tological  judgeship  appears  from  6  22.27  (notice 
the  article  in  ver  22  "the  whole  judgment."  which 
proves  the  reference  to  the  last  day).  But  even 
lor  the  present,  though  not  directly,  ^ret  indirectly 
by  His  appearance  and  message,  Clmst  according 
to  Jn  effects  a  judgment  among  men  (8  16;  9  39), 
which  culminates  in  His  passion  and  death,  the 
judgment  of  the  world  and  the  Prince  of  the  world 
(12  31;  14  30;  16  11).  A  share  of  the  judgment 
is  assigned  to  angels  and  to  the  saints  (Mt  18  39. 
41.49;  16  27;  24  31;  26  31;  1  Thess  8  13;  2 
Thess  1  7;  Jude  vs  14  f).  In  regard  to  the  angels 
this  is  purely  ministerial;  of  believers  it  is  affirmed 
only  in  1  Cor  6  1-3  that  they  will  have  something 
to  do  with  the  act  of  judgment  itself;  passages  like 
Mt  19  28;  20  23;  Lk  22  30;  Rev  S  21  do  not 
refer  to  the  judgment  proper,  but  to  judging  in  the 
sense  of  "reigning,"  and  promise  certain  saints  a 
preeminent  position  in  the  kingdom  of  glory.  The 
judgment  extends  to  all  men.  Tyre,  Sidon,  Sodom, 
as  well  as  the  Galilean  cities  (Mt  11  22.24);  all 
nations  (26  32;  Jn  6  29;  Acts  17  30.31;  Rom 
a  6.16;  2  Cor  6  10).  It  also  includes  the  evil 
spirits  (1  Cor  6  3;  2  Pet  2  4;  Jude  ver  6). 
It  is  a  judgment  according  to  works,  and  that 
not  only  in  the  case  of  non-believers;  of  believers 
also  the  works  will  come  imder  consideration 
(Mt26  84ff;  1  Cor 4  5;  2  Cor  6  10;  Rev  22  12). 
Side  by  side  with  this,  however,  it  is  taught  already 
in  the  Synoptics  that  the  decisive  factor  will  be  the 
acknowledgment  of  individuals  by  Jesus,  which  in 
turn  depends  upon  the  attitude  assumed  by  them 
toward  Jesus  here,  directly  or  indirectly  (Mt  7  23; 
19  28;  26  35-^5;  Mk  8  38).  By  Paul  the  principle 
of  judgment  according  to  works  is  upheld,  not  merely 
h}qx)thetically  as  a  principle  preceding  and  under- 
lying every  soteriological  treatment  of  man  by  C5od 
(Kom  2),  and  therefore  applying  to  non-Chnstians 
for  whose  judgment  no  other  standard  is  available, 
but  also  as  remaining  in  force  for  Christians,  who 
have  already,  imder  the  soteriological  r^me  of 
srace,  received  absolute,  eternal  acquittal  in  justi- 
fication. .  This  raises  a  twofold  problem :  (a)  why 
i'ustification  does  not  render  a  last  judgment  super- 
luous;  (&)  why  the  last  judgment  m  case  of  Chris- 
tians saved  by  grace  should  be  based  on  works.  In 
regard  to  (a)  it  ought  to  be  remembered  that  the 
last  judgment  differs  from  justification  in  that  it  is 
not  a  private  transaction  in  foro  conadentiaej  but 


public,  in  foro  mundi.  Hence  Paul  emphasizes 
this  element  of  publicity  (Rom  2  16;  1  Cor  3  13; 

2  Cor  6  10).  It  is  in  accordance  with  this  that 
God  the  Father  is  alwa]^  the  author  of  justification, 
whereas  as  a  rule  Christ  is  represented  as  presid- 
ing at  the  assize  of  the  last  day.  As  to  (b),  be- 
cause the  last  judgment  is  not  a  mere  private  but 
a  public  transaction,  something  more  must  be  taken 
into  account  than  that  on  which  the  individual 
eternal  destinv  may  hinge.  There  can  be  disap- 
proval of  works  and  >ret  salvation  (1  Cor  8  15). 
But  the  trial  of  works  is  necessary  for  the  sake  of 
the  vindication  of  God.  In  order  to  be  a  true  the- 
odicy the  judgment  must  publicly  exhibit  and  an- 
nounce the  complete  overthrow  of  sin  in  man, 
and  the  complete  working  out  in  him  of  the  idea 
of  righteousness,  including  not  merely  his  acquittal 
from  the  ^uilt,  but  lUso  his  deliverance  from  the 
power,  of  sin,  not  merely  his  imputed  righteousness, 
but  also  his  righteousness  of  life.  In  order  to  demon- 
strate this  comprehensively,  the  judgment  will  have 
to  take  into  accoimt  three  things:  faith  (Gal  6  5), 
works  done  in  the  Christian  state,  sanctification. 
Besides  this  the  works  of  the  Christian  appear  as 
the  measure  of  gracious  reward  (Mt  6  12.46;  6  1; 
10  41.42;  19  28;  20  1-16;  26  14r45;  Mk  9  41; 
Lk  6  23.35;     1  Cor  3  8.14;    9  17.18;    Col  2  18; 

3  24;  He  10  35).  These  works,  however,  are  not 
mechanically  or  commercially  appraised,  as  in  Ju- 
daism, for  Paul  speaks  by  preference  of  "work"  in 
the  singular  (Rom  2  7.15;  1  Cor  3  13;  9  1; 
Gal  6  4;  Eph  4  12;  Phil  1  6.22;  1  Thess  1  3: 
2  Thess  1  11).  And  this  one  organic  product  or 
"work"  is  traced  back  to  the  root  of  faitn  (1  Thess 
1  3;  2  Thess  !>  lli  where  the  gen.  plateSs  is  a  gen. 
of  origin),  and  Paul  speaks  as  a  rule  not  of  pmeln 
but  of  prdsaeinf  i.e.  oi  the  practice,  the  systematic 
doing,  of  that  which  is  good. 

The  judgment  assigns  to  each  individual  his 
eternal  destiny,  which  is  absolute  in  its  character 
either  of  blessedness  or  of  punishment,  though  ad- 
mittedly of  degrees  within  these  two  states.  Gnly 
two  groups  are  recognized,  those  of  the  condemned 
and  of  the  saved  (Mt  26  33.34;  Jn  6  29);  no  in- 
termediate group  with  as  yet  undetermined  destiny 
anywhere  appears.  The  degree  of  guilt  is  fixea 
according  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Divine  will  pos- 
sessed in  Ufe  (Mt  10  15;  11  20-24;  Lk  10  12-15; 
12  47.48;  Jn  16  22.24;  Rom  2  12;  2  Pet  2  20- 
22).  The  uniform  representation  is  that  the  judg- 
ment has  reference  to  what  has  been  done  in  the  em- 
bodied state  of  this  life;  nowhere  is  there  any 
reflection  upon  the  conduct  or  product  of  the  inter- 
mediate state  as  contributing  to  the  decision  (2  Cot 
6  10).  The  state  assigned  is  of  endless  duration, 
hence  described  as  aidnios^  "eternal."  While  this 
adjective  et3rmologically  need  mean  no  more  than 
"what  extends  through  a  certain  aeon  or  period 
of  time,"  yet  its  eschatolo|;ical  usaee  correlates  it 
everjrwhere  with  the  "commg  age,  and,  this  age 
being  endless  in  duration,  everv  state  or  destiny 
connected  with  it  partakes  of  the  same  character. 
It  is  therefore  exegetically  impossible  to  give  a 
relative  sense  to  such  phrases  as  pdr  ai^ion,  "eter- 
nal fire"  (Mt  18  8;  26  41;  Jude  ver  7),  kdlasia 
ai&nio8f  "eternal  punishment"  (Mt  26  46),  die- 
throB  aidnioBj  "eternal  destruction"  (2  Thess  1  9). 
krisis  aidnioB  or  hrima  aidnionf  "eternal  Judgment 
(Mk  8  29;  He  6  2).  This  is  also  shown  by  the 
figurative  representations  which  unfold  the  import 
of  the  adj.:  the  "unquenchable  fire"  (Mt  3  12),  "the 
never-d3dng  worm'^  (Mk  9  43-48),  "The  smoke  of 
their  torment  goeth  up  for  ever  and  ever"  (Rev  14 
11),  "tormentedday  and ni^ht  forever  and  ever"  (Rev 
20  10).  The  endless  duration  of  the  state  of  punish- 
ment is  also  required  by  the  absolute  etemitv  of  its 
counterpart,  zoi  aidnios,  "eternal  life"  (Mt  26  46). 


991 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA  EschatologyofNT 


In  support  of  the  doctrine  of  conditional  immor- 
tality it  has  been  urged  that  other  terms  descriptive 
of  the  fate  of  the  condemned,  such  as  apdleia,  ''plerdi- 
tion,"  pkthord,  "corruption,  dlethroSj  "destruction," 
thdncUoa,  "death,"  pomt  rather  to  a  cessation  of  be- 
ing. This,  however,  rests  on  an  imscriptural  inter- 
Sretation  of  these  terms,  which  everywhere  in  the 
^T  and  the  NT  designate  a  state  of  existence  with 
an  imdesirable  cont^t^  never  the  pure  negation 
of  existence,  just  as  "life"  in  Scripture  describes 
a  positive  mode  of  being,  never  m^re  existence  as 
such.  Perdition,  corruption,  destruction,  death, 
are  predicated  in  all  such  cases  of  the  welfare  or  the 
ethical  spiritual  character  of  man,  without  imp]3dng 
the  anninilation  of  his  physical  existence.  No  more 
support  can  be  found  m  the  NT  for  the  hypothesis 
of  an  apokatdstasis  pdnUm,  "restoration  of  aU  things," 
i.e.  absolute  universalism  impl3dng  the  ultimate 
salvation  of  all  men.  The  phrase  occurs  only  in 
Acts  8  21,  where,  however,  it  has  no  cosmical  ref- 
erence but  relates  to  the  f  idfilment  of  the  promises 
to  Israel.  Jos  uses  it  of  the  restoration  of  the  Jews 
to  their  land  after  the  Captivity,  Philo  of  the  res- 
toration of  inheritances  in  the  year  of  jubilee  (cf 
Mai  4  6;  Mt  17  11;  Mk  9  12;  Acts  1  6).  Ab- 
solute universalism  has  been  found  in  Rom  5  18; 

1  Cor  16  22.28;  Eph  1  10;  Col  1  20,  but  in  all 
these  passages  only  a  cosmical  or  national  univer- 
salism can  be  found,  not  the  doctrine  of  the  salvation 
of  all  individuals,  which  latter  would  bring  the  state- 
ments in  question  in  direct  contradiction  to  the  most 
explicit  deliverances  of  Paul  elsewhere  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  predestination  and  the  eternity  of  the  des- 
tiny of  the  wicked. 

/a.  The  Conmmmaie  Staie, — Side  by  side  with 
"the  future  age,"  and  characterizing  it  from  a  less 
formal  point  of  view,  the  phrase  "kingdom  of  God" 
designates  the  consummate  state,  as  it  will  exist  for 
believers  after  the  judgment.  Jesus,  while  making 
the  kingdom  a  present  reality,  yet  continues  to  speak 
of  it  in  accordance  with  its  original  eschatological 
usage  as  "the  kingdom"  which  lies  in  the  future 
(Mt  13  43;  25  34;  26  29:  Mk  9  47;  Lk  12  32; 
13  28.29;  21  31).  With  Paul  the  phrase  bears 
preponderatingly  an  eschatological  sense,  although 
occasionally  he  uses  it  of  the  present  state  of  be- 
lievers (Rom  14  17;  1  Cor  4  20;  6  9.10;  16  24. 
60;  Gal  5  21;  Eph  5  5:  Col  1  13;  4  11;  1  Thess 

2  12;  2  Thess  1  5;  2  Tim  4  1.18).  Elsewhere 
in  the  NT  the  eschatological  use  occurs  in  He  12 
28;  Jas  2  5;  2  Pet  1  11;  Rev  11  15.  The  idea 
is  universalistic,  impolitical,  which  does  not  ex- 
clude that  certain  privileges  are  spoken  of  with 
special  reference  to  Israel.  Although  the  escha- 
tological kingdom  differs  from  the  present  kingdom 
largely  in  the  fact  that  it  will  receive  an  external, 
vifflble  embodiment,  yet  this  does  not  hinder  that 
even  in  it  the  core  is  constituted  by  those  spiritual 
realities  and  relations  which  make  the  present  king- 
dom.^ Still  it  will  have  its  outward  form  as  the 
doctrine  of  the  resurrection  and  the  regenerated 
earth  plainly  show.  Hence  the  figures  in  which 
Jesus  speaks  of  it,  such  as  eating,  drinking,  reclining 
at  table,  while  not  to  be  taken,  sensually,  should 
not  on  the  other  hand  be  interpreted  allegorically, 
as  if  they  stood  for  wholly  internal  spiritual  pro- 
cesses: they  evidently  point  to,  or  at  least  include, 
outward  states  and  activities,  of  which  our  life  in 
the  senses  offers  some  analogy,  but  on  a  higher 
plane  of  which  it  is  at  present  impossible  to  form 
any  concrete  conception  or  to  speak  otherwise  than  in 
figurative  language.  Equivalent  to  "the  kingdom" 
is  "life."  But,  imlike  the  kingdom,  "life"  remains 
in  the  Synoptics  an  exclusively  eschatological  con- 
ception. It  b  objectively  conceived:  the  state  of 
blessedness  the  saints  will  exist  in;  not  subjectively 

a  potency  in  man  or  a  process  of  development 


(Mt  7  14;  18  8.9;  19  16.29;  25  46;  Mk  10  30). 
In  Jn  "life"  becomes  a  present  state,  and  in  con- 
nection with  this  the  idea  is  subjectivized,  it  be- 
comes a  process  of  growth  and  expansion.  Points 
of  contact  for  this  in  the  Synoptics  may  be  found 
in  Mt  8  22  («Lk  9  60);  Lk  16  24;  20  38. 
When  this  eschatological  hfe  is  characterized  as 
a'UhvioSy  "eternal,"  the  reference  is  not  exclusively 
to  its  eternal  duration^  but  the  word  has,  in  addi- 
tion to  this,  a  qualitative  connotation;  it  describes 
the  kind  of  Hfe  that  belongs  to  the  consummate 
state  (cf  the  use  of  the  adj.  with  other  nouns  in  this 
sense:  2  Cor  5  1;  2  Tim  2  10;  He  5  9;  9  12. 
15;  2  Pet  1  11,  and  the  unfolding  of  the  content 
of  the  idea  in  1  Pet  1  4).  With  Paul  "life"  has 
sometimes  the  same  eschatological  sense  (Rom  2  7: 
5  17;  Tit  1  2;  3  7),  but  most  often  it  is  conceived 
as  already  given  in  the  present  state,  owing  to  the 
close  association  with  the  Spirit  (Rom  6  11;  7  4.8. 
11;  8  2.6;  Gal  2  19;  6  8;  Eph  4  18).  In  its 
ultimate  analysis  the  Pauline  conception  of  "Ufe," 
as  well  as  that  of  Jesus^  is  that  of  something  depen- 
dent on  communion  with  God  (Mt  22  32=Mk  12 
27=Lk  20  38;  Rom  8  6.7;  Eph  4  18).  Another 
Pauline  conception  associated  with  the  consummate 
state  is  that  of  d6xa,  "glory."  This  glory  is  every- 
where conceived  as  a  rSQection  of  the  glory  of  God, 
and  it  is  this  that  to  the  mind  of  Paul^ves  it  reli- 
gious value,  not  the  external  radiance  in  which  it 
may  manifest  itself  as  such.  Hence  the  element 
of  "honor"  conjoined  to  it  (Rom  1  23;  2  7;  8 
21;  9  23;  1  Cor  15  43).  It  is  not  confined  to 
the  physical  sphere  (2  Cor  3  18:  4  16.17).  The 
outward  doxa  is  prized  by  Paul  as  a  vehicle  of 
revelation,  an  exponent  of  the  inward  state  of  ac- 
ceptance with  Grod.  In  ^neral  Paul  conceives  of 
the  final  state  after  a  highly  theocentric  fashion 
(1  Cor  16  28) ;  it  is  the  state  of  immediate  vision 
of  and  perfect  communion  with  God  and  Christ; 
the  future  life  alone  can  bring  the  perfected  sonsfaip 
(Rom  6  10;  8  23.29;  cf  Lk  20  36;  2  Cor  4  4; 
5  6.7.8;  18  4;  Phil  1  23;  Col  2  13;  3  3.4;  1 
Thess  4  17). 

The  scene  of  the  consummate  state  is  the  new 
heaven  and  the  new  earth,  which  are  called  into 
being  by  the  eschatological  palingenesia  "regenera- 
tion'^ (Mt  5  18;  19  28;  24  35;   1  Cor  7  31;  He 

I  12;  12  26.27;  2  Pet  8  10;  1  Jn  2  17;  Rev 
21 1,  in  which  last  passage,  however,  some  exegetes 
understand  the  city  to  be  a  svmbol  of  the  church, 
the  people  of  God) .  An  annihilation  Of  the  substance 
of  the  present  world  is  not  taught  (cf  the  com- 
parison of  the  future  world-conflagration  with  the 
Deluge  in  2  Pet  3  6).  The  central  abode  of  the 
redeemed  will  be  in  heaven,  although  the  renewed 
earth  will  remain  accessible  to  them  and  a  part  of 
the  inheritance  (Mt  6  5;  Jn  14  2.3;  Rom  8  18- 
22;  and  the  closing  visions  of  the  Apocalypse). 

X.  Thm  InternfiHaie  State. — In  regard  to  the 
state  of  the  dead,  previously  to  the  parousia  and 
the  resurrection,  the  NT  is  far  less  explicit  than 
in  its  treatment  of  what  belongs  to  general  escha- 
tologv.  The  following  points  may  here  briefly  be 
noted: 

(1)  The  state  of  death  is  frequently  represented 
as  a  "sleeping,"  just  as  the  act  of^  dying  as  a  "falling 
asleep"  (Mt  9  24;    Jn  9  4;    11  11;    1  Cor  7  39; 

II  30;  16  6.18.20.51;  1  Thess  4  13.15;  2  Pet 
3  4).  This  usage,  while  also  purely  Gr,  rests  on 
the  OT.  There  is  this  difference,  that  in  the  NT 
(already  in  the  apocr^^hal  and  pseudepigraphical 
booira)  the  conception  is  chiefly  used  with  reference 
to  the  righteous  dead,  and  has  associated  with  it  the 
thought  of  their  blessed  awaking  in  the  resurrection, 
whereas  in  the  OT  it  is  indiscriminately  applied  to 
all  the  dead  and  without  such  connotation.  With 
Paul  the  word  always  occurs  of  believers.    The 
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representation  applies  not  to  the  "soul"  or  "spirit," 
so  that  a  state  of  unconsciousness  until  the  resur- 
rection would  be  implied.  It  is  predicated  of  the 
person,  and  the  point  of  comparison  is  that  as  one 
who  sleeps  is  not  alive  to  his  surroundings,  so  the 
dead  are  no  longer  en  rapport  with  this  earthly  life. 
Whatever  may  have  been  the  original  implications 
of  the  word,  it  plainly  had  become  long  before  the 
NT  period  a  figurative  mode  of  speech^  just  as 
egeirein,  "to  wake,"  was  felt  to  be  a  figurative  desig- 
nation of  the  act  of  the  resurrection.  Because  the 
dead  are  asleep  to  our  earthly  life,  which  is  mediated 
through  the  body,  it  does  not  follow  that  the^  are 
asleep  in  every  other  relation^  asleep  to  the  life  of 
the  other  world,  that  their  spirits  are  unconscious. 
Against  the  unconsciousness  of  the  dead  cf  Lk  16 
23;  23  43;  Jn  11  25.26;  Acts  7  59;  1  Cor  16  8: 
Phil  1  23;  Rev  6  9-11;  7  9.  Some  have  held 
that  the  deep  was  for  Paul  a  euphemism  employed 
in  order  to  avoid  the  terms  "death"  and  "to  die," 
which  the  apostle  restricted  to  Christ.  1  Thess  4 
16  shows  that  this  is  unfounded. 

(2)  The  NT  speaks  of  the  departed  after  an  an- 
thropomorphic fashion  as  though  they  were  still 
possessed  of  bodily  organs  (Lk  16  23.24;  Rev  6 
11;  7  9).  That  no  inference  can  be  drawn  from 
this  in  favor  of  the  hypothesis  of  an  intermediate 
body  appears  from  the  fact  that  God  and  angels 
are  spoken  of  in  the  same  manner,  and  also  from 
passages  which  more  precisely  refer  to  the  dead  as 
^'souls,"  "spirits"  (Lk  28  46;  Acts  7  59;  He  12 
23;    1  Pet  3  19;   Rev  6  9;   20  4). 

(3)  The  NT  nowhere  encourages  the  living  to 
seek  converse  with  the  dead.  Its  representation 
of  the  dead  as  "sleeping"  with  reference  to  the 
earthly  life  cfistinctly  implies  that  such  converse 
would  be  abnormal  and  in  so  far  discountenances  it, 
without  explicitly  affirming  its  absolute  impossi- 
bility. Not  even  the  possibility  of  the  deaH  for 
their  part  taking  knowledge  of  our  earthly  life  is 
affirmed  anywhere.  He  12  1  does  not  necessarily 
represent  the  OT  saints  as  "witnesses"  of  our  race 
of  faith  in  the  sense  of  spectators  in  the  literal  sense, 
but  perhaps  in  the  figurative  sense,  that  we  ought  to 
feel,  having  in  memory  their  example,  as  if  the  ages 
of  the  past  and  their  historic  figures  were  looking 
down  upon  us  (Lk  16  29;  Acts  8  9;  18  6ff;  19 
13  ff). 

(4)  As  to  the  departed  saints  themselves,  it  is 
intimated  that  they  have  mutual  knowledge  of  one 
another  in  the  intermediate  state,  together  v/ith 
memory  of  facts  and  conditions  of  the  earthly  life 
(Lk  16  9.19-31).  Nowhere,  however,  is  it  in- 
timated that  this  interest  of  the  departed  saints  in 
our  earthly  affairs  normally  expresses  itself  in  any 
act  of  intercession,  not  even  of  intercession  spon- 
taneously proffered  on  their  part. 

(5)  The  NT  does  not  teach  that  there  is  any  possi- 
bility of  a  fundamental  change  in  moral  or  spiritual 
chcu^cter  in  the  intermediate  state.  The  doctrine 
of  a  so-called  "second  probation"  finds  in  it  no  real 
support.  The  only  passages  that  can  with  some 
semblance  of  warrant  be  appealed  to  in  this  connec- 
tion are  1  Pet  8  19-21  and  4  6.  For  the  exegesis 
of  the  former  passage,  which  is  difficult  and  much 
disputed,  cf  Spirits  in  Prison.  Here  it  may 
simply  be  noted  that  the  context  is  not  favorable 
to  the  view  that  an  extension  of  the  opportunity 
of  conversion  beyond  death  is  implied;  the  purport 
of  the  whole  passage  points  in  the  opposite  direc- 
tion, the  salvation  of  the  exceedingly  small  number 
of  eight  of  the  generation  of  Noah  being  emphasized 
(3  20).  Besides  this  it  would  be  difficult  to  under- 
stand why  this  exceptional  opportunity  should  have 
been  granted  to  this  peculiar  group  of  the  dead, 
since  the  contemporaries  of  Noah  figure  in  Scripture 
as  examples  of  extreme  wickedness.    Even  if  the 


idea  of  a  gospel-preaching  with  soteriological  pur- 
pose were  actually  found  here,  it  would  not  furnish 
an  adequate  basis  for  building  upon  it  the  broad 
hypothesis  of  a  second  probation  for  all  the  dead  in 
general  or  for  those  who  have  not  heard  the  gospel 
in  this  life.  This  latter  view  the  passage  is  esp. 
ill  fitted  to  support,  because  the  generation  of  Noah 
had  had  the  gospel  preached  to  them  before  death. 
There  is  no  intimation  that  the  transaction  spoken 
of  was  repeated  or  continued  indefinitely.  As  to 
the  second  passage  (1  Pet  4  6),  this  must  be  taken 
b^  itself  and  in  connection  with  its  own  context. 
The  assumption  that  the  sentence  "the  gospel  [was] 
preached  even  to  the  dead"  must  have  its  meaning 
determined  by  the  earlier  passage  in  8  19-21,  has 
exercised  an  unfortimate  influence  upon  the  exege- 
sis. Possibly  the  two  passages  had  no  connection 
in  the  mind  of  the  author.  For  explaining  the  ref- 
erence to  "the  dead"  the  connection  with  the  pre- 
ceding verse  is  fully  sufficient.  It  is  there  stated 
that  Christ  is  "ready  to  judge  the  living  and 
the  dead."  "The  living  and  the  dead"  are  those 
who  will  be  cdive  and  dead  at  the  parousia.  To 
both  the  gospel  was  preached,  that  Christ  might 
be  the  iudge  of  both.  But  that  the  gospel  was 
preached  to  the  latter  in  the  state  of  death  is  in 
no  way  indicated.  On  the  contrary  the  telic  clause, 
"that  thev  might  be  judged  according  to  men  in 
the  flesh,  shows  that  they  heard  the  gospel  during 
their  lifetime,  for  the  judgment  according  to  men 
in  the  flesh  that  has  befallen  them  is  the  judgment 
of  physical  death.  If  a  close  connection  between 
the  passage  in  ch  3  and  that  in  ch  4  did  exist,  this 
could  only  serve  to  commend  the  exegesis  which 
finds  in  the  earlier  passage  a  gospel-preaching  to 
the  contemporaries  of  Noah  during  their  lifetime, 
since,  on  that  view,  it  becomes  natural  to  identify 
the  judgment  in  the  flesh  with  the  Deluge. 

(6)  The  NT,  while  representing  the  state  of  the 
dead  before  the  parousia  as  definitelv  fixed,  never- 
theless does  not  identify  it,  either  in  degree  of  bless- 
edness or  punishment,  with  the  final  state  which 
follows  upon  the  resurrection.  Although  there  is 
no  warrant  for  afiirming  that  the  state  of  death  is 
regarded  as  for  believers  a  positively  painful  con- 
dition, as  has  been  mistakenly  inferred  from  1  Cor 
11  30;  1  Thess  4  13,  nevertheless  Paul  shrinks 
from  it  as  from  a  relatively  undesirable  state,  since 
it  involves  "nakedness"  for  the  soul,  which  condi- 
tion, however,  does  not  exclude  a  relatively  high 
degree  of  blessedness  in  fellowship  with  Christ 
(2  Cor  6  2-4.6.8;  Phil  1  23).  In  the  same  man- 
ner a  difference  in  the  degree  or  mode  of  punishment 
between  the  intermediate  state  and  the  age  to  come 
is  plainly  taught.  For  on  the  one  hand  the  eternal 
punishment  is  related  to  persons  in  the  body  (Mt 
10  28),  and  on  the  other  hand  it  is  assigned  to  a  dis- 
tinct place,  Gehenruif  which  is  never  named  in  con- 
nection with  the  torment  of  the  intermediate  state. 
This  term  occurs  in  Mt  6  22.29.30;  10  28=Lk  12 
5;  18  9;  28  33;  Mk  9  43.45.47:  Jas  3  6.  Its 
opposite  is  the  eschatological  kingaom  of  God  (Mk 
9  47).  The  term  dbussos  differs  from  it  in  that  it 
is  associated  with  the  torment  of  evil  spirits  (Lk 
8  31;  Rom  10  7;  Kev  9  1.2:  11  7;  20  1),  and 
in  regard  to  it  no  such  clear  cUstinction  between  a 
preliminary  and  final  punishment  seems  to  be 
drawn  (cf  also  the  vb.  tartaroiin,  "to  bind  in  Tar- 
tarus"; of  evil  spirits  in  2  Pet  2  4).  Where  the 
sphere  of  the  intermediate  state  is  locally  con- 
ceived, this  is  done  by  means  of  the  term  HadeSf 
which  is  the  equivalent  of  the  OT  She^ol.  The  pas- 
sages where  this  occurs  are  Mt  11  23;  16  18;  Lk 
16  23:  Acts  2  27.31;  1  Cor  16  65  (where  others 
read  '^death");  Rev  1  18;  6  8;  20  13.14).  These 
passages  should  not  be  interpreted  on  the  basis  of 
the  Or  classical  usage,  but  in  the  light  of  the  OT 


death  (Mt  16  18;  poeaibly  AcU  3  27.31;  1  Cor 
IS  55  [personified];  Rev  1  18;  6  S  [peraonifiedj; 
20  13  [personified]).  The  only  passage  where  the 
conception  ie  local  is  Lk  16  23,  and  this  occurs  in 
a  parable,  where  aside  from  the  central  point  in 
comparison,  no  purpose  to  impart  topagraphical 
knowledge  concerning  the  world  beyond  death  can 
be  assumed,  but  the  imagery  is  simply  that  which 
was  popularly  current.  But,  even  if  the  doctrine  of 
Hadea  as  a  place  distinct  from  Gehenna  should  be 
found  here,  the  terms  in  which  it  la  spoken  of,  as  a 
place  of  torment  for  Dives,  prove  that  the  con- 
ception is  not  that  of  a  general  abode  of  neutral 
character,  where  without  blessedneas  or  pain  the 
dead  as  a  ioinlHKtmpany  await  the  last  judgment, 
which  would  first  assign  them  to  their  separate 
eternal  habitations.  The  parable  plainly  teaches, 
whether  Hades  be  local  and  distinct  from  Gehenna 
or  not,  that  the  differentiation  between  blessedness 
and  punishment  in  its  absolute  character  (ver  26) 
is  begun  in  it  and  does  not  first  originate  at  the 
judgment  (see  further,  Hades). 

LiTEB*TURB. — Besidee  the  arts,  on  the  aeveral  topics 
In  the  Bible  DIcUonarleB  iud  Id  Cremer's  Lexicaa  of  NT 
Gt,  KDd  the  corresponding  cbs  In  the  handbooks  on  NT 
TneolDgy.  the  tollowliiB  works  uid  nrta.  may  be  consulted : 
BouaseC,  Dit  Rtliaion  d«(  JudtntKitmi\  1906.  eep.  233- 
34S;   Id.  Dct  Anlichriit  in  dir  Utbtrlic/trunadti  Judin- 


KablBch,  EKkaloU 

Kennedy.  St.  Paal'it 
KUefoth,  Chrir--'- 


b tariff   dti   Paviin 


luthc 


1886:_  K10i>per.  -Zur 
SiavEewB 


Inhiscoinni.onaCor):  KOatUn, -Die  Lehre  dea  AposMls 
Paulus  voD  der  Aulerstehung, "  JDT.  IST7:  LuthardC. 
Lihri  ion  dtn  Utzien  Oinein'.  18SS:  Muirhead.  Tte  Ei- 
chatoioei/  oJ_  JcuM,  1004;  Oesterley,  Thi  DocO-irtt  a/ 
Ikt  Lail  TAinirt,  igos;  PhlUppi.  Dii  bibliichi  und 
kirehliche  Lchrt  tern  AnfieAnil,  1S7T;  Rlnck.  Vom  Zu- 
Handenachdtm  rode.  ISSS:  Raitaoaa.TKiChTitlianDae- 
trini  of  ImmoTlahly',  1901;  Schwallv.  Dai  Lebin  nack 
~    •>,  18B2;    ShumaD.  The  TiaMng  of  Jr-tu  about 


IhtFt 


ulura  Arcordins  Id  thu  S^najilic  Ooipclt,  II 

'Zur  PaullnlechenEschatologle."  JDT,  I: 


9   Paulin 
una  uirtcnt,  1896:     vmz.jae 
bit    Akiba.    1003:    Waltz,   " 
1883;  WeMel,  'Ueber  2  Koi 
Dit Bteriffc Fli  ■     ■        ■"      ■ 


KorS  1-4,"   JPT, 

.     SK.  1880:  Wendt, 

.d  OeiU  I'm  bibliichm  SpracAgibraucA. 

Geebhardub  Vos 
ESCHEW,  CB-choo'  (y/0,  fur;  tKuklvm,  ekklitiB): 
Only  4  t  in  AV  (Job  1  1,8;   2  3;    1  Pet  3  II),   in 
all  of  which  ARV  renders  by  the  appropriate  form 
of  "turn  away  from." 

ESDRAELOH,  e»<lrS-e'Ion,  PLAIN  OF  (^«riT\ 
yigr^'e'l;    in   Apoc   the   name   varies:    'EirSprt^div, 

EidrelOn,  'Eo-BpaiiXAv,  Emimeldn,  'Eo-- 
1.  Tbe  GpTl^^d  EadreUlm,  'Eo-pigXiiv,  EsrelOn, 

nune  'Sa-puxAv,  EsrechSn):  The  Or  name  of 

the  great  plain  in  Central  Pal  (Jth  S  9; 
T  3.  etc).  It  is  known  in  Scripture  by  the  Heb  name 
"vaUeyot  Jeareel"  (Josh  17  16;  Jgs  6  33,  dtc).  It 
is  called  'emelf  in  Jgs  B  15,  which  properly  denotes 
"a  depreasioQ,"  or  "deepening,"  and  is  used  more 
commonly  of  the  vale  running  eastward  between 
Gilboa  and  Little  Hermon.  BUf'Sk  is  the  term  usually 
employed  (2  Ch  36  22,  etc),  which  accurately  de- 
scribee it,  "an  opening/*  a  level  space  surrounded 

by  hills.  The  modem  name  is  Merj 
S.  Position  ^  ^Amr,  "meadow  of  the  son  of 
ind  De-  Amr."  It  lies  between  Gilboa  and 
scription       Little  Hermon  on  the  E.,  and  Mt.  Car- 

roel  on  the  W.  It  is  inclosed  by  ir- 
regular lines  drawn  from  the  latter  along  the  base 


of  the  foothills  of  Nazareth  to  Tabor;  from  Tabor, 

skirting  little  Hermon  and  Gilboa  to  Jenln,  and 
from  Jenln  along  the  N.  edge  of  the  Samaritau 
uplands  to  Carmel.  These  sides  of  the  triangle  are, 
respectively,  about  15,  15  and  20  miles  in  length, 
N.  of  Jenln  a  bay  of  the  plain  HWeepa  eastward, 
hugging  the  foot  of  Mt,  Gilboa.  An  onshoot  pass^ 
down  to  the  Jordan  valley  between  Gilboa  and 
Little  Hermon;  and  another  cuts  off  the  latter  hill 
from  Tabor,  The  average  elevation  of  the  plain  is 
200  ft.  above  the  level  of  the  Mediterranean.  The 
Vale  of  Jezreel  between  Zer'ln  and  BeisUn,  a  dts- 


valley.  The  chief  springs  supplying  water  for  the 
plain  are  those  at  Jenln  and  at  Megiddo,  The 
former  are  the  most  copious,  and  are  used  to  create 
a  "paradise"  on  the  edge  of  the  plain.  Those  at 
M^ddo  drive  mills  and  serve  for  irrigation,  besides 
forming  extensive  marshes.  The  springa  near 
Zer'in,  three  in  number,  'Ain  Jaliid,  possibly  iden- 
tical with  the  well  of  Harod,  being  the  most  copious, 
send  their  waters  down  the  vale  to  the  Jordan,  The 
streams  from  the  surrounding  heights  are  gathered 
in  the  bed  of  the  Kishon,  a  great  trench  which  zig- 
zags  through  the  plain,  carrying  the  water  throu^ 
the  gorge  at  Carmel  to  the  sea.  For  the  most  of  its 
course  this  alu^dsh  stream  is  too  low  to  be  available 
for  irri^tion.  TTie  deep,  rich  soil,  however,  retains 
the  moisture  from  the  winter  rains  until  far  on  in  the 

Sar,  the  surface  only,  where  uncovered  by  crops, 
ing  baked  to  brick  in  the  sun.  When  winter  sets 
in  it  quickly  absorbs  the  rain,  great  breadths  being 
turned  to  soft  mud.  This  probably  happened  in 
the  battle  with  Sisera:  the  northern  cavalry,  floun- 
dering in  the  morass,  would  be  an  easy  prey  to  the 
active,  lightly  armed  foot-eoldiers.  The  fertility 
of  the  plain  is  eittraordinary:  hardly  anywhere  can 
the  toil  of  the  husbandman  find  a  greater  reward. 
The  present  writer  has  ridden  through  crops  of 
grain  there,  when  from  his  seat  on  the  sadtfle  he 
could  no  more  than  see  over  the  tops  of  the  stalks- 
Trees  do  not  flourish  in  the  plain  itself,  but  on  its 
borders,  e.g.  at  Jenln,  the  palm,  the  olive  and  other 


"Gideon's  Fountain"  in  the  Plain  of 

This  wide  opening  among  the  mountains  played 
a  great  part  in  the  history  of  the  land.    This  was 

due  to  the  important  avenues  of  com- 
3.  Part  munication  between   N.   and   8.   that 

Played  In  lay  across  its  ample  breadths.  The 
History  narrow  pass  between  the  promontory 

of  Carmel  and  the  sea  was  not  suit- 
able for  the  transport  of  great  armies:    the  safer 
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roads  over  the  plain  were  usually  followed.  So  it 
happened  that  nere  opposing  hosts  often  met  in 
deaoly  strife.  EDardly  an  equal  area  of  earth  can  so 
often  have  been  drenched  with  the  blood  of  men. 
No  doubt  many  conflicts  were  waged  here  in  far- 
off  times  of  which  no  record  remains.  The  first 
battle  foudbt  in  the  plain  known  to  history  was  that 
in  which  Sisera's  host  was  overthrown  (Jgs  5  20). 
The  children  of  the  East  were  surprised  and  routed 
b^  Gideon's  300  chosen  men  in  the  stretches  N.  of 
ZerHn  (Jgs  7).  Near  the  same  place  the  great 
battle  with  the  Philis  was  fought  in  which  Sauland 
his  sons,  worsted  in  the  plain,  retired  to  perish  on 
the  heights  of  Gilboa  (1  S  81).  In  the  bed  of  the 
Kjshon  at  the  foot  of  Carmel  Elijah  slaughtered  the 
servants  of  Baal  (1  K  18  40).  Dark  memories 
of  the  destruction  of  Ahab's  house  by  the  furiously 
driving  Jehu  linger  round  Jezreel.  Ahaziah,  fleeing 
from  the  avenger  across  Uie  plain,  was  overtaken 
and  cut  down  at  Megiddo  (2  K  9).  In  the  vale 
by  Megiddo  Josiah  sought  to  stay  the  northward 
march  of  Pharaoh-necoh,  and  himself  fell  wounded 
to  death  (2  K  28  30;  2  Ch  85  20  ff).  The  army  of 
Holof  ernes  is  represented  as  spreading  out  over  all  the 
southern  reaches  of  the  plain  (Jth  7  18.19).  Much 
of  the  fighting  during  the  wars  of  the  Jews  transpired 
within  the  circle  of  these  hills.  It  is  not  unnatural 
that  the  inspired  seer  should  place  the  scene  of  war  in 
''the  great  oay  of  God''  in  the  region  so  often  colored 
crinu9on  in  the  history  of  his  people — the  place  called 
in  the Heb  tongue  "Har-Magedon"  (Rev  16  14.16). 

Esdraelon  lay  within  the  lot  of  Issachar  (Josh  19 
17).  The  Canaanite  inhabitants  were  formidable 
with  their  chariots  of  iron  (17  16.18).  The  tribe 
does  not  appear  to  have  prosecuted  the  conquest 
with  vigor.  Issachar  seems  to  have  resumed  the 
tent  life  (Dt  88  18),  and  ignobly  to  have  secured 
enjoyment  of  the  good  things  in  the  land  by  stoop- 
ingto  "taskwork'^ (Gen  49  14 f). 

Through  many  centuries  the  plain  was  subject 
to  raids  by  the  Arabs  from  the  E.  of  the  Jordan. 
The  approach  was  open  and  easy,  and 
4.  Arab  the  rich  breadths  of  pasture  irresistibly 
Raids  attracted  these   great  flock   masters. 

The  Romans  introduced  some  order  and 
securitv;  but  with  the  passing  of  the  eastern  empire 
the  old  conditions  resumed  sway,  and  until  com- 
paratively recent  times  the  alarm  oi  an  Arab  invasion 
was  by  no  means  infrequent. 

The  railway  connecting  Haifa  with  Damascus  and 
Mecca  crosses  the  plain,  and  enters  the  Jordan  valley 
near  Beisdn.  W.  Ewinq 

ESDRAS,  ez'dras,  es'dras,  THE  FIRST  BOOK 
OF: 

1.  Nune 

2.  Oontenta 

3.  Relation  to  Gh,  Ezr.  Neh 

4.  Versions 

6.  Date  and  Authorship 

LXTSBATUBB 

In  some  of  the  Gr  uncials  (B,  etc)  of  the  LXX 
the  book  is  called  'Eadpat  A,  JSadras  A  (or  llp&rov^ 

Proton) ;  so  in  the  editions  of  Fritzsche, 
1.  Name       Tischendorf,  Nestle  and  Swete.    It  is 

absent  from  Ckxi  Sin  (X)  and  in  A 
its  name  is  '0  'lepctJt,  Ho  Hieretia^The  Priest,  i.e. 
Ezra,  who  is  emphatically  tfie  priest.  It  is  also  called 
1  Esd  in  the  old  Lat  and  Syr  VSS,  as  well  as  in  the 
Eng.,  Welsh  and  other  modem  tr*.  In  the  Eng.  and 
other  Protestant  Bibles  which  generally  print  the 
Apoc  apart,  this  book  stands  first  in  the  Apoc  under 
the  influence  partly  of  its  name,  and  in  part  on  account 
of  its  contents,  as  it  seemed  a  suitable  link  between 
the  canonical  and  the  apociyphal  writings.  The 
Ekig.  2  Esd  is  the  apocalyptic  Esd  and  stands  imme- 
diately after  the  Eng.  and  Gr  1  Esd.  The  Vulg. 
following  Jerome's  version,  gave  the   names  1,  2 


and  3  Esd  to  our  Ezr,  Neh,  and  1  Esd,  respectively, 
and  in  editions  of  the  Vulg  down  to  that  of  Pope 
Sixtus  (d.  1590)  these  three  books  appear  in  that 
order.  The  name  3  Esd  is,  therefore,  that  current 
in  the  Roman  church,  and  it  has  the  sanction  of  the 
6th  article  oF  the  Anglican  Creed  and  of  Miles  Cover- 
dale  who  in  his  tr  follows  the  Vulg  in  naming  the 
canonical  Ezr,  Neh  and  the  apocryphal  1  Esd,  1,  2 
and  3  Esd,  respectively.  Other  reformers  adhered 
to  these  titles.  In  Fritzsche's  commentary  on  the 
Apoc  3  Esd  is  preferred  and  he  treats  this  book 
firat.  In  Kautzsch's  Ger.  ed  of  the  Apoc  and  in  most 
recent  Ger.  works  the  Lat  designation  3  is  revived. 
The  Eng.  conmientators  Bissell  (Lanse)  and  Wace 
{Speaker 8  Comm.)  follow  the  custom  of  the  Bible  and 
speak  of  1  Esd,  placing  the  book  first  in  the  collec- 
tion, and  this  is  the  prevailing  custom  among  Eng. 
Protestant  theolodans.  The  name  2  Esd  has  also 
been  given  to  this  oook,  the  canonical  Ezr  and  Neh 
beiug  then  counted  as  one — 1  Esd.  See  Origen 
quoted  by  HE,  V,  25;  Zunz,  Der  GoUesdienat, 
VortrSge  Berlin,  1832,  15. 

With  the  exception  of  8  1 — 6  6 — ^the  incident  of 
the  royal  banquet  and  the  contest  for  a  prize  of  the 

three  ^oung  men — the  present  books 
2.  Contents  agree  m  everything  essential,  down  to 

the  minutest  detaus,  with  the  canoni- 
cal Ezr  and  part  of  2  Ch  and  Neh.  Before  discuss- 
ing the  relation  between  1  Esd  and  the  Bib.  books 
named  (see  next  section),  it  will  be  advantageous 
to  give  an  outline  of  the  book  now  specially  under 
consideration,  with  reference  to  the  ||  passages  in 
the  corresponding  parts  of  the  Canon.  It  will  be 
seen  that  practicaJly  the  whole  of  Ezr  is  concerned, 
and  for  explanations  of  the  parts  common  to  this 
book  and  to  Neh  reference  may  be  made  to  the 
Ceniury  Bible  Commentary  on  Ezr,  Neh,  and  Est. 

1.  Gh  1  -*2  Gh  86  1 — -86  21  and  may  be  analysed  thus: 

1  1-20  -2  Gh  86  1-19:  Josiah's  great  Passover. 

1  21  f  has  no  exact  parallel. 

1  23-31-2  Oh  86  20-27:  The  death  of  Josiah. 
This  took  place  on  the  battlefield  at  Megiddo  ac- 
cording to  2  K  28  29.  but  1  Esd  1  31  and  2  Ch 
86  24  say  he  died  at  Jems. 

1  32-68-2  Ch  86  1-21.  closing  years  of  the 
monarchy  followed  by  the  exile  in  Babylon. 

2.  2  1-16 -Ezr  1  1-11:  The  return  from  Babylon 
through  the  edict  of  Gyrus. 

3.  2  16-26 -Ezr  4  7-24;  Certain  Pers  oflldals  in 
Samaria  induced  King  Artaxerxes  I  (d.  424  BC) 
to  stop  the  work  of  rebuilding  the  temple,  which  is 
not  resumed  until  the  second  year  of  the  reign  of 
Darius  Hystaspis  (619  BC). 

4.  8  1 — 6  6  has  no  II  in  any  part  of  the  OT. 

King  Darius  (Hystaspis?)  makes  a  great  feast, 
after  which  he  returns  to  his  bedchamber  but 
finds  sleeping  very  difficult.  Three  young  men 
belonging  to  his  bodyguard  resolve  each  to  make 
a  sentence  to  be  written  down  and  placed  under  the 
kine's  pillow,  so  that  upon  rising  from  his  bed  he 
mi^t  near  the  three  sayings  resid  to  him.  The 
question  which  each  one  seeks  to  answer  is,  What 
in  this  world  is  strongest?  The  first  says  it  is 
"wine,"  the  second,  that  it  is  "the  king."  The 
reply  of  the  third  is  "woman,  though  strongjest 
of  all  is  truth"  (from  this  arose  the  Lat  saying 
Magna  est  Veritas  et  prevaUibit).  The  third  is  de- 
clared the  best,  and  as  a  reward  the  king  ofifers  him 
whatever  he  might  wish.  This  youDg  man  hap- 
pened to  be  Zerubbabel  (Zorobabel),  and  the  request 
that  he  makes  is  that  King  Darius  might  perform 
the  vow  which  he  made  on  coming  to  the  throne  to 
rebuild  Jems  and  its  temple  and  to  restore  the 
sacred  vessels  removed  to  Babylon.  This  request 
is  at  once  granted,  and  there  follows  an  account  of 
the  home-coming  of  Jews  exiled  in  Babylon  and  the 
protection  accorded  them  by  the  Pers  government 
similar  to  what  we  read  of  in  ch  1  as  taking  place  in 
the  reign  of  Cyrus.  But  many  things  in  this  narra- 
tive are  striking  and  indeed  odd.    Zerubbabel  is 
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called  a  young  man.  Among  those  mentioned  in 
5  5  Zerubbabel  is  not  named,  though  his  son 
Joakim  is.  In  the  very  next  verse  (6  6)  this  Joakim 
is  identified  with  the  young  man  (Zerubbabel)  who 
won  the  king's  prize  for  writing  the  wisest  sentence, 
though  the  sense  is  not  ouite  clear;  perhaps  Zerub- 
babel is  meant  in  ver  o.  Fritzsche  argues  that 
Joakim  can  alone  be  meant.  This  whole  episode 
stands  in  no  organic  connection  with  the  rest  of 
1  Esd,  and  if  it  is  omitted  the  narrative  is  contin- 
uous. Besides  this  the  accoimt  ^ven  of  the  return 
from  Babylon  contradicts  what  is  said  in  ch  1  and 
the  corresponding  part  of  Ezr.  We  must  regard 
3  1 — 6  6  as  a  Jewish  haggada  which  at  an  early  time 
was  written  in  the  margin  as  supplying  illus- 
trative matter  and  then  got  incorporated  into  th6 
text.  Nevertheless  from  a  literary  point  of  view 
this  part  of  the  book  is  the  gem  of  the  whole. 

6.  6  7-73  -Ezr  S— 4  1-5:  The  names  of  those  who 
returned  with  number  of  animals  (horses,  etc) 
(6  7-43) :  altar  of  burnt  offering  erected  (ver  48) ; 
sacriflces  offered  on  it  (ver  50).  Foundation  of 
the  temple  laid  (vs  66  f).  The  Jews  refuse  the 
offer  of  the  Sam  party  to  help  in  the  rebuilding 
of  the  temple,  with  the  result  that  this  party  had 
the  work  stopped  (vs  60-73).  Ezr  4  &-24  finds 
its  I'  in  1  Esd  2  16-30  (see  above).  1  Esd  2  30 
and  6  73  are  evidently  duplicates. 

6.  6  1—7  16  -Ezr  5  1—6  22:  Buildinff  of  the  temple 
resumed  through  the  preaching  of  Haggai  and 
Zechariah  (6  If).  Pers  officials  unsuccessfully 
oppose  the  work  (vs  8-34)  which  is  soon  completed, 
the  temple  being  then  dedicated  (7  1-11).  Ob- 
servance of  the  Passover  (vs  12-15). 

Between  chs  7  and  8  there  is  an  interval  of  some 
60  years,  for  ch  8  begins  with  the  arrival  of  Ezra 
(458  BC). 

7.  S  1-67 -Ezr  7  1 — 8  86:  Journey  of  Ezra  and  his 
party  from  Babylon  to  Jems  beuins  letters  of 
authority  from  King  Artaxerzes  I  (a.  424  BC) 
(8  1-27);  list  of  those  who  return  (vs  28-40); 
gathering  together  of  the  party  by  the  river  Ahava; 
incidents  of  the  Journey;  the  arrival  (ver  41). 

8.  8  68-90  -Ezr  9:  Ezra's  grief  on  hearing  of  the 
marriage  of  some  Jews  with  foreign  wives  (vs  68- 
73).    His  confession  and  prayer  (vs  74-90). 

9.  8  91 — 9  36  -Ezr  10:  The  means  used  to  end 
the  mixed  marriages;  lists  of  the  men  (priests  and 
others)  who  had  married  strange  wives. 

10.  9  37-55  -Neh  jr  732^—8  12:  The  reforms  of 
Ezra.  In  the  Canonical  Scriptures  Neh  7  736 — 
10  gives  the  history  of  Ezra,  not  that  of  Nehemlah — 
the  two  never  labored  or  lived  together  at  Jems. 
(The  name  Nehemlah  in  Neh  8  9  and  10  1  is 
an  evident  interpolation.)  In  1  Bsd  Nehemlah  is 
not  once  mentioned  in  this  section.  In  9  49 
(!l  Neh  8  9)"Attharates"isthewordused.andasa 

S roper  name  (see  1  Esd  6  40.  "Nehemlah  and 
Lttharates").  The  majority  of  modem  scholars 
assign  this  section  to  Ezra,  adding  it  to  Ezr  10» 
or  Incorporating  it  into  the  Ezra  narrative.  So 
Ewald.  Wellhausen,  Schrader.  Klostermann.  Bau- 
dlssin,  Budde  and  Rvssel.  The  present  writer  de- 
fends this  view  in  the  Century  Bible  in  Ezr-Neh- 
Bst,  242  f .  In  this  case  1  Esd  borrows  from  Ch 
and  Ezr  alone  and  not  from  Neh.  It  should  be 
remembered  however  that  Ezr-Neh  formed  origi- 
nally but  one  book.  Some  will  say  that  Ch  pre- 
ceded Ezr-Neh  as  a  single  book,  but  for  this  there 
is  no  evidence  (see  Century  Bible,  4).  The  last 
verse  of  1  Esd  in  all  MSS  ends  in  the  middle  of  a 
sentence:  "And  they  assembled  .  .  .  ."  show- 
ing that  the  clodng  part  of  the  book  has  been  lost. 
The  present  writer  suggests  that  the  missing  part 
is  Neh  8  13 — 10>  which  oegins.  "And  on  the  second 
day  were  gathered  together  [assembled]  the  heads 
of  lathers'  houses."  etc,  the  same  verb  being  used 
in  the  LXX  Gr  of  both  passages  with  a  very  slight 
difference  (tirurvy^X^<'''^''i  epiauniehthiaan,  and  <n>viix- 
Biicay,  aunic?Uhiaan,  in  Ezr  and  Esd  respectively). 

Since  Neh  7  73&— 8  12  belongs  to  the  Book  of 
Ezr  (see  above)  describing  the  work  of  Ezra,  not 

that  of  Nehemiah.  the  contents  of  1 
8.  The  Esd  are  ||  with  those  of  Ezra  alone 

Relation  with  the  exception  of  ch  1  which  agrees 
Between  with  2  Ch  36  1—36  21.  Various  ex- 
1  Esd  and  planations  have  been  offered,  the 
Ch,  Ezr,  following  being  the  principal:  (1)  that 
Ndi  1  Esd  is  a  compilation  based  on  the 

LXX  of  Ch,  Ezr  and  Neh:  so  Keil, 
Bissell  and  formerly  Schtirer  (GJV,  II,  ii,  179  f; 


Herzog*,  I,  496);  the  arguments  for  this  opinion 
are  well  marshaled  bv  Bissell  in  his  Comtn,  on  the 
Apoc  (Lange);  (2)  that  1  Esd  is  an  independent 
Gr  tr  from  a  now  lost  Heb  (or  Aram.)  origin  in 
many  respects  superior  to  our  MX:  so  Whiston, 
Pohknann,  Herzf eld,  Fritzsche.  Ginsburg,  Qiesme, 
Thackeray,  Nestle,  Howarth,  Torrey  and  Bertholet. 
Most  of  these  writers  hold  that  the  original  1  Esd 
included  the  whole  of  Ch,  Ezr  and  Neh;  (3)  the 
bulk  of  those  who  support  view  2  argue  that  the 
original  1  Esd  formed  the  real  LXX  version  of  Ch, 
Ezr  and  Neh,  what  exists  in  our  present  LXX  being 
another  Gr  tr,  probably  by  Theodotion  (fl.  about 
150  AD),  just  as  we  now  know  that  what  up  to 
1772  (the  date  of  the  publication  in  Rome  or  the 
Codex  Chisianus)  was  considered  as  the  LXX  of 
Dnl  is  really  Theodotion's  version.  Howarth  (see 
arts,  in  the  Academy,  1893;  PSBA,  XXIX,  etc), 
and  Torrey  {Ezra  Studies)  stoutlv  champion  this 
view.  The  evidence  offered  is  of  two  kmds,  ex- 
ternal and  internal: 

(1)  External  evidence, — (a)  Jos  uses  this  version 
as  his  source  for  the  period,  though  for  other  OT 
books  he  follows  the  LaX.  (6)  In  the  foreword  to 
the  Syr  version  of  1  Esd  in  Walton's  Polyglot  it  is 
said  that  this  version  follows  the  LXX,  which  surely 
counts  for  nothing  since  copies  of  the  LXX  known 
to  us  contain  both  1  Esd  and  the  Gr  tr  reckoned  up 
to  recently  as  the  true  LXX.  (c)  Howarth  main- 
tains, but  without  proof,  that  in  Origen's  Hezapla, 
1  Esq  takes  the  place  of  our  LXX  version,  and  that 
the  same  is  true  of  the  Vitue  I  tola, 

(2)  Internal  eindence,—(a)  It  is  said  by  Dr.  Gwyn, 
Thackeray  and  Howarth  that  the  Gr  of  the  true 
LXX  of  Dnl  and  that  of  1  Esd  are  very  similar  in 
character,  which  however  only  goes  to  prove  that 
one  man  tr^  both,  (b)  Howarth  holds  that  the  Gr 
of  Dnl  and  Ezr  in  the  orthodox  LXX  version  is  very 
literal,  as  was  aU  Theodotion's  tr  work.  But  such 
statements  have  to  be  received  with  very  sreat 
caution,  as  in  judging  of  style  so  much  depend  on 
the  personal  equation,  llie  present  writer  has 
compared  carefiuly  parts  ascribed  with  confidence 
to  Theodotion  and  the  LXX  without  reaching  the 
above  conclusions.  At  the  most  the  matter  has  not 
been  set  at  rest  by  any  facts  or  reasoning  as  yet 
supplied.  It  must  be  admitted  that  1  Esd  and  Jos 
preserve  the  true  sequence  of  the  events  chronicled 
m  Neh  7  736—10,  the  MT  and  the  Gr  version 
based  on  it  having  gone  wrong  at  this  point,  prob- 
ably through  the  mixing  of  fieb  skins  or  leaves. 
Those  who  see  in  1  Esd  the  true  LXX  agree  almost 
to  a  man  that  1  Esd  8  1—^  6  is  a  late  interpreta- 
tion, never  having  had  a  Heb  original.  Tliis  may 
account  in  a  large  degree  for  the  vigor  and  elegance 
of  the  Gr.  Howarth,  however,  parts  company  with 
his  friends  Torrey,  Bertholet,  etc,  by  arguing  stren- 
uously for  this  part.  (See  more  fully  in  Century 
BibU,Ezr,  etc,  27  ff.) 

1  Esd  exists  in  the  following  ancient  VSS  in  ad- 
dition to  the  Gr  text  which  may  or  may  not  be  a 

tr  (see  3  above) : 
4.  Versions      (1)  Latin:  (a)  Jerome;  (6)  Vulgate. 

(2)  Syriac:  (a)  The  Pesh,  given 
in  Walton's  Polyglot  and  with  a  critically  revised 
text  by  Lagarde  (Libri  Veteris  Testamenli  Apocry^ 
pha  Syriace,  1861);  (6)  The  Hexaplar  Syr  version. 
For  details  of  MSS,  etc,  see  "Literature"  below. 

Nothing  is  known  or  can  be  conjectured  as  to  the 
author  or  translator  of  1  Esd,  nor  can  anything  be 

positively  affirmed  as  to  the  date.  If 
6.  Date  and  the  work  be  the  genuine  LXX  text 
Authorship    this  would  give  it  an  earlier  origin  than 

the  view  which  miJces  it  depend  on  the 
LXX.  But  this  is  to  say  but  httle.  As  Jos  (d.  95 
AD)  used  this  book  it  must  have  been  written  some 
years  before  he  wrote  his  history  (say  67  AD).    We 


le  time  before  the 

Ln:f^iiii(UK   ui    itui    i?ia.      .uwaiu,  uCk  OCCOUIkt  of  SOVUe 

resemblances  to  the  eorUest  of  the  Sibylline  Books, 
■  dates  1  Esd  about  190  BC.  But  admitting  depend- 
ence in  this  matter — which  is  doubtful — it  ie  im- 
poflsible  to  say  which  is  dependent  and  which  is  inde- 
pendent  in  such  cases. 

LiTiBATDHE. — The  most  Important  books  have  been 

named  at  tbe  end  of  the  general  art.  □□  Afhocrtph* 

(q.T.l.     Recent  eorlributtona  by  Howarth  wid  Tarroy 

nave  been  mentioned  la  tbe  course  of  the  loresolng  article. 

T.  WiTTON  Davieb 

ESDRA5,  FOUKTH  BOOK  OF.     See  Apoca- 

LTPnC  LlTERATITRB,  11,  i,  5. 


ESDRAS,  THE    SECOND  (FOURTH)  BOOK 
OF,  or  The  Apocalyptic  Esdras: 


This  book  was  not  received  by  the  Council  of 
Trent  as  canonical,  nor  ha«  it  ever  been  acknowl- 
edged as  such  by  the  Anglican  church. 

The  book  ia  not  found  in  the  LXX  and  no  com- 
plete copy  of  the  Gr  text  is  known,  though  at  one 
time  it  did  exist.  The  oldest  extant 
1,  ITame  name  is  "TTie  Prophet  Ezra"  C^^l™' 
i  xpo^^utj  Sidraa  ho  provhiles;  see 
Clem.  Ales.,  Strom.,  iii.l6):  It  has  been  often 
called  the  Lat  Eed  because  it  erists  more  completely 
in  that  language;  cf  the  name  Gr  Esd  for  1  Esd. 

3  Esd  is  the  designation  in  old  editions  of  the  Vulg, 
1  Efld  being  Ezr  and  Neh,  2  FM  denoting  what  in 
Eng,  is  called  1  Red.  But  in  editions  of  tbe  Vulg 
later  than  the  Council  of  Trent,  and  also  in  Walton's 
Polyglot,  Ezr  is  called  1  Esd  Neh  2  Esd,  I  Esd- 
3  Esd,  the  present  book  (the  Lat  Esd)  being  known 
as  4  Esd.  In  authorized  copies  of  the  Vulg,  i.e.  in 
those  commonly  used,  this  book  is  lacking.  On  ac- 
count of  its  contents,  Wcstcott,  following  the  example 
of  AnastasiUB  SinaitA  (bishop  of  Antioch  from  '"'* 


rior  work  with  this  title  the  present  writer  suggests 
the  name  "The  Apocalyptic  Esdras,"  Of  all  the 
Jewish  apocalypses  this  is  the  eubUmeet  and  most 
pleading;  see  Apocalyptic  Literature,  II,  i,  6. 

The  original  work  consists  of  chs  S-U,  chs  If 
and  IG  t  being  late  additions.  The  entire  book  of 
16  chapters  exists  in  the  Lat  version 
3.  Contents  only,  the  other  V8S  contwning  chs  8- 
Uonly.  Tbereal2d  (apocalyptic) Eed, 
consiating  of  chs  3-14,  is  made  up  of  7  vimons  given 
to  Ezra  in  exile  30  yeara  after  the  destruction  of 
Jerus  by  the  Babylonians.  The  drift  of  these  visions 
is.  How  can  a  just  and  loving  God  allow  His  own 
people  to  suffer  so  much?  The  problem  thue  raised 
18  fully  and  beautifully  dealt  with.  For  lack  of  space 
the  present  writer  must  refer  for  a  fuller  analysis  to 
the  art.  Apocaltptic  Literature,  I.  6,  and  the 
ht.  there  cited.  For  chs  1  ff  and  16  ff  see  under 
Esdras  5  and  6. 

Though  no  complete  teit  even  of  Chs  3-14   hM  sur- 
vived, a  careful  examination  of  tbe  Lat  shows  that  It  hu 
heeu  made  from  a  Gr  original,     (l)  Some 
3.  Original    1''"^*^^.'''?''?,°'''^'*  J,^'*^'?  *thl 

I'^'ME"***       Apos  Const.      (2)  The  order  of  the  twelve 
__  propbeU  In  1  30  f  foJlows  that  In  the  LXX, 

{31  The  Lat  venfon  bears  throughout  clear  tracea  of  Or 
Idiom,  Thua  the  sen.  Is  used  with  the  compvaUve 
(6  3;  11  29):  we  l^ve  the  Ren,  (not  abl.)  abeotute  in 
10  9.  the  double  negative  and  the  use  of  de  (Gr  iti)  aad 
ti  (Gr  ti)  with  the  gen.  In  various  parte.  But  there  are 
cosent  reaaons  for  concluding  that  the  Or  version  Im- 


plied In  the  Lat  liseK  implies  a  Heb  original,  and  the 

Kiof  Is  similar  (o  that  of  a  Gr  version  as  tlie  basis  of  the 
t,     iQ  the  Or  there  arc  Idioms  wUeh  are  Heb,  not  Or, 


Srophotical  n _._  .._, ._ 
e  mediaeval  Roman  church  Is  vouched  tot 
by  the  fact  that  It  has  reached  us  In  a  number  of  well- 
kDOwn  M.SS  at  the  Scriptures,  and  that  It  was  added  to 
the  authorized  Vulg  as  an  appendix. 

Two  mjun  views  may  briefly  be  noted:  (1)  That 
of  Kabisch  iDaa  vierle  Buck  E»ra,  1889)  who  holds 

that  the  editor  of  the  book  freely  used 
B.  Origin  of  a  goodlv  number  of  sources,  aubtract- 
the  Book        ing,    adding  and  alteriug  to  suit  his 

purpose.  He  givea  a  list  of  probable 
sources.  R.  H.  Charlffl  (Enc  Brit,  X,  107)  is  in- 
chned  to  adopt  this  analysis,  (2)  Gunkel  Goc,  cit.) 
maintains  and  tries  to  prove  that  the  book  is  the 
production  of  a  single  writer.  Yet  he  admits  that 
the  book  contains  a  large  number  of  inconaistenciee 
which  he  explains  by  assuming  that  the  editor  made 
free  use  of  oral  and  written  traditions.  The  two 
views  do  not  therefore  stand  very  far  apart,  for  both 
take  for  granted  that  several  sources  have  been  used. 
It  is  simply  a  question  of  more  or  lees. 

Wdlhausen  is  probably  right  in  saying  that  tbe 
author  of  2  (4)  Esd  bad  before  him  the  Apoc  of 
Bar,  written  under  the  impression  awakened  E>y  the 
destruction  of  Jerus  in  71  AD. 

The  opinion  of  the  best  modem  scholars  ia  that 
the  book  was  written  somewhere  in  the  East  in  the 

last  decade  of  the  Ist  cent,  of  our  era. 
6.  Date        This  conclusion  rests  mainly  on  the 

most  likely  interpretation  of  the  vinon 
of  the  Eagle  and  the  Lion  in  11  1—12  51 ;  but  also 
on  the  fact  that  Clement  of  Alexandria  (d.  217  AD) 
quotes  the  Gr  of  B  35. 

LiTEBiTUBi. — Besides  the  lit.  referred  to  above  sBe 

nrhnrnr.    A    Hilt    of   thn    Jcicith    PtB-Ue    in    tlie    riRu    d/ 
Il.lil.  B3ff  (Ger.  ed*.  III._315  m-.the_«t 


HDB  IThaciierByy'iuid  BS  "(Jwn^jV'the  New  Sch-Qen 

B.v.   "Pseudeplgrapha.  Old  Tr .^     ~-.  .    .-. 

In  the  present  work  under  Arc 


■seudeplgrapha.  Old  Testament"  (O.  Beerj,  and 

present » —    — '"-  ' —   ' 

LiTisATrai. 


T.  WiTTON  Da  VIES 
ESDRAS  (or  4  Ezr)  6  AITD  « :  These  names  have 
been  applied  respectively  to  the  first  two  and  the 
last  two  chs  of  2  (4)  Esd  in  tbe  Lat  Bible  of  1462. 
In  matter  these  chapters,  which  'are  of  Christian 
origin,  agree  in  the  main  with  the  genuine  parts  of 
2  (4)  Eed,     See  forgoing  article. 

ESDBIS,  ez'dris,  es'drie  CEoV*)  £edris) :  A  leader 
mentioned  in  2  Mace  12  SOin  beat  texts  and  adopted 
in  RV  for  Gorgias  of  AV,  Grotius  conjectured  "men 
of  Ephron"  from  ver  27. 

ESEBON,es'&-bon(Jth  G  15)=HESHB0N(RV), 
the  chief  city  of  the  Ammonites. 
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ESEK,5'8ek(pte?,  'ese^;  LXX  'ASiKCa,  AdUda): 
The  name  given  by  Isaac  to  a  well  dug  by  his  serv- 
ants, for  the  use  of  which  the  herdmen  of  Gerar 
strove  with  them — "contention"  (Gen  26  20).  It 
lay  in  the  neighborhood  of  Rehoboth  and  Gerar: 
but  the  site  is  not  identified. 

ESEREBIAS,  es-er^-bl'as  CE<rf pcpCot ,  Eserebias) : 
One  of  the  chidfs  of  the  priests  (1  Esd  8  54). 

ESHAN,  6'shan  n??9,  'eah'dn;  »E«rdv,  Esdn; 
AV  Eshean):  A  town  of  Judah  in  the  uplands  of 
Hebron  (Josh  16  52).  No  satisfactory  identifica- 
tion has  yet  been  suggested.  Some  think  the  name 
may  be  a  corruption  of  Beersheba  (EB  s.v.). 

ESHBAALi  esh'ba-al.    See  Ishbosheth. 

ESHBAN,  esh'ban  (]^tp^,  'eshb&n;  perhaps 
"thoughtful."  "intelligent":  'Ao-pAv,  Asbdn):  Name 
of  a  chief  of  the  Horites  (Gen  36  26;  1  Ch  1  41). 

ESHCOL,  esh'kol  (bstix,  'eshkdl,  "cluster"; 
'Eorx^^>  Eschdl) :  The  brother  of  Mamre  and  Aner, 
the  Amorite  allies  of  Abraham  who  took  part  with 
him  in  the  pursuit  and  defeat  of  Chedorlaomer's 
forces  (Gen  14  13.24).  He  lived  in  the  neighbor- 
hood of  Hebron  (18  18),  and  may  have  given  his 
name  to  the  valley  of  Eshcol,  which  lay  a  little  N. 
of  Hebron  (Nu  13  23). 

ESHCOL,  esh'kol  (bbl^^K,  'eshkol;  *^yi  p6rpvos, 

Phdragx  bdtruoa,  "a  cluster  of  grapes"):  The  spies 
came  to  Hebron  "and  they  came  unto  the  valley  of 
Eshcol,  and  cut  down  from  thence  a  branch  with  one 
cluster  of  grapes"  (Nu  13  23.24;  32  9;  Dt  1  24). 
It  was  a  valley  near  Hebron  rich  in  vineyards. 
Fruitful  vineyards  are  still  the  most  characteristic 
feature  of  the  environs  of  Hebron,  esp.  on  the  N. 
No  particular  valley  can  be  identified^  though  popu- 
lar tradition  favors  the  wide  and  fertile  valley,  near 
the  tnuiitional  site  of  "Abraham's  oak^"  a  little  to 
the  W.  of  the  carriage  road  just  before  it  enters  the 
outskirts  of  Hebron.  E.  W.  G.  Mastebman 

ESHEAN,  esh'ban,  e'sh^-an.    See  Eshan. 

ESHEK,  e'shek  (pti?,  ^eshe^f  "oppressor"):  A 
descendant  of  Jonathan,  son  of  Saul,  first  king  of 
Israel  (1  Ch  8  39). 

ESHEALONITE,  esh'ka-lon-It.    See  Askelonite. 

ESHTAOL,  esh'ta-ol  (blKH^J^jt,  'eshtd^dl;  'Ao-- 
rcUiX,  Asladl) :  A  town  in  the  Shephelah  of  Judah 
named  next  to  Zorah  (Josh  16  33;  19  41).  Be- 
tween these  two  cities  lay  Mahaneh-dan  (the  camp 
of  Dan)  where  the  Spirit  of  the  Lord  began  to  move 
Samson  (Jgs  13  25),  and  where  he  was  buried  (16 
31).  A  contingent  from  Eshtaol  formed  part  of  the 
600  Danites  who  captured  Laish  (18  2.11).  It  is 
probably  represented  by  the  modem  A8hu\  about 
a  mile  and  a  half  E.  of  Zorah,  the  modern  ^ar^ah. 

ESHTAOLITES,  esh'tft-ol-Its  (^b^n«»n,  ha- 
'eahUL^tUl,  lit.  "the  Eshtaolite" ;  AV  Eshtaulites,  esh- 
ta-u'Uts) :  Inhabitants  of  Eshtaol,  named  among  the 
descendantsofShobal,  the  son  of  Caleb  (1  Ch  2  53). 

ESHTEMOA,  esh-t6-mo'a,  esh't6-m5-a  (riTaniD^ , 
'eshfmd^^):  A  Levitical  city  in  the  hill  country 
of  Judah   (Josh  21  14;     1  Ch  6  57);     Eshtemoh 

(nfantJX,  'eshtemoh,  Josh  16  50).  In  1  Ch  4  17. 
19,  Eshtemoa  is  said  to  be  a  Maacathite  and  "son" 
of  Ishbah.     David  after  routing  the  Amalekites 


sent  a  present  to  his  friends  in  (among  other  places) 
Eshtemoa  (1  S  30  28).  It  is  now  e3-<S>emii*a,  a  con- 
siderable village  of  evident  antiquity  some  8  miles 
S.  of  Hebron. 

ESHTEMOH,  esh't^m5.    See  Eshtemoa. 

ESHTON,  esh'ton  (llnipX,  'eshiihi,  "uxorious"): 
A  name  found  in  the  genealogical  table  of  Judah 
(1  Ch  4  12). 

ESLI,  es'li  ('Eo-XfC,  Ealei,  'E<rXC,  Eali;  probably 
for  Heb  ^H^bS^ ,  'd^oUydku) :  An  ancestor  of  Jesus 
in  St.  Luke's  genealogy,  the  10th  before  Joseph,  the 
husband  of  Mary  (Lk  3  25). 

ESORA,  6-so'ra.    See  Aesora. 

.  ESPOUSAL,  es-pouz'al,  ESPOUSE,  es-poux': 
In  AV  these  words,  following  Eng.  usage  of  an  earlier 
day.  are  used  to  signify  either  marriage  or  betrothal, 
while  the  ARV  discriminates,  and  uses  them  only 
for  marriage.  For  example,  in  2  S  3  14,  "I  espoused 
to  me"  (Heb  ^erastl  ll)  becomes  "I  betrothed  to  me." 
So  also,  in  Mt  1  18;  Lk  1  27;  2  5  which  refer  to 
the  relation  between  Joseph  and  Mary  before  the 
birth  of  Jesus,  "espoused"  {tivifar€6ia^  tnnesteiid)  be- 
comes "betrothed.  On  the  other  hand^  "espoused" 
is  retained  in  Cant  8  11  ("the  day  of  his  espousals" 
— that  is,  day  of  marriage) ;  in  Jer  2  2  ("the  love  of 
thine  espousals" — that  is,  the  love  of  marri^  state); 
and  in  2  Cor  11  2  ("I  espoused  [^pAUMrd/ii^y,  her- 
moadtnen]  you  to  one  husband").   E.  J.  Forrester 

ESPY,  es-pl':  "Espy"  in  modem  Eng.  means  "to 
catch  sight  of,"  rather  than  "to  explore  secretly." 
RV  therefore  retains  it  in  Gen  42  27,  "He  espied 
his  money"  (Heb  rUji'J ,  rd*dhy  "see"),  while  in  Josh 
14  7  "espy  out  the  land"  (AV)  becomes  "spy  out 
the  land.^'  RV  substitutes  "watch"  for  "espy"  in 
Jer  48  19,  and  "searched  out"  for  "espied"  in  Ezk 
20  6,  with  a  gain  in  accuracy  of  rendering  (cf  the 
context). 

ESRIL,  es'ril,  ez'ril:  RV  Ezril  (which  see). 

ESROM,  es'rom,  ez'rom  ('Eo-pAji,  Esrfhn):  AV, 
the  Gr  form  of  Hezron  (thus  RV)  (Mt  1  3;  Lk  3 
33). 

ESSENES,  es-s6nz',  THE  ('E<ro^vo(,  Eaaenoi, 
>E<r<ratot,  EmAai): 

I.    Thb  Naub 

Forms  It  Assumes — Etymology 

II.       AUTHOBITIBS 

1.  Phllo 

(1)  Description  from  Quod  Omnis  Probua  Liber 

(2)  Description  from  Quotation  in  Buseblus, 
Prep.  Svang. 

(3)  Description  of  Tlierapeutae  from  De  Vita 
Contemplaliva 

2.  Josephns 

(1)  Description  from   Antiquities  of  the  Jewi, 
XVIIlT  i,  6 

(2)  Description  from  Ware  of  the  Jews,  II,  viii, 
2—13 

(3)  Incidental  Notices 

3.  Pliny 

4.  Hegesippus 
6.  Porphyry 

6.  Hippolytus — Uses  Josephus,  but  to  Some  Ex- 
tent Independent 

7.  Epiplianius — Confused  Account 

III.       DbDUCTIGNS    and    COIIBINATIONS 

1.  Government 

2.  Doctrines 

IT.     History  and  Origin 

1.  Essenes  and  Qasidhim 

2.  Position  of  Essenes  in  Josephua 

3.  Doctrinal  Affinities 

4.  Essenes  and  Pythagoras 

5.  Buddhism  and  Essenism 

6.  Parseeism  and  Essenism 

7.  Essenism  Mainly  Jewish 
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y.     Rklation  to  Apocaltptic  Bookb 

1.  Reasons  for  Holding  the  Essenes  to  Be  the 
Writers  of  the  Apocalypses 

2.  Objections  Answered 

VI.     Thb  Essknks  and  Chbibtianitt 

1.  Resemblances   between   Essenism   and   Chris- 
tianity 

2.  Points  of  Difference 

3.  Disappearance  of  Essenism  in  Christianity 

4.  Monachism 

LlTEBATUBB 

When  Jos  describes  the  sects  of  the  Jews,  he  de- 
votes most  of  his  time  and  attention  to  the  third 
of  these  sects,  the  Essenes.  Strangely  enou^, 
although  there  are  frequent  references  in  the  NT 
to  the  other  two  sects,  the  Sadducees  and  Pharisees, 
no  reference  has  been  found  to  the  Essenes.  Not- 
withstanding this  silence  of  the  Gospels,  the  promi- 
nence of  this  third  sect  is  undeniable.  Even  in 
Egypt  they  are  known.  Philo,  the  Jewish  philoso- 
pher, gives  an  account  of  these  Essenes  in  terms 
that,  while  in  the  main  resembling  those  used  in  Jos, 
yet  differ  enough  to  prove  him  clearly  an  independ- 
ent witness.  Another  contemporary,  Pliny  the 
Naturalist,  also  mentions  these  Essenes.  Approxi- 
mately a  century  later  we  have  a  long  account  of 
the  habits  and  tenets  of  these  sectaries  in  Hippo- 
lytus'  Refutation  of  AU  Heresies.  A  century  and  a 
hidf  later  still  Epiphanius  describes  these  imder 
various  titles.  Despite  the  fact  that  no  reference  to 
the  Essenes  can  be  found  in  the  Gospels  or  the  Acts, 
at  all  events  under  that  name,  there  can  be  no  doubt 
of  their  existence.  Would  one  imderstand  the 
Pal  in  which  Our  Lord's  ministry  was  carried  on,  he 
must  comprehend  the  ^lace  occupied  by  the  Essenes. 

/•  TVbc  Nam: — Tms  assumes  several  forms  in 
different  authors — indeed  sometimes  two  forms 
appear  in  the  same  author.  Jos  uses  most  frequently 
the  form  of  the  name  which  stands  at  the  head  of 
this  art.,  but  sometimes  he  speaks  of  individuals  as 
"Essaeans"  {BJ,  II,  vii,  3;  viii,  4).  This  latter  form 
is  that  preferred  by  Philo,  a  form  that  is  adopted  by 
Hegesippus  as  quoted  by  Eusebius,  IV,  22.  Pliny  in 
his  Natural  History ,  v.  15  writes  "Essaeans."  Hip- 
polytus  also  has  ''Essenus."  Epiphanius  has  mixed 
his  information  so  that  this  sect  appears  with  him 
under  severed  names  as  '^Ossaei''  and  ''Jessaei." 

It  is  clear  that  the  name  is  not  primarily  Or — it  has 
passed  into  Gr  fk^m  another  tongue,  since  none  of  the 

forms  has  any  easy  derivation  in  Or.  Not- 
v^v^Mo  Tj.  withstanding,  there  have  been  attempts  to 
forms  11  derive  it  from  some  Or  root,  but  all  are 
Assumes —  preposterous  as  etymologies.  The  ety- 
Etvmoloev.  mology  must  be  sought  dther  in  Heb  or 
niain  its  cognate,  Aram.    The  usage  in  regard 

i^ngm  ^  ^j^^  ^p  of  broper  names  is  our  only  guide. 

Reasoning  from  the  practice  as  seen  in  the 
Or  tr  of  the  Scriptures  and  in  Jos,  we  can  deduce  that  the 
first  letter  of  the  original  word  must  have  been  one  of 
the  gutturals  Knn7  •  That  the  second  letter  was  a  sibi- 
lant is  certain,  and  the  last  was  probably  K^ ,  for  the  final 
n  in  the  oonmion  form  of  the  name  is  due  to  the  desire  to 
render  the  word  suitable  for  Or  accidence.  We  may 
sa:r  tliat  to  us  the  two  most  Ukely  derivations  are 

KWy*  *d9iv&\  "doers"  or  K'^OK.  '(Wwa*,  "healers." 
Our  preference  is  for  the  latter,  as  one  or  the  character- 
istics of  tke  Essenes  dwelt  upon  by  Jos  is  the  fact  that 
they  were  healers  by  means  of  herbs  and  incantations 
(B/,  II.  viii.  6).  This  view  is  held  by  the  great  mass  of 
Investigators,  as  Bellerman,  Ofrttrer.  Hamburger,  Herzf eld, 
D&hm,  etc.  The  name  "Therapeutae"  given  by  Philo 
to  the  kindred  sect  in  Egypt  supports  this  etymolosy.  as 
it  would  be  in  one  of  its  senses  a  tr  of  it  Llghuoot's 
objection  that  it  is  improbable  that  the  ordinary  name 
of  the  sect  "should  have  been  derived  from  a  pursuit 
which  was  merely  secondary  and  incidental"  does  not 
follow  analogy.  The  term  "Methodist"  was  derived 
fh>m  a  pure&  temporary  characteristic  of  the  society 
that  gathered  round  Wesley.  The  extreme  probability, 
from  the  fact  that  the  name  is  not  found  in  the  NT.  is 
that  it  was  the  nature  of  a  nickname,  like  "Quakers" 
applied  to  the  Society  of  Friends.  The  multitude  that 
followed  Our  Lord  affords  evidence  of  the  influence  that 
a  reputation  for  healing  gave  to  one. 

//.  Thm  AaihoriHes  for  ihm  Tmnmta  of  ihm  Es- 
9€ne9, — Philo  and  Jos,  as  contemporaries  and  Jews, 
are  necessarily  our  principal  sources  of  information. 


s 


Next  is  Pliny,  though  a  contemporary  of  the  sect,  yet 
as  a  Roman,  of  necessity  receiving  his  information  second- 
hand. There  is  next  in  point  of  date  Hlppolytus  in  his 
work  ReftUation  of  All  Heretiet,  written  more  than  a  cen- 
tury after  the  fall  of  the  Jewish  state  and  the  disappear- 
ance of  the  Essenes.  One  point  in  his  favor  as  an 
authority  is  his  habit  of  quoting  fkt)m  sources  that  would 
be  reckoned  good  even  now.  He  seems  to  have  founded 
to  some  extent  on  Jos.  but  he  appears  to  have  made  use 
of  some  other  source  or  sources  as  well.  Slightly  later 
is  Porphyry.  He  avowedly  draws  all  his  information 
from  Jos.  The  latest  of  the  ancients  who  may  be  reck- 
oned as  authorities  is  Epiphanius.  Writing  in  the  4  th 
cent.,  and  naturally  of  a  somewhat  confused  intellect, 
any  statement  of  his  unsupported  by  other  authority  is 
to  be  received  with  caution. 

In  estimating  the  evidence  that  Philo  gives  con- 
cerning the  Essenes,  we  must  remember  that  he  was 

living  in  Alexandria,  not  shut  up  in  a 
1.  Philo        Ghetto,  but  mingling  to  some  extent 

with  the  scholars  and  philosophers  of 
that  city.  The  Jewish  commimitv  there  appears 
to  have  been  more  completelyHellenized  than  anv 
other  assemblage  of  Jews.  The  object  of  Philo's 
numerous  works  seems  to  have  been  the  twofold 
one  of  conunending  Jewish  religious  thought  to  the 
Gr  philosophic  society  in  which  he  mingled,  and  of 
conmiending  Gr  philosopby  to  his  Jewish  kinsmen. 
The  geographic  distance  from  Pal  may  be  to  some 
degree  ne^ected  from  the  frequent  oonmiunications 
between  it  and  Egypt.  The  work  in  which  Philo 
devotes  most  attention  to  the  Essenes  is  his  early 
workj  Quod  Omnis  Probus  Libera  "tiat  every  good 
man  is  free."  This  treatise  is  intended  for  a  gentUe 
audience — the  "Lawgiver  of  the  Jews"  is  intro- 
duced casually  first,  and  then  more  emphatically,  till 
he  is  named.  The  Essenes  are  brous^t  forwaid  as 
the  very  flower  and  perfection  of  Mosaism. 

(1)  Deaeription  of  Baaenet  from  **  Quod  Omnit  Probtu 
Liber." — "There  is  a  portion  of  that  people  called  Es- 
senes— over  four  thousand  in  my  opinion.  They  are 
above  all  servants  [iherapevUai]  of  Ood.  They  do  not 
sacrifice  animals  but  study  to  preserve  the  sanctity  of  life. 
They  live  in  villages,  avoiding  all  cities  on  account  of  the 
lawlessness  of  those  that  inhabit  them.  Some  of  these 
men  cultivate  the  soil,  others  Uve  by  peaceful  arts  and 
so  benefit  themselves  and  all  their  neighbors.  They 
do  not  lay  up  treasures  of  gold  or  silver  for  themselves. 
Judginff  contentment  and  frugality  the  great  riches. 
With  them  are  no  makers  of  arms  or  of  military  engines 
and  no  one  is  occupied  with  anything  connected  with 
war.  They  all  avoid  commerce  and  navigation.  tUnk- 
ing  that  these  employments  make  for  covetousness. 
They  possess  no  slaves,  holding  all  men  to  be  free  and  all 
are  expected  to  aid  one  another  as  real  [gnisioit]  brethren. 
They  devote  their  attention  to  the  moral  part  of  phi- 
losophy— to  the  neglect  of  logic — using,  as  Instructors, 
the  laws  of  their  coimtry  which  it  wouTd  have  been  im- 
possible for  the  human  mind  to  devise  save  by  Divine 
inspiration.  They  abstain  from  all  work  on  the  seventh 
day.  which  they  look  on  as  sacred.  On  it  they  assemble 
in  sacred  buildings  which  are  called  synagogues  and, 
seated  in  order  according  to  age,  they  hear  the  Scriptures 
Udt  biblout]  read  and  expounded.  They  are  thus  taught 
to  choose  what  is  right  and  to  avoid  what  is  wrong. 
They  use  a  threefold  criterion-^ove  of  Ood,  love  of  virtue, 
love  of  man.  They  carefully  avoid  oaths  and  falsehood 
— they  regard  Ood  as  the  author  of  all  good.  They  all 
dwell  in  companies,  so  that  no  one  has  a  dwelling  abso- 
lutely his  own.  They  have  evenrthing  in  common,  their 
expenses,  their  garments,  their  food.  When  they  work 
for  wages  they  do  not  retain  these  for  themselves,  but 
bring  it  into  the  common  stock.  The  sick  are  not  neg- 
lected when  they  are  unable  to  contribute  to  the  common 
store.  They  resi>ect  their  seniors  as  if  they  were  their 
parents.  Such  men  never  can  be  enslaved.  As  a  proof 
of  this  none  of  the  many  oppressors  of  their  land  were 
able  to  bring  any  accusation  against  the  Holy  Essenes." 

The  above  is  a  veiy  much  condensed  summary  of 
the  passage  on  the  Essenes  in  Philo,  QOPL,  No 
one  can  fail  to  be  struck  with  the  resemblance  all 
this  has  in  the  first  place  to  the  teaching  of  the 
Sermon  on  the  Mount  and  the  practice  of  the  early 
church.  Although  celibacy  is  not  mentioned  it  is 
implied  in  the  picture  here  presented  of  the  E^ssenes. 

There  is  another  account  in  a  passage  quoted 
from  Philo  by  Eusebius,  Preparalio  EvangeUoOf 
VIII,  11: 

(2)  Philo* M  Aceouru. — "  Our  lawgiver  trained  rll«tp«efi| 
"anointed")  ten  thousands  of  his  followers  and  formed 
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fbnm  Into  •  coDimuiilty  uUed  EsBone*  from  thetr  holl- 
tMOS.  Ther  dwcdl  M  nuniBroua  cmtUDOiilUea  Id  many 
dtiea  KBd  vlllaaM  of  Judaea."  It  wIU  be  otwerved  that 
Uili  coDtndlcta  Uie  alMement  above  that  there  were 
only  4,000  Bnehes  and  that  they  avoided  dtiea.  "  Thli 
•ect  Is  not  heradlcary.    There  are '-"■' 


LO  children 


amans  tboai  haa  property  of  bla  o 

1 —  —  — 1^  ^j  J  common  i 

I.  torminiB  themsel 
I  Bverytninn  for  tt 


poeawrion*  aa  part  ota  c 

In  the  same  place.  torminiB  themselyes 


aar  youths 

They  regard  all 
.    TheyjOldweU 


received  their  vM(M  give 
who  purchana  what  la 
gethw  eat  at  the  same  t> 
«lso  la  common.  In  wi 
■ummer  light  DUuiUea. 
When  anyone  falla  aick  b 


Twpocrljy 


children.     They 


JealouBy  a 
bTDtharhoo 


by  hla  affection,  la  i 

1  Cor  T  1.     at.  Paul  a 
regard  to  wedlock). 

(3)  Pkiio  on  the  "TheraptuUie."~la  hia  Treatise 
De  Vila  Conlemp{atii>a  Philo,  commencing  with  aret- 
erence  to  the  Eesenes,  paaaes  on  to  describe  s  similar 
class  of  coenobites  who  have  their  settlements  near 
the  Moerotio  Lake.  These  he  calls  Therapeuiae,  or 
in  the  fem.,  Tkerapeuirides,  a.  title  which  he  inter- 
prets aa  "healere.  While  there  are  many  points 
of  resemblance,  there  are  &lao  not  a,  few  features  of 
difference.  We  shall  give  as  full  an  extract  as  in  the 
previous  instances. 

It  Is  related  that  they  have  a«>ar*(«  honsee  and  only 
come  together  lor  worship  or  for  feasts.  Ther  have 
parallel  sodeUea  tor  men  and  for  women.  Aa  In  the  caae 
ot  the  Esaenee  there  is  a  reading  of  ancient  sacred  books 
and  an  exposition  of  the  passage  read.  The  name 
Thtrapt-utat.  with  the  explanation  of  the  name  given  by 
Phllo.  affords  a  link,  as  said  above,  with  the  Essenes.  it 
the  etymology  ot  their  name  which  wa  have  seen  reaaon 
to  prwer  be  the  true  one.  There  seems  also  to  be  some 
connection  between  tbeae  Jewish  monks  and  the  Chris- 
tian monks  of  some  three  centuries  later.  It  ought  to  be 
remarked  that  many  suapldons  have  been  thrown  — 
the  authenticity  of  De  Vita  Conltmptalit 
critical  names  of  auUtority  may  be  named 


>ti£fe. 


yet  It  may  be  doubted  whether  the  reasons  are  sufficient. 
Ludus,  wlio  is  the  main  opponent,  dose  so  mainly  to  In- 
validate the  edsMnce  ot  the  TkirajutOai.     H6  thinks  Di 


opponent,  does  so  malnl] 

the  TkirajutOai.     H6  thl 

la  wu  composed  by  a  Chrlatlaatoglvean 
antiquity  to"  the  Christian  monks.  To  prove  a  practice 
to  have  twen  Jewish  would  be  tar  trom  commending  It 
to  Chrlstluia.  But  more,  the  resemblance  to  the  Chrts- 
tlan  monks,  although  dose  on  some  points,  in  otbera  ot 
Importance  the  difference  is  egtially  prominent.  While 
the  common  teast  sunests  the  Agapae  of  the  early  church, 
we  must  remsDiber  that  this  was  not  a  monaatjc  pecul- 
iarity. The  tact  that  a  female  community  existed  along- 
side ot  tbe  male  and  Joined  with  them  in  worship  is  out  ot 
harmony  with  what  we  know  ot  early  monostldkm.  The 
faast  of  the  50th  day  has  no  parallel  In  Christianity. 

Like  PIulo,  Joa  wrote  for  a  non-Jewiah  audience. 
In  Home  Uie  philoaophic  ideas  held  in  the  Hellenic 
world  were  prevalent,  so  he,  as  much 
S.  JotMphus  as  Philo,  had  a  temiitation  to  be  silent 
on  any  subject  which  might  shock  the 
sensibilities  or  provoke  the  ridicule  of  his  masters. 
In  particular,  m  describing  the  habits  and  tenets 
of  the  Eesenes,  for  whom  he  professed  bo  hi^  an 
admiration,  he  would  need  to  be  specially  careful 
to  avoid  causes  of  offence,  as  in  such  a  case  he  would 
be  liable  to  be  involved  in  their  condemnation.  In 
dealing  with  the  notices  he  gives  of  the  Essenee  we 
would  consider  the  descriptions  at  length  first,  and 
tben  the  incidental  notices  of  individual  Esacnes. 

The  description  which  comes  earliest  in  history— 
not,  however,  the  earUest  written — is  in  Anligjiilieg 
of  the  Jewt,  XVIII,  in  connection  with  the  census 
and  survey  under  Quiriniua  (Cyrenius)  and  the  re- 
sistance to  it  by  Judas  of  Gamala. 

He  there  (Jnf.XVin.l.  B)  beslns  by  referring  to  thdr 
theological  position,  that  they  bdieved  In  tbe  moat  abso- 


lute preordination.  They  teach  tbe  Immortality  ot  souls 
and  a  state  ot  reworda  uid  punlahmenta.  Although  they 
dedicated  gifts  to  the  temple  they  offered  no  sacrlDces, 
imbly  bloody  aacrlBces,  aa  they  have  offerings  ot 

—      *   singular  statement  Is  made  that  "the^ 


Uielr  I 


husbandry. 

They  have .. 

wlvea  nor  keep  slaves. 

number  over  four  tho 

men  priests  who  should  raceivi 


They    excel    In   Justice   all    other  n  ... 
things  In  commoQ,     They  neither  marry 
.1 Ti J — Phllo,  ■■-'  •'— 


does  Phllo,  that  they 
They  appoint  "good 

r .___ le  trultsol  their  lAbi 

tor  the  sake  ot  com  and  food." 

A  much  fuller  account  ia  found  in  the  earlier 
written  treatise  on  the  Wars  of  Ike  Jews,  II,  '    " 
In  this  work  he  emphaa'       ''  '      — "    ' '' 


B  the  ascetic  side  of  Eft- 


nk  oU 


adw 


laaet 


^Tbey 


lands  <rf  the  Bleat. "  One  thing  la  to  be  observed:  "they 
■re  bound  by  oath  to  preserve  the  sacred  books  of  their 
sect,  lit  ksirtiiAi  auitn  blbtia,  and  tho  names  ot  the 
angels."  They  utter  predictions  by  means  ot  their  sacred 
books,  which  predictions  are  generally  tulQUod.  There 
Is.  however,  another  sort  ot  Essenes  wbo  do  not  avoid 
marriage. 

The  philoeopher  Porphyry  mentions  that  Jos  had 
an  account  of  the  Essenes  in  the  second  book  against 
the  Gentiles.     If  this  means  Con/raApionsm,  nosuch 

Eassage  is  U>  be  found  in  that  work  now.  It  may^ 
owever,  be  some  work  of  Joa  which  haa  not  come 
down  to  us,  which  Porphyry  has  misnamed,  though 
this  is  unlikely. 

This  is  not,  however,  the  whole  of  the  information 
concerning  the  Essenes  which  we  can  gather  from 
Jos.  The  earliest  of  these  incidental  notices  occurs 
under  the  reign  of  Jonathan  (Ant,  XIII,  v,  9),  when 
the  historian  mentions  the  three  secta  of  the  Jews, 
when  the  only  peculiarity  he  assigns  to  the  Essenes  is 
that  they  believe  that  everything  happens  according 
to  fate.  Next,  in  relating  the  fate  of  Antigonus,  he 
tells  how  Judas,  an  Essene  teaching  in  the  temple, 
when  he  saw  Antigonua,  declared  that  he  was  proved 
false  prophet,  as  he  nad  foretold  that  Antigonus 
" "    jarea). 

Here  the  statement  that  the  Essenes  were  excluded 
from  the  temple  seems  directly  contradicted.     In 
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the  days  of  Herod  (XV,  x,  4.5)  Josephus  relates 
that  while  Herod  demanded  oaths  or  submission 
from  others  he  excused  the  Essenes,  from  the  favor 
he  had  to  them  on  account  of  one  Menahem,  a  mem- 
ber of  this  sect,  who  foretold  his  reign.  This  Essene 
seems  to  have  been  about  the  court  and  to  have 
nothing  of  the  coenobitic  agriculturist  about  him. 
The  E^enian  fame  for  prediction  and  the  interpre- 
tation of  dreams  is  related  in  regard  to  Archelaus, 
the  son  of  Herod  (BJ,  II,  vii,  3).  Archelaus  had  a 
dream,  and  applied  to  an  Essene,  Simon  or  Simeon, 
who  foretold  the  end  of  his  reign.  In  singular  con- 
trast to  what  had  been  said  by  Philo  of  the  objection 
the  Essenes  had  in  regard  to  everything  connected 
with  war,  one  of  the  leading  generals  of  the  Jews 
when  they  rebelled  against  the  Romans  was  John 
the  E^ene,  who  was  made  governor  of  certain 
toparchies  m  the  North  (BJ,  II,  xx^  4).  He  was 
kified  in  the  battle  near  Ascalon  with  which  the 
war  began,  which  ended  in  the  capture  of  Jerus  by 
Titua  {BJf  III,  ii,  1).  There  is  also  mention  of  a 
gate  of  the  Essenes  in  Jerus,  which  seems  to  imply 
that  a  number  of  them  permanently  resided  there. 
Pliny  speaJos  of  the  Essenes  in  his  Natural  History 
(v.  17)  in  somewhat  rhetorical  terms.  They  dwell 
on  the  west  side  of  the  Dead  Sea — "a 
8.  Pliny  wonderful  race  without  women,  without 
money,  associates  of  the  palms."  They 
are  recruited  by  those  wearied  of  life,  broken  in 
fortunes.  '  'Thus  a  race  is  eternal  through  thousands 
of  ages  [secvlorum]  in  which  no  one  is  bom;  so  fruitful 
to  them  is  repentance  of  Ufe  in  others."  He  refers 
to  the  fertility  of  Engedi  and  adds,  "now  burned  up." 
There  is  an  enigmatical  passage  quoted  by  Euse- 
bius  from  Hegesippus  in  which  the  Essaeans  (Es- 
senes), the  Galileans,  Hemerobaptists, 
4.  Hege-  Masbotheans,  Samaritans  and  Phari- 
sippus  sees   are   declared   to    hold   different 

opinions  about  circumcision  among  the 
sons  of  Israel  ' 'against  the  tribe  of  Judah  and  of 
Christ"  {katd  t^  pkdles  I<ydda  kai  Christoil). 

Porphyry's  note  regarding  the  Es- 
6.  Porphyry  senes  is  simply  taken  from  Jos. 

In  the  great  work  of  the  mysterious 
bishop,  Hippolytus^  discovered  some  sixty  years 
ago,  there  is  a  descnption  of  the  Essenes.  Although 
the  work  is  a  Refutation  of  AU  Heresies. 
6.  ]ffip-  implying  that  the  opinions  maintained 
polytus  were  erroneous  and  required  to  be  re- 

futed, the  author  does  nothing  to  exhibit 
the  erroneousness  of  the  Essene  tenets  or  habits. 
In  regard  to  the  gnostic  heresies  Hippolytus  en- 
deavored to  reach  original  sources;  presumably  he 
did  so  in  the  present  case.  Although  there  is  no 
doubt  of  his  indebtedness  to  Jos,  yet  for  the  features 
where  he  differs  from  Jos,  or  supplements  him,  we 
may  assume  that  he  has  behind  his  statements  some 
authority  which  he  regarded  as  valid.  In  some 
cases  there  may  be  a  suspicion  that  in  his  eagerness 
to  show  that  certain  heresies  were  derived  from  this 
or  that  heathen  philosophical  system  he  has  modified 
the  heresy  to  suit  the  derivation  he  has  supposed. 
This,  however,  does  not  apply  to  the  Essenes. 

In  the  ninth  book  of  his  RefiUation  of  AU  Heresies, 
Hippoljrtus  takes  up  Jewish  sects  {haireseis)  which, 
following  Jos,  he  reckons  as  three.  The  first  he 
discusses  is  the  Essenes.  They  are  very  devotional 
and  temperate  and  eschew  matrimony.  TTiey 
despise  wealth,  and  from  sharing  with  the  destitute 
thev  do  not  turn  away  (cf  Mt  5  42;  the  vb.  us^ 
is  the  same).  Anyone  joining  the  sect  must  sell  all 
that  he  has  (cf  Mt  19  21 ;  the  same  words  are  used 
in  Acts  4  32.37).  Overseers  (epimdetai)  are  chosen 
by  show  of  hands  (c/icirotoncin)  (Acts  14  23).  They 
do  not  stay  in  one  city  but  many  settle  in  every  city. 
They  dress  always  in  white,  but  do  not  own  two 
cloaKS  or  two  pairs  of  shoes,  much  as  Our  Lord's 


instructions  to  His  apostles  when  He  sent  them  out 
two  and  two  (Mt  10  10).  Their  daily  course  of 
conduct  is  described  very  much  in  the  same  terms 
as  those  used  by  Jos.  Before  dawn  they  begin 
their  day  by  prayer  and  singing  a  hymn.  They 
return  from  their  work  before  midday,  at  the  fifth 
hour,  and  bathe  themselves  in  cold  water  and  clothe 
themselves  in  garments  of  white  linen.  After  that 
they  repair  into  the  common  apartment.  They 
seat  themselves  in  silence:  the  cook  places  food 
before  each  individual.  The  priest  prays  and  pro- 
nounces a  blessing  on  the  food.  At  the  end  of  the 
meal  the  priest  again  prays,  and  those  who  have  par- 
taken join  in  singing  a  hymn  of  thanksgiving.  They 
lay  aside  their  white  linen  garments,  ana  resume 
their  ordinary  clothing  and  betake  themselves  again 
to  their  occupations.  Supper  at  sunset  is  conducted 
in  a  similar  manner.  All  obey  the  president  (proes- 
ids)  in  whatever  he  enjoins.  No  one  amongst  them  is 
in  the  habit  of  swearing.  They  are  careful  to  read  the 
law  and  the  prophets.  Other  works  of  faithful  men 
they  also  study.  All  that  join  the  sect  are  put  on 
probation.  The  entrant  receives  a  white  robe  and 
a  linen  girdle,  and  is  supplied  with  an  axe  for  the 
purposes  mentioned  in  Dt  23  13.  He  has  to  take 
solemn  oaths  to  worship  God,  to  be  just,  not  to  hate 
anyone  who  injures  him,  but  to  pray  for  him  (cf 
Mt  5  44).  He  promises  also  to  show  respect  to 
all  in  authority,  as  all  authority  is  from  God  (1  Pet 
2  13).  He  is  not  to  divulge  the  secret  doctrines  of 
the  society.  There  follows  a  description  of  the  fate 
of  those  expelled  from  the  society  and  the  mode  of 
conducting  trials,  borrowed  from  Jos.  Hippolytus 
proceeds  to  give  an  account  of  four  different  sub- 
sects  of  the  Essenes,  all  seeming  of  more  than  even 
the  wonted  fanaticism  of  the  Essenes.  One  sect 
would  not  use  coins  because  of  the  image  of  the 
Emperor  on  them,  inasmuch  as  this  was  of  the 
nature  of  idolatry.  Others  were  prepared  to  en- 
force circumcision  at  the  point  of  the  sword.  Ac- 
cording to  Hippolytus  the  Zealots  were  Essenes. 
Later  he  mentions  the  class  that  were  freer  and  did 
not  abjure  marriage.  A  very  marked  point  of 
difference  between  the  tenets  of  the  Essenes,  as 
described  by  Philo  and  Jos,  and  those  attributed 
to  them  by  HippoljrtuS;  is  in  regard  to  the  doctrine 
of  the  resurrection.  Hippolytus  affirms  that  they 
did  believe  in  the  resurrection  of  the  body.  The 
others,  while  not  in  terms  denying  that  they  did 
believe  in  it,  ignore  it  in  such  a  way  as  might  lead 
the  reader,  as  indeed  it  did  Bishop  Lidbtfoot,  to 
think  that  they  denied  it  altogether.  The  treat- 
ment Paul  received  at  Athens  when  he  preached  the 
resurrection  showed  how  incongruous  this  doctrine 
seemed  to  the  Greeks.  Philo  and  Jos  wrote  for 
Gr  audiences — ^for  the  Romans,  so  far  as  culture 
went,  were  Greeks-^and  had  to  consider  their  taste. 
Another  point  held  in  abeyance  by  both  those  writers 
was  the  Messianic  hopes  that  we  know  from  the  NT 
were  so  prevalent.  Hippolytus  says  "all  sections 
look  for  the  Messiah,"  but  held  that  He  was  to  be 
merely  man  bom  in  the  ordinary  way.  The  reason 
of  Philo's  silence  and  that  of  Jos  is  easily  under- 
stood. They  had  commended  the  Essenes  so 
highly;  if  they  mentioned  that  they  had  treason- 
able hopes  of  a  Messiah  who  should  rule  the  world, 
their  own  personal  loyalty  would  become  doubtful. 
For  our  part  we  should  regard  all  the  positive  ele- 
ments in  Hippolytus'  description  as  worthy  of 
acceptance. 

The  last  authority  to  whom  we  would  refer  is 
Epiphanius.     In  his  anxiety  to  make  up  the  number 

of  heresies,  the  Essenes  figure  repeatedly 
7.  Epi-  under  different  names.    He  declares  the 

phanius         Essenes  to  be  a  sect  of  the  Samaritans 

closely  associated  with  the  Sebuans  and 
Gortheni.    Among  the  Jews  he  has  three  sects  whom 
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he  calls  Hemerobaptistae,  Nazaraei  and  Osseni. 
Besides  he  has  a  sect  called  Sampseans,  evidently 
also  Essenesi  which  he  mixes  up  with  the  followers 
of  Elkaisa.  He  does  not  seem  to  have  any  clear 
idea  about  their  tenets  or  habits.  The  Samaritan 
sects  differ  about  the  three  Jewish  feasts,  but  he 
does  not  make  it  clear  in  what  they  differ.  The 
Sebuans  seem  to  have  reversed  the  order  of  the 
Jewish  feasts,  but  whether  the  Essenes  and  Gor- 
theni  did  so  likewise  is  not  clear.  That  the  Essenes 
whom  we  are  considering  were  not  Samaritans 
appears  to  be  as  certain  as  anything  about  this 
emgmatic  sect  can  be.  The  obscure  sentence 
quoted  by  Eusebius  from  Hegesippus  might  be 
interpreted  as  supporting  this  statement  of  Epi- 
phamus,  but  it  is  too  enigmatic  to  be  pressed.  As 
to  the  three  Jewish  sects  the  first  named — Hemero- 
baptistae— suits  the  daily  washings  of  the  Essenes, 
but  he  asserts  that  they  agree  with  the  Sadducees 
in  denying  the  resurrection.  The  Nazareans  or 
Nazarenes  are  not  to  be  confounded  with  a  Chris- 
tian sect  of  nearly  the  same  name.  They  resided 
in  the  district  E.  of  Jordan.  They  held  with  the 
Jews  in  all  their  customs,  believing  in  the  patriarchs, 
but  did  not  receive  the  Pent,  though  they  acknowl- 
edged Moses.  The  Osseni  are  the  likest  to  the 
E^enes,  as  they  are  said  to  dwell  near  the  Dead 
Sea,  only  it  is  on  the  side  opposite  to  Engedi.  Epi- 
phanius  leaves  them  to  denounce  Elxai  and  his 
brother  Jexais,  of  which  latter  nothing  further  is 
known. 

///.  DeduetionM  and  ComhinaHonm. — From  the 
characteristics  so  many,  so  confusing,  indeed,  in 
some  respects  so  contradictory,  it  is  difficult  to  get 
a  consistent  picture.  They  are  said  to  be  only  four 
thousand,  yet  they  are  many  ten  thousands.  They 
reside  in  Engedi,  a  company  of  coenobites.  Thev 
dwell  in  villages  and  avoid  towns,  yet  they  dwell 
many  in  every  city  and  in  populous  communities. 
They  avoid  everything  connected  with  war,  yet 
one  of  their  number  is  one  of  the  trusted  generals 
of  the  Jews  in  their  rebellion  against  the  Romans. 
They  keep  away  from  the  Temple,  yet  one  of  them, 
Judas,  is  teaching  in  the  Temple  when  he  sees  An- 
tigonus,  whose  oeath  he  had  foretold.  The  only 
way  in  which  any  consistency  can  be  brought  into 
these  accounts  is  by  taking  advantage  of  what  Jos 
and  Hippd^rtus  say  about  the  subsections  into 
which  the  Essenes  were  distinguished. 

A  parallel  the  present  writer  has  elsewhere  used  of  the 
Methodists  is  illuminative.  While  the  most  prominent 
body  of  Methodists  are  Arminians,  there  are  the  Calvin- 
istic  Methodists.  While  Wesleyan  Methodists  do  not 
allow  women  to  preach,  the  Primitive  Methodists  do. 
This  is  so  far  oonflrmed  by  the  fact  that  while  the  abjuring 
of  marriage  is  a  marked  feature  in  the  representation  of 
Philo,  yet  the  latter  says  that  one  class  of  the  Essenes 
not  only  do  not  themselves  oppose  matrimony  but  re- 
gard those  that  do  oppose  it  as  enemies  of  the  human 
race.  The  residents  in  Engedi  formed  but  a  small  pro- 
portion of  the  Essenes.  It  is  probable  that  of  them  the 
statement,  found  alike  in  Philo  and  Jos,  that  they  were 
4,000,  applies.  All  the  features  of  the  picture  of  the 
daily  common  meals,  rising  before  sunrise,  joint  devo- 
tions, may  be  true  in  their  fulness  only  of  the  community 
by  the  Dead  Sea.  What  Philo  says  (quoted  by  Eusebius, 
Prep.  Evan.,  VIII,  11). that  among  the  Essenes  "there 
are  no  youths  or  persons  just  entering  on  manhood,  only 
men  already  decunlng  towards  old  age,*' would  indicate 
that  the  settlement  at  Engedi  was  an  asylum  for  those 
who,  having  borne  the  burden  and  heat  of  the  day.  now 
retired  to  enjoy  repose. 

They  had  communities  apparently  all  over  Pal, 
if  not  also  beyond  its  bounds,  over  each  of  which 

there  was  a  presiaent  appointed  (Hip., 
1.  Govern-  IX,  15).  This  would  mean  that  in 
ment  towns  of  any  size  they  would  have  a 

synagogue.  They  appear  to  have  had 
houses  of  cIlU,  though  it  may  have  been  that  every 
member  of  the  Essene  community  kept  open  house 
for  all  members  of  their  sect  who  might  be  traveling. 
The  traveler,  when  he  came  to  a  city,  would  inquire 


for  any  that  were  Essenes,  as  the  apostles  were 
commanded  by  their  Lord,  in  similar  circumstances, 
to  inquire  ("search  out")  who  in  a  city  were 
'  Vorthy ."  The  common  meals  might  to  some  extent 
be  observed  in  these  different  scattered  communities, 
probably  at  intervals,  not  daily  as  at  Engedi.  At 
these  the  secret  sacred  books,  read  and  studied  with 
so  great  regularity  at  Engeai,  would  also  be  read. 
In  this  synagogue  not  only  would  the  canonical 
books  be  preserved  but  also  those  other  books  which 
gave  them  the  names  of  the  angels,  as  now  in  the 
synagogues  of  Pal  the  library  preserved  in  the  syna- 
gogue may  be  used  by  those  connected  with  it 
throughout  the  week.  The  head  of  the  community 
at  Engedi  might  have  some  suzerainty  over  all  the 
different  communities,  but  in  r^ard  to  this  we  have 
no  information.  One  external  feature  which  would 
at  once  make  the  Essenes  known  to  each  other  was 
the  fact  that  they  alwavs  dressed  in  white  linen. 
They  had  priests  probably  in  every  one  of  their 
communities.  The  Jewish  exorcists  in  Ephesus, 
in  whom  Bishop  Lightfoot  {Cdy  93)  recognizes 
Essenes,  were  the  sons  of  one  Sceva,  a  high  priest 
(archiereda,  Acts  19  14).  The  high-priesthood  was 
evidently  not  connected  with  the  temple  at  Jems, 
for  no  such  name  appears  in  the  list  of  hi^  priests. 
It  thus  most  probably  was  an  Essenian  high-priest- 
hood. 

In  regard  to  their  tenets,  their  belief  in  the  abso- 
lute preordination  by  God  of  everything  appears 
the  feature  in  the  doctrinal  position 
2.  Doc-  which  most  appealed  to  Jos.  Hip- 
trines  pol3rtu8  affirms  in  terms  their  belief 

m  the  resurrection  of  the  body.  This 
point,  as  above  noted,  Philo  and  Jos  ignore.  The 
passage  in  Hippolytus  is  the  more  striking  from  the 
fact  that  the  latter  portion  so  closely  resembles  the 
II  passage  in  Jos.  Jos,  as  we  have  suggested  above, 
avoided  crediting  the  Essenes  with  belief  in  resur- 
rection because  of  the  ridicule  to  which  it  would 
expose  not  only  the  Essenes,  his  prot^g6s,  but  also 
himself.  Hippolytus,  writing  with  information 
other  than  what  might  be  got  from  Jos  or  Philo  and 
as.  writing  for  Christian  readers,  without  the  fear  of 
rioicule,  in  regard  to  the  resurrection  of  the  body, 
boldly  and  in  terms  ascribes  that  doctrine  to  them. 
The  silence  of  our  two  main  witnesses  as  to  the 
Essenes  cherishing  anv  Messianic  hopes  cannot 
be  pressed,  as  their  silence  may  be  explained  as 
above  mentioned  by  fear  of  the  suspicions  of  Rome 
in  regard  to  any  such  hopes.  The  statement  of 
Hippolytus  that  all  the  Jews  had  these  expecta- 
tions may  be  said  to  cover  this  case.  The  abjur- 
ing of  marriage  and  the  shimning  of  everything 
connected  with  war  seem  to  be  prominent  opinions 
in  some  sections  of  the  Essenes,  but  not  held  by 
others. 

/v.  HtMtory  and  Origin, — ^There  is  much  in  Es- 
senism  that  is  difficult  to  understand.  We  have 
seen  contradictory  features  assigned  to  the  Essenes 
by  different  authorities;  but  even  in  the  case  of 
those  features  concerning  which  there  is  least 
dubiety  the  new  difficulty  emerges  as  to  how  it 
appeared  as  a  characteristic  of  a  Jewish  sect.  This 
is  esp.  the  case  in  regard  to  abstinence  from  mar- 
riage. Easterners  alwajrs  have  an  earnest  desire  to 
have  sons  to  keep  theu*  memory  green,  for  on  a  death 
many  of  them  had  and  still  have  ceremonies  which 
only  the  son  of  the  dead  can  perform.  Yet  despite 
this  they  avoided  marriage.  The  Jews  with  their 
Messianic  hopes  desired  children,  as  no  one  knew 
but  that  his  child  mi^t  prove  the  child  of  promise, 
the  Christ  of  God. 

The  earliest  note  of  the  existence  of  the  Essenes, 
as  of  the  Pharisees  isind  Sadducees,  is  under  the  pon- 
tificate of  Jonathan,  the  successor  of  Judas  Macca- 
baeus  (Ant,  XIII,  v,  9).    Jos  says  "at  this  time 
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there  were  three  sects  of  the  Jews,"  and  proceeds  to 

name  them.     If  this,  however,  were  precisely  true, 

it  is  singular  that  there  is  no  mention 

1.  Essenes  of  any  of  these  sects  in  either  of  the 
and  books  of  the  Maccabees.  The  only 
Hassidim      sect  named  is  the  Hasidaeans  (h&^l- 

dhlm)  who  are  called  (1  Mace  2  42) 
''mighty  men  of  Israel,  everv  one  that  offered 
himself  willingly  for  the  law"  (AV  "voluntarily  de- 
voted himself  to  the  law";  Gr  hekousiaz&menos). 
These  again  are  not  mentioned  by  Jos.  The  mean- 
ing of  the  word  is  "saints,"  and  in  this  sense  it 
appears  frequently  in  the  Pss.  A  parallel  in  modern 
history  to  their  warlike  activity  and  their  claim  to 
saintliness  may  be  found  in  the  Cameronians  of 
"society  folk"  in  Scotland  toward  the  end  of  the 
17th  cent.  They  were  Peden'a  "prayingfolk," 
yet  they  fought  and  won  battles.  When  William 
of  Orange  came  they  formed  the  Cameronian  regi- 
ment which  helped  to  ouell  the  clans  and  checked 
their  advance  after  Killiecrankie.  Some  have 
identified  these  Hasidaeans  with  the  Pharisees  (as 
W.  Robertson  Smith,  art.  "Aasidaeans,"  EB,  and 
others).  Hitzig  would  regard  their  successors  as 
the  Essenes.  The  great  resemblance  there  was 
between  the  Pharisees  and  the  Essenes  renders  it 
not  improbable  that  originally  they  were  really  one 
sect  and  split  off.  If  «los  is  to  be  trusted  tlus  di- 
vision must  have  occurred,  if  not  before  the  Mac- 
cabean  struggle,  at  least  early  during  4ts  contin- 
uance. The  Sadducean  authors  of  1  Maco  may 
have  grouped  them  together.  According  to  Jos, 
John  Hyrcanus  was  a  Pharisee^  from  which  it  ma^ 
be  presumed  that  Judas  Maccabaeus  and  his ' 
bretnren  belonged  to  the  same  sect  of  the  Jews. 
The  Assidaeans  deserted  Maccabaeus.  so  that  it 
would  seem  at  least  possible  that  by  tnat  time  the 
separation  had  become  complete,  so  that  the  Has- 
idaeans are  now  to  be  regarded  as  Essenes.  It 
would  seem  as  if  they  deserted  the  Maccabeans 
when  they — ^the  Maccabeans — ^made  alliances  with 
heathen  powers  like  Rome.  Then  they  objected 
to  the  high-priestly  family  being  passed  over  for 
the  Hasmoneans,  hence  their  foolish  surrender  to 
Bacchides  because  Alcimus  (called  by  Jos  Jacimus 
—Jehoiakim)  was  with  him,  a  descendant  of  the  race 
of  the  high  priests.  All  this  is  utterly  unlike  the 
quiet  contemplative  lives  of  the  coenobites  in  £n- 
pedi.  It  would  seem  that  the  thousand  who  died 
m  the  wilderness  themselves,  their  wives,  their 
children  and  their  cattle  (1  Mace  1  29-38),  were 
more  like  the  inhabitants  of  Engedi.  Before  leaving 
the  Hasidaeans  it  must  be  said  that  the  representa- 
tion of  the  connection  of  the  Hasidaeans  with  Judas 
Maccabaeus  put  in  the  mouth  of  Alcimus  by  the 
writer  of  2  Mace  (14  6)  is  not  trustworthy.  After 
this  desertion  of  the  Maccabeans  the  more  religious 
of  them  retired  to  Engedi,  while  the  rest  of  the  party 
were  scattered  over  the  country  in  the  various  cities 
and  villages. 

As   above   mentioned   the   earliest   mention   of 
Eraenes  is  by  Jos  (Anly  XIII,  v,  9)  while  Jona- 
than was  high  priest.    The  next  is  the 

2.  Position  story  of  Judas  the  Essene  seated  in  the 
of  Essenes  Temple  surrounded  by  his  scholars 
in  Josephus  "who   attended   him   [pariTnenon]    in 

order  to  learn  the  art  of  foretelling," 
thinking  that  the  appearance  of  Antigonus  in  the 
Temple  courts  proved  his  prophecy  false  that  he  was 
that  day  to  die  m  Strato's  tower  (Caesarea).  Judas 
is  evidently  a  resident  in  Jerus  and  meets  his  pupils 
in  the  Temple  courts.  This  would  imply  that  he 
had  no  horror  of  the  Temple  nor  was  debarred  from 
its  courts.  He  had  no  repugnance  for  residence 
in  cities.  Menahem,  the  next  figure  that  presents 
itself,  shows  a  man  who  is  mingling  in  court  circles. 
He  inflicts  on  Herod,  the  son  of  the  favorite  coun- 


sellor of  the  high  priest,  a  playful  domestic  chastise- 
ment and  prophesies  his  future  greatness.  Herod, 
as  we  are  told,  always  favored  the  Essenes  in  conse- 
quence. Later  Archelaus  consults  Simon  or  Simeon, 
an  Essene,  as  to  the  interpretation  of  a  dream.  He 
is  at  all  events  resident  in  Jerus  and  known  in  the 
court  circles.  He  may  have  been  Simeon  of  Lk 
2  25-35.  It  must,  however,  be  obea^ed  that  the 
name  is  one  of  the  commonest  among  the  Jews  at 
that  time.  After  this  thev  disappear,  unless  Hip- 
poljrtus'  identification  of  the  Zealots  with  a  section 
of  the  Essenes  is  admitted.  Those  in  Engedi  were 
aside  from  the  course  of  the  war,  though  if  Pliny's 
representation  is  to  be  taken  as  accurate  the  vines 
.  and  palm  trees  of  Engedi  had  been  burned  and  the 
settlement  had  been  rendered  desolate.  They  may 
have  betaken  themselves  to  Pella  like  the  Chris- 
tians, so  as  not  to  be  involved  in  the  destruction  of 
the  city  and  the  Temple.  The  communities  of  the 
sect  in  Asia  Minor  disappear  also.  To  all  appear- 
ance they  are  absorbed  m  the  church. 

Owing  to  the  fact  that  so  many  of  the  doctrines 
and  practices  attributed  to  the  Essenes  have  no 
resemblance  to  anvthinp  else  in  Juda- 
8.  Doctrinal  ism  the  (question  of  origm  has  a  special 
Affinities  meaning  m  regard  to  them.  Althou^ 
like  all  Easterners  the  Jews  have  a  desire 
for  progeny — ^indeed  the  man  who  has  no  child 
occupies  a  secondary  place  in  social  esteem — yet 
the  Essenes^r  at  all  events  some  of  them,  shunned 
marriage.  Despite  the  elaborate  system  of  animal 
sacrifices  that  claimed  to  originate  with  Moses  whom 
thev  venerated,  they  abjured  bloody  sacrifices. 
Although  the  seed  of  Aaron  were  anointed  priests, 
they  set  up  priests  of  their  own.  Their  habit  of 
morning  and  evening  prayer,  timed  by  the  rising  and 
setting  of  the  sun,  suggested  sun-worship.  The 
external  resemblance  of  these  tenets  of  the  Essenes 
to  those  of  the  Pythagoreans  impressed  Jos,  and 
was  emphasized  by  him  all  the  more  readily,  since 
thus  he  Drought  himself  and  his  nation  into  line  with 
Gr  thought.  This  suggestion  of  Jos  has  led  some, 
e.g.  Zeller,  to  the  deduction  that  they  were  Jewish 
neo-Pvthagoreans.  The  features  of  resemblance  are 
formidable  when  drawn  out  in  catalogue.  He 
shows  (Philos,  der  Griechen,  I.  Theil,  II,  239-92) 
that  like  the  Pythagoreans  the  Easenes  regarded 
asceticism  a  means  of  holiness.  Both  abstain^  from 
animal  food  and  bloody  sacrifices,  admired  celibacy 
and.  dressing  in  white  unen  garments,  had  frequent 
washings.  Both  prohibited  oaths;  both  formed  a 
corporate  body  into  which  admission  was  had  by 
act  of  initiation  and  after  probation.  Community 
of  goods  was  the  custom  m  both.  Both  believed 
in  transmigration  of  souls.  The  value  of  this  for- 
midable list  is  lessened  by  the  fact  that  there  is 
something  of  uncertainty  on  both  sides  as  to  the 
precise  views  and  customs.  Pfailo  and  Jos  un- 
questionably Hellenized  the  views  of  the  Essenes 
when  thev  presented  them  before  readers  educated 
in  Gr  culture;  further  the  views  of  Pythagoras 
have  come  down  to  us  in  a  confused  i^ape.  As  to 
the  assertion  that  the  Pythagoreans 
4.  Essenes  dressed  in  white  linen,  Diogenes  Laer- 
and  Py-  tins  says  that  linen  was  not  yet  in- 
thagoras  vented.  Zeller  has  no  sufficient  evi- 
dence that  the  Essenes  avoided  the 
flesh  of  animals  as  food,  and  Diogenes  Laertius 
expressly  says  that  Pythagoras  ate  fish,  though 
rarely  (VlII,  18).  While  there  seems  no  doubt  as 
to  the  Pythagorean  beUef  in  the  transmigration  of 
souls,  it  seems  certain  that  this  was  not  a  doctrine 
of  the  Essenes.  Neither  Philo  nor  Jos  attribute 
this  view  to  them.  This  is  the  more  striking  that, 
immediately  after  dealing  with  the  Essenes,  Jos 
proceeds  to  take  up  the  doctrines  of  the  Pharisees 
to  whom  he  does  attribute  that  view.    Moreover 
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the  distinctive  views  of  the  Pythagoreans  as  to 
numbers  and  music  have  no  sign  of  oeins  held  by 
the  Essenes.  On  the  other  hand  the  fact  that 
Pythagoras  had  a  wife  seems  to  throw  doubt  on 
their  alleged  p^ference  for  celibacy.  Another 
chronological  difficulty  has  to  be  met.  The  Pytha- 
goreans as  a  society  were  put  down  in  the  5th  cent, 
before  Christ.  They  mav  be  regarded  as  having 
disappeared,  till  in  the  2a  cent.  AD  they  reappear 
as  prominent  neo-Pythagoreans.  It  is  true  that 
Qcero  and  Seneca  mention  Pythagoreans,  but  only 
as  individuals  who  would  claim  to  be  the  followers 
of  Pythagoras,  and  not  as  members  of  a  sect:  they 
were  without  influence  even  in  Italy. 

Chronology  is  equally  against  the  view  favored 

by  Hilgenf  eld  that  the  influence  of  Buddhism,  may 

be  traced  in  Essenism.    As  late  as  the 

5.  Bud-  end  of  the  2d  cent.  AD,  Clement  of 
dhism  and  Alexandria;,  although  acquainted  with 
Essenism      the  name  Buddha,  ia  ignorant  of  his 

tenets  and  of  divisions  of  his  followers. 
The  Alexandria  which  Hilgenfeld  identified  with 
Alexandria  of  Egypt,  in  which  there  was  a  Buddhist 
settlement,  was  really  to  be  found  in  Bactria,  where 
a  Buddhist  settlement  was  likely. 

There  is  more  to  be  alleged  in  favor  of  Parsee 
influence  being  traceable.    Neither  geography  nor 

chronology  protests  against  this   in- 

6.  Parsee-  fluence.  \rhe  Jews  were  for  centuries 
ism  and  under  the  domination  of  the  Persians, 
Essenism      who    were    followers    of    Zoroaster. 

Th^  seem  on  the  whole  to  have  been 
favored  bv  the  rers  rulers,  a  state  of  matters  that 
would  make  the  Jews  all  the  more  ready  to  view  with 
sympathy  the  opinions  and  religion  of  these  masters. 
Moreover  the  Pers  worship  had  spread  away  to  the 
west,  far  beyond  Syria.  At  the  same  time  it  is 
easy  to  exaggerate  the  points  of  resemblance.  The 
dualism  alleged  to  be  a  leading  feature  in  Essenism 
is  more  a  matter  of  deduction  than  of  distinct  state- 
ment. Indeed  the  proofs  alleged  by  Zeller  are 
almost  ludicrous  in  their  insufficiency,  since  Philo 
says  that  the  Essenes  shun  marriage  because  women 
are  selfish  (phUaiUos),  and  Jos,  that  they  do  so  be- 
cause women  are  addicted  to  excess  (asSlgeia);  that 
therefore  they  regard  the  female  generally  as  under 
the  dominion  of  the  evil  principle,  the  fact  being 
that  this  is  reaUy  a  part  of  the  Hellenizing  which 
the  Essene  views  underwent  at  the  hands  of  Philo 
and  Jos.  The  alleged  sun-worship  is  scarcely  more 
worthy  of  credit:  it  is  a  deduction  not  even  plausible. 
When  carefully  looked  at  the  evidence  points  the 
other  way.  Their  first  prayer  is  offered  not  at  sun- 
rise but  before  it  (BJ,  II,  viii,  6);  in  other  words, 
they  work  while  it  is  day.  Their  evening  orisons 
are  offered  after  the  sun  has  set.  At  the  same  time 
their  elaborate  angelology  seems  to  be  due  to  the 
influence  of  the  Zend-Avesta,  but  in  this  the  Essenes 
merely  shared  with  the  rest  of  the  Jews.  We  know 
that  the  Jews  brought  the  names  of  the  angels  with 
them  from  Babylon. 

The  most  singular  feature  in  Essenism  is  really 
a  feature  of  Judaism  emphasized  out  of  proportion. 

It  was  imlike  the  Jews  to  shun  mar- 

7.  Essenism  riage,  yet  in  seasons  when  special  holi- 
Mainly  ness  was  required  intercourse  between 
Jewish          the  sexes  was  forbidden  (Ex  19  15: 

1  S  21  5).  The  whole  act  of  sexual 
intercourse  was  regarded  as  unclean  (Lev  15  16-18) . 
In  the  Pauline  Epistles  undeanness  is  used  as 
equivalent  to  fornication  (Rom  1  24;  6  19,  etc). 
So  also  in  2  Pet  2  10.  Such  a  view  naturally  led 
to  the  idea  which  soon  became  regnant  in  Chris- 
tianity that  the  state  of  virginity  was  one  of  special 
sanctity  (Rev  14  4).  The  respect  they  gave  to 
the  unmarried  state  may  be  exaggerated.  If 
Pfailo's  representation   (quoted   in   Euseb.,    Prep. 


Evan,f  VIII,  11)  be  correct,  men  were  not  admitted 
until  maturity  was  attained  and  pamed,  when, 
therefore,  such  desires  had  begun  to  die  down. 
Their  avoidance  of  marriage  is  a  matter  of  less  im- 
portance. Their  extreme  reverence  for  the  Sab- 
oath  is  of  a  piece  with  their  celibacy.  Their  avoid- 
ance of  the  Temple  sacrifices,  so  far  as  they  did  so, 
may  well  be  due  to  something  of  more  than  contempt 
for  the  religion  of  the  Sadducean  high-priestly 
party.  Moreover  the  long  residence  of  Israel  in 
Babylon,  when  the  Temple  worship  had  to  be  in 
abeyance,  and  the  consequent  prevalence  of  syna- 
gogue worship,  tended  to  lessen  the  importance  of 
the  sacrifices  of  the  Temple.  Thus  it  would  seem 
that  the  Essenes  were  really  a  Jewish  sect  that  had 
retained  more  of  the  Zoroastrian  elements  than  had 
the  rest  of  the  Jews. 

V,  Relaiion  io  thm  ApaetJyptic  Boolu, — Among 
the  features  of  Essenism  which  seem  to  have  im- 
pressed Jos  most  was  the  fact  that  they  had  sacred 
books  of  their  sect  which  they  preserved,  as  also  the 
names  of  the  angels,  thus  bringmg  the  Essenian  spe- 
cial books  into  connection  with  angelology.  These 
books  their  proselytes  were  bound  oy  oath  to  pre- 
serve {BJy  II,  viii,  7).  ^  Concerning  the  kindred  sect 
of  the  TherapeiUae,  Philo  savs,  "They  have  also  writ- 
ings of  ancient  men"  {De  Vita  CorUemp.y  III).  On 
the  other  hand  we  have  a  mass  of  writings  the  same  in 
character,  dependent  on  one  another,  eul  apparently 
proceeding  from  one  school  of  Jewisn  thought.  Of 
the  three  sects  of  the  Jews  from  which  alone  they 
could  have  proceeded  the  Sadducees  are  excluded 
because,  while  the  apocalyptic  books  are  full  of 
angels,  thev  believe  neither  in  angel  nor  spirit  (Acts 
23  8).  While  doctrinally  the  Pharisees  might  suit, 
the  fact  that  practically  there  is  no  reference  to  any 
of  these  books  in  the  Talm,  which  proceeded  from 
the  Pharisaic schooLrenders them  unlikely  to  have 
been  the  authors.  The  Essenes  seem  to  us  to  have 
been  the  school  from  which  these  apocalyptic  works 
proceeded.  The  sect,  at  the  fall  of  the  Jewish  state, 
disappeared  in  Christianity,  and  in  the 
1.  Reasons  Christian  church  these  books  are  pre- 
fer Holding  served.  The  section  of  the  Essenes  who 
the  Essenes  dwelt  as  coenobites  beside  the  Dead  Sea 
to  Be  the  were  in  circumstances  specially  liable  to 
Writers  of  see  visions  and  to  have  distorted  views 
the  Apoc-  of  morality,  so  that  the  composition  of 
alypses  pseudonymous  writings,  literary  for- 
geries, might  seem  right.  As  seen  in  the 
study  of  the  apocalsrptic  books  there  is  the  undue 
prominence  given  to  sexual  sin — a  prominence  that 
seems  to  be  symptomatic  of  the  unhealthy  mental 
state  engendered  by  celibacy.  These  writings  are 
the  product  of  a  school  that  professed  to  have  secret 
sacred  books.  In  2  (4)  Esd  14  45.46  we  have  an 
account  of  how,  while  24  of  the  sacred  books  were 
published  to  the  multitude^  70  were  retained  for  the 
"worthy,"  that  is,  for  some  inner  circle,  some  brother- 
hood like  the  Essenes.  In  the  Asm  M,  Joshua  is  com- 
manded to  place  the  revelations  given  him  "in  certain 
vessels  and  anoint  them  with  oil  of  cedar."  Such  an 
order  would  be  held  as  explaining  at  once  the  dis- 
appearance of  the  book  for  the  years  succeeding 
Moses  and  its  opportune  reappearance.  On  the 
one  hand  we  have  a  sect  that  professes  to  have 
secret  sacred  books,  and  on  the  other  we  have  sacred 
books  that  have  been  composed  by  a  school  that 
must  have  had  many  features  which  we  recognize 
as  Essenian.  Further  the  Essenes  disappeared  in 
the  Christian  church,  and  in  the  Christian  church 
and  not  amon^  the  Jews  are  these  books  preserved. 
The  main  obiection  to  this  ascription  is  the  prom- 
inence of  the  Messianic  hope  in  the  apocalyptic 
books,  and  the  absence  of  any  notice  in  Jos  and 
Philo  that  the  Essenes  had  this  hope.  But  from 
neither  of  these  writers  could  be  discovered  that  any 
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of  the  Jews  cherished  this  hope.  Yet  from  the  NT 
we  know  that  this  hope  was  a  prominent  feature  in 
national  aspirations.  Philo,  associat- 
2.  Objec-  ing  perpnetually  with  Greeks,  would 
tions  be  sensitive  to  the  ridicule  to  which 

Answered  such  views  would  expose  him,  and  how 
it  would  undo  much  of  his  laborious 
efforts  to  commend  Judaism  to  the  Greeks  as  a 
higher  philosophy.  Jos  had  not  only  that  motive, 
but  the  more  serious  one  of  personal  safety.  To 
have  enlarged  on  Messianic  hopes  and  declared 
these  hopes  to  have  been  cherished  by  these  Essenes 
whom  he  had  praised  so  much  would  be  liable  to 
bring  him  under  suspicion  of  disloyalty  to  Rome. 
The  silence  of  these  two  writers  proves  nothing 
because  it  proves  too  much;  and  further  we  have 
easy  explanation  of  this  silence.  The  assumption 
of  Dr.  Charles  that  the  Essenian  ideal  was  ethical 
and  individualistic  is  pure  assumption.  There  is 
another  objection  that  while  the  cfoctrine  of  resur- 
rection is  recognized  in  these  books  we  know  nothing 
of  the  Essenes  holding  it.  That  the  Greeks  and 
their  scholara  in  philosophv,  the  Romans,  looked 
at  the  idea  of  resurrection  from  the  dead  as  a  sub- 
ject for  ridicule  would  be  reason  sufficient  for  Philo 
and  Jos  to  suppress  such  a  feature  in  their  descrip- 
tion of  the  Essenes.  From  them  it  could  not  be 
learned  that  the  Pharisees  ever  had  any  such  belief. 
It  is  also  objected  that  while  the  Essenes  held  the 
preexistence  of  souls,  there  is  no  trace  of  this  belief 
in  the  apocalyptic  books.  Jos,  however,  does  not 
really  assert  that  thev  believed  in  the  prior  existence 
of  individual  souls,  but  rather  in  a  soul-«tufF  from 
which  individual  souls  were  separated.  Thus  both 
positively  and  negatively  we  think  there  is  a  strong 
case  for  the  Essenes  being  regarded  as  the  authors 
of  the  apocalyptic  books.  Further  objections  are 
brought  forward  by  Dr.  Charles  ajs  applicable  to  the 
Asm  M  specially.  One  is  the  interest  manifested 
in  the  Temple  by  the  writer  while,  so  says  Dr. 
Charles,  "the  Essene  was  excluded  from  its  courts," 
and  refers  to  Jos,  Ant^  XVIII,  i,  5.  He  must  have 
forgotten,  while  penmng  this  sentence.  Ant,  XIII, 
xi,  2,  in  which  Judas,  the  Essene,  is  represented  as 
teaching  in  the  Temple.  His  objection  that  Jos 
credits  the  Essenes  with  a  belief  in  a  paradise  beyond 
the  ocean  like  the  Gr  Islands  of  the  Blest,  appears 
to  us  to  lay  too  much  stress  on  what  is  in  ly>th  cases 
fig.  language.  Moreover,  in  En  the  description  of 
Paradise  (chs  24-26)  would  almost  seem  to  be  the 
original  from  which  Jos  (BJ,  II,  viii,  11)  drew  his 
picture.  He  seems  to  regard  our  ignorance  of  how 
far  the  Essenes  agreed  with  the  rest  of  their  country- 
men in  considering  the  enemies  of  Israel  ''the 
wicked,"  as  evidence  that  they  disagreed  with  them 
on  that  point. 

VI.  The  EtaeneM  and  ChrtMtianity, — That  there 
were  many  points  of  resemblance  between  tlie  Es- 
senes and  the  church  in  its  earliest 
1.  Resem-    form  cannot  be  denied.    The  Essenes, 
blances  we  are  told,  maintained  a  community 

between  of  goods  and  required  anyone  who 
Essenism  joined  their  society  to  sell  all  he  had 
and  Chris-  and  present  it  to  the  community 
tianity  (Hippolytus,  Ado.  Heret.,  ix;  x;  Jos, 

BJ,  II,  viii,  3),  just  as  so  many  or 
the  primitive  Christians  did  in  Jems  (Acts  4  37). 
Another  peculiarity  of  the  Essenes — noted  by  Joe 
(BJj  II,  viii,  4) — that  they  moved  about  from  city 
to  city,  and  wherever  they  went  found  accommo- 
dation with  members  of  their  order,  althou^  per- 
fect strangers,  may  be  compared  with  Our  Lord's 
instructions  to  His  disciples  when  He  sent  them 
forth  (Mt  10  11):  "Into  whatsoever  city  or  village 
ye  shall  enter,  search  out  who  in  it  is  worthy." 
When  one  thinks  of  who  those  worthy  persons  could 
be,  and  what  was  the  evidence  by  which  their  worthi- 


ness was  expected  to  be  established,  one  is  almost 
obliged  to  suppose  that  it  was  some  specially  easily 
recognized  class  that  was  so  designated.  If  the 
worthiness  in  question  was  the  moraJ  qualitv,  there 
are  so  many  ideas  of  moral  worth  that  when  the 
apostles  inquired,  on  entering  a  city,  who  was 
worthy,  before  they  could  act  on  the  answer  they 
would  need  to  discover  what  was  the  criterion  of 
worthiness  in  the  mind  of  him  from  whom  they  had 
inquired.  If.  however,  this  term  was  the  private 
designation  ol  the  members  of  a  sect,  one  by  which 
they,  in  speaking  of  each  other,  indicated  that  thev 
were  co-members,  as  the  "Quakers"  speak  of  each 
other  as  "Friends,"  the  inquiry  for  those  who  were 
worthy  would  be  simple  enough.  If  the  Essenes 
were  "the  worthy,"  then  identification  would  be 
complete,  but  we  cannot  assume  that.  The  ma- 
jority of  the  points  in  which  the  Essenes  resembled 
the  primitive  Christians  are  noted  above  in  connec- 
tion with  each  feature  as  it  appears  in  the  passage 
or  passages  of  the  authorities  that  record  it,  and  to 
these  we  refer  our  readers. 

At  the  same  time,  although  there  are  thus  many 
points  of  likeness,  it  is  not  to  be  denied  that  there 
are  also  many  features  in  Essenism 
2.  Points      which  are  at  variance  with  the  practice 
of  of  the  early  church  and  the  teaching  of 

Difference  Our  Lord  and  His  apostles.  The  most 
prominent  of  these  is  the  difference  of 
attitude  toward  marriage  and  the  female  sex.  Our 
Lord  sanctified  marriage  by  His  presence  at  the 
marriage  at  Cana  of  Galilee,  although  He  himself 
never  married.  He  used  the  festivities  of  marriage 
again  and  again  as  illustrations.  He  drew  women 
to  Him  and  had  none  of  the  conteinpt  of  the  sex 
which  Jos  and  Philo  attribute  to  the  Essenes.  The 
apostles  assume  the  marriage  relationship  as  one 
into  which  Christians  may  be  expected  in  due  course 
to  enter,  and  give  exhortations  suited  to  husbands 
and  wives  (1  Pet  3  1-7;  Eph  6  22-33;  Col  3 
18.19).  The  apostle  Paul  uses  the  relation  of  hus- 
band and  wife  as  the  symbol  of  the  relation  of  Christ 
to  His  church  (Eph  5  32).  The  writer  of  the 
Epistle  to  the  He  declares,  "Marriage  is  honourable 
in  all"  (He  13  4  AV). 

Another  point  in  which  the  Essenes  differed  from 
the  practice  of  Our  Lord  and  His  disciples  was  the 
exaggerated  reverence  the  former  gave  to  the  Sab- 
bath? not  even  moving  a  vessel  from  one  place  to 
another  on  the  seventh  day.  Our  Lord's  declara- 
tion, "The  sabbath  was  made  for  man,  and  not  man 
for  the  sabbath"  (Mk  2  27),  cuts  at  the  feet  of  that 
whole  attitude.  The  point  of  His  conflict  with  the 
Pharisees  was  Hb  disregard  of  the  Sabbath  as  fenced 
by  their  traditions.  The  Essenes  shrank  from  con- 
tact with  oil,  which  Our  Lord  certainly  did  not  do. 
On  the  contrary  He  rebuked  the  Pharisee  for  his 
neglect  (Lk  7  46).  He  was  twice  anointed  by 
women,  and  in  both  cajses  commended  the  deed. 
The  purely  external  and  material  bulked  largely  in 
the  opinions  of  the  Essenes.  Our  Lord  emphasized 
the  internal  and  spiritual.  Many  have  held  and  do 
hold  that  Our  Lord  was  an  Essene.  If  at  the  be- 
ginning of  His  career  He  belonged  to  this  sect  He 
must  have  broken  with  it  long  before  the  end  of  His 
ministry. 

Why  Our  Lord  never  meets  the  Essenes. — There 
are  some  phenomena  which,  irrespective  of  these 
resemblances  and  differences,  have  a  bearing  on  the 
relation  between  Essenism  and  Christianity.  The 
first  is  the  fact  that  Our  Lord,  who  met  so  many 
different  classes  of  the  inhabitants  of  Pal — Pharisees 
and  Sadducees,  Zealots  and  Herodians,  publicans, 
Samaritans,  Greeks — never  is  recorded  to  have  met 
an  Essene.  The  common  answer,  which  satisfied 
even  Bishop  Lightfoot,  is  that  they  were  so  few  and  • 
lived  so  retired  that  it  was  no  marvel  that  He  never 
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encountered  any  of  them.  They  had  little  or  no 
efifect  on  the  national  life.  This  mistaken  answer 
is  due  to  forgetting  that  though  both  Jos  and  Philo 
say  the  Essenes  were  4,000  they  also  declare  that 
they  were  "many  in  every  city,"  that  there  were 
"ten  thousands  of  them."  Our  Lord  must  have  met 
them;  but  if  the  name  "Essene"  was  a  designation 
given  from  without  like  "Quakers,"  then  they  may 
appear  in  the  Gospels  under  another  name.  There 
is  a  class  of  persons  three  times  referred  to — those 
"that  waited  for  the  consolation  of  Israel"  (Lk  2  25 
AV),  "looking  for  the  redemption"  (2  38).  "waited 
for  the  kingdom  of  God"  (Mk  15  43  AV;  Lk  23  51 
AV) .  There  are  thus  Simeon  and  Anna  at  the  begin- 
ning of  His  earthlv  life,  and  Joseph  of  Arimathea  at 
the  end,  connected  with  this  sect.  If,  then,  this  sect 
were  the  Essenes  under  another  name,  the  diffi- 
culty would  be  removed.  If,  fiuther,  in  any  sense 
Our  Lord  belonged,  or  had  belonged,  to  the  Essenes, 
then  as  He  would  be  perpetually  meeting  and  asso- 
ciating with  them,  these  meetings  would  not  be 
chronicled.  A  man  cannot  meet  himself.  If  they 
are  the  authors  of  the  apocal3rptic  books,  ajs  we  con- 
tend, then  the  title  "waiters  for  the  kingdom  of 
God  would  be  most  suitable,  full  as  these  books 
are  of  Messianic  hopes.  If  this  opinion  is  correct 
Our  Lord's  assumption  of  the  title  "Son  of  Man"  is 
significant,  taken  m  connection  with  the  prominence 
given  to  that  title  in  the  Enoch  books. 

Another  significant  phenomenon  is  the  disappear- 
ance of  Essenism  in  Christianity.     Bishop  Light- 
foot,  in  his  dissertation  on  the  Colos- 

3.  Disap-  sian  Heresy  (Comm.  on  Coif  21-111), 
pearance  of  proves  that  it  was  Essenism.  These 
Essenism  Essenes  must  have  been  baptized  into 
in  Chris-  Christ,  or  they  could  not  have  got 
tianity  entry  into  the  Christian  communities 

which  had  been  drawn  to  Christ  from 
heathenism.  But  that  is  not  the  only  heresy  that 
is  connected  with  the  Essenes.  The  Ebionites 
seem  to  have  been  Essenes  who  had  passed  over  into 
Christianity.  In  the  Apos  Const  the  Ebionites 
and  Essenes  are  brought  mto  very  close  connection. 
Epiphanius,  in  his  confused  way,  mixes  up  the 
various  names  imder  which  the  Essenes  appear  in 
his  works  with  a  certain  Elkaisa,  a  connection  also 
to  be  found  in  Hippolytus,  an  earlier  and  better 
authority.  But  Elkaisa  claimed  to  be  a  Christian. 
His  leading  follower,  Alcibiades,  appeared  in  Rome 
and  was  resisted  by  Hippoljrtus.  The  Clementine 
Homilies,  a  religious  novel  of  which  St.  Peter  is  the 
hero,  has  many  Essenian  features.  It  is  assumed 
to  be  Ebionite,  but  that  only  makes  the  evidence 
that  the  Essenes  had  become  Christians  all  the  more 
convincing.  The  Ebionites  were  Christians,  if  de- 
fective in  their  views,  and  the  presence  of  Essenian 
features  in  a  work  proceeding  from  them  emphasizes 
the  identity.    See  Ebionism. 

lliere  is  another  phenomenon,  more  extensive 
and   important   than    those  we  have  considered 

above — the    presence   of    Monachism 

4.  Mona-      in  the  church.     Notwithstanding  that 
chism  Our  Lord  prayed  "not  that"  the  disci- 
ples be  taken  "out  of  the  world,"  but 

that  they  be  kept  "from  the  evil"  (Jn  17  15),  im- 
plying that  they  were  not  to  retire  into  solitude, 
and  that  the  apostle  Paul  regards  it  as  demonstrat- 
ing the  falsity  of  our  possible  interpretation  of  an 
exportation  of  his  that  it  would  imply  that  the 
disciples  "must  needs  go  out  of  the  world"  (1  Cor 
5  10);  yet  the  monks  did  retire  from  the  world  and 
regarded  themselves  as  all  the  holier  for  so  doing, 
and  were  regarded  so  by  others.  The  apostle  Paul 
declares  the  "forbidding  to  marry"  one  of  "the 
doctrines  of  demons,"  yet  very  soon  asceticism  set 
in  and  virginity  was  regarded  as  far  holier  than  the 
married  state.    RetircSnent  from  the  world  and 


asceticism  were  the  two  cardinal  characteristics  of 
Monachism.  Despite  that  these  were  in  antago- 
nism to  the  teachings  of  Christ  and  His  apostles, 
within  little  more  than  a  century  after  Our  Lord's 
ascension  Monachism  began  to  appear,  and  prevailed 
more  and  more  and  continues  to  this  day.  These 
characteristics,  retirement  from  the  world  and  asceti- 
cism, esp.  forbidding  to  marry,  were  marked  features 
of  Essenism.  The  wholesale  entrance  of  the  Essene 
sect  into  the  church  would  explain  this.  On  the 
other  hand  this  wholesale  passing  over  into  Chris- 
tianity of  so  intensely  Jewish  a  sect  implies  a  his- 
toric connection  or  affinity.  It  is  true  that  the 
catechetic  school  of  Alexandria  praises  the  con- 
templative life,  so  admired  by  their  contemporaries, 
the  neo-Platonists,  and  that  philosophy  which  had 
been  looked  at  askance  by  the  church  was,  so  to 
say,  taken  under  their  protection  by  the  Alexan- 
drian school,  and  the  retirement  of  solitaries  into  the 
deserts  or  the  formation  of  monasteries  served  to 
promote  this  contemplation.  This  led  to  all  the 
extravagances  of  the  monks  being  regarded  as 
heights  of  philosophy.  Such  views  were  a  cause, 
but  as  certainly  were  they  also  effects.  The  cause 
of  these  effects  as  it  seems  to  us  was  to  some  extent 
the  admiration  extended  by  Philo,  the  Alexandrian, 
to  the  Essenes  and  TherapeiUaef  and  the  influence 
of  Philo  on  his  Christian  successors  in  Alexandria. 

LiTXRATURx. — Sources:  Philo,  Jos,  Pliny,  Hegeslppus, 
Porphyry,  Hippolytus.  Epiphanius. 

Secondary  literature:  Besides  works  specially  on  the 
Essenes,  the  following  are  mentioned:  Frankel.  Die 
B»»&er;  Ludus,  Der  Saseniamus;  Ginsburg,  Staenet; 
and  portions  of  books,  as  Delaunay,  Moinea  et  Sibyllea, 
1-88;  Thomson,  Booka  Which  Influenced  Our  Lord,  74- 
122;  Ritschl,  Die  Entatehung  der  alt-katholiachen  Kirche, 
179-203;   Lightfoot.  Comm.  on  Col,  7-111,  347-417. 

There  are  in  histories  of  the  Jews  discussions  of  the 
questions  in  order.  Of  these  may  be  noted:  Bwald, 
Hiat  of  larael,  V.  370-71;  Gr&ts,  Oeachichte  der  Juden. 
III.  057-03;  Schtlrer.  The  Jewiah  People  in  the  Time  of 
Jeaua  Chriai,  II.  ii.  188-218,  tr.  This  opens  with  a  fairly 
full  account  of  the  lit.  up  to  the  date  of  the  2d  German 
ed;  Zeller,  Oeachichte  der  Philoa.  der  Oriechen,  III,  ii,  2, 
pp.  235-93.  There  are  also  arts,  in  yarious  Bible  and 
theological  dictionaries,  as  Smith  and  Wace,  Diet,  of 
Bcclea  Biography;  Smith  and  Puller,  Diet,  of  the  Bible; 
HDB;  Jew  Enc;  RE;  Schenkel,  Bibel-Lexikon;  M'Clin- 
tock.  Theological  Diet. 

At  the  same  time,  while  submitting  these  as  a  sample, 
and  only  as  a  sample,  of  the  yast  lit.  of  the  subject,  we 
agree  in  the  adyice  giyen  by  F.  C.  Conybeare— in  HDB, 
s.y.:  "The  student  may  be  adyised  to  study  for  himself 
the  yery  limited  documentary  sources  relating  to  the 
Essenes  and  then  to  draw  his  own  conclusions."  We 
feel  the  importance  of  this  adyice  ail  the  more  that 

Eenisal  has  shown  us  that  most  of  these  secondary  writers 
aye  considered  exdusiyely  the  coenobite  community 
at  Engedi  to  the  neglect  of  the  wider  society.  After  the 
student  has  formed  opinions  from  a  careful  study  of  the 
sources  he  may  benefit  by  these  secondary  works. 

J.  E.  H.  Thomson 
ESTATE,  es-tat':  While  AV  uses  both  "estate" 
and  "state"  with  the  meaning  of  "condition,"  ARV 
distinguishes,  using  "state"  for  the  idea  of  condition, 
"estate"  for  position;  and  replaces  "estate"  of  AV 
bv  more  dennite  expressions  in  many  cases.  Cf 
Ciol  4  7  AV,  "All  my  state  shall  Tychicus  declare 
unto  you,"  but  ver  8,  AV  "midbt  know  your 
estatej'  RV  "may  know  our  state^';  Lk  1  48  AV 
and  kV  "the  low  estate"  (of  the  Lord's  hand- 
maiden): Mk  6  21,  AV  "chief  estates,"  RV  "chief 
men";  Dnl  11  7.20.2L38,  AV  "his  estate,"  RV 
"hifl  place,"  both  with  m  "his  oflfice." 

F.  K.  Farr 
ESTEEM,  es-tem'  ptpn,  ikOshabh;  4ry^|ia^ 
hegiomai):  "To  esteem"  means  sometimes  simply 
"to  think"  or  "reckon";  in  other  connections  it 
means  "to  regard  as  honorable"  or  "valuable." 
We  have  examples  of  both  senses  in  the  Bible.  The 
word  oftenest  so  tr^  in  the  OT  is  hdshabh^  meanins 
perhaps  originally,  "to  bind,"  hence  "combine, 
^'think,"  "reckon''  (Job  41  27  AV;  Isa  29  16.17: 
63  4;  Lam  4  2).  In  Isa  63  3  we  have  the  wora 
in  the  higher  sense,  "We  esteemed  him  not."    This 
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sense  is  expressed  also  by  ^drakh.  "to  set  in  array," 
"in  order"  (Job  36  19,  AV  "WiU  he  esteem  thy 
riches?"  ERV  "Will  thy  riches  suffice?"  m  "WiU 
thy  cry  avail?"  which  ARV  adopts  as  the  text) : 
also  bv  c&vkan,  "to  hide,"  "to  conceal"  (Job  23 
12,  AV  "I  have  esteemed  the  words  of  his  mouth," 
RV  "treasured  up");  i&lah,  "to  be  light,"  is  tr<» 
"lightly  esteemed''  (1  S  18  23,  "I  am  a  poor  man, 
and  lightly  esteemed"),  also  idUd,  same  meaning 
(1  S  2  30.  "They  that  despise  me  shall  be  lightly 
esteemed  ).  In  the  NT,  hSgecmaiy  "to  lead  out, 
is  used  in  the  sense  of  "counting  honorable,"  etc 
(Phil  2  3,  RV  "counting";  1  Thess  6  13;  per- 
haps He  11  26,  but  RV  has  simply  "accounting"): 
krinOy  "to  judge,"  is  used  in  the  sense  of  "to  reckon 
(Rom  14  5 bis);  also  logizomai,  "to  reckon"  (Rom 
14  14.  RV  "accounteth");  hwpseUs.  "hidi,"  "ex- 
alted, is  rendered  "highly  esteemea"  in  Lk  16  15 
AV,  but  in  RV  "exalted^';  exovUherUd,  "to  think 
nothiuKof,"  is  tr<»  "least  esteemed"  (1  Cor  6  4  AV, 
RV  "of  no  account").      • 

The  following  changes  in  RV  are  of  interest:  for 
"He  that  is  despised  and  hath  a  servant,  is  better 
than  he  that  honoreth  himself  and  lacketh  bread" 
(Prov  12  9),  "Better  is  he  that  is  lightly  esteemed"; 
for  "Better  is  he  than  both  they,  which  hath  not  yet 
been"  (Eccl  4  3).  "Better  than  them  both  did  I 
esteem  him,"  m  "Better  than  they  both  is  he":  for 
"Surely  yoiur  turning  of  things  upside  down  shall  be 
esteemed  as  the  potter's  clay"  (Isa  29  16),  "Ye  turn 
things  upside  down!"  (m  Oh  your  perversity!"), 
"Shall  the  potter  be  esteemed  [ERV  ''counted"^']  as 
clay,"  etc — m  this  connection  a  forcible  assertion  of 
the  necessary  possession  of  knowledge  by  the  Creator 
of  man.  W.  L.  Walker 

ESTHER,  es'tgr  ("^t^C^ ,  'e^tSr,  akin  to  the  Zend 
ctaxa^  the  Sanskrit  stri^  the  Gr  AotYip,  cw/^,  "a  star," 
'EtrO^ip,  EsthJhr) :  Esther  was  a  Jewish  orphan,  who 
became  the  queen  of  Xerxes,  in  some  respects  the 

greatest  of  the  Pers  kings.  She  was  brought  up  at 
usa  by  her  cousin  Mordecai,  who  seems  to  have 
held  a  position  among  the  lower  officials  of  the  royal 
palace.  Vashti,  Xerxes'  former  queen,  was  di- 
vorced; and  the  most  beautiful  virgins  from  all  the 
provinces  of  the  empire  were  brou^t  to  the  palace 
of  Susa  that  the  king  might  select  her  successor. 
The  choice  fell  upon  the  Jewish  maiden.  Soon 
after  her  accession  a  great  crisis  occurred  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  Jews,  liie  entire  people  was  threat- 
ened with  destruction.  The  name  of  Esther  is  for- 
ever bound  up  with  the  record  of  their  deliverance. 
By  a  course  of  action  which  gives  her  a  distinguished 
place  among  the  women  of  the  Bible,  the  great 
enemy  of  the  Jews  was  destroyed,  and  her  people 
were  delivered.  Nothing  more  is  known  of  her 
than  is  recorded  in  the  book  which  Jewish  gratitude 
has  made  to  bear  her  name. 

The  change  in  the  queen's  name  from  Hadassah 
(ntjirj),  "a  myrtle,"  to  Esther,  "a  star,"  may 
possibly  indicate  the  style  of  beauty 
Change  lor  which  the  Pers  queen  was  famous. 
of  Name  The  narrative  displays  her  as  a  woman 
of  clear  judgment,  of  magnificent  self- 
control,  and  capable  of  the  noblest  self-sacrifice. 
See  Esther,  Book  of.  John  Urquhabt 

ESTHER,  BOOK  OF: 

1.  The  Canonlcity  of  Esther 

2.  Its  Authorship 

3.  Its  Date 

4.  Its  Contents 

5.  The  Greek  Additions 

6.  The  Attacks  upon  the  Book 

7.  Some  of  the  Objections 

8.  Confirmations  of  the  Book 

This  book  completes  the  historical  books  of  the 
OT.    The   conjunction   \   "and,"  with  which  it 


begins,  is  significant.  It  shows  that  the  book  was 
designed  for  a  place  in  a  series,  the  *1  linking  it  on 
to  a  book  immediately  preceding,  and  that  the 
present  arrangement  of  the  Heb  Bible  differs  widely 
from  what  must  have  been  the  original  order.  At 
present  Est  follows  Eccl,  with  which  it  has  no  con- 
nection whatever;  and  this  tell-tale  ''and."  like  a 
body-mark  on  a  lost  child,  proves  that  the  book  has 
been  wrenched  away  from  its  original  connection. 
There  is  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  order  in  the 
Sept  follows  that  of  the  Heb  Bible  of  the  3d  or  the 
4th  cent.  BC,  and  this  is  the  order  of  the  Vulg,  of  the 
Eng.  Bible,  and  other  VSS.  The  initial  *1  is  absent 
from  Gen,  Dt,  1  Ch  and  Neh.  The  historical 
books  are  consequentlv  arranged,  by  the  insertion 
and  the  omission  of  \  into  these  four  divisions: 
GentoNu;  Dtto2K;  IChtoEzr;  NehandEst. 
Of  the  canonicity  of  the  book  there  is  no  question. 
That  there  was  a  distinct  guardianship  of  the  Canon 
by  the  Jewish  priesthood  has  figured 

1.  The  less  in  recent  discussions  than  it  should. 
Canonicity  Jos  shows  that  there  was  a  Temple 
of  EsUier      copy  which  was  carried  among  the 

Temple  spoils  in  the  triumph  of  Ves- 
pasian. The  peculianties  of  the  Heb  text  also 
prove  that  all  our  MSS  are  representatives  of  one 
standard  copy.  In  the  Jewish  Canon  Est  had  not 
only  a  recognized,  but  also  a  distinguished,  place. 
The  statement  of  Junilius  in  the  6th  cent.  AD  that 
the  canonicity  of  Est  was  doubted  by  some  in  his 
time  has  no  bearing  on  the  question.  The  high 
estimation  of  the  book  ciurent  among  the  ancient 
Jews  is  evident  from  its  titles.  It  is  usually  headed 
''M'gillath  Esther"  (the  volume  of  Est),  and  some- 
times "M^^llah"  (the  volume).  Maimonides  savs 
that  the  wise  men  among  the  Jews  affirm  that  the 
book  was  dictated  by  the  Holy  Spirit,  and  adds: 
"All  the  books  of  the  Prophets,  and  all  the  Hagi- 
ographa  shall  cease  in  the  days  of  the  Messiah,  except 
the  volume  of  Est;  and,  lo,  that  shall  be  as  stable 
as  the  Pent,  and  as  the  constitutions  of  the  oral  law 
which  shall  never  cease." 

By  whom  was  the  book  written?    This  is  a  point 
in  regard  to  which  no  help  is  afforded  us  either  by 

the  contents  of  the  book  or  by  any 

2.  Its  reliable  tradition.  Mordecai,  whose 
Authorship    claims  have  been  stronglv  urged  by 

some,  is  excluded  by  the  closinff  words 
(10  3)^  which  sum  up  his  life  work  and  the  blessings 
of  which  he  had  been  the  recipient.  The  words 
imply  that  when  the  book  was  written,  that  great 
Israelite  had  passed  away. 

Light  is  thrown  upon  the  date  of  the  book  by  the 
closing  references  to  Ahasuerus  (10  2):   "And  all 

the  acts  of  his  power  and  of  his  might, 

3.  Its  Date   ....  are  they  not  written  in  the  book 

of  the  chronicles  of  the  kings  of  Media 
and  Persia?"  The  entire  history,  therefore,  of 
Xerxes  was  to  be  found  in  the  state  records  when 
the  book  was  written.  In  other  words,  Xerxes 
had  passed  away  before  it  saw  the  li^ht.  That 
monarch  was  assassinated  by  Artabanus  m  465  BC. 
This  gives  us,  say  460  BC,  as  the  highest  possible 
date.  The  lowest  possible  date  is  the  overthrow 
of  the  Pers  empire  by  Alexander  in  332  BC;  for 
the  royal  reooros  of  tne  Median  and  Pers  kings  are 
plainly  in  existence  and  accessible,  which  they  would 
not  have  been  had  the  empire  been  overthrown. 
The  book  must  have  been  written,  therefore,  some 
time  within  this  interval  of  128  years.  Hiere  is 
another  fact  which  narrows  that  interval.  The 
initial  waw  shows  that  Est  was  written  after  Neh, 
that  is,  after  430  BC.  The  interval  is  consequently 
reduced  to  98  years;  and,  seeing  that  the  Pers 
dominion  was  plainly  in  its  pristine  vigor  when  Est 
was  written,  we  cannot  be  far  wrong  if  we  regard 
its  date  as  about  400  BC. 
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The  book  is  characterized  by  supreme  dramatic 
power.  The  scene  is  ''Shushan  the  palace/'  that 
portion  of  the  ancient  Elamitic  capital 
4.  Its  which  formed  the  fortified  residence 

Contents  of  the  Pers  kin^.  The  book  opens 
with  the  description  of  a  high  festival. 
All  the  notabilities  of  the  kingdom  are  present, 
together  with  their  retainers,  both  small  and  great. 
To  grace  the  occasion,  Vashti  is  summoned  to  ap- 
pear before  the  king's  guests;  and,  to  the  dismay 
of  the  ^eat  assembly,  the  queen  refuses  to  obey. 
A  council  is  immediately  summoned.  Vashti  is  de- 
graded; and  a  decree  is  issued  that  every  man  bear 
rule  in  his  own  house  (ch  1).  To  find  a  successor 
to  Vashti,  the  fairest  damsels  in  the  empire  are 
brought  to  Shushan;  and  Hadassah,  the  cousin  and 
adopted  daughter  of  Mordecai,  is  of  the  number. 
The  chapter  (2)  closes  with  a  notice  of  two  inci- 
dents: (1)  the  coronation  of  Hadassah  (now  and 
henceforth  named  '^Esther")  as  queen;  (2)  Morde- 
cai's  discovery  of  a  palace  plot  to  assassinate  the 
king.  Ch  3  mtroduces  another  leading  personage, 
Haman,  the  son  of  Hammedatha,  whose  seat  uie 
king  had  set  ''above  all  the  princes  that  were  with 
him."  All  the  king's  servants  who  are  at  the  king's 
sates  prostrate  themselves  before  the  powerful 
favorite.  Mordecai,  who  is  not  a  trained  courtier 
but  a  God-fearing  Jew,  refrains.  Though  expostu- 
lated with,  he  will  not  conform.  The  matter  is 
broudbt  to  Haman's  notice  for  whose  offended  dig- 
nity Mordecai  is  too  small  a  sacrifice.  The  whole 
Jewish  people  must  perish.  Lots  are  cast  to  find 
a  lucky  day  for  their  extermination.  The  king's 
consent  is  obtained,  and  the  royal  decree  is  sent 
into  all  the  provinces  fixing  the  slaughter  for  the 
I3th  day  of  the  12th  month. 

The  publication  of  the  decree  is  followed  by  uni- 
versal mourning  amon^  the  Jews  (ch  4).  News  of 
Mordecai's  mourning  is  brought  to  Esther,  who. 
thpough  the  messengers  she  sends  to  him,  is  intormea 
of  her  own  and  her  people's  danger.  She  is  urged 
to  save  herself  and  them.  She  eventuallv  decides 
to  seek  the  king's  presence  at  the  risk  of  her  life. 
She  presents  herseu  (ch  5)  before  the  king  and  is 
graciously  received.  Here  we  breathe  the  atmos- 
phere of  the  place  and  time.  Evervthing  depends 
upon  the  decision  of  one  will — the  king's.  Esther 
does  not  attempt  too  much  at  first:  she  invites  the 
king  and  Haman  to  a  banquet.  Here  the  king  asks 
Esther  what  her  petition  is,  assuring  her  that  it 
shall  be  granted.  In  reply  she  requests  his  and 
Haman's  presence  at  a  banquet  the  following  day. 
Haman  goes  forth  in  high  elation.  On  his  way 
home  he  passes  Mordecai,  who  ''stood  not  up  nor 
moved  for  him."  Haman  passes  on  filled  with  rage, 
and  unbosoms  himself  to  his  wife  and  all  his  friends. 
They  advise  that  a  stake,  fifty  cubits  high,  be 
prepared  for  Mordecai's  impalement;  that  on  the 
morrow  he  obtain  the  royal  permission  for  Morde- 
cai's execution;  and  that  he  then  proceed  with  a 
merry  heart  to  banquet  with  the  queen.  The  stake 
is  made  ready. 

But  (ch  6)  that  night  Xerxes  cannot  sleep.  The 
chronicles  of  the  kingdom  are  read  before  him.  The 
reader  has  come  to  Mordecai's  discovery  of  the  plot, 
when  the  king  asks  what  reward  was  given  nim. 
He  is  informed  that  the  service  had  received  no  ac- 
knowledgment. It  is  now  early  mom,  and  Haman 
is  waiting  in  the  court  for  an  audience  to  request 
Mordectu^s  life.  He  is  summoned  to  the  king's 
presence  and  asked  what  should  be  done  to  the  man 
whom  the  king  desires  to  honor.  Believing  that 
the  king  can  be  thinking  only  of  him,  he  suggests 
that  royal  honors  be  paid  him.  He  is  appalled  by 
the  command  to  do  so  to  Mordecai.  Hurrying 
home  from  his  lowly  attendance  upon  the  hated  Jew, 
he  has  hardly  time  to  tell  the  mournful  story  to  his 


wife  and  friends  when  he  is  summoned  to  Esther's 
banquet.  There,  at  the  king's  renewed  reauest  to 
be  told  her  desire,  she  begs  life  for  herself  ana  for  her 
people  (ch  7).  llie  king  asks  in  astonishment,  who 
ne  is,  and  where  he  is,  who  dared  to  injure  her  and 
them.  The  reply  is  that  Haman  is  the  adversary. 
Xerxes,  filled  with  indignation,  rises  from  the  ban- 
quet and  passes  into  the  palace  garden.  He  returns 
and  discovers  that  Haman,  in  the  madness  of  his 
fear,  has  thrown  himself  on  the  queen's  couch,  beg- 
ging for  his  life.  That  act  seals  his  doom.  He  is  iS 
away  to  be  impaled  upon  the  very  stake  he  had  pre- 
pared for  the  Jew.  The  seal  of  the  kingdom  is 
transferred  to  Mordecai  (ch  8).  Measures  are 
immediately  taken  to  avert  the  consequence  of 
Haman's  plot  (chs  ^10).  The  result  is  deliver- 
ance and  honor  for  the  Jews.  These  resolve  that 
the  festival  of  Purim  should  be  instituted  .and  be 
ever  after  observed  by  Jews  and  proselytes.  The 
decision  was  confirmed  by  letters  from  Esther  and 
Mordecai. 

The  Sept.  as  we  now  have  it.  makes  large  additions 
to  the  or^ffinal  text.    Jerome,  keeping  to  the  Heb  text 

in  his  own  tr,  has  addea  these  at  the  end. 
6.  The  They  amount  to  nearly  seven  chapters. 

PrAAir  There  is  nothing  in  them  to  reward  peru- 

A  J  jT?  ^-    I'beir  age  has  been  assigned  to  100 

Addiuons       BC,  and  their  only  value  consists  in  the 

indication  they  afford  of  the  antiquity  of 
the  book.  That  had  been  long  enough  in  existence  to 
perplex  the  Heb  mind  with  the  absence  of  the  name  of 
God  and  the  omissions  of  any  reference  to  Divine  wor- 
ship.   Full  amends  are  made  in  the  additions. 

The  opponents  of  the  Book  of  Est  may  undoubt- 
edly boast  that  Martin  Luther  headed  the  attack. 
In  his  TabU-Talk  he  declared  that  he 
6.  The  was  so  hostile  "to  the  Book  of  Est  that 

Attacks  I  would  it  did  not  exist;  for  it  Ju- 
upon  the  daizes  too  much«  and  has  in  it  a  great 
Book  deal  of  heathenish  nau^tiness."    His 

remark  in  his  reply  to  Erasmus  shows 
that  this  was  his  deliberate  judgment.  Referring 
to  Est,  he  says  that,  though  the  Jews  have  it  in  their 
Canon,  "it  is  more  worthy  than  all"  the  apocryphal 
books  "of  being  excluded  from  the  Canon."  That 
repudiation  was  founded,  however,  on  no  historical 
or  critical  grounds.  It  rested  solely  upon  an  en- 
tirely mistaken  judgment  as  to  the  tone  and  the 
intention  of  the  book.  Luther's  judgment  has 
been  carried  farther  by  Ewald,  who  says:  "We  fall 
here  as  if  from  heaven  to  earth;  and,  looking  among 
the  new  forms  surrounding  us,  we  seem  to  behold 
the  Jews,  or  indeed  the  small  men  of  the  present 
day  in  general,  acting  just  as  they  now  do." 
Nothing  of  all  this,  however,  touches  the  historicity 
of  Est. 

The  modem  attack  has  quite  another  objective. 
Semler,  who  is  its  real  fans  et  origOf  believed  Est  to 
be  a  work  of  pure  imagination,  and  as  establishing 
little  more  than  the  pride  and  arrogance  ^f  the  Jews. 
DeWette  says:  "It  violates  all  histoncal  proba- 
bility, and  contains  striking  difficulties  and  many 
errors  with  regard  to  Pers  manners,  as  well  as  just 
references  to  them."  Dr.  Driver  modifies  that 
judgment.  "The  writer,"  he  says,  "shows  himself 
well  informed  on  Pers  manners  and  institutions; 
he  does  not  commit  anachronisms  such  as  occur 
in  Tob  or  Jth;  and  the  character  of  Xerxes  as 
drawn  by  him  is  in  agreement  with'  history."  The 
controversy  shows,  however,  no  sign  of  approach- 
ing settlement.  Th.  Noldeke  (EB)  is  more  violent 
than  De  Wette.  "The  story,"  he  writes,  "is  in  fact 
a  tissue  of  improbabilities  and  impossibilities." 
We  shall  look  first  of  all  at  the  main  objections 
urged  by  him  and  others  and  then  at  the  recent 
confirmations  of  the  historicity  of  Esther. 

(1)  "There  is  something  fantastic,  but  not  alto- 
gether unskilful,"  says  Noldeke,  "in  the  touch 
whereby  Mordecai  and  Haman  are  made  to  inherit 
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an  ancient  feud,  the  former  being  a  member  of 
the  family  of  King  Saul,  the  latter  a  descendant 

of  Agag,  king  of  Amalek.''  It  is 
7.  Some  surely  unworthy  of  a  scholar  to  make 
of  the  the    book    responsible   for    a    Jewish 

Objections    fable.    There  is  absolutely  no  mention 

in  it  of  either  King  Saul  or  Agag, 
king  of  Amalek,  and  not  the  most  distant  allusion 
to  any  inherited  feud.  ''Kish,  a  Benjamite''  is 
certainly  mentioned  (2  5)  as  the  great-grand- 
father of  Mordecai J  but  if  this  w^as  also  the  father 
of  Saul,  then  the  nrst  of  the  Israelitish  kings  was 
a  sharer  in  the  expCTiences  of  the  Bab  captivity, 
a  conception  which  is  certainly  fantastic  enou^. 
One  might  ask  also  how  an  Amalekite  came  to  be 
described  as  an  Agagite;  and  how  a  childless  king, 
who  was  cut  in  pieces,  became  the  founder  of  a  tribe. 
But  any  semblance  of  a  foundation  which  that 
rabbinic  conceit  ever  had  was  swept  away  years 
ago  by  Oppert*s  discovery  of  "Agag"  in  one  of  Sar- 
n)n's  inscnptions  as  the  name  of  a  district  in  the 
rers  empire.  "Haman  the  son  of  Hanunedatha 
the  Agagite"  means  simply  that  Haman  or  his 
father  had  come  from  the  district  of  Agag.  (2)  The 
statement  that  2  5.6  represents  Mordecai  as  having 
been  carried  away  with  Jeconiah  from  Jems,  and 
as  being  therefore  of  an  imoossible  age,  is  imworthy 
of  notice.  The  relative  "who"  (2  6)  refers  to  Kish, 
his  great-grandfather.  (3)  "Between  the  7th  and 
the  12th  years  of  his  reign,  Xerxes'  queen  was 
Amestris,  a  superstitious  and  cruel  woman  (Herod. 
vii.114;  ix.ll2),  who  cannot  be  identified  with 
Esther,  and  who  leaves  no  place  for  E^sther  beside 
her"  (Driver).  Scaliger  long  ago  identified  Esther 
with  Amestris,  an  identification  which  Prideaux 
rejected  on  account  of  the  cruelty  which  Herodotus 
has  attributed  to  that  queen.  Dr.  Driver  has  failed 
to  take  fuU  accoimt  of  one  thing — the  striking  fact 
that  critics  have  leveled  this  very  charge  of  cruelty 
against  the  heroine  of  our  book.  It  is  quite  pos- 
sible that  Esther,  moving  in  a  world  of  merciless 
intrigue,  may  have  had  to  take  measures  which 
would  form  a  foundation  for  the  tales  recorded  by 
the  Gr  historian.  (4)  The  aim  of  the  book  is  said 
to  be  the  glorification  of  the  Jews.  But,  on  the 
contrary,  it  is  merely  a  record  of  their  being  saved 
from  a  skilfully  planned  extirpation.  (5)  The 
description  of  the  Jews  (3  8)  as  dispersed  among 
the  peoples  in  all  the  provinces  of"  the  kingdom  is 
said  to  be  inapplicable  to  the  Fers  period.  That 
argument  is  based  upon  an  ignorance  of  the  ancient 
world  which  investigation  is  daily  correcting.  We 
now  know  that  before  the  time  of  Est  Jews  were 
settled  both  in  Eastern  and  in  Southern  Egypt,  that 
is,  in  the  extreme  west  of  the  Fers  empire.  In  the 
troubles  at  the  end  of  the  7th  and  of  the  6th  cents. 
BC,  multitudes  must  have  been  dispersed,  and  when, 
at  the  latter  period,  the  ties  of  the  fatherland  were 
dissolved,  Jewish  migrations  must  have  vastly 
increased.  (6)  The  Heb  of  the  book  is  said  to  be- 
long to  a  much  later  period  than  that  of  Xerxes. 
But  it  is  admitted  that  it  is  earlier  than  the  Heb  of 
Ch;  and  recent  discoveries  have  shown  decisively 
that  the  book  belong  to  the  Fers  period.  (7)  The 
suggestion  is  made  (Driver)  "that  the  danger  which 
threatened  the.  Jews  was  a  local  one,"  and  conse- 
quently, that  the  book,  though  possessed  of  a  his- 
torical oasis,  is  a  romance.  But  against  that  are 
the  facts  that  the  observance  of  the  feast  has  from 
the  first  been  universal,  and  that  it  has  not  been 
observed  more  fully  or  more  enthusiastically  in  any 
one  place  than  in  the  others.  (8)  There  is  no  refer- 
ence to  it,  it  is  urged,  by  Ch,  Ezr  or  Ben  Sira 
(Ecclus).  But  Ch  ends  with  the  proclamation  of 
Cyrus,  granting  permission  to  the  Jews  to  return 
and  to  rebuild  the  Temple.  There  is  little  to  be 
wonder^  at  that  it  contains  no  reference  to  events 


which  happened  60  years  afterward.  In  Ezr,  which 
certainly  covers  the  period  of  Esther,  reference  to 
the  events  with  which  she  was  connected  is  excluded 
by  the  plan  of  the  work.  It  gives  the  history 
of  the  return,  the  first  part  under  Zerubbabel  in 
536  BC,  the  second  under  Ezra  himself.  458  BC. 
The  events  in  Est  (which  were  embraced  within  a 
period  of  a  few  months)  fell  in  the  interval  and  were 
connected  with  neither  the  first  return  nor  the 
second.  Here  again  the  objector  is  singularly 
oblivious  of  the  purpose  of  the  book  to  wluch  he 
refers.  There  is  quite  as  little  force  in  the  citation 
of  Ecclus.  In  dealing  with  this  time  Ben  Sira's 
eve  is  upon  Jems.  He  magnifies  Zerubbabel,  "Jesus 
the  son  of  Josedek,''  and  Nehemiah  (49  11-13). 
Even  Ezra,  to  whom  Jems  and  the  new  Jewish  state 
owed  so  much,  finds  no  mention.  Why,  then, 
should  Esther  and  Mordecai  be  named  who  seem  to 
have  had  nopart  whatever  in  rebuilding  the  sacred 
city?  (9)  The  book  is  said  to  display  ignorance 
of  the  Fers  empire  in  the  statement  that  it  was 
divided  into  127  provinces,  whereas  Herodotus  tells 
us  that  it  was  partitioned  into  20  satrapies.  But 
there  was  no  such  finalitv  in  the  number,  even  of 
these  great  divisions  of  the  empire.  Darius  in  his 
Behistun  inscriptions  gives  the  number  as  21,  after- 
ward as  23,  and  in  a  third  enumeration  as  29. 
Herodotus  himself,  quoting  from  a  document  of  the 
time  of  Xerxes,  snows  that  there  were  then  about 
60  nations  under  the  dominion  of  Fersia.  The  ob- 
jector has  also  omitted  to  notice  that  the  m'dhlndh 
("province")  mentioned  in  Est  (1  1)  is  not  a  sa- 
trapy but  a  subdivision  of  it.  Judaea  is  called 
a  Tn*dhindh  in  Ezr  2  1,  and  that  was  only  a  small 

g>rtion  of  the  5th  satrapy^  that,  namely,  of  Syria, 
ut  the  time  is  past  for  objections  of  this  character. 
Recent  discoveries  have  "proved  the  marvelous 
accuracv  of  the  book.  "We  find  in  the  Book  of 
Esther,  says  Lenormant  {Ancient  Hist  of  the  Eaatf 
II,  113),  "a  most  animated  picture  of  the  court  ol  the 
Fers  kings,  which  enables  us,  better  than  anything 
contained  in  the  classical  writers,  to  penetrate  the 
internal  life  and  the  details  of  the  organization  of 
the  central  government  established  by  Darius." 

These  discoveries  have  removed  the  discussion 
to  quite  another  plane — or  rather  they  have  ended 
it.  Since  Grotefend  in  1802  read  the 
8.  Confir-  name  of  Xerxes  in  a  Fers  inscription 
mations  of  and  found  it  to  be,  letter  for  letter, 
the  Book  the  Ahasuems  of  Est,  research  has 
heaped  up  confirmation  of  the  histori- 
cal character  of  the  book.  It  has  proved,  to  begin 
with,  that  the  late  date  suggested  for  the  book  can- 
not be  maintained.  The  language  belongs  to  the 
time  of  the  Fers  dominion.  It  is  marked  by  the 
presence  of  old  Fers  words,  the  knowledge  of  which 
nad  passed  away  by  the  2a  cent.  BC,  and  has  been 
recovered  only  through  the  decipherment  of  the 
Fers  monuments.  The  Sept  translators  were  un- 
acquainted with  them,  and  consequently  made 
blunders  which  have  been  repeated  in  our  own  AV 
and  in  other  tr*.  We  read  (Est  1  6.6  AV)  that  "in 
the  court  of  the  garden  of  the  king's  palace,"  "were 
white,  green,  and  blue  hangings,  fastened  with 
cords  of  fine  linen  and  purple,"  etc.  As  seen  in  the 
ruins  of  Fersepolis,  a  marked  feature  in  the  Fers 
palace  of  the  period  was  a  large  space  occupied  by 
pillars  which  were  covered  with  awnings.  It  may 
be  noted  in  passing  that  these  were  situated,  as  the 
book  says,  in  the  court  of  the  palace  garden.  But 
our  knowledge  of  the  recovered  Fers  compels  us 
now  to  read:  "where  was  an  awning  of  fine  white 
cotton  and  violet,  fastened  with  cords  of  fine  white 
linen  and  purple."  White  and  blue  (or  violet)  were 
the  royal  Fers  colors.  In  accord  with  this  we  are 
told  that  Mordecai  (8  15)  "went  forth  from  the 
presence  of  the  king  in  royal  apparel  of  blue  and 
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white."  The  highly  organized  postal  system,  the 
king's  scribes,  the  keeping  of  the  chronicles  of  the 
kingdom,  the  rigid  and  elaborate  court  customs,  are 
\tSl  characteristic  of  the  Persia  of  the  period.  We 
are  told  of  the  decree  obtained  by  Haman  that  ''in 
the  name  of  King  Ahasuerus  was  it  written,  and 
sealed  with  the  king's  ring''  (or  signet).  It  was  not 
«gned  but  sealed.  That  was  the  Pers  custom. 
The  seal  of  Dsuius,  Xerxes'  father,  has  been  found, 
and  is  now  in  the  British  Museum.  It  bears  the 
figure  of  the  king  shooting  arrows  at  a  lion^  and  is 
accompanied  by  an  inscription  in  Pers,  Susian  and 
Aasyr:  "I,  Darius,  Great  King."  The  identifica- 
tion of  Ahasuerus,  made  by  Grotefend  and  which 
subsequent  discoveries  amply  confirmed,  placed  the 
book  m  an  entirely  new  light.  As  soon  as  that 
identification  was  assured,  previous  objections  were 
changed  into  confirmations.  In  the  alleged  ex- 
travagances of  the  monarch,  scholars  saw  then  the 
Xerxes  of  history.  The  gathering  of  the  nobles 
of  the  empire  in  ''the  third  year  of  his  reign"  (1  3) 
was  plainly  the  historical  assembly  in  which  the 
Grecian  campaign  was  discussed;  and  "the  seventh 
year^"  in  which  Esther  was  made  queen,  was  that 
of  his  return  from  Greece.  The  book  implies  that 
Susiei  was  the  residence  of  the  Pers  kings,  and  this 

Vwas  BO.  The  proper  form  of  the  name  as  shown  by 
the  inscriptions  was  "Shushan";  "Shushan  the 
Palace"  indicates  that  there  were  two  Susaa,  which 
was  the  fact,  and  bUr&h  ("palace")  is  a  Pers  word 
meaning  fortress.  The  suiprisingly  rigid  etiquette 
of  the  palace,  to  which  we  have  referred,  and  the 
danger  of  entering  unbidden  the  presence  of  the 
king  have  been  urged  as  proof  that  the  book  is  a 
romance.  The  contrary,  however,  is  the  truth. 
"The  palace  among  the  Persians,"  says  Lenormant, 
"was  quite  inaccessible  to  the  multitude.  A  most 
rigid  etiquette  guarded  all  access  to  the  king,  and 
made  it  very  difficult  to  approach  him.  ....  He 
who  entered  the  presence  of  the  king,  without 
having  previously  obtained  permission,  was  pim- 

vJflhed  with  death"  {Ancient  Hist  of  the  East,  II. 
113-14;  cf  Herodotus  i.99).  But  a  further,  ana 
peculiarly  conclusive,  testimony  to  the  historical 

(character  of  the  book  is  afforded  by  the  recovery 
of  the  palace  of  Xerxes  and  Esther.  An  inscrip- 
tion of  Artaxerxes  Mnemon  found  at  Susa  tells  us 
that  it  was  destroyed  by  fire  in  the  days  of  Artaxer- 
xes Longimanus,  the  son  and  successor  of  Xerxes. 
Within  some  30  years,  therefore,  from  the  time  of 
Esther,  that  palace  passed  from  the  knowledge  of 
men.  Nevertheless,  the  references  in  the  book  are 
in  perfect  accord  with  the  plan  of  the  great  structure 
as  laid  bare  by  the  recent  Fr.  excavations.  We 
read  (ch  4)  that  Mordecai,  clad  in  sackcloth,  walked 
in  "the  broad  palace  of  the  city,  which  was  before 
the  king's  gate.^'  The  ruins  show  that  the  House  of 
the  Women  was  on  the  E.  side  of  the  palace  next  to 
the  city,  and  that  a  gate  led  from  it  into  "the  street 
of  the  city."  In  5  1,  we  read  that  Esther  "stood 
in  the  inner  court  of  the  king's  house,  over  against 
the  king's  house."  "The  king,"  we  also  read,  "sat 
upon  his  royal  throne  in  the  royal  house,  over 
against  the  entrance  of  the  house,"  and  that  from  the 
throne  he  "saw  Esther  the  queen  standing  in  the 
court."  Every  detail  is  exact.  A  corridor  led 
from  the  House  of  the  Women  to  the  inner  court; 
and  at  the  side  of  the  court  opposite  to  the  corridor 
was  the  hall,  or  throne-room  of  the  palace.  Exactly 
in  the  center  of  the  farther  wall  the  tnrone  was  placed 
and  from  that  lofty  seat  the  king,  overlooking  an 
intervening  screen,  saw  the  queen  waiting  for  an 
audience.  Other  details,  such  as  that  of  the  king's 
passing  from  the  queen's  banqueting-house  into  the 
garden,  show  a  similarly  exact  acquaintance  with 
the  palace  as  it  then  was.  That  is  a  confirmation 
the  force  of  which  it  is  hard  to  overestimate.    It 


shows  that  the  writer  was  well  informed  and  that 
his  work  is  characterized  by  minute  exactitude. 

The  utter  absence  of  the  Divine  name  in  Est  has 
formed  a  difficulty  even  where  it  has  not  been  urged 
as  an  objection.  But  that  is  plainly  part  of  some 
Divine  design.  The  same  silence  is  strictly  main- 
tained throughout  in  regard  toprayer,  praise  and 
every  approach  toward  God.  Tnat  silence  was  an 
offence  to  the  early  Jews;  for,  in  the  Sept  additions 
to  the  book,  there  is  profuse  acknowledgment  of 
God  both  in  prayer  and  in  praise.  But  it  must 
have  struck  the  Jews  of  the  time  and  the  official 
custodians  of  the  canonical  books  quite  as  painfully; 
and  we  can  only  explain  the  admission  of  Est  by 
the  latter  on  the  ^ound  that  there  was  overwhelm- 
ing evidence  of  its  Divine  origin  and  authority. 
Can  this  rigid  suppression  be  explained?  In  the 
original  arrangement  of  the  OT  canonical  books 
(the  present  Heb  arrangement  is  post-Christian), 
Est  is  joined  to  Neh.  In  1895  I  made  a  suggestion 
which  I  still  think  worthy  of  consideration:  More 
than  60  years  had  passed  since  Cyrus  had  ^ven  the 
Jews  permission  to  return.  The  vast  majority  of 
the  people  remained,  nevertheless,  where  they  were. 
Some,  like  Nehemiah,  were  restrained  by  official 
and  other  ties.  The  rest  were  indifferent  or  de- 
clined to  make  the  necessary  sacrifices  of  property 
and  of  rest.  W^ith  such  as  these  last  the  history  of 
God's  work  in  the  earth  can  never  be  associated. 
In  His  providence  He  will  watch  over  and  deliver 
them:  but  their  names  and  His  will  not  be  bound 
together  in  the  record  of  the  labor  and  the  waiting 
for  the  earth '-s  salvation.  John  Urquhabt 

ESTHER.  THE  REST  OF: 

1.  Name 

2.  Contents 

3.  Original  language 

4.  Versions 

5.  Date 

LiTKRATUBB 

Introductory. — ^The  Book  of  Est  in  the  oldest  MSS 
of  the  LXa  (B,A,N,  etc)  contains  107  verses 
more  than  in  the  Heb  Bible.  These  additions  are 
scattered  throughout  the  book  where  they  were 
originally  inserted  in  order  to  supply  the  religious 
element  apparently  lacking  in  the  Heb  text.  In 
Jerome's  version  and  in  the  Vulg,  which  is  based  on 
it,  the  longest  and  most  important  of  these  additions 
are  taken  out  of  their  context  and  put  together  at 
the  end  of  the  canonical  book,  thus  making  them 
to  a  large  extent  unintelligible.  In  Eng.,  Welsh  and 
other  At>testant  VSS  of  the  Scriptures  the  whole 
of  the  additions  appear  in  the  Apoc. 

In  the  EV  the  full  title  is  *'The  Rest  of  the  Chap- 
ters of  the  Book  of  Esther,  which  are  found  neither 
in  the  Hebrew^nor  in  the  Chaldee." 

1.  Name       Since  in  the  LXX,  including  the  edi- 

tions by  Fritzsche,  Tischendorf  and 
Swete,  these  chapters  appear  in  their  original  con- 
text, they  bear  no  separate  title.  The  same  is  true 
of  Brereton's  Eng.  tr  of  the  LXX;  but  in  Thomp- 
son's tr  the  whole  of  the  Apoc  is  omitted,  so  that  it 
is  not  strictly  a  tr  of  the  wnole  LXX. 

In  Swete's  edition  of  the  LXX  the  interpreta- 
tions constituting  ''the  Rest  of  Esther"  (sometimes 

given  as  ''Additions  to  Esther")   are 

2.  Contents  designated  by  the  capital  letters  of  the 

alphabet,  and  in  the  following  enu- 
meration this  will  be  followed.  The  several  places 
in  the  Gr  Bible  are  indicated  in  each  case. 

A  (Lat,  Eng..  11  2—12  6):  Mordecai 's  dream; 
how  he  came  to  honor.     Precedes  Est  1  1. 

B  (Lat,  Eng.,  IS  1-7):  Letter  of  Artaxerxes. 
Follows  Est  3  13. 

C  (Lat,  Eng^,  18  8—14  19):  The  prayers  of 
Mordecai  and  Esther.    Follows  Est  4  17. 

D  (Lat,  15  4^19;  Eng.,  16  1-16) :  Esther  visits 
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the  king  and  wins  his  favor.  Follows  C,  preceding 
immediately  Est  5. 

E  (Lat,  Eng.,  16  1-24):  Another  letter  of  Artar 
zerxes.    Follows  Est  8  12. 

F  (Lat,  Eng.,  10  4— U):  Epilogue  describing 
the  origin  of  the  Feast  Purim.    Follows  Est  10  3. 

But  Desides  the  l^igthy  interpolations  noticed 
above  there  are  also  in  the  LXX  small  additions 
omitted  from  the  Lat  and  therefore  from  the  Ens., 
Welsh,  etc,  Apoc.  These  short  additions  are  nearly 
all  explanatory  glosses. 

In  the  Century  Bible  (Ezr,  Neh,  Est)  the  exact 
places  where  the  insertions  occur  in  the  LXX  are 
mdicated  and  described  in  the  notes  dealing  with  the 
relevant  passages  of  the  canonical  text.  With  the 
help  thus  given  any  Eng.  reader  is  able  to  read  the 
adoitions  in  their  original  setting.  Unless  they  are 
read  in  this  way  they  are  pointless  and  even  in  most 
cases  senseless. 

All  scholars  agree  that  "The  Rest  of  Esther"  was 
written  originally  in  Gr.  Both  external  and  internal 
evidence  bears  this  out.  But  the  Gr  text 
4  Orlffinfll  has  oome  down  to  us  in  two  recensions 
o.  \/ngmu  ^hich  differ  considerably. 
•Language  (i)  The  commonly  received  text  sup- 

ported by  the  MSS  B.A.N,  and  by  Jos 
iAnt,  XI.  i). 

(2)  A  revision  of  (1)  contained  in  the  MSS  19.  93a 

and  108b.     In  the  last  two  MSS  both  recensions  occur. 

This  revised  text  has  been  ascribed  by  many  recent 

scholars  (Lagarde,  SchUrer,  R.  H.  Charles)  to  Ludan. 

In  his  Lihr.  Vet,  Teat.  Canon.  Graeee,  Para  Prior,  18SS  fall 

published).  Lagarde  gives  on  II  pages  both  recensions  with 

critical  notes  on  both.    The  two  Gr  texts  are  also  given 

by  Fritzsche   (1871)  and  Swete  <1891)  in 

4.  Versions  their  editions  of  the  LXX.  and  also  by  Scnolz 

in  his  Ger.  Comm.  on  the  Book  of  Eat  (1892). 

For  the  ancient  VSS  see  "Esther  Versions." 

Practically  all  modem  scholars  agree  in  holding 
that  ^'Tlie  Rest  of  Esther''  is  some  decades  later 

than  the  canonical  book.  In  his  comm. 
6.  Date        on  Est   (CerUury  Bible)  the  present 

writer  has  given  reasons  for  datmg  the 
canonical  Est  about  130  BC.  One  could  not  go 
far  astray  in  fixing  the  date  of  the  original  Gr  of  the 
Ad  Est  at  about  100  BC.  It  is  evident  that  we  owe 
these  interpolations  to  a  Jewish  zealot  who  wished  to 

g've  the  Book  of  Est  a  religious  character.  In  his 
ter  years  John  Hyrcanus  (135-103  BC)  identified 
himself  with  the  Sadducean  or  rationalistic  party, 
thus  breaking  with  the  Pharisee  or  orthodox  partv 
to  which  the  Maccabeans  had  hitherto  belonged. 
Perhaps  we  owe  these  additions  to  the  zeal  aroused 
among  orthodox  Jews  by  the  rationalizins  temper 
raevailing  in  court  circles.  R.  H.  Charles  {Enc 
Briif  XI,  7976)  favors  a  date  during  the  early  (?) 
Maccabean  period;  but  this  would  give  the  Ad 
Est  an  earlier  date  than  can  be  ascribed  to  the 
canonical  Est. 

LiTBRATUBB. — See  the  lit.  dted  above,  and  in  addition 
note  the  following:  Fritssche,  Bxegetiachea  Handbuch  tu 
den  Apokryphen  (IS^l).  67-108;  Schttrer,  Hiaiory  of  the 
Jetoiah  People,  II.  ill.  181  ff  (Ger.  ed«.  III.  449  ff);  Ryssel 
(in  Kautzsch.  Apoc,  193  ff);  Swete,  Intro  to  the  OT  in 
Or,  257  ff;  the  arts,  in  the  brlncipal  Bible  Dictionaries, 
Including  Jew  Kne  and  Bnc  Brit.     See  also  under  Ebtrbb. 

T.   WiTTON  Da  VIES 

ESTIMATE,  es'ti-mat.  ESTIMATION,  es-ti- 
mft'shun  (^fT^ ,  ^drakh,  tfij ,  ^erekh) :  These  words, 
meaning  ''to  set  in  order/'  ''valuation/'  are  used  in 
connection  with  the  priestly  services  in  Lev  6  15. 
18;  6  6;  27  14,  and  frequently;  Nu  18  16. 

ESYELUS,  &-d-e'lus  ('H<rv^,  BsMy  'Ho^Xot, 
EsUSlos;  AV  Syelus) :  One  of  the  governors  of  the 
Temple  in  the  time  of  Josiah  (1  Esd  1  8);  called 
"Jehiel"  in  2  Ch  35  8. 

ETAM,  6'tam  (DTp*^? ,  'etdm;  A,  AwAv,  Apdn,  B, 
Alrdv,  Aitdn): 

(1)  Mentioned  in  LXX  along  with  Tekoa,  Beth- 
lehem and  Phagor  (Josh  15  59).    In  2  C»i  11  6  it 


occurs,  between  Bethlehem  and  Tekoa,  as  one  of  the 
cities  built  "for  defence  in  Judah"  by  Rehoboam. 
Jos  writes  that  "there  was  a  certain  place,  about  50 
furlongs  distant  from  Jems  which  is  called  Ethan, 
very  pleasant  it  is  in  fine  gardens  and  abounding 
in  nvulets  of  water:  whither  he  [Solomon]  used  to  go 
out  in  the  morning  (Ant,  VIII,  vii,  3).  Mention  of 
^Ain  ^ Aitdn,  which  is  described  as  the  most  elevated 
place  in  Pal,  occurs  in  the  Talm  (Z'bhdljLlm  546),  and 
m  the  Jer.  Talm  ( Ydmd'  3  fol  41)  it  is  mentioned 
that  a  conduit  ran  from  ^Aldn  to  the  Temple. 

The  evidence  aU  points  to  ^Ain  ^Aldn,  the  lowest 
of  the  springs  supplying  the  aqueduct  running  to 
Solomon  s  pools.  Tne  gardens  of  Solomon  may 
very  well — ^by  tradition,  at  any  rate — ^have  been  in 
the  fertile  valley  below  *C/rta«.  The  site  of  the 
ancient  town  Etam  is  rather  to  be  looked  for  on  an 
isolated  hill,  with  ancient  remains,  a  little  to  the  E. 
of  ^Ain  ^AtSn.  1  Ch  4  3  may  also  have  reference 
to  this  Etam. 

(2)  A  town  assigned  to  Simeon  (1  Ch  4  32). 
Mentioned  with  Ebi-RiMMON  (q.v.),  identified  by 
Conder  with  Khurbet  ^AitUn  in  the  hUls  N.W.  of 
BecTsheba. 

(3)  The  rock  of  Etam,  where  Samson  took  up 
his  dwelling  after  smiting  the  Philis  "hip  and  thigh 
with  a  great  slaughter"  (Jgs  15  8.11),  was  in  Judah 
but  apparently  in  the  low  hill  country  (ib).  The 
rocky  mil  on  which  hes  the  village  of  Beit  ^Atab,  near 
Sur^ah  (Zorah),  was  suggested  by  Conder,  but  imless 
(3)  is  really  identical  with  (1),  wmch  is  quite  possible, 
the  cavern  known  as  ^Arak  IsmaHn,  described  by 
Hanauer  (PEFS,  1886,  25),  suits  the  requirements 
of  the  story  better.  The  cavern,  high  up  on  the 
northern  chffs  of  the  Wady  lamaHn,  is  a  noticeable 
dbject  from  the  railway  as  the  train  enters  the  gorge. 

E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

ETERNAL,    6-t<ir'nal    (O^V,    '6ldm;    oUvtot, 

aidnio8f  from  aUv,  aUhi):   The  word  "eternal"  is 

of  very  varying  import,  both  in  the 

1.  *OlAm      Scriptures  and  out  of  them.    In  the 

OT,  the  Heb  word  ^dldm  is  used  for 
"eternity,"  sometimes  in  the  sense  of  imlimited  dura^ 
tion,  sometimes  in  the  sense  of  a  cycle  or  an  age. 
and  sometimes,  in  later  Heb,  in  the  signification  ot 
world.  The  Heb  ^oldm  has,  for  its  proper  NT 
equivalent,  aidn,  as  signifying  either  time  of  par- 
ticular duration,  or  the  unenoung  duration  of  time 
in  general.  Only,  the  Heb  term  primarily  signified 
unhmited  time,  and  only  in  a  secondary  sense  rep- 
resented a  definite  or  specific  period.  Bioth  the  Heb 
and  the  Gr  terms  signify  tne  world  itself,  as  it 
moves  in  time. 

In  the  NT,  aiSn  and  ai&nios  are  often  used  with 
the  meaning  "eternal,"  in  the  predominant  sense 

of  futurity.    The  word  aidn  primarily 

2.  Aidn,  signifies  time,  in  the  sense  of  age  or 
Aidnios         generation;    it  also  comes  to  denote 

all  that  exists  under  time-conditions; 
and,  finally,  superimposed  upon  the  temporal  is  an 
ethical  use,  relative  to  the  world's  course.  Thus 
aidn  may  be  said  to  mean  the  subtle  informing 
spirit  of  the  world  or  cosmos — the  totality  of  things. 
By  Plato,  in  his  Timaetia,  aidn  was  used  of  the  eter- 
nal Being,  whose  count^art,  in  the  sense-world, 
is  Time.  To  Aristotle,  in  speaking  of  the  world, 
aidn  is  the  ultimate  principle  which,  in  itself,  sums 
up  all  existence.  In  the  NT,  aidn  is  found  combined 
with  prepositions  in  nearly  three  score  and  ten  in- 
stances, where  the  idea  of  unlimited  duration  ap- 
pears to  be  meant.  This  is  the  usual  method  of 
expressing  eternity  in  the  LXX  also.  The  aidnios 
of  2  Cor  4  18  must  be  eternal,  in  a  temporal  use 
or  reference,  else  the  antithesis  would  be  gone. 

In  Rom  1  20  the  word  atdioa  is  used  of  Divine 
action  and  rendered  in  AV  "eternal"  (RV  "ever- 
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lasting' ')» the  only  other  place  in  the  NT  where  the 

word  occurs  being  Jude  ver  6.  where  the  rendering  is 

'  'everlasting/ '  wnich  accords  with  classi- 

3.  Aldlos       cal  usage.    But  the  presence  of  the  idea 

of  eternal  in  these  passages  does  not 
impair  the  fact  that  aidn  and  aidnios  are,  in  their 
natural  and  obvious  connotation,  the  usual  NT  words 
for  expressing  the  idea  of  eternal,  and  this  holds 
strikingly  true  of  the  LXX  usage  also.  For,  from 
the  idea  of  aeonian  life,  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose 
the  notion  of  duration  excluded.  The  word  aianioa 
is  sometimes  used  in  the  futurist  signification,  but 
often  also,  in  the  NT,  it  is  concerned  rather  witn  the 

guality,  than  with  the  quantity  or  duration,  of  life. 
\y  the  continual  attachment  of  aidnios  to  life,  in  this 
conception  of  the  spiritual  or  Divine  life  in  man,  the 
aeonian  conception  was  saved  from  becoming  sterile. 
In  the  use  of  aidn  and  aidnios  there  is  evidenced 
a  certain  enlarging  or  advancing  import  till  they 
come  so  to  express  the  hidi  and  oom- 

4.  Enlarge-  plex  fact  of  the  Divine  life  in  man. 
ment  of  In  Gr,  aidnes  signifies  ages,  or  periods 
Idea  or  dispensations.    The  aidnea  of  He 

1  2,  and  11  3,  is,  however,  to  be 
taken  as  used  in  the  concrete  sense  of  ''the  worlds," 
and  not  ''the  ages/'  the  world  so  taken  meaning  the 
totality  of  things  in  their  course  or  flow. 

Our  Lord  decisively  set  the  element  of  time  in 
abeyance,  and  took  His  stand  upon  the  fact  and 

quality  of  life — life  endless  by  its  own 
6.  Eternal  nature.  Of  that  eternal  life  He  is 
Life  Himself   the    guarantee — "Because    I 

live,  ye  shall  Uve  also"  (Jn  14  19). 
Therefore  said  Augustine,  "Join  thyself  to  the  eter- 
nal God,  and  thou  wilt  be  eternal."    See  Eternity. 

James  Lindsay 
ETERNITY,  ft-tAr'ni-ti  (pV\!P ,  'dUlm;  Gr  equivar 
lent,  aU&v,  aidn) : 

1.  Contrast  with  Time 

2.  In  the  OT 

3.  In  the  NT 

4.  The  Eternal  "Now" 

5.  Defect  of  This  View 

6.  Philosophic  Views 

7.  Time  Conceptions  Inadequate 

8.  All  Succession  Present  in  One  Act  to  Divine  Con- 
sciousness 

9.  Yet  Connection  between  Eternity  and  Time 
10.  The  Religious  Attitude  to  Eternity 

LXTKRATUBB 

Etemitv  is  best  conceived,  not  in  the  merely 
negative  form  of  the  non-temporal,  or  immeasur- 
able time^  but  positively,  as  the  mode 

1.  Contrast  of  the  tmieless  self-existence  of  the 
with  Time     Absolute  Ground  of  the  universe.    The 

flux  of  time  grows  first  intelligible  to 
us,  only  when  we  take  in  the  thought  of  God  aa 
eternal — exalted  above  time.  Timeless  existence 
— ^being  or  entity  without  change — is  what  we  here 
mean  by  eternity,  and  not  mere  everlastingness  or 
permanence  through  time.  God,  in  His  internal 
being,  is  raised  above  time;  in  His  eternal  abso- 
luteness, He  is  throned  above  temporal  develop- 
ment, and  knows,  as  the  Scriptures  say,  no  change- 
ableness.  The  conception  of  eternity,  as  without 
beginning  or  ending,  leaves  us  with  but  a  negation 
badly  in  need  of  filling  out  with  reality.  Eternity 
is  not  a  mere  negative  idea;  to  make  of  eternity 
merely  a  blank  and  irrelevant  negation  of  tempor- 
ality would  not  satisfy  any  proper  theory  of  being; 
it  functions  as  the  positive  relation  to  time  of  that 
eternal  God,  who  is  King  of  all  the  aeons. 

In  the  OT,  God's  eternity  is  only  negatively  ex- 
pressed, as  implying  merely  indefinitely  extended 
time  (Gen  21  33;   Dt  33  27),  though 

2.  In  the       Isa  40  28  takes  more  absolute  form. 
OT  Better  is  the  view  of  eternity,  objec- 
tively considered,  as  a  mode  of  being 

of  God  in  relation  to  Himself.    For  He  was  eternal, 


while  as  yet  the  world  and  time  were  not.    But 

even  in  the  NT,  the  negative  form  of  expression 

prevails.     Time,  with  its  succession  of 

3.  In  the  events,  helps  to  fill  out  such  idea  as  we 
NT  can  form  of  the  eternal,  conceived  as 

an  endless  process.  But,  as  fiinite 
beings,  we  can  form  no  positive  idea  of  eternity. 
Time  is  less  contradictory  of  eternity,  than  helpful 
in  revealing  what  we  know  of  it.  Plato,  in  his 
Timaeua.  says  that  time  is  the  '^movin^  image  of 
eternity,  and  we  may  allow  that  it  is  its  tjrpe  or 
revelation.  Not  as  the  annulment  of  time,  thou^ 
it  mi^t  be  held  to  be  in  itself  exclusive  of  time,  is 
etermty  to  be  taken,  but  rather  as  the  ground  of  its 
reality. 

Eternity  might,  no  doubt,  be  taken  as  just  time 

no  longer  measured  by  the  succession  of  events,  as 

in  the  finite  universe.    But.  on  a  strict 

4.  The  view,  there  is  something  aosurd  in  an 
Eternal  eternity  that  includes  time,  and  an 
"Now"  eternity  apart  from  time  is  a  vain  and 

impossible  conception.  Eternity,  as 
a  discharge  from  all  time  timits,  is  purely  negative, 
though  not  without  importance.  •  Eternity,  abso- 
lutely taken,  must  be  pronounced  incommensurable 
with  time;  as  Aquinas  said,  non  aunt  mensurae 
uniua  generis.  Eternity,  that  is  to  say,  would  lose 
its  character  as  etemsd  in  the  very  entering  into 
relations  with  the  changeful  or  becoming.  Eternity, 
as  in  God,  has,  since  the  time  of  Augustine  ana 
the  Middle  Ag^  been  frequently  conceived  as  an 
eternal  Now.  Tne  Schoolmen  were  wont  to  adopt 
as  a  maxim  that  ''in  eternity  is  one  only  instant 
always  present  and  persistent."  This  is  but  a  way 
of  describing  eternity  in  a  manner  characteristic 
of  succession  in  time;  but  eternal  Deity,  rather 
than  an  eternal  Now,  is  a  conception  far  more  full 
of  meaning  for  us. 

.  To  spesuc  of  God's  eternity  as  an  eternal  Now 
— a  present  in  the  time-sense — ^involves  a  contra- 
diction. For  the  eternal  existence  is 
6.  Defect  of  no  more  described  by  the  notion  of 
This  View  a  present  than  by  a  past  or  a  future. 
Such  a  Now  or  present  presupposes 
a  not-now,  and  raises  afresh  the  old  time-troubles, 
in  relation  to  eternity.  Time  is  certainly  not  the 
form  of  God's  fife.  His  eternity  meaning  freedom 
from  time.  Hence  it  was  extremely  troublesome 
to  the  theology  of  the  Middle  Ages  to  have  a  God 
who  was  not  in  time  at  all,  supposed  to  create  the 
world  at  a  particular  moment  in  time. 

Spinoza,  in  later  times,  made  the  eternity  of  God 
consist  in  His  infinite — ^which,  to  Spinoza,  meant 
His  necessary — existence.  For  con- 
6.  Philo-  tingent  or  durational  existence  would 
sophical  not,  in  Spinoza's  view,  be  eternal. 
Views  though  it  lasted  always.    The  Olusori- 

ness  or  unreality  of  time,  in  respect 
of  man's  spiritual  life,  is  not  always  very  firmly 
grasped.  This  wavering  or  uncertain  hold  of  the 
illusiveness  of  time,  or  of  higher  reality  as  timeless, 
is  still  veiy  prevalent;  even  so  strong-«ouled  a  poet 
as  Browning  projects  the  shadow  of  time  into  eter- 
nity, with  rarely  a  definite  conception  of  the  higher 
life  ajs  an  eternal  and  timeless  essence;  and  although 
Kant,  Hegel  and  Schopenhauer  may  have  held  to 
such  a  timeless  view,  it  has  by  no  means  become  a 
generally  adopted  doctrine  so  far,  either  of  theo- 
logians or  of  philosophers.  If  time  be  so  taken  as 
unreal,  then  eternity  must  not  be  thought  of  as 
future,  as  is  done  by  Dr.  Ellis  McTaggart  and  some 
other  metaphysicians  today.  For  nothing  could,  in 
that  case,  be  properly  future,  and  eternity  could  not 
be  said  to  begin,  as  is  often  done  in  everyday  life. 

The  importance  of  the  eternity  conception  is  seen 
in  the  fact  that  neo-Kantian  and  neo-Hegdian 
thinkers  alike  have  show^n  a  general  tendency  to 
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reiukrd  tinHMMniceptionB  ea  unfit,  in  metaphsreics, 
tor  \he  ultimate  explanation  of  the  universe. 
Eternity,  one  may  aurely  hold,  nmat 
T.  Time-  span  or  inFlude,  for  God  a  eternal  con- 
CoDcepdonB  eciousneas,  the  whole  of  what  happens 
luadeqiMta  in  time,  with  all  of  past,  present  or 
future,  that  lies  within  the  temporal 
succession.  But  we  are  by  no  means  entitled  to  eay, 
as  docfl  Royce,  that  such  wholeness  or  totality  ot  the 
temporal  conatitutea  the  eternal,  for  the  eternal  be- 
long to  quite  another  order,  that,  namely,  of  time- 
less reality.  Eternity  ia  not  to  be  defined  in  terms 
of  time  at  all.  For  God  is  to  us  the  supra-temporal 
ens  perfectissimum,  but  One  whose  timeless  self- 
Butlicicncy  and  impassable  aloofness  are  not  Buth  as 
to  keep  Him  from  being  strength  and  helper  of  our 
temporal  striving.  Our  metaphysical  convictions 
must  not  here  be  of  barren  and  unfruitful  sort  for 
ethical  resulta  and  purposes. 

Eternity  is,  in  our  view,  the  form  of  an  eternal 
existence,  to  which,  in  the  unity  of  a  single  insight, 
the  infinite  series  of  varying  aspects 
8.  All  Sue-    or  processes   are,   together-wise,   as  a 
MHSion  toluTTt    simul,    present.     But    this,    as 

Resent  we  have  already  showHj  does  not  imply 
in  One  Act  that  the  eternal  order  is  nowise  diner- 
to  Divine  ent,  esaentiallv,  from  the  temporal; 
Consdons-  time  is  not  to  he  treated  as  a  segment 
n«as  of  etemitv.  nor  eternity  retarded  as 

interminable  duration;  the  eternal 
cannot  pass  over  into  the  temporal;  for,  an  eternal 
Being,  who  should  think  all  things  as  present,  and 
yet  view  the  time-series  as  a  succession,  must  be  a 
rather  self-contradictory  conception.  For  the  Ab- 
solute Consciousness,  time  does  not  exist;  the  future 
cannot,  for  it,  be  thou^t  of  as  beginning  to  be,  nor 
the  past  as  having  ceased  to  be. 

After  all  that  has  been  sud,  however,  eternity 
and  time  are  not  to  be  thought  of  as  without  con- 
nection. For  the  temporal  presup- 
poses the  eternal,  which  is,  in  fact,  its 
I  positive  ^und  and  its  perpetual  possi- 
bility. These  things  are  so,  if  only 
for  the  reason  that  tiie  Divine  mode  of 
existence  does  not  contradict  or  ex- 
clude the  human  mode  of  existence. 
The  continuity  of  the  lattei^-of  the  temporal — has 
its  guaranty  in  the  eternal.  The  unconditioned 
eternity  of  Ood  brings  into  tiormony  with  itself  the 
Umitations  and  conditions  of  the  temjKiral.  For 
time  is  purely  relative,  which  eternity  js  not.  No 
distinctions  of  before  and  after  are  admissible  in  the 
eternity  conception,  hence  we  have  no  right  to 
speak  of  time  as  a  portion  of  eternity.  Thus,  while 
we  maintain  the  essential  difference  between  eternity 
and  time,  we  at  the  same  time  affirm  what  may 
perhaps  be  called  the  affinity  between  them.  The 
metaphysics  of  eternity  and  its  time-relations  con- 
tinue to  be  matter  of  proverbial  difficulty,  and  both 
orders — the  eternal  and  the  temporal — had  better 
be  treated  as  concrete,  and  not  left  merely  to  ab- 
stract reflection.  Our  idea  of  the  eternal  will  best 
be  developed,  in  this  concrete  fashion,  by  the 
growth  of  our  God-idea,  as  we  more  completely 
apprehend  God,  as  actualized  for  us  in  His  incarnate 
Son. 

Thus,  then,  it  is  eternity,  not  as  immeasurable 
time,  but  rather  as  a  mode  of  being  of  the  immut- 
able God,  who  is  yet  proKrcssively  re- 
10.  Reli-  vealing  Himself  in  time,  which  we  have 
giouB  Atti-  here  set  forth.  This  is  not  to  say  that 
tude  to  the  religious  consciousness  has  not  its 

Eternity  own  need  of  the  conception  of  God  as 
being  "from  everlasting  to  everlast- 
ing," as  in  Ps  90  2.  and  of  His  kingdom  as  "an 
everlasting  kingdom  (DnI  i  3).  Nor  is  it  to  make 
us  suppose  that  the  absolute  and  self-existent  God, 


».  Yet 

Connection   j 
Between 
Eternity 
and  Time 


who  BO  transcends  all  tim&dependence,  is  thereby 
removed  far  from  us,  while,  on  the  contrary.  His 
very  greatness  mokes  Him  the  more  able  to  draw 
near  unto  us,  in  all  the  plenitude  of  His  being. 
Hence  it  is  so  truly  spoken  in  Isa  67  15,  "Thus 
saith  the  high  and  lofty  One  that  inhabiteth  eter- 
nity, whose  name  is  Holy:  I  dwell  in  the  high  and 
holy  place,  with  him  also  that  is  of  a  contrite  and 
humble  spirit,  to  revive  the  spirit  of  the  humble,  and 
to  revive  the  heart  of  the  contrite."  Hence  also  the 
profound  truthfulness  of  sayings  like  that  in  Acts  IT 
27.28,  "He  is  not  far  from  each  one  of  us:  for  in  him 
we  live,  and  move,  and  have  our  being."  After  all 
that  has  been  said,  oilr  best  knowledge  of  eternity^  as 
it  exists  in  God,  is  not  developed  in  any  metaphysical 
fashion,  but  after  the  positive  and  timeless  modes  of 
the  spiritual  life— the  modes  of  trust  and  love. 


Jaubs  LnroaAT 
ETHAU,  E'tham  (DH^ ,  'ItMrn;  'OMJi,  OlhOm, 
Ex  18  20;  Booed*,  BmUMn,  Nu  SS  6.7;  in  S3  8 
the  LXX  has  a  different  reading,  "in  their  wilder- 
ness," showing  another  pointing  for  the  word): 
The  name  used  to  be  explained  as  the  Coptic  Ati- 
wm,  "border of  the  Sea"  (Gesenius,  Lex.,  s.v.)  which 
would  agree  with  the  Heb  (Nu  S8  8)  where  the 
"wilderness  of  Etham"  is  noticed  instead  of  that  of 
Shur  (Ex  IB  22)  E.  of  the  Red  Sea  (see  Suva). 
At  Etham  (Ex  19  20),  the  Hebrews  camped  in  the 
"edge,"  or  at  "the  end,"  of  the  desert  W._of  the  si 


a  march  from  Succoth.  Brugsch  {Hist.  Egypt, 
II,  350)  would  compare  Etham  with  the  Egyp  Khe- 
tam  ("fort"),  but  the  Hrfi  word  has  no  guttural. 
The  word  Khetam  is  not  the  name  of  a  place  (see 
Pierret,  Vocab.  hUroglyph.,  453),  and  more  than 
one  such  "fort"  seems  to  be  noticed  (see  Pithom). 
In  the  reign  of  Seti  II  a  scribe's  report  mentions  the 
pursuit  of  two  servants,  apparently  from  Zoan,  to 
the  fortress  of  /-A-u  southward,  reaching  Kh^m 
the  3d  day;  but  if  this  was  the  "Khetam  of 
leses  II,"  or  even  that  "of  Minepthah,"  it  would 
not  apparently  suit  the  position  of  Etham.    See 

MiGDOL.  C.    R.    CONDER 

ETHAN,  e'than  OO'^S,  'etk/ln,  "firm,"  "enduiv 
ing":  roiKi-,  Oaithdn): 

(1)  A  wise  man  with  whom  Solomon  ia  compared 
(1  K  4  31).  Called  thero  "Ethan  the  Eirahite  " 
to  whom  the  title  of  Pa  89  ascribes  the  author^ip 
of  that  poem. 

(2)  A  "son  of  Kishi,"  or  "KiahMah,"  of  the 
Merari  branch  of  the  Levitcs,  and,  along  with  He- 
man  and  Asaph,  placed  by  David  over  the  service 
of  song  (1  Ch  8  44;   IS  17.19).    See  JBDnrHUN. 

(3)  An  ancestor  of  Asaph  of  the  Gershomite 
branch  of  the  Levitcs  (1  Ch  8  42). 

ETHANIH,  eth'a-nim  (D''3CS.  'elhdnlm):  The 
seventh  month  of  the  Jewish  year  (IKS  2).  The 
word  is  of  Phoen  origin  and  signifies  "perennial," 
referring  to  living  streams.  It  corresponds  to  Sep- 
tember-October.   See  CaliEndar;  Time. 

ETHAnnS,  ^thfi'nus,  AV  Gcanua  (Apoc):  One 
of  the  scribes  who  wrote  for  forty  days  at  the  dic- 
tation of  Ezra  (2  Ead  U  24). 

ETHBAAL,  eth-bS'al,  eth'bS-al  (^750^,  •eth- 
ba'oJ,  "with  Baal"):   "King  of  the  Sidonians,"  and 
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II. 


III. 


6. 


father  of  Jezebel,  whom  Ahab  king  of  Israel  took  to 
wife  (1  K  16  31). 

ETHER,  e'thfir  O*?? ,  'ether;  'Ae<p,  Athir) :  A 
town  in  Judah  (Joe^  16  42),  near  Libnah,  assigned 
to  Simeon  (19  7).  Kh.  el  ^Atr  (identical  in  speUing 
with  Ether)  is  possibly  the  site.  It  is  near  Beit 
Jihrin  and  is  described  as  ^'an  ancient  site:  cisterns, 
foimdations,  quarried  rock  and  terraces"  (PEF, 
III,  261,  279). 

ETHICS,  eth'iks: 

I.    Natubb  and  Function  of  Ethics 

1.  Rise  of  Ethics 

2.  Ethics  as  a  Science 

3.  A  Normative  Science 

4.  Relation  to  Cognate  Sciences 
CI)  Ethics  and  Metaphysics 
(2)  Ethics  and  Psychology 

The  "Ought" 

5.  Relation  of  Christian  Ethics  to  Moral  Philos- 
ophy 
(1)  Not  an  Opposition 

2)  Philosophical  Postulates 

3)  Method 
elation  of  Christian  Ethics  to  Dogmatics 

The  Connection 
The  Distinction 
Theological  Postulates 
(a)  The  Christian  Idea  of  God 
(6)  The  Christian  Doctrine  of  Sin 
(e)  The  Responsibility  of  Man 
Historical  Sketch  of  Ethics 
1.  Greek  Philosophy 
(1)  Sophists 
Socrates 
Plato 
Aristotle 

Stoics  and  Epicureans 
Stoicism 

Stoicism  and  St.  Paul 
cholastldsm 
Reformation 
Descartes  and  Spinoza 

4.  English  Moralists 

5.  Utflitarianism 

0.  Evolutionary  Ethics 

7.  Kant 

8.  German  Idealists 

(1)  Hegel 

(2)  Watchwords:  Pleasure  and  Duty 
Principlbs    and    Charactkrihtics    of    Biblical 
Ethics 

1.  Ethics  of  the  OT 
(1)  Religious  Characteristics  of  Hebrew  Ethics 

a)  The  Decalogue 

b)  Civil  Laws 
Ceremonial  Laws 
Prophecy 
Books  or  Wisdom 
Apocryphal  Books 

mitations  of  OT  Ethics 
(a)  As  to  Intent 
(6)  As  to  Extent 

2.  Outline  of  NT  Ethics 

(1)  Ethics  of  Jesus  and  St.  Paul 

(2)  Character 
Inwardness  of  Motive 
Ultimate  End 

3.  The  Ethical  Ideal 
Holiness 
Christlikeness 
Brotherhood  and  Unity  of  Man 

he  Dynamic  Power  of  the  New  Life 

il)  The  Dynamic  on  Its  Divine  Side 
2)  The  Dynamic  on  Its  Human  Side 
rirtues.  Duties  and  Spheres  of  the  New  Life 
(1)  TheVh-tues 

)  The  Heroic  Virtues 
The  Amiable  Virtues 


2. 

3. 


(2) 


(3) 
\.  The 
(2) 
4.  Th< 
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le  Duties 
(a)  Duties  toward  Self 
lb)  Duties  in  Relation  to  Others 
le)   Duties  In  Relation  to  God 
Spheres  and  Relationships 
t^oncmsion 

Absoluteness,  Inwardness  and  Universality 
Lxteratuhs 

In  this  article,  which  proposes  to  be  of  a  general 
and  introductory  character,  we  shall  first  deal  with 
the  fuUure  andfuriciion  of  ethics  generally,  showing 
its  difference  iTom  and  relation  to  other  cognate 
branches  of  inquiry.  Secondly,  we  shall  sketch 
briefly  the  history  of  ethics  in  so  far  as  the  various 
stages  of  its  development  bear  upon  and  prepare 


the  way  for  Christian  ethics,  indicating  also  the 
subsequent  course  of  ethical  speculation.  Thirdly, 
we  shall  give  some  account  of  BiUical  ethics;  treat- 
ing first  of  the  main  moral  ideas  contained  in  the  OT, 
and  enumerating,  secondly,  the  general  principles 
and  leading  characteristics  which  underlie  the  ethical 
teaching  of  the  NT. 

/•  Nature  and  Function  of  Ethies. — Ethics  is 
that  branch  of  philosophy  which  is  concerned  with 
human  character  and  conduct.  It  deals  with  man, 
not  so  much  as  a  subject  of  knowledge,  as  a  source 
of  action.  It  has  to  do  with  life  or  personality  in 
its  inward  dispositions,  outward  manifestations 
and  social  relations.  It  was  Aristotle  who  first 
gave  to  this  study  its  name  and  systematic  form. 
According  to  the  Gr  signification  of  the  term,  it  is 
the  science  of  customs  (^^i«cd,  ethtkd.  from  9^f, 
tthos,  "custom,"  "habit,"  "disposition")-  But  in- 
asmuch as  the  words  "custom  and  "habit"  seem 
to  refer  only  to  outward  manners  or  usages,  the 
mere  etymology  would  limit  the  nature  of  the  in- 
quiry. The  same  limitation  exists  in  the  Lat  desig- 
nation, "moral,"  since  mores  concerns  primarily 
manners. 

Men  live  before  they  reflect,  and  act  before  they 

examine  the  grounds  of  action.    So  long  as  there  is 

a  congruity  between  the  habits  of  an 

1.  Rise  of     individual  or  a  people  and  the  prac- 
Ethics  ticaJ  requirements  of  life,  ethical  ques- 
tions do  not  occur.     It  is  only  when 

difficulties  arise  and  new  problems  appear  as  to 
right  and  duty  in  which  the  existing  customs  of  life 
offer  no  solution,  that  doubt  awakes,  and  with 
doubt  reflection  upon  the  actual  morality  which 
governs  life.  •  It  is  when  men  begin  to  call  in  ques- 
tion their  past  usages  and  institutions  and  to  read- 
just their  attitude  to  old  traditions  and  new  inter- 
ests that  ethics  appears.  Ethics  is  not  morality 
but  reflection  upon  morality.  When,  therefore. 
Aristotle,  following  Socrates  and  Plato,  employea 
the  term,  he  had  in  view  not  merely  a  description 
of  the  outward  life  of  man,  but  rather  the  sources 
of  action  and  the  objects  as  ends  which  ought  to 
guide  him  in  the  proper  conduct  of  life.  According 
to  the  best  usage  the  names  Moral  Philosophy  and 
Ethics  are  equivalent  and  mean  generally  the  rar 
tional  explanation  of  our  nature,  actions  and  rda- 
tions  as  moral  and  responsible  beings.  Ethics 
therefore  may  be  defined  as  the  systematic  study 
of  human  character,  and  its  function  is  to  show  how 
human  fife  must  be  fashioned  to  realize  its  end  or 
purpose. 

But   accepting  this  general  definition,  how,  it 

may  be  asked,  can  we  speak  of  a  science  of  conduct 

at  all?     Has  not  science  to  do  with 

2.  Ethics  necessary  truths,  to  trace  effects  from 
as  a  causes,  to  formulate  general  laws 
Science         according  to  which  these  causes  act, 

and  to  draw  inevitable  and  necessary 
consequences?  But  is  not  character  just  that  con- 
cerning which  no  definite  conclusions  can  be  pre- 
dicted? Is  not  conduct,  dependent  as  it  is  on  the 
human  will,  just  that  which  cannot  be  explained 
as  the  resultant  of  calculable  forces?  If  the  will  is 
free  then  you  cannot  decide  beforehand  what  line 
it  will  take,  or  predict  what  shape  character  must 
assume.  The  whole  conception  of  a  science  of  ethics, 
it  is  contended,  must  fall  to  the  ground  if  we  admit 
an  invariable  and  calculable  element  in  conduct. 
But  this  objection  is  based  partly  upon  a  miscon- 
ception of  the  function  of  science  and  partly  upon 
a  too  narrow  classification  of  the  sciences.  Science 
has  not  only  to  do  with  cause  and  effect  and  the 
laws  according  to  which  phenomena  actually  occur. 
Science  seeks  to  deal  systematically  with  all  truths 
that  are  presented  to  us;  and  there  is  a  large  class 
of  truths  not  belonging  indeed  to  the  realm  of 
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natural  and  physical  events  which,  however,  may  be 
studied  and  correlated.  Ethics  is  not  indeed  con- 
cerned with  conduct,  as  a  natural  fact,  as  something 
done  here  and  now  following  from  certain  causes 
in  the  past  aiid  succeeded  by  certain  results  in  the 
future.  It  is  concerned  with  judgments  upon  conduct 
— the  judgment  that  such  conduct  is  right  or  wrong 
as  measured  by  a  certain  standard  or  end.  Hence 
a  distinction  has  been  made  between  the  physical 
sciences  and  what  are  called  normative  sciences. 

The  natural  or  physical  sciences  are  concerned 
simply  with  phenomena  of  Nature  or  mind,  actual 

occurrences  which  have  to  be  analyzed 
8.  A  Nor-  and  classified.  The  normative  sciences, 
mative  on  the  other  hand,  have  to  do  not  with 

Science  mere  facts  in  time  or  space,  but  with 

judgments  about  these  facts,  with  cer- 
tain standards  or  ends  (norms,  from  normaf  ^^a 
rule'')  in  accordance  with  which  the  facts  sire  to 
be  valued.  Man  cannot  be  explained  by  natural 
law.  He  is  not  simply  a  part  of  the  world,  a  link 
in  the  chain  of  causality.  When  we  reflect  upon 
his  life  and  his  relation  to  the  world  we  find  tnat 
he  is  conscious  of  himself  as  an  end  and  that  he 
is  capable  of  forming  purposes,  of  proposing  new 
ends  and  of  directing  his  thoughts  and  actions 
with  a  view  to  the  attainment  of  these  ends,  and 
making  things  subservient  to  him.  Such  an  end 
or  purpose  thus  forms  a  norm  for  the  regulation  of 
life;  and  the  laws  which  must  be  observed  for  the 
attainment  of  such  an  end  form  the  subjects  of  a 
normal  or  normative  science.  Ethics  therefore  has 
to  do  with  the  norm  or  standard  of  right  or  wrong, 
and  is  concerned  primarily  with  the  laws  which  regu- 
late our  judgments  and  guide  our  actions. 

Man  is  of  course  a  unity,  but  it  is  possible  to  view 
his  self-consciousness  in  three  different  aspects,  and 

to  regard  his  personality  as  consti- 
4.  Relation  tuted  of  an  intellectual,  sentient  and 
to  Cognate  volitional  element.  Roughly  corre- 
Sciences        sponding  to  these  three  aspects,  one 

in  reality  but  separable  in  thou^t, 
there  arise  three  distinct  though  interdependent 
mental  sciences:  metaphysics,  wluch  has  to  do  with 
man's  relation  to  the  universe  of  which  he  forms  a 
part;  psychology,  which  deals  with  the  nature,  con- 
stitution and  evolution  of  his  faculties  and  feelings 
as  a  psychical  being;  and  ethics,  which  treats  of  him 
as  a  volitional  being,  possessing  will  or  determining 
activity. 

(1)  Ethics  and  metaphysics. — Ethics,  though  dis- 
tinct from,  is  closely  connected  with  metaphysics 
on  the  one  hand,  and  psychology  on  the  other.  If 
we  take  metaphysics  in  its  widest  sense  as  including 
natural  theology  and  as  positing  some  ultimate  end 
to  the  realization  of  which  the  whole  process  of  the 
world  is  somehow  a  means,  we  may  easily  see  how 
it  is  a  necessary  presupposition  or  basis  of  ethical 
inquiry.  The  world  as  made  and  governed  by  and 
for  an  intelligent  purpose,  and  man  as  a  part  of  it. 
having  his  place  and  fimction  in  a  great  teleological 
cosmos,  are  postulates  of  the  moral  life  and  must 
be  accepted  as  a  basis  of  all  ethical  study.  The 
distinction  between  ethics  and  metaphysics  did  not 
arise  at  once.  In  early  Gr  philosophy  they  were 
closely  united.  Even  now  the  two  subjects  can- 
not be  completely  dissociated.  Ethics  invariably 
runs  back  into  metaphysics,  or  at  least  into  the- 
ology, and  in  every  philosophical  system  in  which 
the  universe  is  regarded  as  having  an  ultimate 
end  or  good,  the  good  of  human  beings  is  conceived 
as  identical  with  or  included  in  the  universal  good  (see 
Ziegler,  Gesch.  der  christlichen  Ethik;  also  Sidgwick, 
History  of  Ethics). 

(2)  Ethics  and  psychology. — On  the  other  hand 
ethics  is  closely  associated  with,  though  distinguish- 
able from,  psychology.    Questions  of  conduct  inevi- 


tably lead  to  inquiries  as  to  certain  states  of  the 
agent's  mind,  for  we  cannot  pronounce  an  action 
morally  good  or  bad  until  we  have  investigated  the 
qualities  of  intention,  purpose,  motive  anddisposi- 
tion  which  lie  at  the  root  of  tne  action.  Hence  all 
students  of  ethics  are  agreed  that  the  main  object 
of  their  investigation  must  belong  to  the  psychical 
side  of  human  life,  whether  they  hold  that  man's 
ultimate  end  is  to  be  found  in  the  sphere  of  pleasure 
or  they  maintain  that  his  well-being  lies  in  the  real- 
ization of  virtue.  Questions  as  to  existence,  evo- 
lution and  adequacy  of  a  moral  faculty  (see  Con- 
science); as  to  the  relation  of  pleasure  and  desire; 
as  to  the  meaning  of  validity  of  voluntary  action; 
as  to  the  historical  evolution  of  moral  customs  and 
ideals,  and  man's  relation  at  each  stage  of  his  being  to 
the  social,  political  and  relidous  institutions,  belong 
indeed  to  a  science  of  ethics,  out  they  have  their  roots 
in  psychology  as  a  study  oi  the  human  soul. 

The  very  existence  of  a  science  of  ethics  depends 
upon  the  answers  which  psychology^  gives  to  such 
questions.  If,  for  example,  we  decide  that  there  is 
no  such  faculty  in  man  as  conscience  and  that  the 
moral  sense  is  but  a  natural  manifestation  which 
has  gradually  evolved  with  the  physical  and  social 
evolution  of  man  (Darwin,  Spencer) ;  or  if  we  deny 
the  self-determining  power  of  human  beings  ana 
assume  that  the  freedom  of  the  will  is  a  delusion,  or 
in  the  last  resort  a  negligible  element,  and  treat  man 
as  one  of  the  many  phenomena  of  a  physical  uni- 
verse, then  indeed  we  may  continue  to  speak  of  a 
science  of  the  moral  life  as  some  naturalistic  writers 
do,  but  such  a  science  would  not  be  a  science  of 
ethics  as  we  imderstand  it.  Whatever  be  our  ex- 
planation of  conscience  and  freedom,  no  theorv  as 
to  these  powers  must  depersonalize  man,  and  we 
m&Y  be  justly  suspicious  of  any  system  of  psychology 
which  imdermines  the  authority  of  the  moral  sense 
or  paves  the  way  for  a  complete  irresponsibility. 

The  "ought.** — Ethics  is  based  on  the  assump- 
tion that  man  is  a  person  possessing  rights  and 
having  duties-^responsible  therefore  for  lus  inten- 
tions as  well  as  his  actions.  The  idea  of  personatity 
involves  not  only  a  sense  of  accountability  but 
carries  with  it  also  the  conception  of  a  law  to  which 
man  is  to  conform,  an  ideal  at  which  he  is  to  aim. 
The  end  of  life  with  all  its  implications  forms  the 
subject  of  ethics.  It  is  concerned  not  simply  with 
what  a  man  is  or  does,  but  more  particularly  with 
what  he  should  be  and  do.  Hence  the  word  "ought" 
is  the  most  distinctive  term  of  ethics.  The  "ought" 
of  life  constitutes  at  once  the  end  or  ideal  and  the 
law  of  man.  It  comprises  end,  rule  and  motive  of 
action.  Thus  the  problem  of  ethics  comes  to  be 
regarded  as  the  highest  good  of  man,  the  rb  dya06w 
td  agathdn,  of  the  Greeks,  the  summum  honum  of 
Lat  philosophy. 

If  ethics  generally  is  based  upon  the  postulates 
of  philosophy  and  psychology,  and  at  each  stage  of 
human  consciousness  grounds  its  prin- 
6.  Relation  ciples  of  life  upon  the  view  of  the  world 
of  Christian  and  of  man  to  which  it  has  attained, 
Ethics  to  Christian  ethics  presupposes  the  Chris- 
Moral  tian  view  of  life  as  reveialed  by  Christ, 
Philosophy  and  its  definition  must  be  in  harmony 
with  the  Christian  ideal.  Christian 
ethics  is  the  science  of  morals  conditioned  by  Chris- 
tianity, and  the  problems  which  it  discusses  are  the 
nature,  laws  ana  duties  of  the  moral  life  as  domi- 
nated by  the  Supreme  Good  which  Christians  be- 
lieve to  have  been  revealed  in  and  through  the  life 
and  teaching  of  Jesus  Christ.  Christian  ethics  is 
thiis  a  branch  or  particular  application  of  general 
ethics.  So  far  from  being  opposed  to  moral  philos- 
ophy it  is  the  inevitable  outcome  of  the  evolution 
of  thoujght.  For  if  the  revelation  of  God  through 
Christ  is  true,  then  it  is  a  factor,  and  the  greatest 
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in  life  and  destiny,  which  must  condition  man's  entire 
outlook  and  give  a  new  value  to  his  aims  and  duties. 

(1)  Not  an  opposition. — In  Christianity  we  are 
confronted  with  the  motive  power  of  a  great  Per- 
sonality entering  into  the  current  of  human  history, 
and  by  His  preeminent  spiritual  force  giving  a 
direction  to  the  moral  life  of  man.  This  means 
that  the  moral  life  can  only  be  imderstood  by  ref- 
erence to  the  creative  power  of  this  Personality. 
If  there  is  any  place  at  all  for  a  distinct  science  of 
Christian  ethics,  that  place  can  be  indicated  only 
by  starting  from  the  ethical  ideal  embodied  in  Christ, 
and  working  out  from  that  point  a  code  of  morality 
for  the  practical  guidance  of  the  Christian  life. 
But  while  this  truth  gives  to  Christian  ethics  its 
distinctive  character  and  preeminent  worth,  it 
neither  throws  discredit  upon  philosophical  ethics 
nor  separates  the  two  sciences  by  any  hard-and-fast 
lines.  They  have  much  in  conmion.  A  large  do- 
main of  conduct  is  covered  by  both.  The  so-called 
pagan  virtues  have  their  worth  for  Christian  char- 
acter and  are  in  the  line  of  Christian  virtues.  Man 
even  in  his  natural  state  is  constituted  for  the  moral 
life  and  is  not  without  some  knowledge  of  right  and 
wrong  (Rom  1  20).  The  moral  attainments  of  the 
ancients  are  not  simply  ^'splendid  vices."  Duty 
may  differ  in  content,  but  it  is  of  the  same  kind 
under  every  system.  !Purity  is  purity,  and  benevo- 
lence benevolence,  and  both  are  excellences,  whether 
manifested  in  a  heathen  or  a  Christian.  While 
therefore  Christian  ethics  takes  its  point  of  departure 
from  the  revelation  of  God  and  the  manifestation  of 
man's  possibilities  in  Christ,  it  accepts  and  uses 
the  results  of  moral  philosophy  in  so  far  as  they 
throw  light  upon  the  fundamental  facts  of  human 
nature.  As  a  system  of  morals  Christianity  claims 
to  be  inclusive.  It  takes  cognizance  of  all  the  data 
of  consciousness,  and  assumes  all  ascertained  truth 
as  its  own.  It  completes  what  is  lacking  in  other 
systems  in  so  far  as  their  conclusions  are  based  on 
an  incomplete  survey  of  facts.  Christian  morals,  in 
short,  deal  with  personality  in  its  highest  ranges  of 
moral  power  and  spiritual  consciousness,  and  seek  to 
interpret  life  by  its  greatest  possibilities  and  loftiest 
attainments  as  they  have  been  revealed  in  Christ. 

(2)  Philosophical  postulates. — As  illustrating  what 
has  just  been  said  two  distinctive  features  of  Chris- 
tian morals  may  be  noted,  of  which  philosophical 
ethics  takes  little  or  no  account: 

(a)  Christian  ethics  assumes  a  laterU  spirUuality 
in  man  awaiting  the  Spirit  of  God  to  call  it  forth. 
"Human  nature,"  says  Newman  Smyth,  "has  its 
existence  in  an  ethical  sphere  and  for  moral  ends  of 
being."  There  is  a  natural  capacity  for  ethical  life 
to  which  man's  whole  constitution  points.  Matter 
itself  may  be  said  to  exist  ultimately  for  spirit,  and 
the  spirit  of  man  for  the  Holy  Spirit  (cf  Rothe, 
Theohffische  Ethik^  I,  459).  No  theory  of  man's 
physical  beginning  can  interfere  with  the  assump- 
tion that  man  stands  upon  a  moral  plane  and  is 
capable  of  a  life  which  shapes  itself  to  spiritual  ends. 
Whatever  be  man's  history  and  evolution,  he  has 
from  the  beginning  been  made  in  God's  image,  and 
he  bears  the  Divine  impress  in  all  the  hneaments 
of  his  body  and  soul.  His  degradation  cannot 
wholly  obliterate  his  nobility,  and  his  actual  cor- 
ruption bears  witness  to  his  possible  holiness. 
Christian  moraHty  is  therefore  nothing  else  than 
the  morality  prepared  from  all  eternity,  and  is  but 
the  highest  realization  of  that  which  heathen  virtue 
was  striving  after.  This  is  the  Pauline  view  of 
human  nature.  Jesus  Christ,  according  to  the 
apostle,  is  the  end  and  consummation  of  the  whole 
creation.  Everywhere  there  is  a  capacity  for  Christ. 
Man  is  not  simply  what  he  now  is,  but  all  that  he  is 
yet  to  be  (1  Cor  16  47-49). 

(6)  Connected  with  this  peculiarity  is  another 


which  further  differentiates  Christian  ethics  from 
philosophical — the  problem  of  the  re-creation  of 
character.  Speculative  systems  do  not  advance 
beyond  the  formation  of  moral  requirements;  thev 
prescribe  what  ought  ideally  to  be  done  or  avoided. 
Christianity,  on  the  other  hand,  is  primarily  con- 
cerned with  the  question.  By  what  power  can  I 
achieve  the  right  and  the  good?  (cf  Ottley,  Chris- 
tian Ideas  and  Ideals,  22) .  It  regards  human  nature 
as  in  need  of  renewal  and  recovery.  It  points  to  a 
process  by  which  character  can  be  restored  and 
transformed.  It  claims  to  be  the  power  of  God  unto 
salvation  to  everyone  that  believeth  (Rom  1  16). 
Christian  ethics  thus  makes  the  twofold  assump- 
tion, and  in  this  its  contrast  to  philosophical  ethics 
is  disclosed,  that  the  ideal  of  humanity  has  been 
revealed  in  Jesus  Christ  and  that  in  Him  also  there 
is  supplied  a  power  by  which  man  may  become  his 
true  self,  all  that  his  natural  life  gives  promise  of 
and  potentially  is. 

(3)  Method. — Passing  from  a  consideration  of  the 
data  of  Christian  ethics  to  its  method,  we  find  that 
here  again  there  is  much  that  is  common  to  phi- 
losophy and  Christian  morals.  The  methoci  in 
both  is  the  rational  method.  The  Christian  ideal, 
though  given  in  Christ,  has  to  be  examined,  ana- 
lyzed and  applied  by  the  very  same  faculties  as  man 
employs  in  regard  to  speculative  problems.  All 
science  must  be  furnished  with  facts,  and  its  task 
is  to  give  a  consistent  explanation  of  them.  While 
the  speculative  thinker  finds  his  facts  in  the  consti- 
tution of  the  moral  world  at  large,  the  Christian 
discovers  his  in  Scripture,  and  more  particularly 
in  the  teachings  of  Christ.  But  it  is  sufficient  to 
point  out  that  while  the  NT  is  largely  occupied 
with  ethical  matters,  there  is  no  attempt  at  a  scien- 
tific formulation  of  them.  The  materials  of  sys- 
tematic treatment  are  there,  but  the  task  of  co- 
ordinating and  classifying  principles  is  the  work 
of  the  expositor.  The  data  are  supplied  but  these 
data  require  to  be  interpreted,  unified  and  applied 
so  as  to  form  a  system  of  ethics.  Consequently 
in  dealing  with  his  facts,  the  same  method  must  be 
employed  bjr  the  Christian  expositor  as  by  the 
student  of  science.  That  is  the  method  of  rational 
inquiry  and  inductive  procedure — the  method  im- 
posed upon  all  mental  problems  by  the  essential 
nature  of  the  mind  itself.  The  authority  to  which 
Christian  ethics  appeals  is  not  an  external  oracle 
which  imposes  its  dictates  in  a  mechanical  way. 
It  is  an  authority  embodied  in  intelligible  forms  and 
appealing  to  the  reasoning  faculties  of  man.  Chris- 
tian ethics  is  not  a  cut-and-dried,  ready-made  code. 
It  has  to  be  thought  out  by  man  and  brought  to 
bear,  through  the  instrumentality  of  his  thinking 
powers,  upon  all  the  relationships  of  life.  ^  Accord- 
ing to  the  Protestant  view,  at  least,  ethics  is  no 
stereotyped  compendium  of  rules  whicn  the  Bible  or 
the  church  supplies  to  save  a  man  from  the  trouble 
of  thinking.  It  is  a  complete  misapprehension  of 
the  nature  of  Scripture  and  of  the  purpose  of 
Christ's  example  and  teaching  to  assume  that  they 
afford  a  mechanical  standard  which  must  be  copied 
or  obeyed  in  a  slavish  way.  Christ  appeals  to  the 
rational  nature  of  man,  and  His  words  are  life  and 
spirit  only  as  they  are  apprehended  in  an  intelligent 
way  and  become  by  inner  conviction  and  personal 
appropriation  the  principles  of  thought  and  action. 

Within  the  domain  of  theology  the 
6.  Relation  two  main  constituents  of  Christian 
of  Chris-  teaching  are  dogmatics  and  ethics,  or 
tian  Ethics  doctrine  and  morals.  Though  it  is  con- 
to  Dog-  venient  to  treat  these  separately,  they 
mattes  really  form  a  whole,  and  are  but  two 

sides  of  one  subject.  It  is  difficult  to 
define  their  limits,  and  to  say  where  dogmatics  ends 
and  ethics  begins. 
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The  distinction  has  sometimes  been  expressed  by 
saying  that  dogmatics  is  a  theoretic,  while  ethics  is 
a  practical  science.  It  is  true  that  ethics  stands 
nearer  to  everyday  life  and  deals  with  methods  of 
practical  conduct,  while  dogmatics  is  concerned  w^ith 
beliefs  and  treats  of  their  origin  and  elucidation. 
But  on  the  other  hand  ethics  discusses  thoughts  as 
well  as  actions,  and  is  interested  in  inner  Judgments 
not  less  than  outward  achievements.  There  is  a 
I>ractical  side  to  all  doctrine;  and  there  is  a  theoretic 
side  of  all  morals.  In  proportion  as  dogmatic  the- 
ology becomes  divorced  from  practical  interest  there 
is  a  danger  that  it  may  become  mere  pedantry. 
Even  the  most  theoretic  of  sciences,  metaphysics, 
while,  as  Novalis  said,  it  bakes  no  bread,  has  its 

i'ustification  in  its  bearine  upon  life.  On  the  other 
iand|  ethics  would  lose  ail  scientific  value  and  would 
sink  mto  a  mere  enumeration  of  duties  if  it  had  no 
dogmatic  basis  and  did  not  draw  its  motives  from 
beliefs.  The  common  statement  that  dogmatics 
shows  what  we  should  believe  and  ethics  what  we 
should  do  is  only  approximately  true  and  is  inade- 
quate. For  moral  laws  and  precepts  are  also  objects 
of  faith,  and  what  we  should  believe  involves  a  moral 
requirement  and  has  a  moral  character. 

(1)  The  connection. — Schleiermacher  has  been 
frequently  charged  with  ignoring  the  differences 
between  the  two  disciplines,  but  with  scant  justice; 
for  while  he  regards  the  two  studies  as  but  different 
branches  of  Christian  doctrine  and  while  empha- 
sizing their  intimate  connection,  he  by  no  means 
neglects  their  differences  (cf  Schleiermacher,  Christ- 
lime  LehrCf  1-24).  Recent  Christian  moralists 
(Domer,  Martensen,  Wuttke,  Haering,  Lemme) 
tend  to  accentuate  the  distinction  and  claim  for 
them  a  separate  discussion.  The  ultimate  connec- 
tion cannot  indeed  be  overlooked  without  loss  to 
both.  It  leads  only  to  confusion  to  talk  of  a  creed- 
less  morality,  and  the  attempt  to  de^  with  moral 
questions  without  reference  to  their  do|paiatic  impli- 
cation will  not  only  rob  Christian  ethics  of  its  dis- 
tinctive character  and  justification,  but  will  reduce 
the  exposition  to  a  mere  system  of  emotionalism. 
Dogmatics  and  ethics  may  be  regarded  as  inter- 
dependent and  mutually  serviceable.  On  the  one 
hand,  ethics  saves  dogmatics  from  evaporating  into 
unsubstantial  speculation,  and,  by  affording  the 
test  of  life  and  workableness,  keeps  it  upon  the  solid 
foimdation  of  fact.  On  the  other  hand,  dogmatics 
supplies  ethics  with  its  formative  principles  and 
normative  standards,  and  preserves  the  moral  life 
from  degenerating  into  the  vagaries  of  fanaticism 
or  the  apathy  of  fatalism. 

(2)  The  distinction. — While  both  sciences  form 
the  complementary  sides  of  theology,  and  stand  in 
the  relation  of  mutual  service,  ethics  presupposes 
dogmatics  and  is  based  upon  its  postulates.  Dog- 
matics presents  the  essence,  contents  and  object  of 
the  rehgious  consciousness:  ethics  presents  this 
consciousness  as  a  power  aetermining  the  human 
will  (Wuttke).  In  the  one,  the  Christian  life  is 
regarded  from  the  standpoint  of  dependence  on  God; 
in  the  other,  from  the  standpoint  of  human  free- 
dom. Dogmatics  deals  with  faith  in  relation  to 
God,  and  as  the  receptive  organ  of  Divine  grace; 
ethics  considers  it  rather  in  its  relation  to  man  as 
a  human  activity,  and  as  the  organ  of  conduct  (cf 
Lemme,  ChrisUiche  Ethik,  I,  15).  Doctrine  ^ows 
us  how  our  adoption  into  the  kingdom  of  God  is  the 
work  of  Divine  love;  ethics  shows  us  how  this 
knowledge  of  salvation  manifests  itself  in  love  to 
God  and  our  neighbor  and  must  be  worked  out 
through  all  the  relationships  of  life  (cf  Haering). 

(3)  Theological  posttdates. — From  this  point  of 
view  we  may  see  now  dogmatics  supplies  to  ethics 
certainpostulates  which  may  briefly  be  enumerated. 

(a)  Ethics  assumes  the  Christian  idea  of  God, 


God  is  not  merely  a  force  or  even  a  creator  as  He  is 
presented  in  philosophy.  Divine  power  must  be 
qualified  by  what  we  term  the  moral  attributes  of 
(jrod.  We  do  not  deny  His  omnipotence,  but  we 
look  beyond  it  to  "the  love  that  tops  the  power, 
the  Christ  in  God."  Moreover  we  recognize  a 
gradation  in  God's  moral  Qualities:  (a)  benevolence 
or  kindness;  (&)  more  deeply  ethical  and  in  seeming 
contrast  to  His  benevolence.  Divine  justice — not 
mere  blind  benevolence  but  a  kindness  which  is 
wise  and  discriminating  (cf  Butler) ;  (c)  highest  in 
the  scale  of  Divine  attributes,  imiting  in  one  com- 
prehensive quality  kindness  and  justice,  stands 
Divine  love  or  grace.  The  God  whom  dogmatics 
postulates  to  ethics  is  God  in  Christ. 

(b)  Ethics  again  presupposes  the  Christian  doo" 
trine  of  sin.  It  is  not  the  province  of  ethics  to  dis- 
cuss the  origin  of  evil  or  propoimd  a  theory  of  sin. 
But  it  must  see  to  it  that  the  view  it  takes  is  con- 
sistent with  the  truths  of  revelation  and  in  harmony 
with  the  facts  of  life.  A  false  or  inadequate  con- 
ception of  sin  is  as  detrimental  for  ethics  as  it  is  for 
dogmatics,  and  upon  our  doctrine  oi  evil  depends 
very  largely  our  view  of  life  as  to  its  difficulties  and 
purposes,  its  trials  and  triumphs.  Three  views  of 
sin  have  been  held.  According  to  some  (e.g.  the 
ancient  Greeks)  sin  is  simply  a  defect  or  shortcoming, 
a  missing  of  the  mark  (d/uiprfa,  hamarlia,  the  active 
principle,  or  iLfAdpTijfjLa^  hamdrtemaf  the  result);  ac- 
cording to  others,  it  is  a  disease,  a  thing  latent  in 
the  constitution  or  at  least  an  infirmity  or  limitation 
inherent  in  the  flesh  and  resulting  from  heredity  and 
environment  (see  Evolution). 

While  there  is  truth  in  both  of  these  views,  by 
themselves,  each  separately,  or  both  in  combina- 
tion, is  defective,  lliey  do  not  sufficientlv  take 
account  of  the  personal  self-determinative  element 
in  all  sin.  It  is  a  misfortune,  a  fate  from  which  the 
notion  of  guilt  is  absent.  The  Christian  view  im- 
plies these  conceptions,  but  it  adds  its  own  dis- 
tinctive note  whicn  gives  to  them  their  value.  Sin 
is  not  merely  a  negative  thing,  it  is  something 
positive,  an  inward  dominating  force.  It  is  not 
merely  an  imperfection,  or  want;  it  is  an  excess 
a  trespass.  It  is  not  simply  an  inherited  and 
inherent  malady;  it  is  a  seu-chosen  perversion. 
It  is  not  inherent  in  the  flesh  or  animal  impulses  and 
physical  passions:  it  belongs  rather  to  the  mind  aiid 
wiU.  Its  essence  lies  in  semshness.  It  la  the  delib- 
erate choice  of  self  in  preference  to  God.  It  is  per- 
sonal and  wilful  rebellion.  It  is  to  be  overcome, 
therefore,  not  by  the  suppression  of  the  body  or  the 
excision  of  the  passions,  but  by  the  acceptance  of 
a  new  principle  of  hfe  and  a  transformation  of  the 
whole  man.  There  are  of  course  degrees  and  stages 
of  wrongdoing,  and  there  are  compensating  circum- 
stances which  must  be  taken  into  account  in  esti- 
mating the  significance  of  evil;  but  in  its  last  resort 
Christian  ethics  postulates  the  fact  of  sin  and  regards 
it  as  personal  rebellion  against  the  holiness  of  God, 
as  Uie  deliberate  choice  of  self  and  the  wilful  per- 
version of  all  the  powers  of  man  into  instruments  of 
unrighteousness. 

(c)  A  third  postulate  arises  as  a  consequence 
from  the  Christian  view  of  God  and  the  Christian 
view  of  sin,  viz.  the  responsibility  of  man.  Christian 
ethics  treats  every  man  as  accountable  for  his 
thoughts  and  actions,  and  therefore  capable  of  choos- 
ing the  good  as  revealed  in  Christ.  While  not  deny- 
ing the  sovereignty  of  God  or  minimizing  the  mys- 
tery of  evil  and  clearly  recognizing  the  universality 
of  sin,  Christianity  firmly  maintains  the  doctrine  of 
human  freedom  and  accountability.  An  ethio 
would  be  impossible  if,  on  the  one  side,  grace  were 
absolutely  irresistible,  and  if,  on  the  other,  sin  were 
necessitated,  if  at  any  single  point  wrongdoing  were 
inevitable.    Whatever  be  our  doctrine  on  these 
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subjects,  ethics  demands  that  freedom  of  the  will  be 
safeguarded. 

At  this  point  an  interesting  question  emerges  as 
to  the  possibility,  apart  from  a  knowledge  of  Christ, 
of  choosing  the  good.  Difficult  as  this  question 
is,  and  though  it  was  answered  by  Augustine  and 
many  of  the  early  Fathers  in  the  negative,  the 
modem,  and  probably  the  more  just,  view  is  that 
we  cannot  hold  mankind  responsible  unless  we 
accord  to  all  men  the  larger  freedom.  If  non- 
Christians  are  fated  to  do  evil,  then  no  guilt  can  be 
imputed.  Historjr  shows  that  a  love  for  goodness 
has  sometimes  existed,  and  that  many  isolated  acts 
of  purity  and  kindness  have  been  done,  among 
people  who  have  known  nothing  of  the  historical 
Chnst.  The  NT  recognizes  degrees  of  depravity 
in  nations  and  individimls  and  a  measure  of  noble 
aspiration  and  earnest  effort  in  ordinary  human 
nature.  St.  Paul  plainly  assumes  some  knowledge 
and  performance  on  the  part  of  the  heathen,  and 
though  he  denounces  their  immorality  in  unsparing 
terms  he  does  not  a&m  that  pagan  society  was  so 
utterly  corrupt  that  it  had  lost  all  knowledge  of 
moral  good. 

//.  HiMtorieal  Sketch  ofEthtcM, — ^A  comprehensive 
treatment  of  our  subject  would  naturally  include 
a  history  of  ethics  from  the  earliest  times  to  the 
present.  For  ethics  as  a  branch  of  philosophical 
inquiry  partakes  of  the  historical  development  of 
all  thought,  and  the  problems  which  it  presents  to 
our  day  can  be  rightly  appreciated  only  m  the  light 
of  certain  categories  and  concepts — such  as  end, 
good,  virtue,  duty,  pleasure,  egoism  and  altruism 
— ^wmch  have  been  evolved  through  the  successive 
stages  of  the  movement  of  ethical  thoughts.  All 
we  can  attempt  here,  however,  is  the  baldest  out- 
line of  the  different  epochs  of  ethical  inquiry  as 
indicating  the  preparatory  stages  which  lead  up  to 
and  find  their  solution  in  the  ethics  of  Christianity. 

(1)  The  Sophists. — ^All  the  great  religions  of  the 
world — of  India,  Persia  and  Egypt — ^have  had  their 

ethical  implicates,  but  these  have  con- 
1.  Greek  sisted  for  the  most  part  of  loosely  con- 
Philosophy  nected  moral  precepts  or  adages.  Be- 
fore the  golden  age  of  Gr  philosophy 
there  were  no  ethics  in  the  strict  sense.  The  moral 
consciousness  of  the  Greeks  takes  its  rise  with  the 
Sophists,  and  particularly  with  Socrates,  who  were 
the  first  to  protest  against  the  lo^-estaolished  cus- 
toms and  traditions  of  their  land.  'Die  so-called ''wise 
men''  were  in  part  moralists,  but  their  sayings  are 
but  isolated  maxims  presenting  no  imity  or  connec- 
tion. Philosophy  proper  occupied  itself  primarily 
with  purely  metaphysical  or  ontological  questions  as 
to  the  nature  of  being,  the  form  and  origin  and  primal 
elements  of  the  world.  It  was  only  when  Gr  religion 
and  poetry  had  lost  their  hold  upon  the  cultured  and 
the  beliefs  of  the  past  had  come  to  be  doubted, 
that  questions  as  to  the  meaning  of  life  and  conduct 
arose. 

(2)  Socrates. — ^Already  the  Sophists  had  drawn 
attention  to  the  vagueness  and  inconsistency  of 
common  opinion,  and  had  begun  to  teach  the  art  of 
conduct,  but  it  was  Socrates  who,  as  it  was  said,  first 
brought  philosophy  down  from  heaven  to  the  sphere 
of  the  earth  and  directed  men's  minds  from  merely 
natural  things  to  human  life.  He  was  indeed  the  first 
moral  philosopher,  inasmuch  as,  while  the  Sophists 
talked  about  justice  and  law  and  temperance,  they 
could  not  tell,  when  pressed,  what  these  things  were. 
The  first  task  of  Socrates,  therefore,  was  to  expose 
human  ignorance.  All  our  confusion  and  disputes 
about  good  arise,  says  Socrates,  from  want  of  clear 
knowledge.  He  aimed,  therefore,  at  producing 
knowledge,  not  merely  for  its  own  sake,  but  because 
he  believed  it  to  be  the  ground  of  all  right  conduct. 
Nobody  does  wrong  willingly.    Let  a  man  know 


what  is  good,  that  is,  what  is  truly  beneficial,  and 
he  will  do  it.  Hence  the  famous  Socratic  dictum, 
"Virtue  is  knowledge  and  vice  is  ignorance."  With 
all  his  intellectualism  Socrates  was  really  a  hedonist, 
believing  that  pleasure  was  the  ultimate  end  of  life. 
For  it  must  not  be  imagined  that  he  conceived 
of  knowledge  of  virtue  as  distinct  from  interest. 
Everyone  naturallv  seeks  the  good  because  the  good 
is  really  identified  with  his  happiness.  The  wise 
man  is  necessarily  the  happv  man,  and  hence  ''to 
know  one's  self"  is  to  learn  the  secret  of  well-being. 

(3)  Plato. — ^While  Socrates  was  the  first  to  direct 
attention  to  the  nature  of  virtue,  his  one-sided  and 
fragmentary  conception  of  it  received  a  more  system- 
atic treatment  from  Plato,  who  attempted  to  de- 
fine the  nature  and  end  of  man  by  lus  place  in  the 
cosmos.  Plato  thus  brought  etlucs  into  intimate 
connection  with  metaphysics.  He  conceived  an 
ideal  world  in  which  everything  earthly  and  human 
had  its  prototype.  The  human  soul  is  derived  from 
the  world-soul  and,  like  it,  is  a  mixture  of  two  ele- 
ments. On  the  one  side,  in  virtue  of  reason,  it  par- 
ticipates in  the  world  of  ideas,  or  the  hfe  of  God; 
and  on  the  other,  by  virtue  of  its  animal  impidses. 
it  partakes  of  the  world  of  decay,  the  corporeal 
world.  These  two  dissimilar  parts  are  connected  by 
an  intermediate  element,  which  Plato  calls  Bvfi&t 
thumdSy  embracing  courage,  the  love  of  honor  and 
the  affections  of  the  heart — a  term  which  may 
be  translated  by  the  will.  The  constitution  of  the 
inner  man  is  manifested  in  his  outward  organiza- 
tion. The  head  is  the  seat  of  reason,  the  breast  c^ 
the  heart  and  the  affections^  and  the  lower  part  of 
the  body  of  the  organs  of  animal  desire.  If  ^e  ask, 
Who  is  the  just  man?  Plato  answers,  The  man  in 
whom  the  three  elements  just  mentioned  harmonize. 
We  thus  arrive  at  the  scheme  of  the  so-csdled  "car- 
dinal virtues"  which  have  persisted  throu^  all  ages 
and  have  given  direction  to  all  ethical  discussion 
— wisdom^  courage^  temperance  which,  in  combina- 
tion, give  us  justice.  It  will  thus  be  observed  that 
virtue  is  no  longer  simply  identified  with  knowledge; 
but  another  form  of  bad  conduct  besides  ignorance 
is  assumed,  viz.  the  internal  disorder  and  conflict 
of  the  soul,  in  which  the  lower  impulses  war  with 
the  higher.  This,  it  will  be  seen,  is  a  distinct  ad- 
vance on  the  onensided  position  of  Socrates,  but 
in  his  attempt  to  reconcile  the  two  movements  in  the 
conflict  of  tiie,  Plato  does  not  succeed  in  overcoming 
the  duaUty.  The  inner  impulses  are  ever  dragging 
man  down,  and  man's  true  well-being  Ues  in  the 
attainment  of  the  life  of  reason.  But  though  there 
are  gleams  of  a  higher  solution  in  Plato,  as  a  rule 
he  falls  back  upon  the  idea  that  virtue  is  to  be  at- 
tained only  by  the  suppression  of  the  animal  pas- 
sions and  the  mortifying  of  the  lower  life.  Plato 
affords  us  also  the  primal  elements  of  social  ethics. 
Morality  as  conceived  by  him  is  not  something 
belonging  merely  to  the  individual,  but  has  its  full 
realization  in  the  state.  Man  is  indeed  but  a  type 
of  the  larger  cosmos,  and  it  is  not  as  an  individual 
but  as  a  citizen  that  he  is  capable  of  realizing  his 
true  hfe. 

(4)  Aristode. — ^The  ethics  of  Aristotle,  while  it 
complet^  does  not  essentially  differ  from  that  of 
Plato.  He  is  the  first  to  treat  of  the  subject  for- 
mally as  a  science,  which  assumes  in  his  hands  a 
division  of  politics.  For,  as  he  says,  man  is  really 
"a  social  animal";  and,  even  more  decisively  than 
Plato,  he  treats  of  man  as  a  part  of  society.  Anstotle 
begins  his  great  work  on  ethics  with  the  discussion 
of  the  chief  goodj  which  he  declares  to  be  happiness 
or  well-being.  Happiness  does  not  consist,  however, 
in  sensual  pleasure,  or  even  in  the  pursuit  of  honor, 
but  in  a  life  of  well-ordered  contemplation,  "an 
activity  of  the  soul  in  accordance  with  reason" 
(Nic.  Eth.f  I,  ch  v).    But  to  reach  the  goal  of  right 
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thinking  and  right  doing,  both  favorable  surround- 
ings and  proper  instruction  are  required.  Virtue 
is  not  virtue  until  it  is  a  habit,  and  the  only  way 
to  become  virtuous  is  to  practise  virtue.  It  will 
thus  be  seen  that  Aristotle  balances  the  one-sided 
emphasis  of  Socrates  and  Plato  upon  knowledge  by 
the  insistence  upon  habit.  Activity  must  be  com- 
bined with  reason.  The  past  and  the  present, 
environment  and  knowledge,  must  both  be  acknowl- 
edged as  elements  in  the  making  of  life.  The  virtues 
are  thus  habits,  but  habits  of  deliberate  choice. 
Virtue  is  therefore  an  activity  which  at  every  point 
seeks  to  strike  the  mean  between  two  opposite  ex- 
cesses. Plato's  list  of  virtues  had  the  merit  of 
simplicity,  but  Aristotle's,  though  fuller,  lacks  sys- 
tem and  consists  generally  of  right  actions  which 
are  determined  in  reference  to  two  extremes.  One 
defect  which  strikes  a  modem  is  that  among  the 
virtues  benevolence  is  not  recognized  except  ob- 
scurely as  a  form  of  hberality;  and  in  general  the 
gentler  self-sacrificing  virtues  so  prominent  in  Chris- 
tianity have  no  place.  The  virtues  are  chiefly 
aristocratic  and  are  impossible  for  a  slave.  Again 
while  Aristotle  did  well,  in  opposition  to  previous 
philosophy,  to  recognize  the  function  of  habit,  it 
must  be  pointed  out  that  habit  of  itself  cannot  make 
a  man  virtuous.  Mere  habit  may  be  a  hindrance 
and  not  a  help  to  higher  attainment.  You  cannot 
reduce  morality  to  a  succession  of  customaiy  acts. 
But  the  main  defect  of  Aristotle's  treatment  of  virtue 
is  that  he  regards  the  passions  as  wholly  irrational 
and  immoral.  He  does  not  see  that  passion  in  this 
sense  can  have  no  mean.  If  you  may  have  too 
much  of  a  good  thing,  you  cannot  have  even  a  little 
of  a  bad  thing.  In  man  the  desires  and  impulses 
are  never  purely  irrational.  Reason  enters  into  all 
his  appetites  and  gives  to  the  body  and  all  the 
ph3rsical  powers  an  ethical  value  and  a  moral  use. 
We  do  not  become  virtuous  by  curbing  the  passions 
but  by  transfiguring  them  into  the  v^cle  of  good. 
Aristotle,  not  less  than  Plato^  is  affected  by  the  Gr 
duality  which  makes  an  antithesis  between  reason 
and  impulse,  and  imparts  to  the  former  an  external 
supremacy. 

(5)  Stoics  and  Epicureans. — ^The  two  conflicting 
elements  of  reason  and  impulse  which  neither  Plato 
nor  Aristotle  succeeded  in  harmonizing  ultimately 
gave  rise  to  two  opposite  interpretations  of  the 
moral  life.  The  Stoics  selected  the  rational  nature 
as  the  true  guide  to  an  ethical  system,  but  they 
gave  to  it  a  supremacy  so  rigid  as  to  threaten  the 
extinction  of  the  affections.  The  Epicureans,  on  the 
other  hand,  seizing  the  doctrine  that  happiness  is 
the  chief  good,  so  accentuated  the  emotional  side  of 
nature  as  to  open  the  door  for  all  manner  of  sensual 
enjoyment.  Both  agree  in  determining  the  happi- 
ness of  the  individual  as  the  final  goal  o?  moral  con- 
duct. It  is  not  necessary  to  dwell  upon  the  particu- 
lar tenets  of  Epicurus  and  his  followers.  For  though 
both  Epicureanism  and  Stoicism,  as  representing 
the  chief  tendencies  of  ethical  inquiry,  have  exercised 
incalculable  influence  upon  speculation  and  practical 
morals  of  later  ages,  it  is  the  doctrines  of  Stoicism 
which  have  more  specially  come  into  contact  with 
Christianity. 

(6)  Stoicism, — ^Without  dwelling  upon  the  stoic 
conception  of  the  world,  according  to  which  the 
universe  was  a  whole,  interpenetrated  and  controlled 
by  an  inherent  spirit,  anci  the  conse(}uent  view  of 
liie  as  proceeding  from  God  and  being  m  all  its  parts 
eaually  Divine^  we  may  note  that  the  Stoics,  like 
Plato  and  Anstotle,  regarded  the  reaUzation  of 
man's  natural  purpose  as  the  true  well-being  or 
highest  good.  This  idea  they  formulated  into  a 
principle:  "Life  according  to  Nature."  The  wise 
man  is  he  who  strives  to  live  in  agreement  with  his 
rational  nature  in  all  the  circumstances  of  life.    The 


law  of  Nature  is  to  avoid  what  is  hurtful  and  strive 
for  what  is  appropriate;  and  pleasure  arises  as  an 
accompaniment  when  a  being  obtains  that  which  is 
fitting.  Pleasure  and  pain  are,  however,  to  be  re- 
garded as  mere  accidents  or  incidents  of  life  and  to 
be  met  by  the  wise  man  with  indifference.  He 
alone  is  free,  the  master  of  himself  and  the  world, 
who  acknowledges  the  absolute  supremacy  of  reason 
and  makes  himself  independent  of  earthlv  desires. 
This  life  of  freedom  is  open  to  all,  for  all  men  are 
equal,  members  of  one  great  body.  The  slave  may 
be  as  free  as  the  consul  and  each  can  make  the  world 
his  servant  by  living  in  harmony  with  it. 

There  is  a  certain  sublimity  in  the  ethics  of  Stoi- 
cism. It  was  a  philosophy  which  appealed  to  noble 
minds  and  "it  inspired  nearly  all  the  great  charac- 
ters of  the  early  Rom  empire  and  nerved  every 
attempt  to  maintain  the  dimity  and  freedom  of  the 
human  soul"  (Lecky,  History  of  European  MorcdSf 

1,  ch  ii) .  We  cannot,  however,  be  blind  to  its  defects. 
With  all  their  talk  of  Divine  immanence  and  provi- 
dence, it  was  nothing  but  an  impersonal  destiny 
which  the  Stoics  recognized  as  governing  the  urn- 
verse.  "Harmony  with  Nature"  was  simply  a 
sense  of  proud  self-sufficiency.  Stoicism  is  the 
glorification  of  reason,  even  to  the  extent  of  sup- 

Eressing  all  emotion.  It  has  no  real  sense  of  sin. 
in  is  un-reason,  and  salvation  lies  in  the  external 
control  of  the  passions,  in  indifference  and  apathy 
begotten  of  the  atrophy  of  desire.  The  great  merit 
of  the  Stoics  is  that  they  emphasized  inner  moral 
integrity  as  the  one  condition  of  all  right  action 
and  true  happiness,  and  in  an  age  of  degeneracy 
insisted  on  the  necessity  of  virtue.  In  its  preference 
for  the  joys  of  the  inner  life  and  its  scorn  of  the  de- 
lights of  sense;  in  its  emphasis  upon  duty  and  its 
advocacy  of  a  common  humanity,  together  with  its 
behef  in  the  direct  relation  of  each  human  soul  to 
God,  Stoicism,  as  revealed  in  the  writings  of  a 
Seneca,  a  Marcus  Aurehus  and  an  Epictetus,  not 
only  showed  how  high  paganism  at  its  best  could 
reach,  but  proved  in  a  measure  a  preparation  for 
Christianity  with  whose  practical  tenets,  in  spite  of 
its  imperfections,  it  had  much  in  common. 

(7)  Stoicism  and  St.  Paul. — That  there  are  re- 
markable affinities  between  Stoicism  and  Pauline 
ethics  has  frequently  been  pointed  out.  The  simi- 
larity both  in  language  ana  sentiment  can  scarcely 
be  accoimted  for  by  mere  coincidence.  There  were 
elements  in  Stoic  philosophy  which  St.  Paul  would 
not  have  dreamt  of  assimilating,  and  features  with 
which  he  could  have  no  sympathy.  The  pantheistic 
view  of  God  and  the  material  conception  of  the 
world,  the  self-conscious  pride,  the  absence  of  all 
sense  of  sin  and  need  of  pardon,  the  temper  of 
apathy  and  the  unnatiu*al  suppression  of  feelings — 
these  were  features  which  could  not  but  rouse  in 
the  apostle's  mind  strong  antagonism.  But  on  the 
other  hand  there  were  certain  well-known  charac- 
teristics of  a  nobler  order  in  Stoic  morality  which  we 
may  believe  Paul  found  ready  to  his  hand,  ideas 
which  he  did  not  hesitate  to  incorporate  in  his  teach- 
ing and  employ  in  the  service  of  the  gospel.  With- 
out enlarging  upon  this  line  of  thou^t  (cf  Alexan- 
der, Ethics  of  St.  Patd)y  of  these  we  may  mention 
the  immanence  of  God  as  the  pervading  cause  of  all 
life  and  activity;  the  idea  of  wisdom  or  knowledge 
as  the  ideal  of  man;  the  conception  of  freedom  as  the 
prerogative  of  the  individual;  and  the  notion  of 
brotherhood  as  the  goal  of  humanity. 

It  will  be  possible  only  to  sketch  in  a  few  rapid 

strokes    the    subsequent    development   of    ethical 

thought.    After  the  varied  life  of  the 

2.  Scholas-  early  centuries  had  passed.  Christian 
tidsm  ethic  (so  prominent  in  the  Gospels  and 

Epistles),  like  Christian  theology,  fell 
imder  the  bli^t  of  Gnosticism  (Alexandrian  phi- 
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loeophy;  cf  Hatch,  Hibbert  Lectures)  and  latterly, 
of  Scholasticism.  Christian  truth  stiffened  into  a 
cumbrous  catalogue  of  ecclesiastical  observances. 
In  the  early  Fathers  (Barnabas,  Clement,  Origen, 
Gregory),  dogmatic  and  ethical  teaching  were  hanlly 
distinguished.  Qyprian  discussed  moral  questions 
from  the  standpoint  of  church  discipline. 

The  first  real  attempt  at  a  Christian  ethic  was 
made  by  Ambrose,  whose  treatise  on  the  Duties  is 
an  imitation  of  Cicero's  work  of  the  same  title. 
Even  Augustine,  notwithstanding  his  profound 
insight  into  the  natiu*e  of  sin,  treats  of  moral  ques- 
tions incidentally.  Perhaps  the  only  writers  among 
the  schoolmen,  excepting  Alcuin  {Virtues  and  Vices) ^ 
who  afford  anything  like  elaborate  moral  treatises, 
are  Abelard  (Ethica,  or  Scito  te  Ipsum)^  Peter  Lom- 
bard (Seniences)f  and,  above  all,  Thomas  Aquinas 
(Sutnmaf  II). 

Eknancipation  from  a  legal  dogmatism  first  came 
with  the  Reformation  which  was  in  essence  a  moral 
revival.    The    relation    of    God    and 
8.  Refor-      man  came  to  be  re-stated  imder  the 
mation  inspiration  of  Bib.  truth,  and  the  value 

and  rights  of  man  as  man,  so  long  ob- 
scured, were  disclosed.  The  conscience  was  liber- 
ated and  Luther  became  the  champion  of  individual 
liberty. 

Descartes  and  Spinoza, — ^The  philosophical  writers 
who  most  fully  express  in  the  domam  oLpure  thought 
the  protestant  spirit  are  Descartes  and  Spinoza, 
with  whom  speculation  with  regard  to  man's  dis- 
tinctive nature  and  obligations  took  a  new  departure. 
Without  following  the  fortimes  of  philosophy  on 
the  continent  of  Europe,  which  took  a  pantheistic 
form  in  Germany  and  a  materialistic  tone  in  France 
(though  Rousseau  directed  the  thought  of  Eiu-ope 
to  the  constitution  of  man),  we  may  remark  that 
in  England  thought  assumed  a  practical  complexion, 
and  on  the  basis  of  the  inquiries  of  Locke,  Berkeley 
and  Hume  into  the  nature  and  limits  of  the  hmnan 
imderstandin^,  the  questions  as  to  the  source  of 
moral  obligation  and  the  faculty  of  moral  judgment 
came  to  the  front. 

British  moralists  may  be  classified  mainly  ac- 
cording to  their  views  on  this  subject.  Beginning 
with  Hobbes,  who  maintained  that 
4.  English  man  was  naturally  selfish  and  that  all 
Moralists  his  actions  were  self-regarding.  Cud- 
worth,  More,  Wallaston,  Shaftesbury, 
Hutohison,  Adam  Smith  and  others  discussed  the 
problem,  with  varying  success,  of  the  relation  of 
mdividual  and  social  virtues,  agreeing  generally 
that  the  right  balance  between  the  two  is  due  to  a 
moral  sense  which,  like  taste  or  perception  of  beauty, 
guides  us  in  things  moral.  All  these  intuitional 
writers  fall  back  upon  a  native  selfish  instinct. 
Selfishness,  disguise  it  as  we  may,  or,  as  it  came 
to  be  called,  utuity,  is  really  the  spring  and  standard 
of  action.  Butler  in  his  contention  for  the  suprem- 
acy and  imiqueness  of  conscience  took  an  inde- 
pendent but  scarcely  more  logical  attitude.  Both 
he  and  all  the  later  British  moralists,  Paley,  Ben- 
tham.  Mill,  suffer  from  a  narrow,  artificicd  psychol- 
ogy which  conceives  of  the  various  faculties  as 
separate  and  independent  elements  lying  in  man. 
Utilitarianism  is  a  scheme  of  consequences  which 
finds  the  moral  quality  of  conduct  in  the  effects  and 
feelings  created  in  the  subject.  With 
6.  Utilita-  all  their  differences  of  detail  the  repre- 
lianism  sentatives  of  the  theory  are  at  one  in 
regarding  the  chief  end  of  man  as 
happiness.  Bentham  and  Mill  made  the  attempt 
to  deduce  benevolence  from  the  egoistic  starting- 
point.  ^'No  reason  can  be  given,''  says  Mill  {Utilv- 
larianismf  ch  iv),  ''why  the  general  happiness  is 
desirable  except  that  each  person  ....  desires  his 
own  happiness  ....  and  the  general  happiness 


therefore  is  a  good  to  the  aggregate  of  all  persons.'' 
Late  utilitarians,  dissatisfied  with  this  rumrsequiiur 
and  renoimcing  the  dogma  of  personal  pleasure, 
maintain  that  we  ought  to  derive  universal  happiness 
because  reason  bids  us  (cf  Sidgwick,  Methods  of 
Ethics  J  III.  xiii).  But  what,  we  may  ask,  is  this 
reason,  ana  why  should  I  listen  to  her  voice? 

The  intuitional  theory  has  more  recently  allied 

itself  with   the  hypothesis  of  organic   evolution. 

"These  feelings  of  selfnfove  and  benevo- 

6.  Evolu-  lence  are  really."  says  Spencer,  "the 
tionary  products  of  development.  The  natural 
Ethics  instincts  and  impulses  to  social  good, 

though  existent  m  a  rudimentary  ani- 
mal form,  have  been  evolved  through  environment, 
heredity  and  social  institutions  to  which  man  through 
his  long  history  has  been  subject."  But  this  theory 
only  carries  the  problem  farther  back,  for,  as  Green 
well  says  (Proleg.  to  Ethics)^  "that  countless  genera- 
tions should  have  passed  during  which  a  transmitted 
organism  was  progressively  modified  by  reaction  on 
its  surroimdings  till  an  eternal  consciousness  could 
realize  itself  ....  might  add  to  the  wonder,  but  it 
could  not  alter  the  results." 

The  great  rival  of  the  pleasure-philosophy  is  that 
which  has  been  styled  "duty  for  duty's  s^e."    This 

position  was  first  taken  by  Kant  whose 

7.  Kant        principle  of  the  "Categorical  Impera- 

tive" utterly  broke  down  the  theory 
of  "pleasure  for  pleasure  s  sake."  For  Kant,  con- 
science is  simply  practical  reason;  and  its  laws  by 
him  are  reduced  to  imity.  Reason,  though  limited 
in  its  knowledge  of  objects  to  phenomena  of  the 
senses,  in  the  region  of  practice  transcends  the  phe- 
nomenal and  attains  the  real.  The  autonomy  of 
the  will  carries  us  beyond  the  phenomenal  into  the 
supersensible  world.  Here  the  "Categorical  Im- 
perative" or  moral  law  utters  its  "thou  shalt"  and 
prescribes  a  principle  of  conduct  irrespective  of 
desire  or  ul tenor  end.  In  accordance  with  the  nar 
ture  of  the  Categorical  Imperative,  the  formula  of 
all  morahty  is,  "Act  from  a  maxim  at  all  times  fit 
for  law  universal"  (Kritik  d.  praktischen  Vemunft 
and  Grundlage  zur  Metaphysik  der  SUten). 

This  principle  is.  however,  defective.  For  while  it 
determines  the  subjective  or  formal  side  of  duty,  it 
tells  us  nothing  of  the  objective  side,  of  the  content 
of  duty.  We  may  leam  from  Kant  the  grandeur 
of  duty  in  the  abstract  and  the  need  of  obedience 
to  it,  but  we  do  not  leam  what  duty  is.  Kant's 
law  remains  formal,  abstract  and  contentless,  with- 
out relation  to  the  matter  of  practical  life. 

To  overcome  this  abstraction,  to  give  content  to 
the  law  of  reason  and  find  its  realization  in  the  insti- 
tutions and  relationships  of  life  and 

8.  German  society,  has  been  the  aim  of  the  later 
Idealists       idealistic  philosophy  which  starts  from 

Kant. 

(1)  Hegel. — ^Following  Fichte,  for  whom  morality 
is  action  according  to  the  ideas  of  reason — self- 
consciousness  finding  itself  in  and  through  a  world 
of  deeds — Hegel  starts  with  the  Idea  as  the  source 
of  all  reality,  and  develops  the  conception  of  Con- 
scious Personality  which,  by  overcoming  the  an- 
tithesis of  impulse  and  thou^t,  gradually  attains 
to  the  fuU  umty  and  realization  of  self  in  the  con- 
sciousness of  the  world  and  of  God.  The  law  of 
Right  or  of  all  ethical  ideal  is,  "Be  a  person  and 
respect  others  as  persons"  (Hegel,  Philosophie  des 
Rechles,  sec.  31).  These  views  have  been  worked 
out  in  recent  British  and  American  works  of  specu- 
lative ethics  by  Green,  Bradley,  Caird,  McTaggart, 
Harris,  Royce,  Dewey,  Watson. 

Man  as  a  self  is  rooted  in  an  infinite  self  or  per- 
sonality. Our  individual  self-consciousness  is  de- 
rived from  and  maintained  by  an  infinite  eternal 
and   universal   self-consciousness.     Knowledge   is. 
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therefore,  but  the  gradual  discovenr  of  mind  in 
things,  tne  progressive  realization  of  the  world  as 
the  self-manifestation  of  an  infinite  Personality 
with  whom  the  finite  intelligence  of  man  is  one. 
Hence  morality  is  the  gradual  unfolding  of  an  eter- 
nid  purpose  whose  whole  is  the  perfection  of  man. 

(2)  WcUchworda:  Pleasure  and  Duty. — We  have 
thus  seen  that  in  the  history  of  ethics  two  great 
rival  watchwords  have  been  soimded — pleasure  and 
dviy^  or,  to  put  it  another  way,  egoism  and  altruism. 
Both  have  their  justification^  yet  each  taken  sepa- 
rately is  abstract  and  ono-sided.  The  problem  of 
ethics  is  how  to  harmonize  without  suppressing 
these  two  extremes,  how  to  imite  social  duty  and 
individual  right  in  a  higher  imity.  We  have  seen 
that  philosophical  ethics  has  sought  a  synthesis 
of  these  conmcting  moments  in  the  higher  and  more 
adequate  conception  of  human  personality — a  per- 
sonality whose  ideals  and  activities  are  identified 
with  the  eternal  and  universal  personality  of  God. 
Christianity  also  recognizes  the  truth  contained  in 
the  several  types  of  ethical  philosophy  which  we 
have  passed  under  review,  but  it  adds  something 
which  is  distinctively  its  own,  and  thereby  gives  a 
new  meaning  to  happiness  and  to  duty,  to  self  and 
to  others. 

Christian  synthesis :  Christianity  also  emphasizes 
the  realization  of  personality  with  all  that  it  implies 
as  the  true  goal  ot  man;  but  while  Christ  bids  man 
'Hbe  perfect  as  God  is  perfect,"  He  shows  us  that  we 
only  find  ourselves  as  we  find  ourselves  in  others: 
only  by  dying  do  we  live:  and  only  through  prof ouna 
self-surrender  and  sacrifice  do  we  become  ourselves 
and  achieve  the  highest  good. 

///•  Principlea  and  CharacterUtieM  of  BibUcal 
EihicM. — The  sketch  of  ihe  history  of  ethics  just 
ofifered,  brief  as  it  necessarily  is,  may  serve  to  indi- 
cate the  ideas  which  have  ^aped  modem  thou^t 
and  helped  toward  the  interpretation  of  the  ChSs- 
tian  view  of  Ufe  which  claims  to  be  the  fulfilment  of 
ajl  human  attempts  to  explain  the  highest  good. 
We  now  enter  upon  the  thini  division  of  our  suDJect 
which  embraces  a  discussion  generally  of  Bib.  ethics, 
dealing  first  with  the  ethics  of  the  OT  and  next 
with  the  leading  ideas  of  the  NT. 

The  gospel  of  Christ  stands  in  the  closest  relation 
with  Heb  religion,  and  revelation  in  the  NT  fulfils 
and  completes  the  promise  given  in  the 
1.  Ethics  of  OT.  We  have  seen  that  the  thinkers 
the  OT  of  Greece  and  Rome  have  contributed 

much  to  Christendom,  and  have  helped 
to  interpret  Bible  teaching  with  regard  to  truth  and 
duty;  but  there  is  no  such  inward  relation  between 
them  as  that  which  connects  Christian  ethics  with 
OT  moraJity.  Christ  himself,  and  still  more  the 
apostle  Paul,  assumed  as  a  substratum  of  his 
teaching  the  revelation  which  had  been  granted  to 
the  Jews.  The  moral  and  religious  doctrines  which 
were  comprehended  under  the  designation  of  ''the 
Law"  formed  for  them,  as  Paul  said  (Gal  8  24.25), 
a  Tcudaywyffi^  paidagdgdSy  or  servant  whose  function 
it  was  to  lead  them  to  the  school  of  Christ.  In  esti- 
mating the  special  character  of  OT  ethics,  we  are 
not  ooncemed  with  questions  as  to  authenticity 
and  dates  of  the  various  books,  nor  with  the  mani- 
fold problems  raised  by  modem  Bib.  criticism. 
While  not  forgetting  the  very  long  period  which 
these  books  cover,  involving  changes  of  belief  and 
life  and  embracing  successive  stages  of  political  so- 
ciety, it  is  posmble  to  regard  the  OT  simply  as  a 
body  of  writings  which  represent  the  successive 
ethical  ideas  of  the  Hebrews  as  a  people. 

(1)  Religious  character  of  Hebrew  ethics. — At  the 
outset  we  are  impressed  by  the  fact  that  the  moral 
ideal  of  Judaism  was  distinctly  religious.  The 
moral  obligations  were  conceived  as  Divine  com- 
mands and  the  moral  law  as  a  revelation  of  the 


Divine  will.  The  religion  was  monotheistic.  At 
first  Jeh  may  have  been  regarded  merely  as  a  tribal 
Deity,  but  gradually  this  restricted  view  gave  place 
to  a  wider  conception  of  God  as  the  God  of  all  men; 
and  as  such  He  was  presented  by  the  later  prophets. 
God  was  for  the  Jew  the  supreme  source  and  author 
of  the  moral  law,  and  throughout  his  history  duty 
was  embodied  in  the  Divine  will.  Early  in  the  Pent 
the  note  of  law  is  struck,  and  the  fundamental  ele- 
ments of  Jewish  morality  are  embedded  in  the  story 
of  Eden  and  the  Fall.  God's  oonunandment  is  the 
criterion  and  measure  of  man's  obedience.  Evil 
which  has  its  source  and  head  in  a  hostile  though 
subsidiary  power  consists  in  violation  of  Jeh's  will. 

(a)  The  Decalogue:  First  among  the  various 
stages  of  OT  ethic  must  be  mentioned  the  Mosaic 
legislation  centering  in  the  Decalogue  (Ex  20;  Dt 
6).  Whether  the  Ten  Conimandments  issue  from 
the  time  of  Moses,  or  are  a  later  summary  of  duty, 
they  hold  a  supreme  and  formative  place  in  the 
moral  teaching  of  the  OT.  All,  including  even  the 
4th,  are  purely  moral  enactments.  But  they  are 
largely  negative,  only  the  5th  rising  to  positive  duty. 
They  are  also  chiefly  external,  regulative  of  out- 
ward conduct,  forbidding  acts  out  not  taking  note 
of  intent  and  desire.  The  6th  and  7th  command- 
ments protect  the  rights  of  persons,  while  the  8th 
guards  outward  property.  Though  these  laws  may 
be  shown  to  have  their  roots  and  sanctions  in  the 
moral  consciousness  of  mankind  and  as  such  are 
applicable  to  all  times  and  all  men,  it  is  clear  that 
they  were  at  first  conceived  by  the  Israelites  to  be 
res&icted  in  their  scope  and.  practice  to  their  own 
tribes. 

(&)  Civil  laws:  A  further  factor  in  the  ethical 
education  of  Israel  arose  from  the  civil  laws  of  the 
land.  The  Book  of  the  Covenant  (Ex  80-23),  as 
revealing  a  certain  advance  in  political  le^lation 
and  jurisprudence,  may  be  regarded  as  of  this  kind. 
Still  the  nard  legal  law  of  retaliation — "an  eye  for 
an  eye  and  a  tooth  for  a  tooth" — discloses  a  bar- 
barous conception  of  right.  But  along  with  the 
more  primitive  enactments  of  revenge  and  stem 
justice  there  are  not  wanting  provisions  of  a  kindlier 
nature,  such  as  the  law  of  release,  the  protection  of 
the  fugitive,  the  arrangements  for  the  gleaner  and 
the  institution  of  the  Year  of  Jubilee. 

(c)  Ceremonial  laws:  Closely  connected  with  the 
civil  laws  must  be  mentioned  the  ceremonial  laws 
as  an  element  in  the  moral  life  of  Israel.  If  the 
civil  laws  had  reference  to  the  relation  of  man  to 
his  fellows,  the  ceremonial  laws  referred  rather  to 
the  relation  of  man  to  God.  The  prevailing  idea 
with  regard  to  God,  next  to  that  of  sovereign  noight, 
was  holmess  or  separateness.  The  so-called  Priestly 
Code,  consisting  of  a  number  of  ceremonial  enact- 
ments, gradually  took  its  place  alongside  of  the 
Mosaic  law,  and  was  establiiuied  to  guard  the  being 
of  God  ana  the  persons  of  the  worshippers  from 
profanation.  These  had  to  do  (a)  witn  sacrifices 
and  offerings  and  forms  of  ritual  which«  while  they 
typified  and  preshadowed  the  ideas  of  spiritual 
sanctity,  often  degenerated  into  superstitious  prac- 
tices (cf  Am  6  25.26;  Hos  6  6;  Isa  1  11-13);  (6) 
commands  and  prohibitions  with  regard  to  personal 
deportment — "meats  and  drinks  and  divers  wash- 
ings." Some  of  these  had  a  sanitary  significance; 
others  guarded  the  habits  of  daily  life  from  heathen 
defilement. 

(d)  Prophecy:  The  dominant  factor  of  OT  ethics 
lay  in  the  influence  of  the  prophets.  They  and  not 
the  priests  were  the  great  moralists  of  Israel.  They 
are  the  champions  of  righteousness  and  integrity 
in  political  life,  not  less  than  of  purity  in  the  indi- 
vidual. They  are  the  witnesses  for  God  and  the 
ruthless  denouncers  of  all  idolatry  and  defection 
from  Him.    They  comment  upon  the  social  vices 
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to  which  a  more  developed  people  is  liable.  They 
preach  a  social  gospel  and  condemn  wrongs  done  by 
man  to  man.  Government  and  people  are  sum- 
moned to  instant  amendment  and  before  the  nation 
is  held  up  a  lofty  ideal.  The  prophets  are  not  only 
the  preachers,  but  also  the  philosophers  of  the  peo- 
ple, and  they  direct  men's  minds  to  the  spiritual  and 
ideal  side  of  things,  inveighing  against  worldliness 
and  materialism. 

Under  their  reflection,  theories  as  to  the  origin  and 
nature  of  evil  begin  to  emerge,  and  the  solemnity 
and  worth  of  life  are  emphasizea.  While  on  the  one 
hand  the  sense  of  individual  responsibility  is  dwelt 
upon,  on  the  other  the  idea  of  a  hereditary  taint  of 
soul  is  developed,  and  it  is  shown  that  the  conse- 
quences of  sin  may  affect  even  the  innocent.  A 
man  may  inherit  suffering  and  incur  penalties,  not 
apparently  through  any  fault  of  his  own,  but  simply 
by  reason  of  his  place  in  the  solidarity  of  the  race. 
F^blems  like  these  awaken  deep  perplexity  which 
finds  a  voice  not  only  in  the  Prophets  but  also  in  the 
Book  of  Job  and  in  many  of  the  Pss.  The  solution 
is  sought  in  the  thought  that  God  works  through 
evil,  and  by  its  effects  evolves  man's  highest  good. 
These  conceptions  reach  their  climax  in  the  Second 
Isa,  and  particularly  in  ch  08.  God  is  constantly 
represented  as  longing  to  pardon  and  reinstate  man 
in  His  favor;  and  the  inadequacy  of  mere  ceremo- 
nial as  well  as  the  failure  of  all  material  means  of 
intercourse  with  Jeh  are  repeatedly  dwelt  upon  as 
preparing  the  way  for  the  doctrine  of  salvation. 
In  the  Book  of  Pss — the  devotional  manual  of  the 
people  reflecting  the  moral  and  religious  life  of  the 
nation  at  various  stages  of  its  development — ^the 
same  exalted  character  of  God  as  a  God  of  righteous- 
ness and  holiness,  hating  evil  and  jealous  for  devo- 
tion, the  same  profound  scorn  of  sin  and  the  same 
hi^  vocation  of  man  are  prevalent. 

(e)  Books  of  Wisdom :  Without  dwelling  at  length 
on  the  ethical  ideas  of  the  other  writings  of  the 
OT — ^the  Books  of  Wisd^  Prov,  Job,  Eccl — ^we  may 
remark  that  the  teachmg  is  addressed  more  to 
individuals  than  prophecv  is;  while  not  being  par- 
ticularly lofty  it  IS  healthy  and  practical,  shrewd, 
homely  common  sense.  While  the  motives  ap- 
pealecf  to  are  not  always  the  highest  and  have  regard 
frequently  to  earthly  prosperity  and  worldly  policy, 
it  must  not  be  overlooked  that  moral  practice  is 
also  frequently  allied  with  the  fear  of  God,  and  the 
right  choice  of  wisdom  is  represented  as  the  dictate 
ofpiety  not  less  than  of  prudence. 

ft  is  to  the  sapiential  Dooks  (canonical  and  apoc- 
ryphal) that  we  owe  the  most  significant  ethical 
figures  of  the  OT — the  wise  man  and  the  fool.  The 
wise  man  is  he  who  orders  his  life  in  accordance 
with  the  laws  of  God.  The  fool  is  the  self-willed 
man,  whose  life,  lacking  principle,  fails  of  success. 
The  nature  of  wisdom  lies  not  in  intellectual  knowl- 
edge so  much  as  in  the  control  of  passion  and  the 
prudent  regulation  of  desire.  The  id^  of  human 
wisdom  is  connected  in  these  books  with  the  sub- 
lime conception  of  Divine  wisdom  which  colors  both 
them  and  the  Pss.  In  some  of  the  finest  passages, 
Wisdom  is  personified  as  the  counsellor  of  God  in 
the  creation  of  the  world  (Prov  8;  Wisd  10;  Job 
28),  or  the  guide  which  guards  the  destinies  of  man 
(Wisd  10  16  ff). 

If  the  sapiential  books  are  utilitarian  in  tone  the 
Book  of  Eccl  is  pessimistic.  The  writer  is  impressed 
with  the  futility  of  life.  Neither  pursuit  of  knowl- 
edge nor  indulgence  in  pleasure  affords  satisfaction. 
AlTis  vanity,  if et  there  is  an  element  of  submission 
in  this  book  which  only  escapes  despair  by  a  grim 
and  stolid  inculcation  of  obedience  to  Divine  com- 
mand. 

(/)  Apocryphal  books:  In  an  art.  on  the  Ethics 
of  the  Bible  some  allusion  ought  to  be  made  to  the 


spirit  of  the  apocryphal  books,  reflecting  as  they  do 
the  ideas  of  a  considerable  period  of  Jewish  history 
immediately  before  and  contemporaneous  with  the 
advent  of  Christ.  While  in  general  there  is  a  dis- 
tinct recognition  of  true  moral  life  and  a  high  regard 
for  the  moral  law,  there  is  no  system  of  ethics  nor 
even  a  prevailing  ethical  principle  in  these  books. 
The  collection  presents  the  ideas  of  no  one  man  or 
party,  or  even  of  one  period  or  locality.  The  moral 
ideas  of  each  book  require  to  be  considered  sepa- 
rately (see  special  arts.),  and  they  ought  to  be 
studied  in  connection  with  the  philosophy  of  Philo 
and  gen^^ly  with  the  speculation  of  Alexandria, 
upon  which  they  exercised  considerable  influence. 
Ine  Wisdom  of  Solomon  is  supposed  by  Pfleiderer 
and  others  to  have  affected  the  Hellenic  complexion 
of  Paul's  thought  and  also  to  have  colored  the  stoic 
philosophy. 

The  apocryphal  books  as  a  whole  do  not  give 
prominence  to  the  idea  of  an  ancient  covenant  and 
are  not  dominated  by  the  notion  of  a  redemptive 
climax  to  which  the  other  OT  books  bear  witness. 
As  a  consequence  their  moral  teaching  lacks  the 
spirituality  of  the  OT;  and  there  is  an  insistence 
upon  outward  works  rather  than  inward  disposition 
as  essential  to  righteousness.  While  wisdom  and 
justice  are  commended,  there  is  a  certain  self-satis- 
taction  and  pride  in  one's  own  virtue,  together  with, 
on  the  part  of  the  few  select  spirits  which  attain  to 
virtue,  a  corresponding  disparagement  of  and  even 
contempt  for  the  folly  of  the  many.  In  Sir  esp. 
this  tone  of  self-righteous  complacency  is  observable. 
There  is  a  manifest  lack  of  humility  and  sense  of  sin, 
while  the  attainment  of  happiness  is  represented  as 
the  direct  result  of  personal  virtue  (Sir  14  14  ff). 

The  Book  of  Wisd  shows  traces  of  neo-Platonic 
influences  and  recognizes  the  four  Platonic  virtues 
(8  7),  and  while  admitting  the  corruption  of  aJl 
men  (9  12  ff)  attributes  the  causes  of  evil  to  other 
sources  than  the  will,  maintaining  the  Gr  dualism 
of  body  and  soul  and  the  inherent  evil  of  the  physi- 
cal nature  of  man.  The  Book  of  Jth  presents  in 
narrative  form  a  highly  questionable  morality.  On 
the  whole  it  must  be  recognized  that  the  moral 
teaching  of  the  Apoc  is  much  below  the  best  teach- 
ing of  the  OT.  While  Sir  gives  esmression  to  a  true 
pietjr,  it  manifests  its  want  of  d^th  in  its  treatment 
of  sin  and  in  the  inculcation  of  merely  prudential 
motives  to  goodness.  In  general  the  essence  of  love 
is  imknown,  and  the  moral  temper  is  far  inferior  to 
the  ethics  of  Jesus.  It  is  a  mundane  morality  that 
is  preached.  Hope  is  absent  and  ri^teousness  is 
rewarded  by  long  life  and  prosperity  (Tob).  Legal- 
ism is  the  chief  characteristic  (Bar),  and  Pharisaic 
ceremonialism  on  the  one  haiid,  and  Sadducaic 
rationalism  on  the  other  are  the  natural  and  his- 
torical consequences  of  apocr3rphal  teachings. 

(2)  Limitations  of  OT  ethics. — In  estimating  the 
ethics  of  the  OT  as  a  whole  the  fact  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  it  was  preparatory^  a  stage  in  the 
progressive  revelation  of  God's  will.  We  are  not 
surprised,  therefore,  that,  judged  bv  the  absolute 
standard  of  the  NT,  the  morality  of  the  OT  comes 
short  in  some  particulzirs.  Both  in  interU  and  ex- 
tend, in  spirit  and  in  scope,  it  is  lacking. 

(a)  As  to  intent:  The  tendency  to  dwell  upon  the 
sufficiency  of  external  acts  rather  than  the  necessity 
of  inward  disposition,  may  be  remarked;  though 
as  time  went  on,  particularly  in  the  later  Prophets 
and  some  of  the  Pss,  the  need  of  inward  purity  is 
insisted  upon.  While  the  ideal  both  for  the  nation 
and  the  individual  is  an  exalted  one — "Be  ye  holy 
for  I  am  holy" — the  aspect  in  which  the  character 
of  God  is  represented  is  sometimes  stem  if  not 
repellent  (Ex  24;  Nu  14  18;  Gen  18;  2  S  24  17). 
But  at  the  same  time  there  are  not  wantine  more 
tender  features  (Isa  1  17;   Mic  6  8),  and  &e  Di- 
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vine  Fatherhood  finds  frequent  expression.  Even 
though  the  penal  code  is  severe  ana  the  ceremonial 
law  stem,  a  gentler  spirit  shines  through  many  of 
its  provisions,  and  protection  is  afforded  to  the  wage- 
earner,  the  poor  and  the  dependent,  while  the  regu- 
lations regarding  slaves  and  foreigners  and  even 
lower  animals  are  merciful  (Dt  24  14.15;  Jer  22 
13.17;  Mai  3  5;  Dt  26  4). 

Material  motives:  Again  we  have  already  re- 
marked that  the  motives  to  which  the  OT  appeals 
are  often  mercenary  and  material.  Material  pros- 
perity plays  an  important  part  as  an  inducement 
to  moral  conduct,  and  the  good  which  the  pious 
patriarch  contemplates  is  earthly  plenty,  something 
which  will  enrich  himself  and  his  family.  At  the 
same  time  we  must  not  forget  that  the  revelation  of 
God's  purpose  is  progressive,  and  His  dealing  with 
men  educative.  There  is  naturallv  therefore  a  cer- 
tain accommodation  of  the  Divine  law  to  the  various 
stages  of  moral  apprehension  of  the  Jewish  people, 
and  on  the  human  side  a  growing  sense  of  the  mean- 
ing of  life  as  well  as  an  advancing  appreciation  of 
the  nature  of  righteousness.  Gradually  the  nation 
is  being  carried  forward  bv  the  promise  of  material 
benefits  to  the  spiritual  blessings  which  they  en- 
shrine. If  even  in  the  messages  of  the  prophets  there 
is  not  wanting  some  measure  of  threats  and  penal- 
ties, we  must  remember  the  character  of  the  people 
they  were  dealing  with — a  people  wayward  and 
stubborn,  whose  imaginations  could  scarcely  rise 
above  the  material  and  the  temporal.  We  must 
judge  prophecy  by  its  best,  and  we  shall  see  that 
these  penalties  and  rew£u*ds  which  undoubtedly 
occupy  a  prominent  place  in  OT  ethics  were  but 
goads  to  spur  the  apathetic.  They  were  not  ends  in 
themselves,  nor  mere  arbitrary  promises  or  threats, 
but  instruments  subservient  to  higher  ideab. 

(6)  As  to  extent:  With  regard  to  the  extent  or 
application  of  the  Heb  ideal  it  must  be  acknowledged 
that  here  also  OT  ethics  is  imperfect  as  compared 
with  the  universality  of  Christianity.  God  is  rep- 
resented as  the  God  of  Israel  and  not  as  the  God  of 
all  men.  It  is  true  that  a  prominent  command- 
ment given  to  Israel  is  that  which  Our  Lord  in- 
dorsed: "Thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as  thyself" 
(Lev  19  18).  The  extent  of  the  obligation,  how- 
ever, would  seem  to  be  restricted  in  the  language 
immediately  preceding  it:  **Thou  shalt  not  take 
vengeance,  nor  bear  any  grudge  against  the  children 
of  thy  people."  It  has  been  pointed  out  that  the 
term  jn,  re'^^  is  of  wider  signification  than  the 
Eng.  word  "neighbor,"  and  expresses  the  idea  of 
friend,  and  is  apphed  to  any  person.  The  wider 
rendering  is  enforced  by  the  fact  that  in  vs  33.34 
the  word  "stranger"  or  "foreigner"  is  substituted 
for  neighbor.  The  stranger  is  thus  regarded  as 
the  special  client  of  God  and  is  commended  to  look 
to  Him  for  protection.  However  this  may  be,  in 
practice  at  least  the  Jews  were  not  faithful  to  the 
humanitarianism  of  their  law,  and  generally,  in 
keeping  with  other  races  of  antiquity,  showed  a 
tendency  to  restrict  Divine  favor  within  the  limits 
of  their  own  land  and  to  maintain  an  attitude 
throughout  their  history  of  aloofness  and  repellent 
isolation  toward  foreigners.  At  the  same  time  the 
obligation  of  hospitality  was  regarded  as  sacred 
and  was  practised  in  early  Heb  life  (Gen  18  1-9). 
Nor  must  we  forget  that  whatever  may  have  been 
the  Jewish  custom  the  promise  enshrined  in  their 
revelation  implies  the  imity  of  mankind  (Gen  12  3), 
while  several  of  the  prophecies  and  Pss  look  forward 
to  a  world-wide  blessing  (Isa  61;  Ps  22  27;  48 
2.10:  87).  In  Isa  64  we  even  read,  "God  of  the 
whole  earth  shall  he  be  called."  "Everything,"  it 
has  been  said,  "is  definitely  stated  except  the  eqimlity 
of  all  inen  in  God's  love."  The  morality  of  bare 
justice  is  also  in  some  measure  transcended.    The 


universal  Fatherhood  of  God,  if  not  clearly  stated, 
is  implied  in  many  passages,  and  in  Second  Isa  and 
Hos  there  are  most  tender  revelations  of  Divine 
mercy  though  it  is  mercy  to  Israel  only.  But  we 
know  that  the  apostle  Paul  drew  the  inference  from 
God's  treatment  of  Israel  that  His  mercy  and  sal- 
vation would  extend  to  all. 

We  are  now  prepared  to  indicate  briefly  the  dis- 
tinctive features  oi  the  ethics  of  Christianity.     As 

this  art.  is,  however,  professedly  intro- 
2.  Outline  ductory,  and  as  the  ethics  of  Jesus 
of  NT  forms  the  subject  of  a  separate  treat- 

Ethics  ment  (see  Ethics  of  Jesus),  it  ^dll 

not  be  necessary  to  offer  an  elaborate 
statement  of  the  subject.  It  will  be  sufficient  to 
suggest  the  formative  principles  and  main  charac- 
teristics. What  we  have  to  say  may  conveniently 
be  divided  imder  three  heads:  (1)  the  Christian 
ideal;  (2)  the  dynamic  power;  (3)  the  virtues, 
duties  and  spheres  of  Christian  activity. 

(1)  Ethics  of  Jesus  and  St.  Paul. — Before,  how- 
ever, entering  upon  these  detaib,  a  few  words  may 
fittingly  be  said  upon  the  relation  of  the  ethics  of  Jesiis 
to  those  of  St.  Pam,  _  It  has  been  recently  alleged  that 
a  marked  contrast  b  perceptible  between  the  teach- 
ing of  Jesus  and  that  of  Paid,  and  that  there  is  a 
great  gulf  fixed  between  the  Gospels  and  the  Epis- 
tles. Jesus  is  a  moralist,  Paul  a  theologian.  The 
Master  is  concerned  with  the  conditions  of  life  and 
conduct:  the  disciple  is  occupied  with  the  elabora- 
tion of  aogma.  This  view  seems  to  us  to  be  greatly 
exaggerate.  No  one  can  read  the  Epistles  without 
perceiving  the  ethical  character  of  a  large  portion 
of  their  teaching  and  noticing  how  even  the  great 
theological  principles  which  Paul  enunciates  have 
a  profound  moral  import.  Nor  does  it  seem  to  us 
that  there  is  any  radical  difference  in  the  ethical 
teaching  of  Christ  and  that  of  the  Apostle. 

(2)  Character. — Both  lay  emphasis  on  character, 
and  the  great  words  of  Chnst  are  the  great  words  of 
Paul.  The  inmost  sfgring  of  the  new  life  of  love  is 
the  same  for  both.  The  great  object  of  the  Pauline 
dialectic  is  to  place  man  emptied  of  self  in  a  condi- 
tion of  receptiveness  before  God.  But  this  idea, 
fundamental  in  Paul,  is  fundamental  also  in  the 
teaching  of  Jesus.  It  is  the  very  first  law  of  the 
kingdom.  With  it  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount  be- 
gins: "Blessed  are  the  poor  in  spirit."  If  we  analyze 
this  great  saying  it  surely  yields  the  whole  principle 
of  the  Pauline  argument  and  the  hving  heart  of  the 
Pauline  religion.  In  perfect  agreement  with  this 
is  the  fundamental  importance  assigned  both  by 
Jesus  and  Paul  to  faith.  With  both  it  is  something 
more  than  mental  assent  or  even  implicit  confidence 
in  providence.  It  is  the  spiritual  vision  in  man  of 
the  ideal,  the  inspiration  of  life,  the  principle  of 
conduct. 

(3)  Inwardness  of  motive. — Again  the  distinctive 
note  of  Christ's  ethic  is  the  inwardness  of  the  moral 
law  as  distinguished  from  the  externality  of  the 
ceremonial  law.  Almost  in  identical  terms  Paul 
insists  upon  the  need  of  inward  purity,  the  purity 
of  the  inner  man  of  the  heart.  Once  more  both 
lav  emphasis  upon  the  fulfilment  of  our  duties  to  our 
fellow-men,  and  both  are  at  one  in  declaring  that 
man  owes  to  others  an  even  greater  debt  than  duty. 
Christ's  principle  is,  "Thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor 
as  thyself";  Paul's  injunction  is  "Owe  no  man  any- 
thing but  to  love  one  another."  Christ  transforms 
morality  from  a  routine  into  a  life;  and  with  Paul 
abo  goodness  ceases  to  be  a  thing  of  outward  rule 
and  becomes  the  spontaneous  energy  of  the  soul. 
For  both  all  virtues  are  but  the  various  expressions 
of  a  single  vital  principle.  "Love  is  the  fulfilling 
of  the  law."  The  dynamic  of  devotion  according 
to  Christ  is,  "God's  love  toward  us";  according  to 
Paul, "The  love  of  Christ  constraineth  us." 
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Ideal  of  life:  And  if  we  turn  from  the  motive 
and  spring  of  service  to  the  purpose  of  Uf  e,  again  we 
find  substantial  agreement:  ^'Be  ye  perfect  as  your 
Father  in  heaven  is  perfect''  is  the  standard  of 
Christ;  to  attain  to  the  perfect  life — "the  prize 
of  the  high  calling  of  God  in  Christ" — ^is  the  ami  of 
Paul. 

(4)  UUimate  end, — Nor  do  they  differ  in  their 
conception  of  the  ultimate  good  of  the  world. 
Christ's  ethical  idealj  which  He  worked  for  as  the 
realization  of  the  object  of  His  mission,  was  a  re- 
deemed humanity,  a  reestablishment  of  human  so- 
ciety, which  He  designated  "the  kingdom  of  God." 
Paul  with  his  splendid  conception  of  humanity  sees 
that  kingdom  typified  and  realized  in  the  Risen  life 
of  his  Lord.  It  is  by  growing  up  in  all  things  imto 
Him  who  is  the  Head  that  the  whole  body  will  be 
perfected  in  the  perfection  of  its  members.  And 
this  is  what  Paul  means  when  he  sums  up  the  goal 
and  ideal  of  all  human  faith  and  endeavor — "till 
we  all  attain  ....  unto  a  fullgrown  man,  unto 
....  the  fulness  of  Christ"  (Eph  4  13).  Paul 
everywhere  acknowledges  himself  to  be  a  pupil  of 
the  Master  and  a  teacher  of  His  ways  (1  Cor  4  17). 
Without  pursuing  this  subject  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  in  tneir  hidfden  depths  and  in  their  practical 
life  the  precepts  of  the  apostle  are  in  essential  agree- 
ment with  those  of  the  Sermon  on  the  Moimt,  and 
have  a  common  purpose — the  presenting  of  every 
man  perfect  before  God  (cf  Alexander,  Ethics  of 
St.  Paul). 

The  ethical  ideal  of  the  NT  b  thus  indicated.  The 
chief  business  of  ethics  is  to  answer  the  question. 
What  is  man's  supreme  good?  For 
3.  The  what  should  a  man  Uve?    What,  in 

Ethical  short,  is  the  ideal  of  life?    A  careful 

Ideal  study  of  the  NT  discloses  three  main 

statements  implied  in  what  Christ  de- 
signates "the  kingdom  of  God":  man's hi^est  good 
consists  generally  in  doing  God's  will  and  more  par- 
ticularly in  the  attainment  of  likeness  to  Christ 
and  in  the  realization  of  human  brotherhood — a 
relation  to  God,  to  Christ  and  to  man.  The  first 
is  the  pure  white  light  of  the  ideal :  the  second  is  the 
ideal  realized  in  the  one  perfect  life  which  is  viewed 
as  standard  or  norm;  the  third  is  the  progressive 
realization  of  the  ideal  in  the  life  of  humanity  which 
is  the  sphere  of  the  new  life. 

(1)  Holiness  as  the  fulfilment  of  the  Divine  will 
is,  as  we  have  seen,  Christ's  own  ideal — Be  ye  per- 
fect as  your  Father;  and  it  is  Paul's — ^This  also  we 
wish,  even  your  perfection  (2  Cor  13  11).  Tlie 
ideas  of  righteousness  and  holiness  as  the  attributes 
of  God  are  the  features  of  the  kingdom  of  God  or  of 
heaven,  the  realization  of  which  Jesus  continually 
set  forth  as  the  highest  aim  of  man;  and  running 
through  all  the  epistles  of  Paul  the  constant  refrain 
is  that  ye  might  vxdk  worthy  of  God  who  hath  called 
you  unto  His  kingdom  and  glory.  To  walk  worthy 
of  God,  to  fulfil  His  will  in  all  sincerity  and  purity, 
is  for  the  Christian  as  for  the  Jew  the  end  of  all 
morality.  Life  has  a  supreme  worth  and  sacredness 
because  God  is  its  end.  To  be  a  man  is  to  fulfil  in 
his  own  person  God's  idea  of  humanity.  Before 
every  man,  just  because  he  is  man  with  the  touch 
of  the  Divine  hand  upon  him  and  his  Maker's  end 
to  serve,  lies  this  ultimate  goal  of  existence — the 
realization  of  the  perfect  life  according  to  the  idea 
of  God. 

(2)  Chrisdikeness. — If  Godlikeness  or  holiness  is 
the  end,  Christlikencss  is  the  norm  or  standard 
in  which  that  end  is  presented  in  the  Gospel.  In 
Christianity  God  is  revealed  to  us  throu^  Jesus 
Christ,  ana  the  abstract  impersonal  ideas  of  holi- 
ness and  righteousness  are  transmuted  into  the 
features  of  a  living  personality  whose  spirit  is  to  be 
reproduced  in  the  hves  of  men.    In  two  different 


wa3rs  Christ  is  presented  in  the  NT  as  ideal.  He 
is  at  once  the  Pattern  and  the  Principle  or  Power  of 
the  new  hfe. 

(a)  He  is  the  Pattern  of  goodness  which  is  to  be 
reproduced  in  human  lives.  It  would  lead  us  to 
trench  on  the  succeeding  art.  if  we  were  to  attempt 
here  a  portrayal  of  the  character  of  Jesus  as  it  is 
revealed  in  the  Gospels.  We  only  note  that  it  is 
characteristic  of  the  NT  writers  that  they  do  not 
content  themselves  with  imaginative  descriptions 
of  goodness,  but  present  a  living  ideal  in  the  his- 
torical person  of  Jesus  Christ. 

(6)  He  is  also  Principle  of  the  new  life — not 
example  only,  but  power — ^the  inspiration  and  cause 
of  life  to  all  who  believe  (Eph  1  19.20).  Paul  says 
not,  "Be  like  Christ ''  but  Have  the  mind  in  you 
which  was  also  in  Christ."  The  hteral  imitation 
of  an  example  has  but  a  limited  reign.  To  be  a 
Christian  is  not  the  mechanical  work  of  a  copyist. 
Kant  goes  the  length  of  saying  that  "imitation  finds 
no  place  in  all  morality'  {Metaphysics  of  Ethics, 
sec.  ii).  Certainly  the  imitation  of  Christ  as  a  test 
of  conduct  covers  a  ^uite  inadequate  conception 
of  the  intimate  and  vital  relation  Christ  bears  to 
humanity.  "It  is  not  to  copy  after  Him,"  says 
Schultz  (Grundriss  d.  evangelischen  Ethik,  5),  "but 
to  let  His  life  take  form  in  us,  to  receive  His  spirit 
and  make  it  effective,  which  is  the  moral  task  of  the 
Christian."  It  is  as  its  motive  and  creative  power 
that  Paul  presents  Him.  "Let  Christ  be  born  in 
you."  We  could  not  even  imitate  Christ  if  He 
were  not  already  within  us.  He  is  our  example  only 
because  He  is  something  more,  the  principle  of  the 
new  hfe,  the  higher  and  diviner  self  of  every  man. 
''He  is  our  life";  "Christ  in  us  the  hope  of  glory." 

(3)  Brotherhood  and  unity  of  man. — ^The  emphasis 
hitherto  has  been  laid  on  the  perfection  of  the  indi- 
vidual. But  both  Christ  and  His  apostles  imply 
that  the  individual  is  not  to  be  perfected  alone. 
No  man  finds  himself  till  he  finds  his  duties.  The 
single  soul  is  completed  only  in  the  brotherhood  of 
the  race.  The  social  element  is  impUed  in  Christ's 
idea  of  the  Kingdom,^  and  many  of  the  apostolic 
precepts  refer  not  to  individuals  but  to  humanity 
as  an  organic  whole.  The  church  is  Christ's  body 
of  which  individuals  are  the  members,  necessary 
to  one  another  and  deriving  their  life  from  the  head. 
The  gospel  is  social  as  well  as  individual,  and  the 

foal  is  the  kingdom  of  God,  the  brotherhood  of  man. 
^aul  proclaims  the  unity  and  equality  before  God 
of  Greek  and  Roman,  bond  and  free. 

In  the  dynamic  power  of  the  new  life  we  reach 
the  central  and  distinguishing  feature  of  Christian 
ethics.    Imposing  as  was  the  ethic  of 
4.  The  Greece,  it  simply  hangs  in  the  ait. 

Dynamic  Plato's  ideal  state  remains  a  theory 
Power  of  only.  Aristotle's  "  virtuous  man " 
the  New  exists  only  in  the  mind  of  his  creator. 
Life  Nor  was  the  Stoic  more  successful  in 

making  his  philosophy  a  thing  of 
actuality.  Beautiful  as  these  old-time  ideals  were, 
they  lacked  impeUing  force,  the  power  to  change 
dreams  into  realities.  The  problems  which  baffl^ 
Gr  philosophy  it  is  the  glory  of  Christianity  to  have 
solved.  Christian  ethics  is  not  a  theory.  The 
good  has  been  manifested  in  a  life.  The  Word  was 
made  flesh.  It  was  a  new  creative  force — a  spirit 
^ven  and  received,  to  be  worked  out  and  realized 
m  the  actual  Hfe  of  common  men. 

(1)  The  dynamic  on  its  Divine  side. — ^The  problem 
with  Paul  was,  How  can  man  achieve  that  good 
which  has  been  embodied  in  the  hfe  and  example  of 
Jesus  Christ?  Without  entering  into  the  details 
of  this  question  it  may  be  said  at  once  that  the 
originahty  of  the  gospel  lies  in  this,  that  it  not  only 
reveals  the  good  but  discloses  the  power  which  makes 
the  good   possible  in   the   hitherto   unattempted 
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derivation  of  the  new  life  from  a  new  birth  under 
Uie  influence  of  the  Spirit  of  God.  Following  his 
Master,  when  Paul  speaks  of  the  new  ethical  state 
of  believers  he  represents  it  as  a  renewal  or  rebirth 
of  the  Holy  Spirit.  It  is  an  act  of  Divine  creative 
power. 

Without  following  out  the  Pauline  aimunent  we 
may  say  he  connects  the  working  of  the  Holy  Spirit 
with  two  facts  in  the  life  of  Christ,  for  him  the 
most  important  in  history — the  death  and  resurrec- 
tion of  Our  Lord.  Here  we  are  in  the  region  of  dog- 
matics, and  it  does  not  concern  us  to  present  a 
theory  of  the  atonement.  All  we  have  to  do  with 
is  the  fact  that  between  man  and  the  new  life  lies 
«tn,  which  must  be  overcome  and  removed,  both 
in  the  form  of  guilt  and  power,  before  reconciliation 
with  God  can  be  effected.  The  deed  which  alone 
meets  the  case  is  the  sacrifice  of  Christ.  In  virtue 
of  what  Christ  has  achieved  by  His  death  a  funda- 
mentally new  relationship  exists.  God  and  man 
are  now  in  full  moral  accord  and  vital  union. 

But  not  less  important  as  a  factor  in  creatine 
the  new  life  is  the  resurrection.  It  is  the  seal  and 
crown  of  the  sacrifice.  It  was  the  certainty  that 
He  had  risen  that  gave  to  Christ's  death  its  sacri- 
ficiid  value.  "If  Christ  be  not  risen  ye  are  yet  in 
your  sins."  The  new  creature  is  the  work  of  Christ. 
But  His  creative  ijower  is  not  an  external  influence. 
It  is  an  inner  spirit  of  life.  All  that  makes  life  life 
indeed — an  exalted,  harmonious  and  completed 
-  existence — ^is  derived  from  the  Holy  Spirit  through 
the  working  of  the  crucified  risen  Christ. 

(2)  The  dynamic  on  its  human  side. — Possession 
of  power  implies  obligation  to  use  it.  The  force  is 
fldven;  it  has  to  be  appropriated.  The  spirit  of 
Christ  is  not  offered  to  free  a  man  from  the  duties 
and  endeavors  of  the  moral  life.  Man  is  not  simply 
the  passive  recipient  of  the  Divine  energy.  He  has 
to  make  it  his  own  and  work  it  out  by  an  act  of  free 
resolution.  When  we  inquire  what  constitutes  the 
subjective  or  human  element,  we  find  in  the  NT  two 
actions  which  belong  to  the  soul  entering  upon  the 
new  world  in  Christ — repentance  and  faUh.  These 
are  complementary  and  constitute  what  is  commonly 
called  conversion.  Reventance  in  the  NT  is  a  turn- 
ing awav  in  sorrow  and  contrition  from  a  life  of  sin 
and  a  breaking  with  evil  under  the  influence  of 
Christ.  If  repentance  looks  back  and  forsakes,  faith 
looks  forward  and  accepts.  In  general  it  is  the  out- 
going of  the  whole  man  toward  his  Lord,  the  human 
power  or  energy  by  which  the  individual  receives 
and  makes  his  own  the  life  in  Christ.  It  is  not 
merely  intellectual  acceptance  or  moral  trust;  it  is 
above  all  appropriating  energy.  It  is  the  power  of 
a*  new  obedience.  As  the  principle  of  moral  appro- 
priation it  has  its  root  in  personal  trust  and  its  n'uit 
m  Christian  service.  Faith,  in  short,  is  the  charac- 
teristic attitude  and  action  of  the  whole  Christian 
perisonality  in  its  relation  to  the  spiritual  good 
offered  to  it  in  Christ. 

It  but  remains  to  indicate  how  this  new  power 
manifests  itself  in  character  and  in  practical  con- 
duct.   Character  is  expressed  in  virtue. 
6.  Virtues,    and  duty  is  conditioned  by  station  ana 
Duties  and   relationships. 

Spheres  of  (1)  The  virtues. — ^The  systematic 
tiie  New  enumeration  of  the  virtues  is  one  of 
Life  the    most    difficult    tasks    of    ethics. 

Neither  in  ancient  nor  in  modem  times 
has  complete  success  attended  attempts  at  classi- 
fication. Plato's  list  is  too  meager.  Aristotle's 
lacks  system  and  is  marred  by  omission.  Nowhere 
in  Scripture  is  there  offered  a  complete  description 
of  all  the  virtues  that  flow  from  faith.  But  by 
bringing  Christ's  words  and  the  apostolic  precepts 
together  we  have  a  rich  and  suggestive  cluster  (Mt 
6,  6;  Gal  6  22.23;  Col  3  12.13;  Phil  4  8;  1  Pet 


2  18.19;  4  7.8;  2  Pet  1  5-8;  1  Jn  8;  Jude).    We 
may  make  a  threefold  classification: 

(a)  The  heroic  virtueSy  sometimes  called  the  car- 
dinal, handed  down  from  antiquity — ^wisdom,  forti- 
tude, temperance,  justice.  While  these  were  ac- 
cepted and  dwelt  upon,  Christianity  profoundly 
modified  their  character  so  that  they  became  largely 
new  creations.  ''The  old  moral  currencv  was  still 
kept  in  circulation,  but  it  was  graduaUy  minted 
anew"  (Strong). 

(6)  The  amiable  virtues,  which  are  not  merely 
added  on  to  the  pagan,  but  being  incorporated  witn 
them,  give  an  entirely  new  meaning  to  those  already 
in  vogue.  While  Plato  lays  stress  on  the  intellectual 
or  heroic  features  of  character,  Christianity  brings 
to  the  foregpx>und  the  gentler  virtues.  Two  reasons 
may  have  induced  the  Christian  writers  to  dwell 
more  on  the  self-effacing  side  of  character:  partly 
as  a  protest  against  the  spirit  of  militarism  and  the 
worship  of  material  power  prevalent  in  the  ancient 
world;  and  chiefly  because  the  gentler  self-sacrificing 
virtues  more  truly  expressed  the  spirit  of  Christ. 
The  one  element  in  character  which  makes  it  beauti- 
ful and  effective  and  Christlike  lalove — the  element 
of  sacrifice.  Love  evinces  itself  in  humility  which 
lays  low  all  vaunting  ambition  and  proud  self- 
sufficiency.  Closely  allied  to  humihty  are  meekness 
and  its  sister,  long-suffering — ^the  attitude  of  the 
Christian  in  the  presence  of  trial  and  wrong.  With 
these  again  are  connected  contentment  and  patience 
and  forbearance,  gentle  and  kindly  consideration 
for  others.  Lastly  there  is  the  virtue  of  forgiveness. 
For  it  is  not  enough  to  be  humble  and  meek;  we 
have  a  duty  toward  wrongdoers.  We  must  be  ready 
to  forget  and  forgive  (Rom  12  20).  **Be  ye  kind 
one  to  another,  tenderhearted,  forgiving  each 
other,  even  as  God  also  in  Christ  forgave  you" 
(Eph  4  32). 

(c)  The  theological  virtues  or  Christian  graces — 
faith,  hope,  charity.  Some  have  been  content  to  see 
in  these  three  graces  the  summary  of  Christian  ex- 
cellence. They  are  fimdamental  in  Christ's  teach- 
ing and  the  apostolic  combination  of  them  may  have 
had  its  basis  m  some  lost  word  of  the  Master  (Har- 
nack).  These  graces  cannot  be  separated.  They 
are  all  of  a  piece.  He  who  has  faitn  has  also  love, 
and  he  who  nas  faith  and  love  cannot  be  devoid  oi 
hope.  Love  is  the  first  and  last  word  of  apostolic 
Christianity.  No  term  is  more  expressive  of  the 
spirit  of  Christ.  Love  was  practically  unknown  in 
the  ancient  world.  Pre-Christian  philosophy  ex- 
alted the  intellect  but  left  the  heart  cold.  Love  in 
the  highest  sense  is  the  discovery  and  creation  of  the 
gospel,  and  it  was  reserved  for  the  followers  of  Jesus 
to  teach  men  the  meaning  of  charity  and  to  find  in 
it  the  law  of  freedom.  It  is  indispensable  to  true 
Christian  character.  Without  it  no  profession  of 
faith  or  practice  of  good  deeds  has  any  vidue  (1  Cor 
13).  It  is  the  fruitful  source  of  all  else  that  is  beau- 
tiful in  conduct.  Faith  itself  works  throu^  love 
and  finds  in  its  activity  its  outlet  and  exercise.  If 
character  is  formed  by  faith  it  fives  in  love.  And 
the  same  may  be  said  of  hope.  It  is  a  particular 
form  of  faith  which  looks  forward  to  a  life  that  is  to 
be  perfectly  developed  and  completed  in  the  future. 
Hope  is  faith  turned  to  the  future — a  vision  inspired 
and  sustained  by  love. 

(2)  The  duties. — Of  the  duties  of  the  Christian 
life  it  is  enough  to  say  that  they  find  their  activity 
in  the  threefold  relationship  of  the  Christian  to  self, 
to  his  fellow-men  and  to  Grod.  This  distinction  is 
not  of  course  quite  logical.  The  one  involves  the 
other.  Self-love  implies  love  of  others,  and  all  duty 
may  be  regarded  as  duty  to  God.  The  individual 
and  society  are  so  inextricably  bound  together  in 
the  kingdom  of  love  that  neither  can  reach  its  goal 
without  the  other. 
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(a)  Duties  UncoTd  self  are,  however,  plainly  recog- 
nized in  the  NT.  Our  Lord's  commandment, 
"Thou  ahalt  love  th^  neighbor  aa  thyself,"  makes  a 
rightly  conceived  geU'love  the  meaaure  of  love  to 
one's  neighbor.  But  the  duties  of  self-regard  are 
only  lightly  touched  upon,  and  while  the  truth  that 
the  soul  has  an  inalienable  worth  is  insisted  upon, 
to  be  constantly  occupied  with  the  thoi^t  of  oneself 
is  a  symptom  of  morbid  ^^ism  and  not  a  sign  of 
healthy  personality.  But  the  chief  reason  why  the 
NT  does  not  enlarge  upon  the  duty  of  self-culture 
is  that  according  to  the  spirit  of  the  gospel  the  true 
realization  of  self  is  identical  with  self-sacrifice. 
Only  as  a  man  loses  his  hfe  does  he  find  it.  Not  by 
anxiously  standing  guard  over  one's  soul  but  by 
dedicating  it  freely  to  the  good  of  others  does  one 
reaUie  one's  true  self. 

At  the  same  time  several  seU-^'eapecting  duties 
are  rec<%Dized,  of  which  mention  may  be  made: 
(i)  tOabUity  of  purpose  or  singleness  of  aim;  (ii)  in- 
dependence  of  other's  opinion;  (iii)  tupremacy  of 
a  proper  self-estimate.     In  this  con- 


o  be  despised  but  presented  as  a  living  sacrifice; 
hia  attitude  to  worldly  goods;  hia  obligation  to  work ; 
his  right  to  recreation;  and  his  contentment  with  his 
station — all  of  which  duties  are  to  be  interpreted 
by  the  apostoUo  principle,  "Use  the  world  as  not 
abusing  it."  The  Christian  ideal  is  not  aecetidsm 
or  demal  for  its  own  sake.  Each  must  make  the 
beet  of  himself  and  the  most  of  Ufe's  trust.  All  the 
faculties,  poaseaaionH,  pursuits  and  joys  of  life  are  to 
be  used  as  vehicles  of  spiritual  service,  instruments 
which  make  a  man  a  fit  subject  of  the  kingdom  of 
God  to  which  he  belongs. 

(6)  Dutiet  in  relation  to  othert,  or  brotherly  love, 
are  d^ned  as  to  their  extent  and  limit  by  the  Chris- 
tian's rdation  to  Christ.  Their  chief  manifestations 
are:  (i)  jiutice,  involving  (a)  respect  for  others, 
negatively  refraining  from  iujury  and  positively 
yielding  deference  and  honor,  (3)  tnithfulne8B[  in 
word  and  deed,  "speaking  the  truth  in  love,"  (7)  just 
judgment,  avoiding  censoriousnesa  and  intolerance; 
(ii)  Wmfnefls  or  goodaesSj  embracing  (a)  sympathy, 
(fi)  service  and  (7)  practical  beneficence  which  pro- 
vides for  physical  need,  administers  comfort  and 
gives,  by  example  and  direct  instruction,  edification; 
(lii)  -patience,  comprising  {a)  forbearance,  (jB)  peace- 
ableness. 

(c)  Dufea  in  Telation  lo  God:  Here  morality  runs 
up  into  rehgion  and  duty  passes  into  love.  Love 
rests  on  knowledge  of  God  as  revealed  in  Christ, 
and  expresses  itself  in  devotion.  Love  to  God  is 
exprrased  generally  in  (i)  thankfulness,  (ii)  humility, 
(ill)  trustfulness;  and  particularly  in  wor^ip  (sacra- 
ments and  prayers),  and  in  witness-bearing— dom- 
ing the  doctrine  by  beauty  of  hf  e. 

(3)  Spheres  and  TelalUmskips. —  Of  the  various 
spheres  and  relationships  in  which  the  Christian 
finds  opportunity  for  the  exercise  and  cultivation 
of  his  spiritual  life  we  can  only  name,  without  en- 
larging upon  them,  the  family,  the  sUUe  and  the 
churdi.  Each  of  these  spheres  demands  its  own 
special  duties  and  involves  its  own  peculiar  disci- 
pline. While  parents  owe  to  their  children  care  and 
godly  nurture,  children  owe  their  parents  obedience. 
Tlie  attitude  of  the  individual  to  the  state  and  of  the 
state  to  the  individual  are  inferences  which  may  be 


It  i 


the 


0  administer  jua- 
tice  but  to  create  and  foster  those  agencies  and 
institutions  which  work  for  the  ameUoration  of  the 
lot  and  the  development  of  the  weal  of  its  citizens, 
securing  tor  each  full  hberty  to  make  the  best  of  his 
life.  (%  the  other  band  it  is  the  duty  of  the  indi- 
vidual to  realize  his  civic  obhgatii 


of  the  eocial  organism.    He  state  makes  its  will 

dominant  throu^  the  voice  of  the  people,  and  as 
the  individuals  are  so  the  commonwealth  will  be. 

AbsoluleneaB,    inwardness    and    univergalUy. — In 
closing  we  may  say  that  the  three  dominant  notes 

of  Christian  ethics  are,  its  absolvtenest, 
6.  Concln-  il«  inwardness  and  its  unam-aolUy. 
sion  The  gospel  claims  to  be  supreme  in 

life  and  morals.  For  the  Christian 
no  incident  of  experience  is  secular  and  no  duty 
insignificant,  because  all  things  belong  to  God  and 
all  fife  is  dominated  by  the  Spirit  of  Christ.  The 
uniijueneas  and  orienality  of  the  ethics  of  Chris- 
tiamty  are  to  be  sought,  however,  not  so  much  in  the 
range  of  its  practical  application  as  in  the  unfold- 
ing of  an  ideal  which  is  at  once  the  power  and  pat- 
tern of  the  new  life.  That  ideal  is  Christ  in  whom 
the  perfect  life  is  disclosed  and  throi^  whom  the 
power  for  its  realization  ia  communicated.  Life 
IS  a  force,  and  character  is  a  growth  which  takes  its 
and  expands  from  a  hidden  seed.     Hence 


tema  of  Buddhism,  Stoicisi^  and  even  mediaeval 
CathoUcism,  play  no  part.  Chi  the  contrary  all  ia 
life,  energy  and  unceasing  endeavor. 

'There  are  many  details  of  modem  social  hfe  with 
which  the  NT  does  not  deal:  problems  of  preMnt- 
day  ethics  and  economics  which  cannot  be  decided 
bv  a  direct  r^erence  to  chapter  and  verse,  either 
of  the  Gospels  or  Epistles.  But  St.  Paul's  great 
principles  of  human  solidarity;  of  equahty  in  Christ; 
of  freedom  of  service  and  love;  his  teachings  con- 
cerning the  church  and  the  kingdom  of  God,  the 
family  and  the  state;  his  precepts  with  regard  to 
personal  purity,  the  use  of  wealth  and  the  duty  of 
work,  contained  the  germs  of  the  subsequent  re- 
newal of  Europe  and  still  contun  the  potency  of 
social  and  political  tranaTormation. 
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LXTBRATUBB 

/.  In  the  Synoptic  GotpeU, — If,  following  the  cus- 
tom prevalent  at  present,  we  adopt,  as  the  general 
name  for  the  teaching  of  Jesus  in  the  Synoptists, 
the  Kingdom  of  God,  then  the  divisions  of  His  ethi- 
cal teaching  will  be  (1)  the  Blessings  of  the  Kingdom, 
(2)  the  Character  of  the  Subjects,  (3)  the  Command- 
ments of  the  King. 

(1)  Nature  of  the  kingdom. — "The  Kingdom  of 
God"  was  not  a  phrase  invented  by  Jesus.  It  was 
used  before  Him  by  the  Baptist.  Its 
1.  The  proximate  source,  for  both  Jesus  and 

Blessings  JohUj  was  the  prophet  Daniel,  who 
of  the  uses  it  in  very  striking  passages  (2  44. 

Elingdom  45;  7  13.14).  The  idea  of  a  kingdom 
of  God  goes  back  to  the  very  com- 
mencement of  the  monarchy  in  Israel,  when  the 
prophet  Samuel  told  those  w^ho  demanded  a  king 
that  Jeh  was  their  king,  and  that  they  should  desire 
no  other.  Through  all  the  subsequent  history  of 
the  monarchy,  which  was,  on  the  whole,  so  dis- 
appointing to  patriotic  and  pious  minds,  the  con- 
viction lingered  that,  if  God  Himself  were  king,  all 
would  be  well;  and,  when  at  length  the  Heb  state 
was  destroyed  and  'the  people  were  carried  into  cap- 
tivity, the  prophets  still  believed  that  for  their 
country  there  was  a  future  and  a  hope,  if  only  Jeh 
would  take  to  Himself  His  groat  power  and  reign. 
In  the  period  between  the  OT  and  the  NT  such 
sentiments  so  greatly  prevailed  that  Schiirer  has 
compiled,  from  the  apocryphal  literature,  a  kind 
of  Messianic  creed,  embracing  no  fewer  than  eleven 
articles,  which  he  supposes  to  have  prevailed  before 
the  Advent.  It  may  be  doubtful  how  far  such 
beliefs  had  taken  possession  of  the  general  mind. 
Many  of  the  Sadducees  were  too  satisfied  with 
things  as  they  were  to  concern  themselves  about 
such  dreams.  But  the  Pharisees  undoubtedly  gave 
a  large  place  in  their  minds  to  Messianic  expecta- 


tions, and  for  these  the  Zealots  were  ready  to 
fight.  It  is.  however,  to  the  prosdechdmenoif  as 
they  are  called,  because  they  were  "waiting  for  the 
consolation  of  Israel,"  that  we  must  look  for  the 
purest  expression  of  this  heritage  derived  from  the 
piety  of  the  past.  In  the  h3rnms  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Gospels  of  Mt  and  Lk,  with  which  the  birth 
of  Jesus  was  greeted,  we  encounter  an  intense  and 
lofty  conception  of  the  kingdom  of  God;  and,  as 
the  earthly  home  in  which  Jesus  grew  up  belonged 
to  this  select  section  of  the  population,  there  is  little 
doubt  that  it  was  here  He  imbibed  both  His  Mes- 
sianic ideas  and  the  phraseology  in  which  these  were 
expressed.  His  use  of  the  term,  the  kingdom  of  God, 
has  sometimes  been  spoken  of  as  an  accommodation 
to  the  beliefs  and  language  of  His  fellow-countrymen. 
But  it  was  native  to  Himself;  and  it  is  not  unlikely 
that  the  very  conmionness  of  it  in  the  circle  in  which 
He  grew  up  rendered  Him  imconscious  of  the  differ- 
ence between  His  own  conception  and  that  which 
prevailed  outside  of  this  circle.  For,  as  soon  as  He 
began  to  preach  and  to  make  known  the  sentiments 
which  He  included  within  this  phrase,  it  became 
manifest  that  He  and  His  contemporaries,  under  a 
common  name,  were  thinking  of  entirely  different 
things.  They  emphasized  the  first  half  of  the 
phrase — "the  kingclom";  He  the  second — "of  God." 
They  were  thinking  of  the  external  attributes  of  a 
kingdom — ^political  emancipation,  an  army,  a  court, 
subject  provinces;  He  of  the  doing  of  God's  will 
on  earth  as  it  is  done  in  heaven.  Even  He  had 
felt,  at  one  stage,  the  glamor  of  their  point  of  view, 
as  is  manifest  from  the  account  of  the  Temptation 
in  the  Wilderness;  but  He  had  decisively  rejected 
it,  resolving  not  to  commence  with  an  external 
framework  on  a  large  scale,  to  be  subsequently 
filled  with  character,  but  to  begin  with  the  indi- 
vidual, and  trust  to  time  and  Providence  for  visible 
success.  The  triumphal  entry  into  Jems  proves 
that  He  never  abandoned  the  claim  to  be  the  f  ul- 
fiUer  of  all  the  OT  predictions  about  the  kingdom 
of  God;  but  His  enemies  not  imnaturally  inter- 
preted the  failure  of  that  attempt  as  a  final  demon- 
stration that  their  own  view  had  been  the  correct 
one  all  along.  Still,  God  was  not  mocked,  and 
Jesus  was  not  mocked.  When,  at  the  end  of  a  gen- 
eration, the  Jewish  state  sank  into  ruin  and  the  city 
by  which  Jesus  was  martyred  had  been  destroyed, 
there  were  springing  up,  all  over  the  world,  com- 
munities the  members  of  which  were  bound  more 
closely  to  one  another  than  the  members  of  any 
other  kingdom,  obeyed  the  same  laws  and  enjoyed 
the  same  benefits,  which  they  traced  up  to  a  King 
ruling  in  the  heavens,  who  would  appear  again  on 
the  great  white  throne,  to  be  the  Judge  of  quick  and 
dead. 

(2)  Blessedness  of  the  kingdom. — ^The  enemies  of 
Jesus  may  be  said  to  have  carried  out  to  the  bitter 
end  their  conception  of  the  kingdom  of  God,  when 
they  nailed  Him  to  a  tree;  but,  in  the  face  of 
opposition.  He  carried  out  His  own  conception  of 
it  too,  and  He  never  abandoned  the  practice  of  em- 
ploying this  phrase  as  a  comprehensive  term  for  all 
the  blessings  brought  by  Him  to  mankind.  He 
used,  however,  other  nomenclature  for  the  same 
objects,  such  as  Gospel,  Peace,  Rest,  Life,  Eternal 
Life,  Blessedness.  His  exposition  of  the  last  of 
these,  at  the  commencement  of  the  Sermon  on  the 
Mount,  is  highly  instructive.  Seldom,  indeed,  has 
the  structure  of  the  Beatitudes  been  clearly  imder- 
stood.  Each  of  them  is  an  equation,  in  which 
"blessed"  stands  on  the  one  side  and  on  the  other 
two  magnitudes — the  one  contained  in  the  subject 
of  the  sentence,  such  as  "the  poor  in  spirit,"  "the 
meek."  and  so  on;  and  the  other  contained  in  a 
qualifying  clause  introduced  by  **for."  Sometimes 
one  of  these  magnitudes  may  be  a  minus  quantity, 
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as  in  ''they  that  mourn'';  but  the  other  is  so  large 
a  positive  magnitude  that  the  two  together  repre- 
sent a  handsome  plus,  which  thoroughly  justifies 
the  predicate  "bleseed.  It  is  remarkable  that  the 
first  and  the  e^th  of  the  reasons  introduced  by 
''for''  are  the  same:  "for  theirs  is  the  kingdom  of 
heaven/'  justifying  the  statement  that  this  is 
Christ's  own  name  for  the  blessedness  brought  by 
Him  to  the  world;  and  the  sentences  between  these, 
introduced  in  the  same  way,  may  be  looked  upon 
as  epexegetic  of  this  great  phrase.  They  embrace 
such  great  conceptions  as  comfort,  mercy,  the  inher- 
itance of  the  earth,  the  vision  of  God  and  sonship. 
which  are  aU  certainly  blessings  of  the  kingdom ;  ana 
the  list  does  not  finish  without  mentioning  a  great 
reward  in  heaven — ^an  immortal  hope,  which  is  the 
greatest  blessing  of  all. 

(3)  Righteottsnesa — it8  contrasts. — If  the  preacher 
of  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount  was  to  expoimd  at 
length  any  one  of  these  bright  conceptions,  it  might 
have  been  expected  to  be  the  kingdom  of  Uod  itself; 
and  this  we  should  have  desired.  But  the  one  to 
which  this  honor  fell  has  still  to  be  mentioned.  It  is 
"ri^teousness."  In  one  of  the  Beatitudes  the 
speaker  had  promised  that  to  be  filled  with  this 
snould  be  part  of  the  blessedness  which  He  was  ex- 
pounding; and,  when  He  had  finished  the  Beati- 
tudes, He  turned  back  to  this  conception  and  de- 
voted the  rest  of  His  discourse  to  its  interpretation. 
Nowhere  else,  in  the  reports  of  His  preaching  which 
have  come  down  to  us,  is  there  to  be  foimd  an  expo- 
sition so  sustained  and  thorough.  There  is  no 
better  way  of  describing  a  new  thing,  with  which 
those  who  listen  are  unfamiliar,  than  to  contrast 
it  with  something  with  which  they  are  perfectly 
acquainted;  and  this  was  the  method  adopted  bv 
Jesus.  He  contrasted  the  righteousness  with  which 
the  subjects  of  the  kingdom  were  to  be  blessed  with 
the  figure  of  the  righteous  man  familiar  to  them, 
first,  in  the  discourses  of  the  scribes,  to  which  they 
were  wont  to  listen  in  the  synagogue,  and  secondly, 
in  the  example  of  the  Pharisees,  to  whom  they  were 
wont  to  look  up  as  the  patterns  of  righteousness. 
It  is  well  known  what  ample  opportunities  He  found, 
by  means  of  this  felicitous  di^x)8ition,  for  probing 
to  the  very  depths  of  morality,  as  well  as  for  cover- 
ing His  opponents  with  ridicule  and  exploding  the 
honor  in  which  they  stood  with  the  masses.  The 
whole  of  this  scheme  is,  however,  exhausted  long 
before  the  Sermon  comes  to  a  close;  and  the  question 
is,  whether,  in  the  latter  half  of  the  Sermon,  He  still 
keeps  up  the  exposition  of  righteousness  by  con- 
trasting it  with  the  ordinaiy  course  of  the  world. 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  this  is  the  case,  and  that 
the  key  to  the  latter  half  of  the  discourse  is  the  con- 
trast between  righteousness  and  worldliness.  The 
doctrine,  at  all  events,  which  issues  from  the  whole 
discussion  is  that  the  righteousness  promised  is 
distingui^ed  by  three  characteristics — ^inwardness, 
as  distinguished  from  the  externality  of  those  who 
believed  moralitv  to  extend  to  outward  words  and 
deeds  alone,  and  not  to  the  secret  thoughts  of  the 
heart;  secrecy,  as  distinguished  from  the  ostenta- 
tion of  those  wno  blew  a  trumpet  before  them  when 
they  were  doing  l^eir  alms;  and  naturalness,  like 
that  of  the  flower  or  the  fruit,  which  grows  spon- 
taneously from  a  healthy  root,  without  forcing.  See 
Sermon  on  the  Mount. 

(4)  Apocalyptic  theories. — This  substitution  of 
ri^teousness  lor  the  kingdom  in  the  greatest  public 
discourse  which  has  come  down  to  us  is  a  significant 
indication  of  the  direction  in  which  the  mind  of 
Jesus  was  tending,  as  He  drew  away  from  the  no- 
tions and  hopes  of  contemporary  Judaism.  It  is 
evident  that  He  was  filling  the  idea  of  the  kingdom 
more  and  more  with  religious  and  moral  contents, 
and  emptying  it  of  political  and  material  elements. 


There  are  scholars,  indeed,  at  the  present  day,  who 
maintain  that  His  conception  of  the  kingdom  was 
futuristic,  and  that  He  was  waiting  all  the  time  for 
an  apocalyptic  manifestation,  which  never  came. 
He  was,  they  think,  expecting  the  heavens  to  open 
and  the  kingdom  to  descend  ready  made  to  the 
earth,  like  the  New  Jerusalem  in  the  Apocalypse. 
But  this  is  to  assume  toward  Jesus  exactly  the  atti- 
tude taken  up  toward  Him  in  His  own  dav  by  Phari- 
sees and  hi^  priests,  and  it  degrades  Him  to  the 
level  of  an  apocalyptic  dreamer.  It  ignores  many 
sayings  of  His,  of  which  the  p£u*able  of  the  Mustard 
Seed  may  be  taken  as  an  example,  which  prove  that 
He  anticipated  for  Christianity  a  long  development 
such  as  it  has  actually  passed  throu^;  and  it  fails 
to  do  justice  to  many  passages  in  His  teaching  where 
He  speaks  of  the  kingdom  as  already  come.  Of  the 
latter  the  most  remarkable  is  where  He  says,  "The 
kingdom  of  God  is  within  you" — a  statement  pre- 
ceded by  a  distinct  rejection  of  the  notion  of  an 
apocalyptic  manifestation;  for  the  word  "observa- 
tion," which  He  employs  in  describing  the  way  in 
which  the  kingdom  is  not  to  come,  is  an  astronomical 
tenn,  describing  precisely  such  a  phenomenon  as 
He  is  supposed  by  such  scholars  as  John  Weiss  and 
Schweitzer  to  have  been  expecting.  The  more  it 
became  evident  that  He  was  not  to  command  the 
homage  of  the  nation,  the  more  did  He  devote 
Himself  to  the  education  of  the  Twelve,  that  they 
might  form  the  nucleus  of  His  kingdom  upon  earth; 
and  it  was  certainly  not  with  apocalyptic  visions 
that  He  fed  their  receptive  minds. 

(1)  Conditions  of  entrance. — The  righteousness 
described  so  comprehensively  in  the  Sermon  on  the 

Mount  is  not  infrequently  spoken  of  as 
2.  The  the  condition  of  entrance  to  the  king- 

Character  dom  of  God;  but  this  is  altogether  to 
of  the  misunderstand    the    mind    of    Jesus. 

Subjects  The  righteousness  described  by  Him 
of  the  is  the  gift  of  God  to  those  who  are 

Kingdom       already  inside  the  kingdom ;  for  it  is  the 

supreme  blessing  for  the  sake  of  which 
the  kingdom  is  to  be  sought^  and  the  condition  im-' 
posed  on  those  who  are  outside  is  not  the  possession 
of  righteousness,  but  rather  a  bottomless  sense  of 
the  want  of  it.  The  more  utterly  they  feel  their 
own  lack  of  righteousness,  the  more  ready  are  they 
for  entrance  into  the  kingdom.  They  must  "hunger 
and  thirst  after  righteousness."  It  has  been  re- 
marked already  that  the  description,  in  the  Beati- 
tudes, of  the  character  of  the  candidates  for  the 
kingdom  is  sometimes  of  a  negative  character;  and 
indeed,  this  is  the  account  in  the  teaching  of  Jesus 
generally  of  those  whom  He  attracts  to  Himself. 
They  are  drawn  by  a  sense  of  boundless  need  in 
themselves  and  by  the  apprehension  of  an  equiva- 
lent fulness  in  Him;  He  calls  those  "that  labor  and 
are  heavy  laden,"  that  He  may  give  them  rest. 

(2)  ChrisVs  attitude  to  sin. — ^The  first  word  of  the 
prophetic  message  in  the  OT  was  always  the  denun- 
ciation of  sin;  and  only  after  this  had  done  its  work 
did  the  vision  of  a  good  time  coming  rise  on  the 
horizon.  The  same  was  repeated  in  the  message 
of  John  the  Baptist;  and  it  did  not  fail  to  reappear 
in  the  teaching  of  Jesus,  thouc^  His  mode  of  treat- 
ing the  subject  was  entirely  Hjs  own.  He  did  not, 
like  the  prophets,  take  up  much  time  with  convict- 
ing gross  and  open  sinners.  Perhaps  He  thought 
that  this  had  been  sufficiently  done  by  His  prede- 
cessors; or,  perhaps  He  refrained  because  He  under- 
stood the  art  of  getting  sinners  to  convict  them- 
selves. Yet,  in  the  parable  of  the  Prodigal  Son, 
He  showed  now  profoundly  He  understood  the  na- 
ture and  the  course  of  the  commonest  sins.  If, 
however,  He  thus  spared  transgressors  who  had  no 
covering  for  their  wickedness.  He  made  up  for  this 
leniency  by  the  vigor  and  even  violence  with  which 
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He  attacked  those  who  hid  their  sins  under  a  cloak 
of  hypocrisy.  Never  was  there  a  prophetic  indig- 
nation like  that  with  which  He  assailed  such  sinners 
in  Mt  28;  and  He  shaped  the  same  charges  into 
an  unforgettable  picture  in  the  parable  of  the  Phari- 
see and  the  Publican.  He  never  named  the  Sad- 
ducees  in  the  same  unreserved  manner  as  He  thus 
designated  their  antagonists;  but  in  more  parables 
than  one  it  is  possible  that  He  had  them  m  view. 
The  Unjust  Judge  was  probably  a  Sadducee;  and 
so  was  the  Rich  Man  at  whose  gate  the  beggar 
Lazarus  was  wont  to  sit.  The  sin  of  the  Sadducees, 
at  all  events,  did  not  escape  His  prophetic  animad- 
version. In  Lk  esp.  He  alludes  with  great  fre- 
quency to  worldliness  and  the  love  of  money  as 
cankers  by  which  the  life  of  the  human  soul  is  eaten 
out  and  its  destiny  destroyed.  Thus  did  Jesus 
exercise  the  prophetic  office  of  denouncing  all  the 
sins  of  His  time:  and  He  showed  what,  in  this  re- 
spect)  He  thought  of  mankind  in  general  when  He 
began  a  sentence  with,  "If  ye  then,  being  eviP' 
(Lk  11  13),  and  when  He  gave  the  dreadful  descrip- 
tion of  the  heart  of  man  wnich  begins,  "Out  of  the 
heart  come  forth  evil  thoughts''  (Mt  16  19). 

(3)  Attainment  of  righteousness. — ^To  all  serious 
students  of  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount  it  is  well 
known  that  the  popular  notion  of  it,  as  containing 
a  simple  religion  and  an  easy-going  morality,  is 
utterlv  mistaken;  on  the  contrary,  the  righteouch 
ness  sketched  bv  the  Preacher  is  far  loftier  than  that 
ever  conceived  by  any  other  religious  teacher  what- 
ever. Not  only,  however,  does  He  thus  propose 
to  conduct  human  beings  to  a  platform  of  attain- 
ment higher  than  any  attempted  before,  but  He,  at 
the  same  time,  recognizes  that  He  must  begin  with 
men  lower  than  almost  any  others  have  allowed. 
It  is  here  that  the  ethics  of  Jesus  differ  from  those 
of  the  philosophers.  He  takes  the  task  much  more 
seriously:  and,  as  the  ascent  from  the  one  extreme 
to  the  otner  is  much  longer,  so  the  means  of  reach- 
ing the  goal  are  much  more  difficult.  Philosophers, 
assuming  that  man  is  equal  to  his  own  destiny,  lay 
the  demands  of  the  moral  law  before  him  at  once, 
taking  it  for  granted  that  he  is  able  to  fulfil  them: 
but  the  path  adopted  by  Jesus  is  more  remote  ana 
humbling.  There  are  in  it  steps  or  stages  which, 
in  His  teaching,  it  is  easy  to  discern. 

(a)  Repentance:  Thefihstof  these  is  repentance. 
This  was  a  watchword  of  all  the  prophets:  after  sin 
had  been  denounced,  penitence  was  called  for:  and 
no  hope  of  improvement  was  held  out  until  this 
had  been  expenenced.  In  the  message  of  John  the 
Baptist  it  held  the  same  place;  and,  in  one  of  the 
Gospels,  it  is  expressly  stated  that  Jesus  began 
His  ministry  bv  repeating  this  watchword  of  His 
predecessor.  Not  a  few  ofthe  most  touching  scenes 
of  His  earthly  ministry  exhibit  penitents  at  His 
feet,  the  most  movin^^  of  them  all  being  that  of  the 
woman  who  was  "a  sinner'':  and,  in  the  parable  of 
the  Prodigal  Son,  we  have  a  full-length  picture  of  the 
process  ofrepentance. 

(&)  Faith:  The  second  step  is  faith — a  word  of 
constant  recurrence  in  the  teaching  of  Jesus.  In 
many  cases  it  is  connected  with  His  healing  ministry; 
but  this  waj9  a  parable  of  a  more  interior  ministry 
for  the  soul.    In  many  cases  it  formed  a  school  of 

Preparation  for  the  other,  as  in  the  case  of  the  man 
ome  of  four,  who  was  brought  to  Christ  for  the 
healing  of  his  body,  but  was  presented,  in  addition, 
with  the  dft  of  the  forgiveness  of  his  sins.  In  heal- 
ing him  Jesus  expressly  claimed  the  power  of  for- 
giving sins;  and,  in  His  great  saying  at  the  institu- 
tion of  the  Lord's  Supper,  He  showed  the  connection 
which  this  was  to  have  with  His  own  death. 

(c)  Imitation  of  Christ — Service:  Instead  of  speak- 
ing of  faith  and  of  believing,  Jesus  freauently  spoke 
of  "coming"  to  Himself;  and  then  followed  the  in- 


vitation to  "follow"  Him,  which,  accordingly,  is  the 
third  stage.  Following  Him  meant,  in  many  cases, 
lit.  leaving  home  and  occupation,  in  order  to  ac- 
company Him  from  place  to  place,  as  He  journeyed 
through  the  land;  and,  as  this  involved  sacrifice  and 
self-denial.  He  frequently  combined  with  "following" 
the  invitation  to  take  up  "the  cross."  But  by 
decrees  thi^  literal  meaning  dropped  away  from  the 
invitation,  or  at  least  became  secondary  to  that  of 
imitation,  which  must  be  the  only  meaning  w^hen 
St.  Paul,  adopting  the  language  of  his  Master,  calls 
upon  men  and  women  to  be  "followers"  of  him,  as 
he  was  of  Christ.  It  is  seldom  that  Jesus^  in  so 
many  words,  calls  upon  others  to  imitate  Himself; 
indeed.  He  does  so  less  frequently  than  St.  Paul; 
but  it  is  implied  in  following  Him,  if  not  lit.  ex- 
pressed; and  it  was  a  direct  consequence  of  keeping 
company  with  Him  and  coming  imder  the  influence 
of  His  example.  It  is  highly  characteristic  that,  in 
the  only  place  where  He  directly  calls  upon  others 
to  "learn  from  Him,  the  virtue  to  which  He  draws 
attention  is  meekness — "Learn  of  me;  for  I  am  meek 
and  lowly  in  heart."  The  same  quality  was  often 
emphasized  by  Him,  when  He  was  describing  the 
character  which  He  wished  to  see  exhibitor  by 
others,  "For  every  one  that  exalteth  himself  shall  be 
humbled;  and  he  that  humbleth  himself  shall  be 
exalted"  (Lk  14  11).  In  spite,  however,  of  the 
importance  thus  attached  by  Him  to  humility.  He 
not  only  combined  with  it,  as  has  been  pointed  out 
bv  Bushnell,  in  his  famous  chapter  on  the  character 
of  Christ  in  Nature  and  the  Supematitralf  the  most 
stupendous  personal  claims,  but  also  attributed  to 
His  followers  a  position  of  personal  distinction 
among  men,  and  called  upon  them  to  perform  serv- 
ices far  beyond  the  reach  of  ordinary  mortals,  say- 
ing to  them,  'TTe  are  the  salt  of  the  earth,"  "Ye 
are  the  light  of  the  world,"  and  ordering  them  to 
make  disciples  of  all  nations.  The  principle  by 
which  this  apparent  contradiction  b  bridged  over  is 
another  favonte  idea  of  His  teaching,  namely.  Ser- 
vice. He  who  is  able  to  serve  others  on  a  large  scale 
is,  in  a  sense,  superior  to  those  he  serves,  because 
he  is  furnished  with  the  resources  of  which  they 
stand  in  need;  yet  he  places  himself  beneath  them 
and  forgets  hia  own  claims  in  ministering  to  their 
necessities.  Tliere  are  few  of  the  utterances  of 
Jesus  in  which  the  very  genius  of  His  ethical  sys- 
tem is  more  fully  expressed  than  that  in  which  lie 
contrasts  sreatness  as  it  is  conceived  among  men 
of  the  world  with  greatness  as  He  conceives  it  and 
His  followers  must  learn  to  conceive  it:  "Ye  know 
that  the  princes  of  the  Gentiles  exercise  dominion 
over  them,  and  they  that  are  great  exercise  authority 
upon  them.  But  it  shall  not  be  so  amon^  you:  but 
whosoever  will  be  great  among  you,  let  him  be  your 
mimster;  and  whosoever  will  be  chief  among  you,  let 
him  be  your  servant."  Of  this  difficult  rule,  He 
was  able  to  add,  He  Himself  had  given,  and  was 
still  to  give,  the  most  perfect  illustration;  for  "even 
the  Son  of  man  came  not  to  be  ministered  unto, 
but  to  minister,  and  to  give  his  life  a  ransom  for 
many"  (Mt  a0  25ff  AV). 

This  reminds  us  that,  while  the  character  of  the 
subjects  of  the  kingdom  is  to  be  learned  from  the 
words  of  Jesus,  it  may  be  also  derived  from  His 
example.  That  which  He  demanded  from  others 
He  fulfilled  in  His  own  conduct;  and  thus  the  dry 
precepts  of  the  moral  law  were  invested  with  the 
charm  of  a  living  personality.  Brief  as  the  records 
of  His  hfe  are,  they  are  wonderfully  rich  in  instruc- 
tion of  this  kind;  and  it  is  possible,  oy  going  through 
them  with  study  and  care,  to  form  a  clear  image 
of  how  He  bore  Himself  in  all  the  departments  of 
human  life— in  the  home,  in  the  state,  in  the  church, 
as  a  friend,  in  society,  as  a  man  of  prayer,  as  a  8tu-> 
dent  of  Scripture,  as  a  worker,  as  a  sufferer,  as  a 
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philanthropist,  as  a  winner  of  souls,  as  a  preacher, 
as  a  teacher,  as  a  controversialist,  and  so  on.  This 
is  the  modem  imitation  of  Christ — ^that  of  the  de- 
tails of  His  earthly  existence — ^the  ImUatUm  of  k 
Kempis  was  an  imitation  of  the  cosmical  history  of 
the  Son  of  God,  as  He  moves  on  His  Divine  mission 
from  heaven  to  the  cross  and  back  to  the  throne  of 
the  universe.    See  the  writer's  Imago  Chriati, 

The  great  commandments, — In  accordance  with 
Scriptural  usage,  Jesus  called  by  the  name  of  ''com- 
mandments'^  those  actions  which  we 
8.  The  caU  ''duties";   and  He  has  made  this 

Command-  part  of  our  subject  easy  by  reducing 
ments  of  the  commandmenta  to  two:  "Thou 
the  King  shalt  love  the  Lord  thv  God  with  all 
thy  heart,  and  with  all  thy  soul,  and 
with  all  thy  mind.  This  is  the  great  and  first  com- 
mandment. And  a  second  like  unto  it  is  this. 
Thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as  thyself"  (Mt  22 
37-39).  He  did  not  invent  either  of  these  com- 
mandments; for  both  occur  in  the  OT  (Dt  6  5; 
Lev  19  18).  There,  however,  they  lie  far  apart 
and  are  buried  out  of  sight.  The  second  of  tnem 
was  still  more  deeply  buried  under  a  misinterpre- 
tation of  the  scribes,  to  which  reference  is  made  in 
the  Sermon  on  the  Mount.  Jesus  rescued  them 
from  oblivion;  He  showed  the  vital  and  indissolu- 
ble connection  between  the  sentiments  which  they 
^orce — love  of  God  and  love  of  man — ^which  had 
been  long  and  violently  separatedj  and  He  lifted 
them  up  into  the  firmament  of  ethics,  to  shine  for- 
ever as  the  sun  and  moon  of  duty. 

(a)  Love  to  God:  It  has  been  denied  by  some 
writers  on  Christian  ethics  that  there  can  oe  any 
such  thing  as  duties  to  God,  and  by  writers  on  phil- 
osophical ethics  love  to  God  is  not  generally  re- 
gurded  as  coming  within  the  scope  of  their  science, 
ut  the  duty  of  man  is  concerned  with  all  the  objects, 
and  esp.  all  the  beings,  he  is  related  toj  and  to  Jesus 
the  outflow  of  man's  neart  toward  Hxsn  who  is  the 
author  of  his  being  and  the  source  of  all  his  blessings 
seemed  the  most  natural  of  actions.  "I  love  Jeh" 
was  a  sentiment  to  which  mankind  had  risen  even 
in  the  OT  (Ps  116  1),  where  it  corresponds  with  not 
a  few  expressions  of  the  Divine  love  equally  fer- 
vent; and  it  is  not  a  figure  of  speech  at  all  when 
Jesus  demands  love  for  His  Father  from  heart  and 
soul,  strength  and  mind. 

Love  to  God  involves,  however,  love  to  what  may 
be  called  the  Things  of  God,  toward  which  Jesus 
always  manifested  tenderness  and  honor.  Those 
who  are  not  themselves  ecclesiastically  minded 
have,  indeed^  taken  it  for  granted  that  Jesus  was 
indifferent,  it  not  hostile^  to  the  objects  and  actions 
by  which  the  Almighty  is  honored;  and  it  is  often 
said  that  the  only  service  of  God  which  mattered  in 
His  eves  was  the  service  of  man.  But,  althouj^, 
like  the  prophets  before  Him,  Jesus  exposed  with 
withering  rebuke  the  hypocrisy  of  those  who  put 
ritual  in  the  place  of  righteousness,  it  reouires  no 
more  than  a  glance  at  His  sayings,  and  the  other 
records  of  His  life,  to  perceive  that  His  mind  was 
occupied  no  less  with  duties  to  God  than  with  duties 
to  men;  indeed,  the  former  bulk  more  largely  in 
His  teaching.  The  only  arrangement  of  religion 
with  which  He  seems  out  of  sympathy  is  the  Sab- 
bath j  but  this  was  due  to  a  peculiarity  of  the  times; 
and  it  is  quite  conceivable  that  in  other  circum- 
stances He  might  have  been  a  strenuous  supporter 
of  Sabbath  observance.  If  there  had  been  m  His 
day  a  Sadducean  attempt  to  rob  the  people  of  the 
dayof  rest.  He  would  have  opposed  it  as  strenuously 
as  He  did  the  Pharisaic  attempt  to  make  it  a  burden 
and  a  weariness  to  the  common  man.  By  declaring 
the  Sabbath  to  have  been  made  for  man  (Mk  2  27) 
He  recognized  that  it  was  instituted  at  the  begin- 
ning and  intended  for  the  entire  course  of  man's 


existence  upon  earth.  With  the  other  things  of 
God,  such  as  His  House,  His  Word,  and  His  Wor- 
ship. He  manifested  sympathy  equally  by  word  and 
deed;  He  frequented  botn  the  Temple  and  the  syna- 
gogue; so  imbued  was  His  mind  with  the  lit.  of  the 
OT  that  He  spoke  habitually  in  its  spirit  and  phrase- 
ology, having  its  figures  and  incidents  perfectly  at 
command:  and  by  both  precept  and  example  He 
taught  otners  to  pray. 

Nothing  is  commoner  than  the  statement  that 
Jesus  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  founding  of  the 
church  or  the  arrangement  of  its  polity;  but  this 
is  a  subjective  prejudice,  blind  to  the  facts  of  the 
case.  Jesus  realized  that  the  worship  of  the  OT 
was  passing  away,  but  He  was  Himself  to  replace 
it  by  a  better  order.  He  did  not  merely  breathe 
into  the  air  a  spirit  of  sweetness  and  li^t;  if  this 
had  been  all  He  did,  Christianity  would  soon  have 
vanished  from  the  earth;  but  He  provided  channels 
in  which,  after  His  departure.  His  influence  should 
flow  to  subsequent  generations.  Not  only  did  He 
found  the  church,  but  He  appointed  the  most  im- 
portant details  of  its  organization,  such  as  preachine 
and  the  sacraments;  and  He  left  the  Twelve  behind 
Him  not  only  as  teachers,  but  as  those  who  were 
able  to  instruct  other  teachers  also.  There  may 
be  ecclesiastical  arrangements  which  are  worked  in 
a  spirit  far  removed  from  the  love  of  God:  and  such 
are  of  course  contrary  to  the  mind  of  (Jhrist;  but 
the  love  of  God,  if  it  is  strong,  inevitably  overflows 
into  the  things  of  God,  and  cannot,  in  fact,  per- 
manently exist  without  them. 

(&)  Duty  to  man:  As  has  been  hinted  above,  the 
sayings  of  Our  Lord  about  the  details  of  duty  to  man 
are  less  numerous  than  might  have  been  expected, 
but  what  may  be  lacking  in  numbers  is  made  up  for 
in  originality  and  comprehensiveness.  Many  smgle 
sajdngs,  like  the  Golden  Rule  (Mt  7  12)  and  the 
lovely  word  about  a  cup  of  cold  water  given  in  the 
name  of  Christ  (10  42),  are  revolutionary  in  the 
ethical  experience  of  mankind;  and  so  are  such 
parables  as  the  Good  Samaritan,  the  Prodigal  Son 
and  the  Unmerciful  Servant.  The  commandment 
to  love  enemies  and  to  forgive  injuries  (6  43-48),  if 
not  entirely  novel,  received  a  prominence  it  had 
never  possessed  before.  The  spirit  of  all  such  say- 
ings of  Jesus  is  the  same:  He  seeks  to  redeem  men 
from  selfishness  and  worldliness  and  to  produce  in 
them  a  godlike  passion  for  the  welfare  of  their  fellow- 
creatures.  These  they  may  bless  with  gifts  of 
money,  where  such  may  be  required,  still  more  with 
sympathy  and  helpfulness,  but  most  of  all  with  the 
gospel. 

Besides  such  directions  as  to  the  behavior  of  man 
to  man,  there  are  also  among  the  words  of  Jesus 
meinorable  maxims  about  the  conduct  of  life  in  the 
family,  in  the  state,  and  in  society;  and  here  again 
He  taudit  even  more  by  example  than  by  precept. 
As  son,  brother  and  friend,  He  fulfilled  all  ri^teouen 
ness;  but  He  also,  as  teacher,  determined  what 
righteousness  was.  Thus  He  opposed  the  laxity 
as  to  divorce  prevalent  in  His  time,  pointing  back 
to  the  pure  ideal  of  Paradise.  His  conception  of 
womanhood  and  His  tenderness  toward  childhood 
have  altered  entirely  the  conceptions  of  men  about 
these  two  conditions.  He  was  a  patriot,  glorying 
in  the  beauty  of  His  native  Galilee  ana  weeping 
over  Jems;  and  though,  from  birth  to  death.  He  was 
exposed  to  constant  persecution  from  the  consti- 
tuted authorities,  He  not  only  obeyed  these  Him- 
self but  commanded  all  others  to  do  ^e  same. 
Nothing  moved  Him  more  than  the  sight  of  talents 
unused,  and,  therefore,  it  lay  deep  in  Bis  svstem  of 
thought  to  call  upon  everyone  to  contribute  his 
part  to  the  service  of  the  body  politic;  but  no  less 
did  He  reccMpiize  the  right  of  those  who  have  done 
their  part  of  the  general  task  to  share  in  the  fruits 
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of  industry;  "for  the  laborer  is  worthy  of  his  hire'* 
(Lk  10  7). 

Priceless,  however,  as  are  the  commandments  of 
Jesus  in  regard  to  the  things  of  man,  as  well  as  in 
regard  to  the  things  of  God.  it  is  not  in  these  that 
we  have  to  seek  His  ethical  ori^nality,  but  in  the 
new  motive  brought  into  play  oy  Him  for  doing 
the  Divine  will,  when  once  it  has  been  ascertained. 
As  He  made  it  easy  to  love  God  by  revealing  God's 
love,  so  did  He  m^e  it  easy  to  love  man  by  reveal- 
ing the  greatness  of  man,  as  an  immortal  creature, 
who  has  come  from  God  and  is  going  to  God. 
Whatever  is  done  to  man,  good  or  evil,  Jesus  esteems 
as  done  to  Himself;  for  the  great  saying  to  this 
dTect,  in  the  account  of  the  Last  Judgment  in  Mt 
26,  though  applicable  in  the  first  place  to  Christians, 
may  be  extended  to  men  in  general.  The  corollary 
of  the  fatherhood  of  God  is  the  brotherhood  of 
men;  and  the  second  great  commandment  stands 
under  the  protection  of  the  first. 

//.  In  the  Fourth  Gospel. — In  the  Fourth  Gospel 

Eternal  Life  takes  the  same  place  as  the  kingdom  of 

God  in  the  other  three.    The  author 

1.  Eternal  is  not,  indeed,  unaware  that  Jesus 
Life  employed   the  latter  phrase  for  the 

sum  of  the  blessings  brought  by  Him 
to  the  world;  and  it  has  already  been  remarked 
that  the  Synoptists  occasionally  employ  "life''  as 
an  equivalent  lor  the  phrase  they  usiially  make  use 
of.  The  reason  of  John's  preference  for  his  own 
phrase  may  have  lain  in  some  personal  idiosyncrasy, 
or  it  may  have  been  due  to  the  gentile  environment 
in  which  he  wrote.  But  the  phrase  is  one  suggestive 
and  instructive  in  itself  in  the  highest  degree.  It  had 
already  entered  deeply  into  the  language  of  religion 
before  the  time  of  Christ;  indeed,  in  every  part  of 
Holv  Writ  the  idea  is  common  that  separation  from 
Gocf  is  death,  but  that  union  with  Him  is  life. 

In  the  teaching  of  Jesus,  as  this  is  found  in  Jn, 
the  world  lies  in  death,  because  it  has  become  sep- 
arated from  God,  and  the  children  of 

2.  Its  men  are  in  danger  of  perishing  ever- 
Source  in  lastingly  as  the  pimishment  of  their 
God              sin;  but  "God  so  loved  the  world,  that 

he  gave  his  only  begotten  Son.  that 
whosoever  believeth  on  him  should  not  perisn,  but 
have  eternal  life"  (3  16). 

This  life  is,  first,  in  God,  who  abides  in  everlast- 
ing blessedness;  but  it  is  not,  even  in  Him,  at  rest, 

but  agitated  with  an  impulse  to  com- 
8.  Through  municate  itself.  Then,  it  is  in  the 
the  Son         Son— "For  as  the  Father  hath  life  in 

himself,  even  so  gave  he  to  the  Son 
also  to  have  life  in  himself"  (6  26);  not,  however, 
for  Himself  alone,  but  for  the  purpose  of  being  com- 
municated to  those  destitute  of  it.  For  this  reason 
He  was  made  flesh  and  dwelt  among  us:  and  He 
communicated  it  through  His  words,  wnich  were 
"words  of  eternal  life.'  The  words  of  Jesus,  as 
thus  bringing  life,  are  the  "light"  of  the  world;  and 
they  are  the  "truth" — two  favorite  ejroressions  of 
this  Gospel — or  He  of  w^hom  they  speak  is  Himself 
the  light  and  the  truth;  He  said  Himself,  "I  am 
the  way,  and  the  truth,  and  the  Ufe."  He  is  in  His 
word  in  such  a  way  that,  when  it  is  received  in  the 
right  spirit.  He  enters  the  soul  personally — "ye 
in  me,  and  I  in  you"  (14  20).  As  food  is  taken  into 
the  body,  to  sustain  life,  so  does  He  become  the  life 
of  the  soul;  He  is  the  "bread  of  life"  and  the  "water 
of  life"  (6  35).  As,  however,  bread  has  to  be  broken, 
before  it  is  eaten,  and  water  to  be  poured  out,  when 
it  is  drunk,  so  does  the  virtue  which  is  in  the  Son  of 
God  only  become  available  through  His  death — "I 
am  the  Uving  bread  which  came  down  out  of  heaven : 
if  any  man  eat  of  this  bread,  he  shall  live  for  ever: 
yea  and  the  bread  which  I  will  give  is  my  flesh,  for 
the  life  of  the  world"  (6  61). 


The  world  lying  dead  in  sin,  a  new  birth  is  re- 
quired for  those  who  are  to  enter  into  life;  and  this 
is  necessary  even  for  so  fine  a  character 
4.  Need  of  as  Nicodemus  (3  3.5.7).  W^ithout  this 
New  Birth  change,  the  children  of  men  are  insen- 
sible to  Divine  revelations;  and  even 
the  children  of  privilege,  who  had  enjoyed  the  OT 
revelation,  were  indifferent  to  eternal  hfe,  when  it 
came  near  to  them  in  the  person  of  Christ.  Hence 
there  was  required  a  special  drawing  on  the  part  of 
God  to  awaken  the  sleeping  soul  —  "No  man  can 
come  to  me.  except  the  Father  that  sent  me  draw 
him"  (6  44);  and,  where  this  influence  was  not 
responded  to,  there  might  be  the  most  violent  and 
persistent  opposition  to  Christ  on  the  part  of  those 
who  believed  themselves  to  be  the  favorites  of 
heaven.  The  new  birth  is  accompanied  with  spirit- 
ual vision — "seeing  the  kingdom  of  God"  (3  3) — 
and,  throughout  the  Fourth  Gospel,  remarkable 
stress  is  laid  on  the  virtue  of  such  seeing  or  knowing. 
It  leads  so  directly  to  faith  that  to  "know"  and  to 
"believe"  are  virtually  the  same  act  (10  38).  Faith 
is  the  reception  into  the  soul  of  the  life  eternal,  or 
of  Him  who  has  been  discerned  by  the  spiritual 
vision  and  who  is  Himself  the  life.  It  is  the  eating 
of  the  bread  of  life,  the  drinking  of  the  water  of  fife, 
and  it  makes  and  keeps  alive. 

Since  faith  is  thus  the  means  whereby  the  eternal 
life  becomes  a  personal  possession,  it  is  the  one 
thing  needful  and  the  sum  of  all  the 
6.  Nature  commandments — "This  is  the  work  of 
of  Faith  God,  that  ye  believe  on  him  whom  he 
hath  sent'  (6  29).  It  is  the  unique 
commandment,  comprehending  all  the  command- 
ments, and  it  "worketh  by  love"  toward  the  ful- 
filment of  them  all.  WTiat  these  are  is,  however, 
less  brought  out  in  detail  in  this  Gospel  than  in  the 
others,  for  it  is  a  peculiarity  of  the  mind  of  Jesus, 
as  recorded  by  John,  to  deal  with  central  principles 
and  to  assume  that  the  consequences  will  follow  as  a 
matter  of  course.  Of  the  organization,  for  example, 
of  the  community  which  was  to  perpetuate  His  in- 
fluence, after  He  had  left  the  world.  He  says  much 
less  in  this  Gospel  than  even  in  the  Synoptists;  yet 
He  characterizes  the  venr  essence  of  the  new  body 
in  such  words  as  this,  "I  in  them,  and  thou  in  me, 
that  they  may  be  perfected  into  one;  that  the 
world  may  know  that  thou  didst  send  me,  and  lovedst 
them,  even  as  thou  lovedst  me"  (17  23).  In  the 
last  half  of  this  saying  there  is  a  hint  of  the  influence 
to  be  exerted  on  the  outside  world  by  the  display  of 
Christian  character,  with  the  result  of  producing 
belief;  but  this  aim  was  to  be  sought  more  directly 
throueh  testimony  (16  27)  and  the  "word"  of  the 
disciples  (17  20).  Thus  would  even  the  distant, 
"which  are  not  of  this  fold,"  be  brought  in,  so  that 
there  might  be  "one  flock"  and  "one  shepherd" 
(10  16).  Inside  the  fold  it  is  the  greatest  privilege 
and  honor,  as  well  as  responsibility,  to  feed  the 
"sheep"  and  to  feed  the  "lambs"  (21  15.16.17). 

Character  and  conduct  are,  even  for  the  disciples 
of  Christ,  "commandments,"  as,  indeed,  Jesus  docs 
not  disdain  to  speak  of  the  various 
6.  Fruits  parts  of  His  own  vocation  by  the  same 
of  Union  numble  name,  implying  the  necessity 
with  Christ  of  moral  effort  and  the  temptation  to 
failure  (16  10).  Therefore,  they  are 
also  proper  subjects  for  prayer.  He  prayed  for  the 
disciples,  both  that  they  might  be  kept  from  the 
evil  in  the  world  and  that  they  might  be  sanctified 
through  the  truth  (17  15.17),  and  doubtless  He 
expected  them  to  ask  the  same  things  for  them- 
selves, as  theirs  was  to  be  a  life  of  prayer  (16  24). 
But,  in  the  last  resort,  they  are  the  fruits  of  union 
with  Himself,  and  eternal  life  is  not  merely  a  gift  of 
the  future,  to  be  given  at  the  death  of  the  body,  but 
is  enjoyed  even  now  by  those  who  abide  in  the  vine. 
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Literature. — MonoKraphs  on  the  ethics  of  Jesus  in 

Eng.  by  """  _ 
body,   Jeaus  Christ  and  the  Social  Question,  and  Jesus 


Ger.  by  Grlnim  and  in  Bng.  by  King;  compare  also  Pea- 


Christ  and  the  Christian  Character;  relevant  portions  in 
works  of  larger  scope, 'such  as  Jacoby,  NT  Ethik.Wendt, 
The  Teaching  of  Jesus,  and  the  handbooks  of  NT  the- 
ology by  Weiss,  Holtzmann,  Schlatter,  Peine,  Wetnel, 
Stevens.  Very  ample  references  to  lit.  in  Stalker,  The 
Ethic  of  Jesus, 

James  Stalkesr 

ETfflOPIA,  e-thi-d'pi-a  («^3,  kuah;  AWioirCa, 
Ailhiopia) : 

Critically  speaking  E.  may  refer  only  to  the  Nile 
valley  above  the  First  Cataract,  but  in  ancient  as 

in  modem  times  the  term  was  often 
1.  Location,  used  not  only  to  include  what  is  now 
Extent  and  known  as  Nubia  and  the  Sudan  (Sou- 
Population    dan),  but  all  the  imknown  country 

farther  W.  and  S.,  and  also  at  times 
Northern,  if  not  Southern,  Abyssinia.  While  E. 
was  so  indefinitely  large,  yet  the  narrow  river  valley, 
which  from  the  First  to  the  Fifth  Cataract  rep- 
resented the  main  agricultural  resources  of  the 
country,  was  actually  a  territory  smaller  than 
Egypt  and,  excluding  deserts,  smaller  than  Belgimn 
(W.  Max  Muller).  The  settled  population  was  also 
small,  since  in  ancient  as  in  modern  times  Eg3q>t 
naturally  drew  away  most  of  the  able-bodied  and 
energetic  youth  as  servants^  police  and  soldiers. 
The  prehistoric  population  oi  Northern  Nubia  was 

Erobably  Egyp,  but  this  was  displaced  in  early 
istoric  timeby  a  black  race,  and  the  thick  lips  and 
woolly  hair  of  the  typical  African  are  as  well  marked 
in  the  oldest  Egyp  paintings  as  in  the  latest.  But 
by  the  side  of  these  natives  of  K'sh,  the  artist  also 
represents  various  reddish-brown  varieties;  for  from 
the  beginning  of  historic  time  the  pure  Negro  stock 
has  been  mixed  with  the  fellaheen  of  Egypt  and 
with  the  Sem  population  of  the  Arabian  coast. 
The  rulers  of  E.  were  generally  of  foreign  blood. 
The  Negroes,  though  brave  and  frugal,  were  slow 
in  thou^t,  and  althou^  controlled  for  centuries 
by  cultivated  neighbors,  under  whom  they  attained 
at  times  high  official  prominence,  yet  the  body  of 
the  people  remained  uninfluenced  by  this  civili- 
zation. The  country  which  we  now  know  as 
Abyssinia  was  largely  controlled,  from  the  earliest 
known  date,  by  a  Caucasian  people  who  had  crossed 
the  Red  S^  from  Arabia.  The  true  Abyssinians, 
as  Professor  Littmann  shows,  contain  no  Negro 
blood  and  no  Negro  qualities.  In  general  they  are 
*'well  formed  and  handsome,  with  straight  and  regu- 
lar features,  lively  eyes,  hair  long  and  straight  or 
somewhat  curled  and  in  color  dark  olive  approach- 
ing brown."  Modem  discoveries  prove  their  close 
racial  and  linguistic  connection  with  Southern 
Arabia  and  particularly  with  the  kingdom  of  Sheba 
(the  Sabaeans),  that  most  powerful  people  whose 
extensive  architectural  and  literary  remains  have 
recently  come  to  light.  The  Sabaean  inscriptions 
found  m  Abyssinia  go  back  some  2,600  years  and 
give  a  new  value  to  the  Bible  references  as  well  as 
to  the  constant  claim  of  Jos  that  the  queen  of  Sheba 
was  a  ''queen  of  E."  The  Falashas  are  a  Jewish 
community  living  near  Lake  Tsana,  of  the  same 
physical  type  and  probably  of  the  same  race  as  other 
Abyssinians.  Their  religion  is  a  "pure  Mosaism" 
based  upon  the  Ethiopic  version  of  the  Pent,  but 
modified  by  the  fact  that  they  are  ignorant  of  the 
Heb  language  {Jew  Enc).  It  is  uncertain  when  they 
became  Jews.  The  older  scholars  thought  of  them 
as  dating  back  to  the  Solomonic  era,  or  at  least  to 
the  Bab  captivity.  Since  the  researches  of  Joseph 
Hal^vy  (1868),  some  date  within  the  Christian 
era  has  seemed  preferable,  notwithstanding  their 
ignorance  of  Talmudic  rules.  However,  the  newly 
discovered  fact  that  a  strong  Jewish  community 
was  flourishing  at  Syene  in  the  6th  cent.  BC  makes 
it  clear  that  Jewish  influence  may  have  been  felt 


in  E.  at  least  that  early.  Although  Abyssinians 
are  noted  for  their  strict  adherence  to  ancient  cus- 
tom, Jewish  characteristics  are  prominent  all  over 
the  entire  country.  The  opening  formula  of  the 
king  in  every  official  letter — "The  Lion  of  the  Tribe 
of  Judah  has  Conquered!" — ^is  no  more  Jewish  than 
scores  of  ordinary  phrases  and  customs.  Although 
it  is  barely  possible  that  some  rites,  like  circum- 
cision and  observance  of  the  Sabbath,  may  have 
been  received  from  the  ancient  Egyptians  or  Chris- 
tian Copts  {New  Sch'Herz  Enc)  yet  a  strong  Heb 
influence  cannot  be  denied.  All  travelers  speak  of 
the  "industry"  of  the  Falashas  and  of  the  "kind- 
liness and  grave  courtesy"  of  the  Abyssinians. 
Besides  those  named  above  there  are  many  com- 
munities of  mixed  races  in  E.,  but  the  ancient  basis 
is  invariably  Negro,  Sem  or  Egj^). 

The  ancient  Gr  writers  are  full  of  fantastic  and 
fabulous  stories  about  E.  Sometimes  they  become 
BO  puzzled  in  their  geography  as  to 
2.  History  speak  of  E.  as  extending  as  far  as  India; 
their  notes  concerning  the  miraculous 
fauna  and  flora  are  equally  Munchausian.  Homer 
praises  the  Ethiopians  as  the  "blameless  race,"  and 
other  writers  rank  them  first  among  all  men  for  their 
religious  knowledge.  This  latter  notion  may  have 
had  its  origin  from  a  priestly  desire  to  consider  the 
Ethiopian  reverence  for  the  priesthood — ^which  had 
the  power  of  fife  and  death  over  the  kings — as  the 
Divinely  ordained  primitive  custom,  or  it  may  halve 
sprung  from  the  fact  that  the  Egyp  "L^nd  of  the 
Uods  was  partly  situated  in  Southern  Abyssinia. 
It  is  suggestive  that  the  Heb  prophets  never  fell 
into  these  common  errors  but  mvariably  "gave  a 
very  good  idea  of  geographical  and  pohtical  con- 
ditions" (W.  Max  Muller).  '  The  oldest  important 
historic  document  referring  to  E.  is  from  the  IVth 
Dynasty  of  Egypt  when  Snef  eru  laid  waste  the  land, 
eapturing  7,000  slaves  and  100,000  cattle.       '  ^ 

In  the  Vlth  Dynasty  the  Egyptians  reached  aiS  far 
S.  as  the  Second  Cataract  and  brought  back  some 
dwarfs,  but  did  not  establish  any  permanent  con- 
trol. In  the  Xllth  Dynasty  Egypt's  real  occupa- 
tion of  E.  began.  Usertesen  III  records  his  con- 
tempt by  saying:  "The  Negro  obeys  as  soon  as  the 
lips  are  opened.  They  are  not  valiant,  they  are 
miserable,  both  tails  and  bodies!"  Notwithstand- 
ing this  satiric  reference,  these  naked  Ethiopians 
clad  in  skins  and  tails  of  wild  animals,  compelled 
the  Pharaoh  to  make  several  campaigns  before  he 
could  establish  a  frontier  at  the  Second  Cataract 
beyond  which  no  Negro  could  come  without  a  permit. 
That  the  natives  were  not  cowardly  may  be  seen 
from  the  songs  of  triumph  over  their  subjection  and 
from  the  fact  that  every  later  Pharaoh  encouraged 
them  to  enUst  in  his  army,  until  finally  the  very 
hieroglyphic  for  archer  became  a  Nubian.  The 
XVIIIth  Dynasty  pushed  the  frontier  beyond  the 
Third  Cataract  into  the  splendid  Dongola  district 
and  often  boasts  of  the  rich  tribute  from  E.,  in  one 
case  2,667  "manloads"  of  ivory,  ebony,  perfumes, 
gold  and  ostrich  feathers  besides  cattle,  wild  beasts 
and  slaves.  The  chairs  of  ivory  and  the  jewelry 
sometimes  shown  seem  barbaric  in  style  but  excel- 
lent in  workmanship.  Copper  and  bronze  factories 
and  great  iron  foundries  date  also  to  a  very  early 
time  in  E.  (PSBA,  XXXIII  96).  The  Ethiopian 
gold  mines  where  hundreds  of  criminals  toiled,  with 
ears  and  noses  mutilated,  made  gold  in  Egypt  in  the 
15th  cent.  BC  as  "common  as  dust."  The  choicest 
son  of  the  Pharaoh,  next  to  him  in  power,  was  proud 
to  be  called  "Prince  of  Rush."  Amenhotep  IV  (1370 
BC),  the  religious  reformer,  built  his  second  greatest 
temple  (the  only  one  of  his  works  now  existent)  in 
Nubia.  The  XlXth  Dynasty  sought  to  colonize 
E.,  and  some  of  the  most  magnificent  temples  ever 
built  by  man  can  be  seen  as  far  S.  as  the  Fourth 
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Cataract.  For  over  five  cents.  Egyp  rule  was 
maintained,  unCii  about  1000  BC  a  war  for  inde- 
pendence began  which  was  bo  succesaful  that  the 
victorious  Ethiopian  kings  finally  carried  their 
armies  asainst  Thebes  and  Memphis  anii  for  a 
century  (763-663)  ruled  all  Egypt  from  Napata— 
which  in  religioue  architecture  became  the  Southern 
TTiebee — andfor  another  century  (and  even  at  timea 
during  the  Ptolemaic  era)  controlled  upper  Egypt. 
While  the  leaders  of  Uiis  revolution  were  doubtless 
descendants  of  exiled  priests  from  Thebes,  yet  the 
mixture  of  Ethiopian  blood  is  plainljf  discernible 
and  is  perhaps  also  shown  in  their  "Puritan  morals" 
(Petrie,  III,  276)  and  spirit  of  clemency,  so  different 
from  the  legitimate  Pharaohs.  Shabaka— So  (715- 
707)     and    Taharka^Tirhaljah     (693-667),     both 


centuries  tha«after  Islam  demanded  a  tribute  of 
360  slaves  annually,  and  other  treasure,  thou^ 
innumerable  campaigns  were  necessary  to  collect 
it.  The  Nubian  kings  refused  all  overtures  t^i  be- 
come Moslems,  and  Christian  churches  multiplied 
along  the  benka  of  the  Nile.  In  the  8th  cent.  Egypt 
was  invaded  by  100,000  Nubians  to  repay  an  in- 
sult given  to  the  Coptic  patriarch  and  to  the  sacred 
pictures  in  the  Egyp  Christian  churches.  In  the 
13th  cent.,  David,  king  of  Nubia,  not  only  withheld 
tribute  but  invaded  Egypt.  He  was  terribly  pun- 
ished, howevK\  by  the  Arabs,  who  sacked  churches 
and  tortured  Christians  clear  to  the  Fourth  Cata- 
ract. This  was  the  banning  of  the  end.  By  the 
close  of  the  15th  cent,  almost  every  Christian  altar 
was  desolate  and  every  church  destroyed. 


,  TlHPLB    or  TiBI 

mentioned  in  the  Bible,  were  the  last  great  kings 
of  E.  When  Tanutomen,  son  of  Shabaka  and 
nephew  of  Taharka  (667-664),  was  forced  by  Ashur- 
banipal  to  ^ve  up  his  claim  to  Egypt  and  retire  to 

the  S.,  the  influence  of  E.  ceased.  Cambyses  (525- 
621)  made  E.  tributary  clear  to  the  Thira  Cataract 
(cf  Ezk  SO  4),  while  KinE  Krgamenes,  near  the 
close  of  the  3d  cent.  BC,  broke  forever  the  power 
of  the  Egyptian  priesthood.  Though  the  Romans 
held  a  nominal  protectorate  over  E.,  it  was  of  so 
little  importance  as  to  be  scarcely  ever  mentioned. 
After  being  expelled  from  Eg}rpt  the  Ethiopians  still 
continued  ta  honor  the  gods  oi  Thebes,  but,  as  for- 
eign influence  ceased,  the  representations  of  this  wor- 
ship became  more  and  more  African  and  barbaric. 


atill  coming  to  Philae  to  give  honor  to  the  statue  of 
Isis  (Erman).  In  the  6th  cent.  AD  a  native  king, 
Silko,  established  a  Christian  kingdom  in  the 
Northern  Sud&n  with  Dongola  as  its  capital.  This 
raised  somewhat  the  culture  of  the  land.  In  the 
next  century  the  Arabs  made  Nubia  tributary, 
Uiough  it  took  an  immense  army  to  do  it.    For  six 


Winckler  long  ago  proved  that  the  Assyrians 
designated  a  district  in  Northern  Arabia  by  the  same 
name  which  they  ordinarily  applied 
3.  Bible  to  E.  Skinner  (Genesis,  1910,  20S) 
References  thinks  the  Hebrews  also  made  this  dis- 
tinction and  were  therefore  entirely 
right  when  they  spoke  of  Nimrod  as  "son  of  Cush, 
since  the  earliest  Bab  dynasty  had  as  a  matter  of  fact 
a  Sem  origin.  There  may  be  other  references  to 
an  Arabian  district,  but  undoubtedly  the  African 
Kugh  must  be  the  one  generally  designated.  This 
is  referred  to  once  in  the  NT  and  over  40  times  in 
the  OT.  Many  secular  monuments  speak  of  the 
high  honor  paid  to  women  in  E.,  and  Cwidace  (Acta 
8  27)  seems  certainly  to  have  been  an  official  or 
dynastic  name  for  a  numljer  of  Ethiopian  queens. 
One  of  the  pyramids  of  Mer6e  was  Candace's— 
her  picture  can  still  be  seen  at  Kaga— and  to  her 
belonged  the  wonderful  treasure  of  jewcjry  found 
in  1834  by  Ferlini  and  now  in  the  Berlin  museum. 
Petronius  (24  BC)  raided  E.  for  Rome  and  stormed 
the  capital,  but  Candace  sent  ambassadors  to  Rome 
and  obtained  peace.  The  "ennuoh"  who  may  have 
been  the  treasurer  <rf  this  very  queen  was  prob- 
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ably  ''no  black  proselyte  but  a  Jew  who  had  placed 
the  business  ability  of  his  race  at  the  service  of  the 
Nubian  woman"  (W.  Max  Mtiller).  In  the  OT  E. 
is  spoken  of  with  great  refipect,  and  several  Bible 
characters  are  named  Cushi  (2  S  18  21  AV;  Jer  36 
14;  Zeph  1  1):  even  Moses  married  an  Ethio- 
pian wife  (Nu  12  1),  and  Ebed-melek  the  Ethiopian 
IS  helper  to  Jeremiah  (Jer  38  7).  It  is  a  great 
land  situated  beyond  the  frontiers  of  the  civilized 
world  (Ezk  29  10).  yet  with  Jews  in  its  farthest 
district  (Zeph  3  10).  It  is  very  rich  (Job  28  19; 
Isa  43  3);  is  engaged  in  trade  with  Arabia  (46 
14)  y  and  its  citizens  are  proud  of  their  nationality 
(Ps  87  4).  Again  and  again  the  relation  of  Cush 
with   Sheba  is  mentioned    (Gen  10  7.28;   Isa  43 

3,  etc),  which  latter  statement  is  strangely  corrob- 
orated by  the  recently  discovered  Sabaean  inscrip- 
tions throughout  Abyssinia.  Its  typical  inhabi- 
tants have  a  color  as  imchangeable  as  the  leopard's 
spots  (Jer  13  23),  are  careless  (Ezk  80  9),  but 
very  warlike  (Ezk  38  5;  Jer  46  9),  giving  "infi- 
nite" strength  to  Nineveh  (Nah  8  9),  but  who  can 
be  resisted  by  Israel  because  of  Jeh's  favor  (2 
Ch  16  8;  Isa  20  5;  86  6).  Jeh  is  interested  in 
the  .history  of  E.  as  well  as  Egypt  (Isa  20  3),  loves 
the  children  of  E.  as  the  children  of  Israel  (Am  9  7), 
and  the  time  is  coming  when  E.  shall  yet  stretch  out 
her  hands  to  Jeh  (Ps  68  31).  Cush  and  Mizraim 
are  correctly  mentioned  as  a  political  unit  (Isa  20 
4  {),  and  several  kings  of  E.  are  mentioned  by  name 
— Zerah  (2  Ch  14  9),  So  (2  K  17  4)  and  Tirha- 
1^  (2  K  19  9;  Isa  87  9).  The  statements  con- 
cerning these  kings  have  been  pronounced  incorrect 
because  it  seemed  that  Zerah  could  not  possibly  be 
an  equivalent  for  Usarkon  or  So  for  Shabaka — ^the 
known  kings  of  Egypt  at  those  periods — and  also 
because  the  reigns  of  Shabaka  and  Tirhakah  did 
not  begin  until  after  the  dates  at  which  in  the  Heb 
records  they  were  called  "kings  of  E." 

Recent,  information,  however,  makes  it  clear  that 
both  Shabaka  and  Tirhakah  exercised  royal  author- 
ity in  the  Delta  before  they  were  given  it  farther 
south,  and  that  the  Heb  transcription  of  names  was 
very  easy  and  natural.  (See  W.  M.  Flinders  Petrie, 
Hist  of  Egypt,  III,  280-309;  Egypt  and  Israel  [1911], 
76^78.) 

Sem  influence  entered  Abyssinia  at  least  as  early 

as  the  7th  or  8th  cent.  BC  (see  above),  and  the  kings 

of  Axum  claimed  descent  from  Mene- 

4.  The  lek,  son  of  Solomon,  but  the  first  certain 
Church  in  information  concerning  the  kingdom  of 
Abyssinia      Axum  comes  from  the  middle  of  the  Ist 

cent.  AD,  at  which  time  Axum  was  a 
rich  capital,  and  its  ancient  sacredness  was  so  great 
that  from  that  period  clear  down  to  the  19th  cent, 
the  kings  of  Abyssinia  would  travel  there  to  be 
crowned.  There  is  no  reason  to  doubt  that  Fru- 
mentius  (cir  330  AD)  was  the  first  to  introduce 
Christianity.  Merope  of  Tyre,  according  to  the 
often-told  story,  when  returning  from  India  with 
his  two  nephews,  was  captured  and  killed  off  the 
Ethiopian  coast,  but  the  two  boys  were  carried  to 
the  Abyssinian  king;  and  although  one  perished  the 
other,  Frumentius,  succeeded  in  converting  the 
king  and  his  people  to  Christianity,  and  later  was 
himself  consecrated  by  St.  Athanasius  of  Alexandria 
as  the  first  Metropolitan  of  E..  taking  as  his  title 
Ahu  Salama  ("Fatner  of  Peace")-  From  that  time 
until  now,  with  but  one  single  interruption,  the 
Almna  ("Father")  has  always  been  appointed  by 
the  Patriarch  of  Alexandria  and,  since  the  13th 
cent.,  has  been  by  legal  necessity  not  a  native  Abys- 
sinian, but  a  Copt. 

After  the  Coimdl  of  Chalcedon  (450  AD)  condemned 
all  as  heretics  wbo  did  not  accept  the  "double  nature" 
of  Christ,  both  the  Egyp  and  Abyssinian  churches  sepa- 
rated themselves  from  Rome,  believing  so  thoroughly  in 
the  Deity  of  Christ  as  to  refuse  to  accept  His  humanity 


as  essential  "nature."  In  the  5th  cent,  a  great  company 
of  monks  entered  Absrssinia.  since  which  time  the  monas- 
tic tendency  has  been  strongly  marked.  About  525. 
Caleb,  king  of  Axum,  attacked  the  Homeritae  across  the 
Red  Sea — either  for  their  persecution  of  Christians  or 
their  interference  with  his  trade — and  for  some  half  a 
century  controlled  a  large  district  of  Arabia.  At  this 
time  Abyssinian  trade  was  extensive.  Or  influence  was 
also  felt,  and  the  Christian  cathedral  at  Aximi  was  a 
magnificent  work  of  architectural  art.  The  early  churches 
were  protected  by  heavy  surrounding  walls  and  strong 
towers.  The  invasion  of  Africa  by  Islam  in  the  7th  cent, 
required  300  years  of  battle  for  the  preservation  of  Abys- 
sinian liberty  and  Christian  faith.  It  alone  of  all  the 
African  states  succeeded  in  preserving  both — but  its 
civilization  was  destroyed,  and  for  1,000  years  it  was  com- 
pletely hidden  from  the  eyes  of  its  fellow-Christians  in 
Europe.  Occasionally  during  those  centuries  a  nmior 
would  reach  Europe  of  a  "Prester  John"  somewhere  in 
the  Far  East  who  was  king  of  a  Christian  people,  yet  It 
was  a  thrilling  surprise  to  Christendom  when  Pedro  de 
Cavllham  in  the  15th  cent,  discovered  this  lost  Christian 
kingdom  of  Abyssinia  completely  surrounded  by  infldel 
pagans  and  bigoted  Mohammedans.  When,  early  in  the 
16th cent.,  the  Negus  of  Abyssinia  sent  an  envoy  to  the 
king  of  Portugal  asking  his  help  against  the  Moslems,  the 
appeal  was  met  with  favor.  In  1520  the  Portuguese 
fleet  arrived  in  the  Red  Sea  and  its  chaplain.  Father 
Francisco  Alvarez.  20  years  later  stirred  the  Christian 
world  by  his  curious  narratives.  Not  long  afterward, 
when  the  Arabs  actually  invaded  the  country,  another 
Portuguese  fleet  was  sent  with  a  body  of  military,  com- 
manded by  Christopher  de  Oama.  These  450  mus- 
keteers and  the  six  little  pieces  of  artiUery  gave  substan- 
tial aid  to  the  endangered  state.  Father  Lobo  tells  the 
story.  The  AbyKlnian  king  must  have  been  grateful 
for  such  help,  yet  presently  the  strenuous  efforts  of 
the  Portuguese  clergy  to  convert  him  and  his  people  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  faith  became  so  offensive  that  Ber- 
mudez.  the  most  zealous  missionary,  was  compelled  to 
leave  the  country  and  the  Jesuits  who  remained  were 
mistreated.  Other  efforts  to  win  the  Abyssinian  Chris- 
tians to  renounce  the  Monqphysitic  heresy  and  accept 
the  doctrine  and  control  of  Rome  were  somewhat  more 
successful.  Early  in  the  17th  cent.  Father  Pedro  Paez,  an 
ecclesiastic  of  much  tact,  won  the  king  fully  to  his  faith, 
and  under  his  direction  many  churches  were  erected  and 
advantageous  government  works  carried  on.  However, 
his  successor  Mendez  lacked  his  conciliatory  ability  and. 
although  a  punishment  of  seven  years'  chastisement  was 
proclaimed  against  recalcitrants,  the  opposition  became 
so  violent  and  universal  that  the  Negus  Sysenlus  flnally 
abdicated  in  favor  of  his  son  Fasllidas,  who  in  1633  sent 
all  Jesuits  out  of  the  country  and  resumed  ofOdal  rela- 
tions with  the  Egyp  chundi.  Since  then,  although  many 
efforts  have  been  made,  no  controlling  influence  nas  ever 
been  obtained  by  Rome.  Once  more,  for  over  a  century. 
Abysdnla  became  completely  hidden  from  the  eyes  of  the 
outside  world  until  James  Bruce,  the  explorer,  visited  the 
country,  1770-72,  and  made  such  a  report  as  to  arouse 
again  the  interest  of  Christendom.  The  tr  of  the  Bible, 
which  was  made  by  his  Abyssinian  guide,  was  adopted 
and  published  by  the  British  and  Foreign  Bible  Sodety, 
and  in  1820  the  Church  Missionary  Society  sent  out 
Oobat  and  Kugler  as  the  flrst  Protestant  missionaries 
to  Abyssinia,  who  were  followed  shortly  after  by  some 
Roman  Catholics.  Owing  chiefly  to  the  opposition  of 
native  priests  the  Protestants  were  expelled  in  1838  and 
the  expulsion  of  the  Roman  missionaries  followed  In 
1854.  In  1858  a  Copt  who  had  been  influenced  as  a 
youth  by  a  Protestant  school,  became  Abuna,  and  Protest- 
ant missionaries  were  again  admitted,  but  succeeded  in 
doing  little  permanent  work  owing  to  the  political  dis- 
turbances wnile  King  Kesa  (Theodore) — the  Napoleon  of 
Africa — was  attempting  to  consolidate  native  resources 
and  build  up  an  African  empire.  At  this  period  the  in- 
fluence of  Great  Britain  began  to  be  felt  in  Abyssinia. 
After  the  suicide  of  Theodore  (1868)  and  esp.  after  Mene- 
lek  II  had  succeeded  in  making  himself  emperor  (1899). 
this  influence  became  great.  During  the  20th  cent, 
missionaries  have  been  able  to  work  in  Abyssinia  without 
much  danger,  but  the  Moslem  influence  Is  so  oreponder- 
ating  thatlittle  has  been  attempted  and  little  done.  The 
religion  of  the  Crescent  seems  now  almost  completely 
victorious  over  the  strange  land  which  for  so  many  cen- 
turies, alone  and  unhelped,  held  aloft  in  Africa  the  reli- 
gion of  the  Cross.  (See  esp.  The  Mohammedan  World  0/ 
Todaji,  by  Zwemer,  Wherry,  and  Barton.  1907 ;  Mieeion- 
ary  World,  1910-11.) 

In  creed,  ritual,  and  practice,  the  Abyssinian  church 
agrees  generally  with  the  Coptic.    There  are  seven 

sacraments  and  prayers  for  the  dead, 
6.  Beliefs  high  honor  is  paid  to  the  Virgin  Mary 
and  and  to  the  saints;  fasts  and  pilgrimages 

Practices       are  in  much  favor;  adults  are  baptized 

by  immersion  and  infants  by  affuaon. 
A  blue  cord  is  placed  about  the  neck  at  baptism. 
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An  extract  from  one  of  the  Gospels,  a  silver  ring, 
an  ear  pick  and  a  small  cross,  often  very  artistic, 
are  also  worn  about  the  neck.  No  charms  or  beads 
or  crucifixes  ("graven  images")  are  worn.  The 
Jewish  as  well  as  the  Christian  Sabbath  is  kept 
sacred,  and  on  an  average  every  other  day  during 
the  year  is  a  religious  holiday.  The  people  are 
ignorant  and  superstitious,  yet  impress  observers 
with  their  grave  kindliness  and  seem  at  times  eager 
to  learn.  The  clergy  can  marry  before  but  not  after 
ordination.  Priests  must  be  able  to  read  and  recite 
the  Nicene  Creed  (the  "Apostles'  Creed"  is  not 
known),  but  do  not  understand  the  Ge^ez  language 
in  which  the  liturgies  are  written.  They  conduct 
many  and  long  services  and  attend  to  the  ceremonial 
purifications.  Deacons  must  also  be  able  to  read: 
they  prepare  the  bread  for  the  Holy  Sacrament  ana 
in  general  help  the  priests.  The  monastic  clergy 
have  chief  care  of  the  education  of  the  young — 
though  this  consists  mainly  in  Scripture  reading — 
and  their  head,  the  EtshegCj  ranks  next  to  the  Abuna. 

The  ancient  churches  were  often  basilican,  but 
modem  native  churches  are  quadrangular  or  circu- 
lar. The  Holy  of  Holies  always  stands  in  the  center, 
and  is  supposed  to  contain  an  ark.  Tradition  de- 
clares that  the  ark  in  the  cathedral  at  Axum  is  the 
original  ark  from  Solomon's  temple.  An  outer 
court  surrounds  the  body  of  the  church,  which  is 
freely  used  by  lajrmen  and  as  a  place  of  entertain- 
ment for  travelers.  Very  crude  pictures  are  com- 
mon. These  show  both  Egyp  and  European  influ- 
ence, and  are  probably  not  merely  decorations  but 
have  a  relation,  as  in  Egyp  thought,  to  spiritual 
advancement  in  this  life  or  the  next  (cf  Budge,  Intro 
to  Lives  of  Mabd*  S&y&n  and  Gabra  KrMda,  1898). 
The  services  consist  of  chanting  psalms,  reading 
Scriptures  and  reciting  liturgies. 

The  Abyssinian  canon  (Semanya  Ahadu)  consists 
of  46  OT  and  35  NT  books.  Besides  the  usually 
accepted  books,  they  count  Shepherd 
6.  Abyssin-  of  Hennas,  Synodos  (Canons),  Epistles 
ian  Liter-  of  Clement,  Mace,  Tob,  Jth,  Wisd, 
ature  Ecclus,  Bar,  4  Ezr,  Asc  Isa,  Book  of 

Adam^  Joseph  ben  Gorion,  En  and 
Jub.  The  Ethiopic  texts  of  the  two  latter  give 
these  books  in  the  most  ancient  form,  and  their  dis- 
covery has  led  to  much  valuable  discussion.  The 
use  of  the  Ge*ez  language  in  which  these  are  written 
dates  back  to  a  time  shortly  before  the  introduction 
of  Christianity.  From  the  6th  to  7th  cents.  AD, 
the  lit.  is  almost  exclusively  tr^  from  Gr  writers  or 
adaptations  of  such  writings.  Quotations  abound 
from  Basil,  Gregory,  Ignatius,  Athanasius,  Epi- 
phanus,  Cyril,  Dioscurus,  etc.  The  second  literary 
period  begins  1268,  when  the  old  "Solomonic 
Dynasty  regained  its  place  and  continues  to  the 

Present;  it  consists  mainly  of  tr*  from  the  Arabic, 
n  both  periods  the  topics  are  few:  liturgies,  hymns, 
sermons,  the  heroic  deeds  of  the  saints  and  their 
orthodoxv.  Each  saint  uses  the  four  Holy  Gospels, 
as  David  his  four  stones,  to  kill  every  heretical 
Goliath  (cf  Goodspeed  and  Crum,  Patrologia  Orir 
entalis,  IV,  1908) .  A  large  place  is  given  to  miracles 
and  magic  prayers  and  secret  names  (cf  Budge, 
Miracles  of  the  Virgin  Mary,  1900,  and  "Magic 
Book  of  Disciples,"  JAOS,  1904).  The  legends  or 
histories  are  occasionally  well  written,  as  the  famous 
"Magda  Queen  of  Sheba"  (ET  by  Mrs.  J.  Van 
Vorst,  1907),  but  usually  are  as  inferior  in  style  as 
in  thought  (cf  littmann,  Bibliotheca^Ahessinica. 
1904).  A  few  specimens  of  "popular  literature"  ana 
many  Abyssinian  "proverbs"  are  extant  (JAOS, 
XXIII,  61-53;  XXV,  l-i8;  Jour,  asiatique,  IV,  487- 
95). 

The  modem  Nubian  does  not  writeLand  his  an- 
cient predecessors  wrote  but  little.  Even  in  the 
days  of  the  Pharaohs  the  hieroglyphics  in  most 


Nubian  temples  were  written  so  poorly  as  to  be  almost 

unintelligible,  and  in  later  pre-Christian  monuments 

put   up   by   native   rulers  the   usual 

7.  Nubian     tablets  accompanying  the  Divine  tab- 
Literature     leaux  are  often  left  blank.    Some  cents. 

before  our  era  the  necessary  monu- 
mental inscriptions  began  to  be  compofiMed  in  the 
Nubian  language,  though  still  written  in  hieroglyph- 
ics. Shortly  aiter  the  beginning  of  the  Chnstian 
era  a  native  cursive  writing  begins  to  be  used  on  the 
monuments,  closely  resembling  the  Egyp  demotic, 
from  which  undoubtedly  its  ^habet  was  derivea 
(F.  L.  Griffith  in  Areika).  Finally,  after  Nubia 
became  Christian  (6th  cent.),  another  native  system 
appears  written  in  Gr  and  Coptic  letters.  Lepsius 
foimd  two  such  inscriptions  on  the  Blue  Nile  and 
numbers  have  since  been  discovered,  but  imtil  1906 
these  were  as  unreadable  as  the  other  two  formis  of 
Nubian  writing.  In  that  year  Dr.  Karl  Schmidt 
found  in  Cairo  two  precious  fragments  of  parch- 
ment which  had  been  owned  by  some  Nubian  Chris- 
tians of  probably  the  8th  or  9th  cent.  One  of  these 
contained  a  selection  of  passages  from  the  NT — 
as  was  ascertained  by  comparing  it  with  the  Gr  and 
Coptic  Scriptures.  By  the  aid  of  bilingual  car- 
touches several  proper  names  were  soon  deciphered. 
New  inscriptions  are  now  being  brought  to  light 
every  few  months,  and  undoubtedly  the  tr  of  this 
important  tongue,  which  contains  the  "history  of  an 
African  Negro  dialect  for  some  2,000  years"  and 
also  the  religious  history  of  the  long-lost  Christian 
church  of  the  SMSn,  will  soon  be  accomplished. 
The  other  fragment  found  by  Schmidt  was  a  curious 
Hymn  of  the  Cross,  well  representing  the  ancient 
Ethiopian  hymnolo^: 

"The  cross  is  the  hope  of  Christians; 
The  cross  is  the  resurrection  of  the  dead; 
The  cross  is  the  physician  of  the  sick: 
The  cross  is  the  liberator  of  the  slave,"  etc. 
— James  H.  Breasted  ia  BW,  December,  1908;  Nation, 
Jmie  2, 1910. 

Scientific  observation  of  Nubia  began  with  Burck- 

hardt  (1813),  Cailliaud,  and  Waddington  (1821),  and 

esp.  with  Lepsius  (1844),  but  excava- 

8.  Explora-  tion  in  the  proper  sense  was  begun  by 
tion  the  University  of  Chicago  (1905-7), 

followed  (1907-10)  by  expeditions  sent 

out  by  the  Royal  Academy  of  Berlin,  University  of 

Pennsylvania,  University  of  Liverpool,  and  Oxford 

University. 

Literature.— Besides  the  works  quoted  above,  among 
recent  Encyclopaedias,  see  esp.  Enc  Brit  (11th  ed)  and 
New  Sch-Herz;  and  among  the  more  recent  books:  James 
T.  Bent.  The  Sacred  City  of  the  Ethiopians  (1893);  Glaser. 
Die  Abeaainier  in  Arabian  und  A/rika  (1895) ;  A.  B.  Wylde, 
Modern  Abyaainia  (1901);  R.  P.  Skinner.  Abyaainia  of 
Today  (1906) ;  Th.  Noeldeke.  Die  athiopiache  LiUeratur 
(1906) ;  Louis  J.  Mori6,  Lea  civiliaationa  afrieainea  (1904); 
Littmann,  Geschichte  der  dlhiopischen  LiUeratur  (1907); 
W.  Max  MOller.  Aethiopien  (1904);  Petrle,  Hiat  of  Egypt 
(1895-1901);  J.  H.  Breasted.  Templea  of  Lower  Nubia 
(1906);  Monumenta  of  Sudaneae  Nubia  (1908);  A.  B. 
Weigall.  Report  of  Antiquities  of  Lower  Nubia  (1906); 
£.  A.  W.  Budge.  The  Egyptian  Sudan  (1907);  Kromrei, 
GlaubenalehreundGebrduchederdUerenabeaainiachenKirche 
(1895);  M.  Fowler.  Chriatian  Egypt  (1901);  Dowllng, 
Abyaainian  Church  (1909);  ''Meroe,  the  City  of  the  Bthi- 
opiana,  by  Liverpool  University  Expedition  (1909-10); 
University  of  Pennsylvania  Publications.  Egyp  Dept.. 
Eckley  B.  Coxe,  Jr.,  Expedition  to  Nubia,I-IV  (1909-11); 
Archeological  Survey  of  Nubia;  and  Egyp  government 

Camden  M.  Cobebn 
ETfflOPIAN  EUNUCH,  e-thi-o'pi-an  a'nuk 
(civoOxos,  eunoHchos) :  A  man  who  occupied  a  lead- 
ing position  as  treasurer  at  the  court  of  Candace. 
queen  of  the  Ethiopians,  and  who  was  converted 
and  baptized  by  Philip  the  deacon  (Acts  8  27-39). 
Being  a  eunuch,  he  was  not  in  the  full  Jewish  com- 
munion (cf  Dt  23  1),  but  had  gone  up  to  Jems  to 
worship,  probably  as  a  proselyte  at  the  gate.  Dur- 
ing his  return  journey  he  spent  the  time  in  studying 
Isaiah,  the  text  which  he  used  being  that  of  the  LXX 
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(cf  Professor  Margoliouth,  art.  ''Ethiopian  Eunuch'' 
in  HDB).  On  meeting  with  Philip  the  deacon, 
who  was  on  his  way  to  Uaza,  he  besought  of  him  to 
shed  light  upon  the  difficulties  of  the  Scripture  he 
was  reading,  and  through  this  was  converted.  The 
place  of  his  baptism,  according  to  Jerome  and  Euse- 
bius,  was  Bethsura:  by  some  modem  authorities, 
e.g.  G.  A.  Smith,  it  has  been  located  at  or  near  Gaza. 
The  verse  containing  the  confession  of  the  eunuch, 
''I  believe  that  Jesus  Christ  is  the  Son  of  God,"  is 
omitted  either  in  whole  or  in  part  bv  some  texts,  but 
Hilgenfeld,  Knowling,  etc,  regard  it  as  quite  in 
keeping  with  the  context.  Tischendorf,  WH,  RV 
text,  etc,  uphold  the  omission.  The  verse  occurs  in. 
the  body  of  AV,  but  is  given  onlv  as  a  footnote  in 
RV  and  ARV.  The  diligence  with  which  the  eunuch 
pursued  his  reading,  the  earnestness  with  which  he 
mquired  of  Philip,  and  the  promptness  with  which  he 
asked  for  baptism — all  testify  to  the  lofty  nature  of 
his  character.  C.  M.  Kerb 

ETHIOPIAN  WOMAN.    See  Cushite  Woman. 

ETHIOPIC  LANGUAGE,  e-thi-op'ik  lan'gwaj: 
The  language  commonly  called  Ethiopic  is  the 
language  in  which  the  inscriptions  of  the  kings  of 
the  ancient  Aksumitic  (Axumite)  empire  and  most 
of  the  lit.  of  Christian  Abyssinia  are  written.  It 
is  called  lesdna  Ge^eZy  ''the  tongue  of  Ge^ez,"  by  the 
Abyssinians  themselves,  most  probably  because  it 
was  originally  the  dialect  of  the  Ge*ez  tribe,  who 
in  antiquity  must  have  dwelt  in  or  near  Aksum 
(Axum). 

The  names  Ethiopia  and  Ethiopians  have  been  used 
In  many  different  meanings  by  various  peoples.  To  the 
Greeks.  Ethiopia  was  a  counthr  S.  of  Egypt,  and  In  this 
sense  the  word  Is  generally  used  In  the  histories  of  Egypt. 
The  Ethiopian  kings  came  from  that  country  which  is  now 
called  Nubia  In  the  Anglo-Egyp  Sudan.  In  Hellenistic 
times  the  term  received  a  wider  meaning,  and  Ethiopia 
was  the  name  of  all  the  land  between  the  Red  Sea  and 
the  Nile,  south  of  Egypt  proper.  Sometimes  "Indian" 
and  "  Ethiopian"  were  ssmonymous,  or  Ethiopia  was  even 
considered  to  stretch  as  far  as  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
In  the  W.  But  of  these  countries  the  Greeks  and  Rom- 
ans had  very  little  exact  geographical  knowledge.  See 
Ethiopia. 

The  fact  that  Ethiopia  at  some  time  meant  the 
country  between  the  Red  Sea  and  the  Nile  prompted 
the  pagan  kings  of  Aksum  in  northern  Abyssinia 
to  adopt  this  name  for  their  own  country  and  to  give 
it  a  narrower  sense  than  the  one  which  it  had  at  that 
time.  Therefore  in  the  bilingual  inscription  of 
King  Aet^raf,  Aeizanas  {^Ezdnd),  the  word  A^ 
Siowla^  AithiopUif  is  a  rendering  of  the  Sem  Haba- 
shot  ("Abyssinia,"  but  here  more  specially  referring 
to  Northern  Abyssinia).  Under  this  same  king, 
about  350  AD,  Abyssinia  became  Christian;  and 
after  the  Bible  had  been  tr*'  into  the  Ge^ez  language, 
the  Abyssinians  found  that  Ethiopia  was  mentioned 
there  several  times.  Their  national  pride  was 
flattered  bv  the  thoudit  that  ]their  country  should 
be  referred  to  in  the  Holy  Scriptures,  and  for  this 
reason  they  were  all  the  more  ready  to  apply  the 
name  in  question  to  their  own  country.  Up  to  the 
present  day  they  call  it  Ethiopia  {'Itlopiyd)y  and 

themselves  Ethiopians;  their  legends  speiak  even  of 
an  ancestor  Itlopls. 

We  may  then,  if  we  choose  to  do  so,  speak  of  a 
Nubian  and  an  Abyssinian  Ethiopia,  but  the  term 
"Ethiopic  language  has  come  into  general  usage  as 
an  equivalent  of  lesdna  Ge^ez,  and  should  therefore 
be  applied  only  to  the  ancient  literary  language  of 
Abyssinia. 

This  language  is  closely  allied  to  the  languages  of 
Southern  Arabia:  it  represents  the  southwestern 
branch  of  the  southern  division  of  the  Sem  lan- 
guages. The  most  important  branch  of  this  di- 
vision is,  of  course,  the  Arab,  language,  and  with 


this  Ethiopic  has  a  great  deal  in  common.  On  the 
other  hand  there  are  many  words  and  forms  in 
Ethiopic  which  are  not  found  in  Arab.,  but  in  Heb 
or  even  in  Bab  and  Assyr.  It  has  been  held  that 
the  home  of  the  Semites  was  in  Africa;  and  if  that 
were  the  case,  the  people  who  spoke  the  Ethiopic 
language  may  never  have  migrated  very  much. 
But  the  majority  of  scholars  who  have  expressed 
their  opinion  upon  the  subject  believe  that  Asia 
was  the  home  ot  the  Semites;  this  is  the  opinion  of 
the  writer  of  this  art.  also.  Then  the  Sem  inhabi- 
tants of  Abyssinia  must  have  come  from  across  the 
Red  Sea.  Their  migration  must  have  begun  many 
centuries  BC.  It  has  hardly  ever  stopped,  since 
Arabs  in  smaller,  and  sometimes  in  larger,  numbers 
have  been  drifting  into  Abyssinia  at  ^1  periods. 

The  Sem  conquerors  of  Abyssinia  found  peoples 
of  two  different  races  in  the  country  where  tney 
settled:  (1)  African  aborigines  and  (2)  Kiishites,  a 
branch  of  the  Hamitic  family.  Their  languages 
were  different  from  each  other  and,  of  course,  differ- 
ent from  that  of  the  Semites  also;  some  of  them  are 
spoken  up  to  the  present  day.  When  the  Semites 
first  came  and  formed  their  uterary  language,  they 
did  not  allow  the  languages  of  the  coimtry  to  in- 
fluence their  own  speech  very  much;  but  gradually 
this  influence  grew  stronger  and  stronger,  and  it  is 
veiy  evident  in  the  modem  Sem  languages  of  Abys- 
sinia. An  outline  of  the  history  of  the  Ethiopic  lan- 
guage is  as  follows:  Its  oldest  monument  known 
so  far  is  the  Sem  part  of  the  bilingual  inscription 
of  King  ^Ez Sua,  which  dates  from  the  first  half  of 
the  4th  cent.  AD.  Before  that  time  Ethiopic  must 
have  been  spoken,  without  doubt,  but  it  was  not 
written:  Gr  and  Sabaean  were  written  instead.  At 
the  time  of  King  *£zan&  the  knowledge  of  the  Sa- 
baean language  seems  to  have  been  very  little;  but 
Sabaean  script  was  still  used.  The  Sem  part  of  the 
inscription  just  mentioned  is  in  the  Ethiopic  lan- 
guage, but  carved  once  in  Sabaean  script  and  a 
second  time  in  the  native  Ethiopic  script  which  had 
been  derived  from  the  Sabaean.  In  the  first  of 
these  two  "editions"  two  or  three  Sabaean  words 
are  used  instead  of  their  Ethiopic  equivalents.  A 
few  other  ancient  inscriptions  found  in  the  Aksumitic 
eznpire  ma}r  also  be  dated  from  the  same  period. 

Possibly  in  the  same  4th  cent,  the  tr  of  the  Bible 
into  Ethiopic  was  b^zun;  and  this  fact  marks  the 
beginning  of  a  real  Ethiopic  lit.  Perhaps  the  Pss 
and  the  Gospels  were  tr^  first,  being  most  needed  in 
the  service  of  the  Christian  church.  The  different 
books  of  the  Scriptures  were  tr**  by  different  men, 
some  of  whom  rendered  literally,  some  more  accord- 
ing to  the  sense,  some  having  a  good,  some  only 
a  poor,  knowledge  of  the  language  trom  which, 
and  the  language  into  which,  they  translated.  Both 
Testaments  were  tr**  from  the  Gr  by  men  whose 
mother-tongue  was  probably  Aramaic.  This  is 
proved  by  the  presence  of  Gr  and  Aram,  words  and 
by  the  forms  m  which  the  Heb  names  appear  in 
Ethiopic  transliteration.  The  oldest  influences  which 
the  Ethiopic  language  experienced  were  therefore: 
(1)  Sabaean;  a  number  of  technical  terms  may 
have  been  adopted  by  the  ancient  Aksumites  from 
the  Sabaean  at  the  time  when  this  was  their  literary 
language;  (2)  African,  i.e.  Kushite  and  native 
African;  the  Sem  conquerors  found  a  great  many 
new  animals  and  trees  or  plants,  which  they  did  not 
know,  in  their  new  country,  and  in  many  cases  they 
adopted  their  African  names;  (3)  Aramaic,  i.e. 
Jewish  and  Christian;  these  are  mostly  words 
referring  to  religious  or  theological  matters;  (4)  Gr; 
some  of  the  Gr  words  found  in  Ethiopic  refer  to 
religious  matters  in  the  same  way  as  the  Aram., 
others  denote  objects  or  ideas  which  the  ancient 
Abyssinians  received  from  the  civilized  world,  others 
again  are  mere  transliterations  of  Gr  words  in  the 
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Bible  and  other  reli^ous  books,  which  the  trans- 
lators did  not  understand. 

The  time  of  the  Aksumitic  empire  was  the  time 
when  the  Ethiopic  language  flourished.  This  em- 
pire was  overthrown  probably  in  the  7th  or  8th 
cent.  AD:  and  we  know  very  Uttle  indeed  of  the 
history  of  Abyssinia  from  about  700  until  about 
1300  AD.  In  1270  the  so-called  Solomonic  Dynasty 
came  to  the  throne  again;  the  seat  of  the  empire, 
however,  was  no  longer  Aksum  but  Gondar,  N.  of 
Lake  TsSnft.  Meanwhile  the  literary  language  had 
become  a  dead  language;  new  dialects  had  sprung 
up  and  taken  its  place  in  everyday  conversation. 
But  Ge^ez  continued  to  be  the  sacred  language;  it 
was  the  language  of  the  Bible  and  of  the  church,  and 
when  in  the  14th  and  15th  cents,  a  revival  of  Abys- 
sinian lit.  came  about,  the  literarv  language  was 
Ge'ez.  But  it  was  influenced  by  the  new  dialects, 
esp.  by  the  Amharic,  the  language  of  Amhara,  where 
Gondar  was  situated  and  where  most  of  the  books 
were  written  or  tr^.  This  influence  affected  in  par- 
ticular the  spelling  of  Ge^ez  in  those  books  which 
dealt  with  religious  matters  and  which  therefore 
had  to  be  written  in  pure  Ge*ez.  In  historical  books 
a  great  many  words  were  taken  from  the  Amharic; 
and  this  language,  called  lesdna  tdrlky  ^'the  tongue 
of  the  chronicles,''  has  often  the  appearance  of  a 
mixed  language. 

In  the  16th  and  17th  cents.  European  mission- 
aries came  to  Abyssinia  and  tried  to  convert  the 
monophysite  Abyssinian  Christians  to  Romanism. 
In  order  to  come  mto  close  contact  with  the  common 
people  they  used  Amharic  as  a  literary  language,  so 
that  everybody,  not  only  the  learned,  might  under- 
stand their  books.  Their  example  was  followed  by 
the  defenders  of  the  native  church;  and  since  that 
time  Amharic  has  become  a  recognized  literary 
language  in  Abyssinia,  although  Ge  ez  is  still  con- 
sidered the  real  language  of  the  church. 

Amharic  was  derived  from  a  sister  language  of  the 
Ethiopic;  the  direct  descendant  of  the  Ethiopic 
language  is  modem  Tigrifla;  a  language  derived 
from  a  dialect  very  closely  related  to  Ge^ez  is  modem 
Tigre. 

LiTBRATUBS. — Ludolf.  Hittorta  Aelhiopiea,  1681;  id. 
Commentariu*  ad  tuam  hiatoriam  Aethiopicam,  1691; 
Dlllmaim.  Grammatik  der  Othioptachen  Sprache  (trd  into 
Eng.  by  Crichton)  1907.  Intro;  littmazm,  Qeachichte  der 
athiopiachen  Litteratur,  1907. 

Enno  Littmann 
EXmOPIC  VERSIONS,  5-thi-op'ik  vAr'shuns: 
Christianity  was  introduced  into  Abyssinia  by 
Tyrian  missionaries,  who  probably  spoke  Gr.  about 
the  time  of  Constantine  the  Great.  The  Bible  was 
ti^  into  Ethiopic,  or,  to  use  the  native  name,  Lesdna 
Ge^eZf  the  OT  being  from  the  LXX,  between  the 
4th  and  5th  cents.,  by  various  hands,  though  the 
work  was  popularly  ascribed  to  Prumentius,  the  first 
bishop.  The  fact  of  the  Scriptures  having  been  tr^ 
into  Ethiopic  was  known  to  Chrysostom  (Horn.  II, 
in  Joannem).  The  versions  thus  made  were  revised 
some  time  about  the  14th  cent.,  and  corrected  by 
means  of  the  MT.  The  Ethiopic  Scriptures  contain 
the  books  found  in  the  Alexandrine  recension  with 
the  exception  of  the  Books  of  Mace;  but  their  im- 
portance lies  in  their  pseudepigraphic  writings,  the 
Asc  Isa,  the  Book  of  En  and  the  Book  of  Jub.  The 
Ist  ed  of  the  NT  appeared  at  Rome  in  1548-49  (re- 

Erinted  in  Walton),  but  a  critical  edition  has  yet  to 
e  made;  one  issued  by  the  British  and  Foreign  Bible 
Society  in  1830  contains  many  errors.  The  OT 
canonical  books  and  Apoc  have  been  edited  by  Dill- 
mann  (the  Octoteuch  and  1-4  Kings  and  Apoc). 
Bachmann  (d.  1894)  (Isa.  Lam,  Ob  and  Mai),  ana 
Ludolph  (Pss).  The  Psalter  has  been  often  printed 
from  1513  on.  The  Book  of  En  was  first  tr<*  by 
Richard  Laurence  and  published  at  Oxford  in  1821, 
but  the  standard  editions  are  those  of  Dillmann 


(Leipzig,  1853)  and  R.  H.  Charles  (Oxford,  1893). 
The  importance  of  this  work  lies  in  the  fact  that 
"the  influence  of  En  on  the  NT  has  been  greater 
than  that  of  all  the  other  apocryphal  and  pseud- 
epigraphal  books  taken  together''  (Charles,  41).  Not 
only  the  phraseology  and  ideas,  but  the  doctrines 
of  the  NT  are  greatly  influenced  by  it.  Of  the 
canonical  books  and  Apoc  the  MSS  are  too  poor 
and  too  late  to  be  of  any  value  for  the  criticism  of 
the  Gr  text.  Thomas  Hunter  Weib 

ETH-KAZIN,  eth-ka'zm  (r»R  HI?? ,  'ittdh  Jraftn; 
AV  Ittah  Kazin) :  A  town  on  the  eastern  border  of 
Zebulun,  mentioned  between  Gath-hepher  and 
Rimmon  (Josh  19  13).  The  site  is  not  identified. 
"Ittah"  of  AV  is  due  to  misunderstanding  of  the 
n  locale. 

ETHBfA,  eth'ma  ('Ee^iA  Elhmd),  RV  NOOMA 
(q;v.). 

ETHNAN,  eth'nan  (Tjr^,  'eihnan,  "gift"  or 
"hke";   'Eeva8(,  Ethnadi):  A  Judahite  (1  Ch  4  7). 

ETHNARCH,  eth'nark  (2  Cor  11  32  m).  See 
Governor. 

ETHNI,  eth'nl  (^?nK,  'ethnl,  "gift"):  An  an- 
cestor of  Asaph,  of  the  Gershom  branch  of  the 
Levites  (1  Ch  6  41). 

ETHNOGRAPHY,  eth-nog'ra-fi,  ETHNOLOGY, 
eth-nol'ft-ji.    See  Table  op  Nations. 

EUBULTTS,  d-bQ'lus  (ECpovXot,  Euboulas,  lit. 
"of  good  counsel,"  2  Tim  4  21):  One  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  church  in  Rome  at  the  time  of  Paul's 
second  imprisonment  in  that  city. 

The  apostle  mentions  how,  at  his  first  answer  to  the 
charges  brought  against  him  at  the  emperor's  tribmial, 
the  Rom  Christians  as  a  whole  proved  disloyal  to  him — 
"no  one  took  my  part,  but  all  forsook  me"  (ver  16).  In 
these  clrcumstanoes  when  the  desertion  of  Paul  by  the 
Christians  in  Rome  was  so  disheartening,  it  is  pleasing 
to  find  that  there  were  some  among  them  who  were  true, 
and  Eubulus  was  one  of  these.  Paul  therefore  In  writing 
the  last  of  all  his  epistles  sends  to  Timothy  a  greeting 
from  Eubulus. 

Nothing  more  is  known  in  regard  to  Eubulus. 
As  his  name  is  Gr,  he  was  probably  a  GentUe  by 
birth.  John  Kutherfurd 

EUCHARIST,  Q'karrist.    See  Lord's  Supper. 

EUMENES  n,  a'me-nez  (Ei|Uvi|f,  Eumines, 
"well-disposed"):  King  of  Pergamus,  son  and  suc- 
cessor of  Attalus  I  (197  BC).  He  is  mentioned  in 
the  Apoc  (1  Mace  8  8)  in  connection  with  the 
league  which  Judas  Maccabaeus  made  with  the 
Romans.  As  their  ally  in  the  war  against  Antiochus 
the  Great  and  in  recognition  of  his  signal  service 
at  the  decisive  battle  of  Magnesia  (190  BC),  E.  was 
rewarded  with  such  extensive  tracts  of  country 
as  raised  him  at  once  from  comparative  insignificance 
to  be  the  sovereign  of  a  great  state.  The  statement 
in  the  Apoc  describing  his  extension  of  territory 
differs  from  those  of  Livy,  Polybius  and  Appian, 
and  cannot  be  correct.  The  Romans  are  said  to 
have  taken  "India,  and  Media  and  Lydia"  from 
Antiochus  and  to  have  given  them  to  E.  Antio- 
chus never  had  any  possessions  in  India  nor  had 
any  earlier  king  of  Syria.  He  was  obliged  to  give 
up  only  the  coimtries  on  the  side  of  Taurus  toward 
Rome.  No  suggestion  for  the  reading  "India"  in 
the  narrative  has  met  with  acceptance  (it  may  pos- 
sibly have  been  a  copyist's  error  for  "Ionia  ;  see 
Livy  xxxvii.44).  E.  cultivated  the  Roman  alliance 
carefully  but  became  suspected  in  connection  with 
the  afifairs  of  Perseus,  the  last  king  of  Macedonia. 
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He  never  came  to  an  open  rupture  with  the  Romans, 
and  died  in  159  BC,  after  a  reign  of  39  years. 

J.  Hutchison 
EUNATAN,  ti-nft'tan.    See  Ennatan. 

EUNICE,  ft-nl'sC,  a'nis  (E*vCicii,  Eunlke,  is  the 

correct  reading,  and  not  EAvfUti,  EuneikS,  which 

is  read  by  the  TR  of  Stephen,  three 

1.  Eunice's  syllables:  Eur-ni-kS,  lit.  ''conquering 
Home  well";    2  Tim  1  6):    The  mother  of 

Timothy.  Her  name  is  Gr  and  this 
mieht  lead  to  the  inference  that  she  was  a  Gentile 
by  oirth,  but  such  a  conclusion  would  be  wrong,  for 
we  read  in  Acts  16  1  that  she  was  a  Jewess.  Her 
husband  however  was  a  heathen  Gr.  She  was  in 
all  probability  a  daughter  of  Lois,  the  grandmother 
of  Timothy,  for  both  of  those  Christian  women  are 
spoken  of,  in  one  breath,  by  Paul,  and  this  in  high 
.terms  of  commendation. 

Timothy  had  not  been  circumcised  in  childhood, 
probably  oecause  of  his  father's  being  a  Gentile; 

but  the  mother  and  the  grandmother 

2.  How  She  did  all  that  lay  in  their  power  to  train 
Trained  Timothy  in  the  fear  of  God  and  in  the 
Her  Son        knowledge  of  the  Scriptures  of  the  OT. 

''From  a  child"  Eunice  had  taught 
her  boy  to  "know  the  holy  scriptures"  (2  Tim  3 
15  AV).  It  is  right  therefore  to  connect  this  home 
training  of  Timothy  in  the  fear  of  God,  with  his  and 
his  mother's  conversion  to  the  gospel.  His  name 
Timothy — chosen  evidently  not  by  the  father,  but 
by  Eunice — signifies  "one  who  fears  God."  The 
"wisdom"  of  uie  Hebrews  consisted  not  in  worldly 
prudence  or  in  speculative  philosophy,  but  in  the 
fear  of  the  Lord,  as  is  shown  in  such  passages  as 
Ps  111  10,  and  m  Job  28,  and  in  Prov  through- 
out. His  name,  as  well  as  his  careful  home  train- 
ing, shows  how  he  was  prepared  to  give  a  welcome 
both  to  Paul  and  to  the  gospel  proclaimed  by  him, 
when  the  apostle  in  his  first  great  missionary  journey 
came  to  Lvstra,  one  of  the  cities  of  Lycaonia  or 
Southern  (7)  Galatia,  where  Eunice  and  her  family 
lived.  This  is  im{)lied  in  the  account  of  Paul  s 
second  missionary  journey  (Acts  16  1),  where  we 
read  that  he  came  to  Lystra,  and  found  there  a  cer- 
tain disciple  named  Timotheus,  the  son  of  a  certain 
woman  who  was  a  Jewess,  who  believed. 

It  is  therefore  certain  that  Eunice  and  Timothy 

were  not  brou^t  to  a  knowledge  of  the  gospel  at 

this  time,  but  that  they  were  already 

3.  Her  Christians;  she,  "a  believer";  .he,  "a 
Conversion  disciple."  This  evidently  means  that 
to  Christ       Eunice,  Lois  and  Timothy  had  been 

converted  on  Paul's  former  visit  to 
Lystra.  This  conclusion  is  confirmed  in  2  Tim  3 
11,  where  Paul  recalls  to  Timothy  the  fact  that  he 
had  fuUy  known  the  persecutions  and  afflictions 
which  came  to  him  at  Lystra.  The  apostle  repeats 
it,  that  Timothy  knew  what  persecutions  he  then 
endured.  Now  this  persecution  occurred  on  Paul's 
first  visit  to  that  city.  Eunice  was  therefore  one  of 
those  who  on  that  occasion  became  "disciples." 
And  her  faith  in  Christ,  and  her  son's  faith  too,  were 
genuine^  and  stood  the  test  of  the  "much  tribula- 
tion" ol  which  Paul  warned  them  (Acts  14  22  AV); 
and  on  Paul's  next  visit  to  Lystra,  Eunice  had  the 
great  joy  and  satisfaction  of  eeeing  how  the  apostle 
made  choice  of  her  son  to  be  his  companion  m  his 
missionary  work.  Eunice  is  not  afterward  men- 
tioned in  the  NT;  though  it  is  a  possible  thing  that 
there  may  be  reference  to  her  in  what  is  said  about 
widows  and  the  children  of  widows  in  1  Tim  6  4.5. 

John  RtJTHBRFURD 

EUNUCH,  a'nuk  (O^^ip ,  ?firl§;  <rTd8«»v,  spddan; 
civoOxof,  eunoUcfios):  Primarily  and  lit.  a  eunuch 
is  an  emasculated  man  (Dt  23  1).  The  Heb  word 
9&ri^  seems,  however,  to  have  acquired  a  figurative 


meaning,  which  is  reflected  in  EV  where  "officer" 
and  "chamberlain"  are  found  as  renderings  (cf  Gen 

37  36;  39  1,  where  9.  is  applied  to  married  men; 
Est  4  4).  The  barbarous  practice  of  self-mutila- 
tion and  the  mutilation  of  others  in  this  way  was 
prevalent  throughout  the  Orient.  The  religious 
disabilities  under  which  men  thus  deformed  labored 
under  the  Mosaic  law  had  the  effect  of  making  the 

Sractice  abominable  to  the  Jews  as  a  people  (Dt 
3  1;  Lev  22  23-25).  The  law  excluded  eunuchs 
from  public  worship,  partly  because  self-mutilation 
was  often  performed  in  honor  of  a  heathen  god,  and 
partly  because  a  maimed  creature  of  any  sort  was 
deetned  unfit  for  the  service  of  Jeh  (Lev  21  16  ff : 
22  24).  That  ban,  however,  was  later  removea 
(Isa  66  4.5).  On  the  other  hand,  the  kings  of 
Israel  and  Judah  followed  their  royal  neighbors 
in  employing  eunuchs  (1)  as  guardians  of  the  harem 
(2  K  9  32;  Jer  41  16),  and  (2)  in  military  and 
other  official  posts  (1  S  8  15  m;  1  K  22  9  m; 
2  K  8  6m;   23  11  AVm;   24  12.13  m;    26  19m; 

1  Ch  28  1  m;    2  Ch  18  8  m;    Jer  29  2;    34  19; 

38  7;  cf  Gen  37  36;  40  2.7;  Acts  8  27).  Joe 
informs  us  that  eunuchs  were  a  normal  feature  of 
the  courts  of  the  Herods  (An/,  XV,  vii,  4;  *XVI, 
viii,  1).  From  the  single  reference  to  the  practice 
in  the  Gospels  (Mt  19  12),  we  infer  that  the  exist- 
ence and  purpose  of  eunuchs  as  a  class  were  known 
to  the  Jews  of  Jesus'  time.  There  is  no  question 
with  Jesus  as  to  the  law  of  Nature:  the  married 
life  is  the  norm  of  man's  condition,  and  the  union 
thereby  effected  transcends  every  other  natiural 
bond,  even  that  of  filial  affection  (Mt  19  5.6).  But 
He  would  have  His  hearers  recognize  that  there  are 
exceptional  cases  where  the  rule  does  not  hold.    In 

Shaking  of  the  three  classes  of  eunuchs  (ver  12). 
e  made  a  distinction  which  was  evidently  well 
known  to  those  whom  He  addressed,  as  was  the 
metaphorical  use  of  the  word  in  application  to  the 
third  class  well  understood  by  them  (cf  Lightfoot, 
Horae  Hd)  et  Talm;  Schottgen,  Horae  Heb,  in  loc.). 

How  Origen  misunderstood  and  abused  the  teaching  of 
this  passage  Is  well  known  (Euseb.,  HB,  YI.  8),  and  nis 
own  pathetic  comment  on  the  passage  shows  that  later 
he  regretted  having  taken  it  thus  lit.  and  acted  on  it. 
His  is  not  the  only  example  of  such  a  perverted  interpre- 
tation (see  Talm.  Shabbdth  152a,  and  cf  Midr  on  Eod 
10  7).  The  Council  of  Nlcaea,  therefore,  felt  called  on 
to  deal  with  the  danger  as  did  the  2d  Council  of  Aries  and 
the  Apot  CanoM  (dr  21).     (Cf  Bingham's  Ant,  IV.  9.) 

It  is  sigxiificant  that  Jesus  expresses  no  condemnsr 
tion  of  this  horrible  practice.  It  was  in  keeping 
with  His  far-reaching  plan  of  instilling  principles 
rather  than  dealing  m  denunciations  (Jn  8  17;  8 
11).  It  was  by  His  positive  teaching  concerning 
purity  that  we  are  shown  the  lines  along  which  we 
must  move  to  reach  the  goal.  There  is  a  more  ex- 
cellent way  of  achieving  mastery  of  the  sexual  pas- 
sion. It  is  possible  for  men  to  attain  as  complete 
control  of  this  strong  instinct  as  if  the^  were  pnysi- 
cally  sexless,  and  the  resultant  victory  is  of  infinitely 
more  value  than  the  negative,  unmoral  condition 
produced  by  self -emasculation.  These  "make 
themselves  eunuchs''  with  a  high  and  holy  pmpose, 
"for  the  kingdom  of  heaven's  sake";  and  the  inters 
ests  created  by  that  pmpose  are  so  absorbing  that 
neither  time  nor  opportunity  is  afforded  to  the 
"fl^hly  lusts,  which  war  against  the  soul"  (1  Pet 

2  11).  They  voluntarily  forego  marriage  even,  un- 
dertake virtual  "eunuchism"  because  they  are  com- 
pletely immersed  in  and  engrossed  by  "the  kingdom 
of  heaven^'  (cf  Jn  17  4;  1  Cor  7  29.33  f;  9  6  and 
see  Bengel,  Gnomon  Noid  Teat,  in  loc.  and  Clem. 
Alex.,  Strom.,  iii.l  ff).    See  Marriage. 

LiTEBATTiRB. — Drfver, "  Deuteronomy."  ICC,  Dt  28  1 ; 
Comm.  on  Ml,  in  loc.  by  Morlson  and  Broadus;  Neander. 
Ch.  Hist,  II.  493:  Wendt,  The  Teaching  of  Jeaut,  II. 
72  ff;     Expos,    IV.    vll    (1893),    294  ff;     Bne    Brit,   art 

•Eunuch.''  Geo.  B.  Eager 
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EUODIA,  d-d'di-a  (E*o8(a,   Euodia,  hi.   "pros- 
perous journey."    The  TR  of  Stephen  reads  B4«- 
8Ca,  Euddiaj  which  means  "fragrant," 

1.  Women  Phil  4  2.  AV  has  transformed  Euo- 
Prominent  dia  into  Euodias,  which  is  a  man's 
in  Church  name.  The  mistake  is  rectified  in 
atPhilippi     RV):  A  Christian  woman^  one  of  the 

members  of  the  church  m  Philippi. 
She  and  Syntyche,  who  is  named  in  the  same  verse, 
were  evidently  persons  of  note,  prominent  in  the 
work  of  the  church  there.  At  Philippi  the  gospel 
was  first  preached  to  women  (Acts  16  13),  and  the 
church  was  first  formed  among  women — evidently 
in  the  house  of  Lydia  (vs  15.40).  Paul  here  makes 
a  request  of  Euodia  and  Syntyche.  He  requests — 
the  word  is  never  used  of  prayer  from  us  to  God — 
he  asks,  he  beseeches  Euodia,  and  then  he  repeats 
the  word,  he  beseeches  Syntyche,  to  be  of  the  same 
mind  in  the  Lord.  Possibly,  as  Lightfoot  suggests, 
they  mav  have  been  deaconesses  in  the  Philippian 
church,  but  whatever  their  position  in  this  respect 
may  have  been,   differences  had   arisen   between 

them  on  some  subject,  we  know  not 

2.  The  what.  But  whatever  the  subject  in 
Difference  dispute  was,  it  had  become  so  serious 
Which  that,  instead  of  the  breach  being  healed. 
Arose  matters    had    become    chronic;     and 

news  regarding  this  lack  of  forbearance 
between  Euodia  and  Syntyche  had  been  carried  to 
Paul  in  his  captivity  in  Rome. 

The  state  of  Christian  life  in  the  church  at  Philip- 
pi gave  Paul  almost  immin^led  satisfaction.    lie 

regarded  with  joy  their  faith  and 
8.  Paul  steadfastness  and  liberality.  There 
Entreats  was  no  false  teaching,  no  division, 
Them  among  them.    The  only  thing  which 

could  cause  him  any  uneasiness  was 
the  want  of  harmony  between  Euodia  and  Syntyche. 
He  beseeches  them  to  give  up  their  differences,  and 
to  live  at  peace  in  the  Lord.  Such  is  the  motive 
which  he  puts  before  them  with  a  view  to  bring 
about  their  reconciliation;  to  live  in  dispute  and 
enmity  is  not  worthy  of  those  who  are  "in  the 
Lord,  who  have  been  redeemed  by  the  Lord,  and 
whose  whole  life  should  be  an  endeavor  to  please 
Him. 

Paul  proceeds  to  ask  a  certain  person.  unnEimed, 
but  whom  he  terms  "true  yokefellow     to  assist 

them,  that  is,  to  assist  Euodia  and 
4.  The  Svntyche;   for  each  of  them,  he  says. 

True  Yoke-  "labored  with  me  in  the  gospel."  It  is 
fellow  uncertain   what   is   meant   by    "true 

yokefellow."  He  may  refer  to  Epaph- 
roditus,  who  carried  the  epistle  from  Rome  to 
Philippi.  Other  names  have  oeen  suggested — Luke, 
Silas,  Timothy.  It  has  been  thought  by  some  that 
Paul  here  refers  to  his  own  wife,  or  to  Lydia.  But 
such  a  suggestion  is  untenable,  inasmuch  as  we 
know  from  his  o'wn  words  (1  Cor  7  8)  that  he  was 
either  unmarried  or  a  widower.  And  the  idea  that 
the  "true  yokefellow"  is  Lydia,  is  equally  wrong, 
because  the  word  "true"  is  in  the  Gr  masc.  Another 
suggestion  is  that  "yokefellow"  is  really  a  proper 
name-HSyzygus.  If  so,  then  the  apostle  addresses 
Syzygus;  or  if  this  is  not  so,  then  he  speaks  to  the 
unnamed  "true  yokefellow" ;  and  what  he  says  is 
that  he  asks  him  to  help  Euodia  and  Syntyche, 
masmuch  as  their  work  in  the  gospel  was  no  new 
thing.  Far  from  this,  when  Paul  brought  the  gospel 
to  Philippi  at  the  first,  these  two  Christian  women 
had  been  his  loyal  and  earnest  helpers  in  spreading 

the  knowledge  of  Christ.  Hoyv  very 
6.  The  Plea  sad  then  that  any  difference  should 
forRecon-  exist  between  them;  how  sad  that  it 
dilation         should  last  so  long!    He  asks  Clement 

also,  and  all  the  other  Christians  at 
Philippi,  his  fellow-laborers,  whose  names,  though 


not  mentioned  by  the  apostle,  are  nevertheless  in 
the  book  of  life,  to  assist  Euodia  and  S3mtyche;  he 
asks  them  all  to  aid  in  this  work  of  reconciliation. 
Doubtless  he  did  not  plead  in  vain.  See  Syntyche; 
Yokefellow.  John  Rutherfuro 

EUPATOR,  u'pa-tor  (E*wAt«p,  Eupdior,  "of  noble 
father"):  The  name  given  to  Antiochus  V  who 
had  succeeded  his  father  Antiochus  IV  (Epiphanes), 
164  BC,  while  still  a  child  under  the  guardian- 
ship of  Lysias  (1  Mace  3  32;  6  17).  In  the 
absence  of  Philip,  a  friend  and  foster-brother  of  the 
child's  father,  whom  on  his  deathbed  he  had  ap- 
pointed guaroian  for  his  son,  Lysias  continued  lus 
duty  as  guardian,  set  the  king  upon  the  throne  and 
named  him  Eupator.  Shortly  a/ter  his  accession 
he  collected  a  large  army  and  marched  against 
Jefus,  accompanied  by  Lysias,  for  the  relief  of  a 
Syrian  garrison  that  was  hard  pressed  by  Judas 
Maccabaeus  (6  19  ff).  Judas  was  repulsed  at 
Bcthzacharias  and  after  a  severe  struggle  Bethsura 
was  captured  (vs  31-60).  The  Jewish  force  in  the 
temple  was  hard  pressed  and  indeed  reduced  to  the 
last  extremity  (ver  53),  when  Lysias,  hearing  that 
his  rival  Philip  had  returned  from  Persia  and  had 
made  himself  master  of  Antioch  (Jos,  An/,  XII, 
ix.  5  f),  made  a  hasty  peace  and  retiuned  to  meet 
Pnilip,  whom  he  easily  overpowered.  In  the  follow- 
ing vear  (162  BC)  Antiochus  and  Lysias  were  put 
to  death  by  Demetrius  Soter,  son  of  Seleucus,  in 
requital  of  wrongs  inflicted  upon  himself  by  Antio- 
chus Epiphanes  (1  Mace  7  2-4;  2  Mace  14  1.2; 
Jos,  Antj  XII,  X,  1).  J.  Hutchison 

EUPHRATES,  Wra'tez  (Pin^  ,  jfrdth;  E*tf»pATT|«, 
EuphrdteSf  "the  good  and  abounding  river"):  The 
longest  (1,780  miles)  and  most  important  stream  of 
Western  Asia,  generally  spoken  of  in  the  OT  as  "the 
river"  (Ex  23  31;  Dt  11  24).  Its  description 
naturally  falls  into  3  divisions — ^the  upper,  middle 
and  lower.  The  upper  division  traverses  the  moun- 
tainous plateau  of  Armenia,  and  is  formed  by  the 
junction  of  2  branches,  the  Frat  and  the  Murad. 
The  Frat  rises  25  miles  N.E.  of  Erzerum,  and  only 
60  miles  from  the  Black  Sea.  The  Murad,  which, 
though  the  shorter,  is  the  larger  of  the  two,  rises  in 
the  vicinity  of  Mt.  Ararat.  After  running  respec- 
tively 400  and  270  miles  in  a  westerly  direction,  they 
unite  near  Keban  Maaden,  whence  in  a  tortuous 
channel  of  about  300  miles,  bearing  still  in  a  south- 
westerly direction,  the  current  descends  in  a  suc- 
cession of  rapids  and  cataracts  to  the  Syrian  plain, 
some  distance  above  the  ancient  city  of  Carchemish, 
where  it  is  only  about  200  miles  from  the  N.E. 
comer  of  the  Mediterranean.  In  its  course  through 
the  Armenian  plateau,  the  stream  has  gathered  the 
sediment  which  gives  fertility  to  the  soil  in  the  lower 
part  of  the  valley.  It  is  the  melting  snows  from 
this  region  which  produce  the  annual  floods  from 
April  to  June. 

The  middle  division,  extending  for  about  700 
miles  to  the  bitumen  wells  of  Hit,  runs  S.E.  "through 
a  valley  of  a  few  miles  in  width,  which  it  has  eroded 
in  the  rocky  surface,  and  which,  being  more  or  less 
covered  with  alluvial  soil,  is  pretty  generally  culti- 
vated  by   artificial    irrigation Beyond   the 

rocky  banks  on  both  sides  is  the  open  desert,  covered 
in  spring  with  a  luxuriant  verdure,  and  dotted  here 
and  there  with  the  black  tent  of  the  Bedouin"  (Sir 
Henry  Rawlinson).  Throughout  this  portion  the 
river  formed  the  ancient  boundary  between  the 
Assyrians  and  Hittites  whose  capital  was  at  Car- 
chemish,  where  there  are  the  remains  of  an  old 
bridge.  The  ruins  of  another  ancient  bridge  occur 
200  miles  lower  down  at  the  ancient  Thapsaciis, 
where  the  Greeks  forded  it  under  Cvrus  the  younger. 
Throughout  the  middle  section  the  stream  is  too 
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rapid  to  permit  of  successful  navigation  except  by 
small  boats  going  downstream,  and  has  few  and 
insignificant  tributaries.  It  here  has,  however,  its 
greatest  width  (400  yds.)  and  depth.  Lower  down 
the  water  is  drawn  on  by  irrigating  canals  and  into 
lagoons. 

The  fertile  plain  of  Babylonia  begins  at  Hit, 
about  100  miles  above  Babylon;  50  miles  below  Hit 
the  Tigris  and  Euphrates  approach  to  within  25 
miles  of  each  other,  and  together  have  in  a  late 
geological  period  deposited  the  plain  of  Shinar  or 
of  Chaldaea,  more  definitely  referred  to  as  Babylonia. 
This  plain  is  about  250  miles  long,  and  in  its  broad- 
est place  100  miles  wide.  From  Hit  an  artificial 
canal  conducts  water  along  the  western  edge  of  the 
alluvial  plain  to  the  Pers  Gulf,  a  distance  of  about 
500  miles.  But  the  main  irrigating  canals  put  off 
from  the  E.  side  of  the  Euphrates,  and  can  be  traced 
all  over  the  plain  past  the  ruins  of  Accad,  Babylon, 
Nippur,  Blsmya,  Telloh,  Erech,  Ur  and  nimierous 
other  ancient  cities. 

Originally  the  Euphrates  and  Tigris  entered  into 
the  Pers  Gulf  by  separate  channels.  At  that  time 
the  Gulf  extended  up  as  far  as  Ur,  the  home  of 
Abraham,  and  it  was  a  seaport.  The  sediment  from 
these  rivers  has  filled  up  the  head  of  the  Pers  Gulf 
for  nearly  100  miles  since  the  earliest  monumental 
records.  Loftus  estimates  that  since  the  Christian 
era  the  encroachment  has  proceeded  at  the  rate  of 
1  mile  in  70  years.  In  early  times  Babylonia  was 
rendered  fertile  by  immense  irrigating  schemes 
which  diverted  the  water  from  the  Euphrates,  which 
at  Babylon  is  running  at  a  higher  level  than  the 
Tigris.  A  large  canal  left  the  Euphrates  just  above 
Babylon  and  ran  due  E.  to  the  Tigris,  irrigating  all 
the  intervening  region  and  sending  a  branch  down 
as  far  S.  as  Nippur.  Lower  down  a  canal  crosses  the 
plain  in  an  opposite  direction.  This  ancient  system 
of  irrigation  can  be  traced  along  the  lines  of  the 
principal  canals  'Tby  the  winding  curves  of  layers  of 
alluvium  in  the  bed."  while  the  lateral  channels  "are 
hedged  in  by  high  banks  of  mud,  heaped  up  during 
centuries  of  dredging.  Not  a  hundredth  part  of  the 
old  irrigation  system  is  now  in  working  order.  A  few 
of  the  mouths  of  the  smaller  canals  are  kept  open  so 
as  to  receive  a  limited  supply  of  water  at  the  rise  of 
the  river  in  May,  which  then  distributes  itself  over 
the  lower  lying  lands  in  the  interior,  almost  with- 
out labor  on  the  part  of  the  cultivators,  giving  birth 
in  such  localities  to  the  most  abundant  crops;  but 
by  far  the  larger  portion  of  the  region  between  the 
rivers  is  at  present  an  arid,  howling  wilderness, 
strewed  in  the  most  part  with  broken  pottery,  the 
evidence  of  former  human  habitation,  and  bearing 
nothing  but  the  camel  thorn,  the  wUd  caper,  the 
colocynth-apple,  wormwood  and  the  other  weeds 
of  the  desert"  (Rawlinson).  According  to  Sir  W. 
Willcocks,  the  eminent  Eng.  engineer,  the  whole 
region  is  capable  of  being  restored  to  its  ori^nal 
productiveness  by  simply  reproducing  the  ancient 
system  of  irrigation.  Tliere  are,  however,  in  the 
lower  part  of  the  region,  vast  marshes  overgrown 
with  reeds,  which  have  continued  since  the  time  of 
Alexander  who  came  near  losing  his  army  in  pass- 
ing through  them.  These  areas  are  probably  too 
much  depressed  to  be  capable  of  drainage.  Below 
the  junction  of  the  Euphrates  and  the  Tigris,  the 
stream  is  called  Shot  el  Arab,  and  is  deep  enough  to 
float  war  vessels. 

Literature. — Fried.  Delltzsch,  Wo  lag  da»  Paradiea  T 
169  f;  Chesney,  Narrative  of  the  Euphrates  Exped.,  I; 
Loftus,  Travels,  etc,  in  Chaldoea  and  Susiana;  Layard, 
Nineveh  and  Babylon,  chs  xxl,  xxii;  Rawlinson,  Herodotus, 
I,  essay  ix;  Ellsworth  Huntington.  "  Valley  of  the  Upper 
Euphrates  River,"  Bull.  Amer.  Geog.  Soc,  XXXIV,  1902. 

George  Frederick  Wright 

EUPOLEMUS,   ft-porC-mus   (E6ir6Xc|M>s,    Eupd- 

lemos):    Son  of  John,  the  son  of  Accos^'Hakkoz 


('AKK^f,  Akkda;  Neh  3  4.21,  etc);  was  one  of  the 
two  deputies  sent  by  Judas  Maccabaeus  (1  Mace 
8  17;  2  Mace  4  11)  to  Rome  cir  161  BC  to  ask 
the  help  of  the  Romans  against  Demetrius.  A  criti- 
cal estimate  of  the  narrative  (1  Mace  8  and  Jos, 
Aritf  XII.  X,  6)  of  the  first  meeting  of  the  representa- 
tives of  tne  Jewish  nation  and  the  Romans  will  be 
found  in  Stanley,  Lectures  on  the  History  of  the  Jew- 
ish Church  J  III,  350  fif.  where  it  is  admitted  that 
"inaccuracies  of  detail  only  confirm  the  general 
faithfulness  of  the  impression."  Keil  (Comm.j  14) 
further  remarks  on  this  point:  "that  the  author  of 
1  Mace  wrote  from  twenty  to  twenty-five  years 
after  the  destruction  of  Corinth  (146  BC)  by  the 
Romans ;  and  that  the  Jews  of  Pal  were  not  accurately 
informed  concerning  the  wars  of  the  Romans  with 
the  Greeks."  E.  has  been  identified  with  the  his- 
torian of  the  same  name  quoted  by  Eusebius  {Praep. 
Ev.y  IX,  17  fif) ;  but  there  is  no  evidence  that  the 
historian  was  of  Jewish  origin.        J.  Hutchison 

EURAQUILO,  t-rak'wi-lo  (RV  c^f>aiciDXa»v,  eura- 
Mlon;  AV  cipoicXii8o>v,  euroklMon;  AV  Eurocly- 
don,  ft-rok'li-don) :  The  east  or  northeast  wind 
which  drove  Paulas  ship  to  shipwreck  at  Melita 
(Acts  27  14).  The  term  seems  to  have  been  the 
sailor's  term  for  that  particular  wind,  and  Paul  uses 
the  word  which  was  used  by  them  on  that  occasion. 
The  diflference  in  the  text  is  e^lained  by  the  fact 
that  the  term  was  not  in  general  use  and  was  there- 
fore subject  to  being  changed.  The  precise  name  is 
doubtful,  but  the  Euraquilo  is  more  easily  explained 
as  a  compound  of  Gr  edros,  "east  wind,"  and  Lat 
aquHOf  "northeast  wind,"  hence  euraquilo ,  "east 
northeast  wind."  This  agrees  with  the  experience 
of  navigators  in  those  waters.  For  a  summary  of 
the  various  readings  see  Sanday,  Appendices  ad  NTj 
140.  Full  discussion  of  the  circumstances  are  given 
in  the  Lives  of  Paul  by  various  writers. 

Alfred  H    Toy 

EUTYCHUS,  Q'ti-kus  (E«tvxos,  EiUuchos, 
"fortunate") :  The  story  of  Eutychus  occurs  in  the 
"we"  section  of  Acts,  and  is  therefore  related  by  an 
eyewitness  of  the  incidents  (Acts  20  7-12).  On 
the  first  day  of  the  week  the  Christians  of  Troas 
had  met  for  an  evening  service  in  an  upper  chamber, 
and  were  joined  by  Paul  and  his  company.  As  he 
was  to  leave  in  the  morning,  Paul  "prolonged  his 
speech  until  midnight."  A  youth  named  Eutychus, 
who  was  sitting  at  the  open  window,  became  borne 
down  with  sleep  owing  to  the  lateness  of  the  hour, 
and  ultimately  fell  through  the  opening  from  the 
third  story.  He  "was  taken  up  dead."  This  direct 
statement  is  evaded  by  De  Wette  and  Olshausen, 
who  translate  "for  dead."  Meyer  says  this  ex- 
presses the  judgment  of  those  w^ho  took  him  up. 
However,  Luke,  the  physician,  is  giving  his  verdict, 
and  he  plainly  believes  that  a  miracle  was  wrought 
by  Paul  in  restoring  a  corpse  to  life.  The  intention 
oi  Luke  in  relating  this  incident  is  to  relate  a  miracle. 
Paul  went  down  and  embraced  the  youth  while 
comforting  the  lamenting  crowd,  "Make  ye  no  ado; 
for  his  life  is  in  him."  The  interrupted  meeting 
was  resumed,  the  bread  was  broken,  and  the  con- 
versation continued  till  break  of  day.  "And  they 
brought  the  lad  alive,  and  were  not  a  little  com- 
forted." S.  F.  Hunter 

EVANGELIST,  $-van'jel-ist:  This  is  a  form  of  the 
word  ordinarily  tr**  "gospel"  {eiayyiXioy,  euaggd- 
lion),  except  that  here  it  designates  one  who  an- 
nounces that  gospel  to  others  {e^ayyeXta-ri/iSj  eu- 
aggelistts,  "a  bringer  of  good  tidings"),  lit.  God 
Himself  is  an  evangelist,  for  He  "preached  the 
gospel  beforehand  unto  Abraham"  (Gal  3  8);  Jesus 
Christ  w^as  an  evangelist,  for  He  also  "preached  the 
gospel"  (Lk  20  1);  Paul  was  an  evangelist  as  well 
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as  an  apostle  (Rom  1  15);  Philip  the  deacon  was 
an  evangelist  (Acts  21  8) ;  and  Timothy,  the  pastor 
(2  Tim  4  5);  and  indeed  all  the  early  disciples 
who,  on  being  driven  out  of  Jerus,  "went  every- 
where preaching  the  word"  (Acts  8  4  AV). 

But  Eph  4  11  teaches  that  one  particular  order 
of  the  ministry,  distinguished  from  every  other,  is 
singled  out  by  the  Head  of  the  church  for  this  work 
in  a  distinctive  sense.  AU  may  possess  the  gift  of 
an  evangelist  in  a  measure,  and  oe  obligated  to  ex- 
ercise its  privilege  and  duty,  but  some  are  specially 
endued  with  it.  "He  gave  some  to  be  apostles: 
and  some,  prophets;  and  some,  evangelists;  ana 
some,  pastors  and  teachers." 

It  will  be  seen  that  as  an  order  in  the  ministry,  the 
evangelist  precedes  that  of  the  pastor  and  teacher, 
a  fact  which  harmonizes  with  the  character  of  the 
work  each  is  still  recognized  as  doing.  The  evangel- 
ist has  no  fixed  place  of  residence,  but  moves  about 
in  different  localities,  preaching  the  gospel  to  those 
ignorant  of  it  before.  As  these  are  converted  and 
united  to  Jesus  Christ  by  faith,  the  work  of  the 
pastor  and  teacher  begins,  to  instruct  them  further 
m  the  things  of  Christ  and  build  them  up  in  the 
faith. 

At  a  later  time,  the  name  of  "evangelist"  was  given 
the  writers  of  the  four  Gospels  because  they  tell  the 
story  of  the  gospel  and  because  the  effect  of  their 
promulgation  at  the  beginning  was  very  much  like 
the  work  of  the  preaching  evangelist.  In  character, 
the  Goepels  bear  something  of  the  same  relation  to 
the  Epistles  as  evangelists  bear  to  pastors  and 
teachers.  James  M.  Gray 

EVE,  ev,  IN  THE  OT  (H^n,  hawwdh,  'Qife"; 
E<Ja,  Eua;  the  name  given,  as  the  Scripture  writer 
says.  Gen  8  20  [Z»Vi,  Zo^j,  from  her  unique  func- 
tion as  "the  mother  of  all  living") :  The  first  created 
woman;  created  secondarily  from  Adam  (or  man) 
as  a  "help  meet  for  him"  (2  18-22),  and  later  name^ 
and  designated  as  the  mother  of  the  human  race. 

For  the  literary  type  and  object  of  the  story  of 
Eve,  see  imder  Adam,  I,  2. 

Two  names  are  given  to  her,  both  bestowed  by 
the  man,  her  mate.  The  first,  n^$ ,  'ishsh&h,  "wo- 
man" (lit.  "man-ess"),  is  not  strictly 

1.  The  a  name  but  a  generic  designation, 
Names  referring  to  her  relation  to  the  man; 
Given  a  relation  she  was  created  to  fulfil  in 
to  Her           default   of   any   true   companion^ip 

between  man  and  the  beasts,  and  repre- 
sented as  intimate  and  sacred  bevond  that  between 
child  and  parents  (2  18-24).  The  second,  Eve,  or 
"life,"  given  after  the  transgression  and  its  prophe- 
sied results,  refers  to  her  function  and  destiny  in 
the  spiritual  history  or  evolution  of  which  she  is  the 
beginning  (8  16.20).  While  the  names  are  repre- 
sented as  bestowed  by  the  man,  the  remarks  in  2  24 
and  8  206  may  be  read  as  the  interpretative  addi- 
tion of  the  writer,  suited  to  the  exposition  which  it 
is  the  object  of  his  story  to  make. 

As  mentioned  in  the  art.  Adam,  the  distinction  of 
male  and  female,  which  the  human  species  has  in 

common  with  the  animals,  is  given  in 

2.  Her  the  general  (or  P)  accoimt  of  creation 
Relation  (1  27) ;  and  then,  in  the  more  particu- 
to  Man         larized  (or  J)  account  of  the  creation 

of  man,  the  human  being  is  described 
at  a  point  before  the  distinction  of  sex  existed.  This 
second  account  may  have  a  different  origin,  but  it 
has  also  a  different  object,  which  does  not  conflict 
with  but  rather  supplements  the  other.  It  aims 
to  give  the  spiritual  meanings  that  inhere  in  man's 
being;  and  in  this  the  relation  of  sex  plays  an  ele- 
mental part.  As  spiritually  related  to  the  man- 
nature,  the  woman-nature  is  described  as  derivative, 


the  helper  rather  than  the  initiator,  yet  eoual,  and 
supplying  perfectly  the  man's  social  and  wectional 
needs.  It  is  the  writer's  conception  of  the  essential 
meanins  of  mating  and  marriage.  To  brin^;  out  its 
spiritual  values  more  clearly  he  takes  the  pair  before 
they  are  aware  of  the  species  meanings  of  sex  or 
family,  while  they  are  "naked"  yet  "not  ashamed" 
(2  25).  and  portrays  them  purely  as  companions, 
individual  in  traits  and  tendencies,  yet  answering 
to  each  other.  She  is  the  helpmeet  for  him  Cizer 
hneghddf  "a  help  answering  to  him"). 

True  to  her  nature  as  the  being  relatively  acted 
upon  rather  than  acting,  she  is  quicker  than  the 
man  to  respond  to  the  suggestion  ini- 
8.  Her  Part  tiated  by  the  serpent  and  to  follow  it 
in  the  out  to  its  desirable  results.    There  is 

Change  of  eagerness  of  desire  in  her  act  of  taking 
Condition  the  fruit  quite  different  from  the  quasi 
matter-of-course  attitude  of  the  man. 
To  her  the  venture  presents  itself  wholly  from  the 
alluring  side,  while  to  him  it  is  more  like  taking  a 
desperate  risk,  as  he  detaches  himself  even  from  the 
will  of  God  in  order  to  cleave  to  her.  All  this  is 
delicately  true  to  the  distinctive  feminine  and  mas- 
culine natures.  A  part  of  her  penalty  is  henceforth 
to  be  the  subordinated  one  of  the  pair  (8  16),  as  if 
for  her  the  values  of  life  were  to  be  mediated  t^t>ugh 
him.  At  the  same  time  it  is  accorded  to  her  seed  to 
perpetuate  the  mortal  antipathy  to  the  serpent, 
and  finally  to  bruise  the  serpent's  head  (ver  15). 

After  these  opening  chapters  of  Gen.  Eve  is  not 
once  mentioned,  nor  even  specifically  alluded  to,  in 
the  canonical  books  of  the  OT.  It  was 
4.  In  Sub-  not  in  the  natural  scope  of  OT  history 
sequent  and  doctrine,  which  were  concerned 
History  with  Abraham's  descendants,  to  go 
back  to  so  remote  origins  as  are  nar- 
rated in  the  story  of  the  first  pair.  The  name  Eve 
occurs  once  in  the  Apoc,  in  the  prayer  of  Tobit 
(Tob  8  6):  "Thou  madest  Adam,  and  gavest  him 
Eve  his  wife  for  a  helper  and  a  stay;  of  them  came 
the  seed  of  men";  the  text  then  going  on  to  quote 
Gen  2  18.  In  1  Esd  4  20.21  there  is  a  free  quota- 
tion, or  rather  paraphrase,  of  Gen  2  24.  But  not 
even  in  the  somber  complaints  of  2  Esd  concerning 
the  woe  that  Adam's  transgression  brou^t  upon 
the  race  (see  under  Adam  in  OT,  III,  2)  is  there 
any  hint  of  Eve's  part  in  the  matter. 

John  Franklin  Genttno 

EVE  IN  THE  NT  (B«a,  E'da;  WH.  Ma,  Heiia) : 
"Eve"  occurs  twice  in  the  NT  and  both  references  are 
in  the  Pauline  writings.  In  1  Tim  2  12-14  woman's 
place  in  teaching  is  the  subject  of  discussion,  and 
the  writer  declares  that  she  is  a  learner  and  not 
a  teacher,  that  she  is  to  be  in  quietness  and  not 
to  have  dominion  over  a  man.  Paul  elsewhere 
expressed  this  same  idea  (see  1  Cor  14  34.35). 
Having  stated  his  position  in  regard  to  woman's 
place,  he  used  the  Gen  account  of  the  relation  of  the 
first  woman  to  man  to  substantiate  his  teaching. 
Paul  used  this  account  to  illustrate  woman's  inferi- 
oritv  to  man,  and  he  imdoubtedly  accepted  it  at 
its  face  value  without  any  question  as  to  its  his- 
toricity. He  argued  that  woman  is  inferior  in 
gosition,  for  "Adam  was  first  formed,  then  Eve." 
he  is  inferior  in  character,  for  "Adam  was  not  be- 
guiled, but  the  woman  b^ng  beguiled  hath  fallen 
into  trans^ession."  See  Child-Be arino..  In  2 
Cor  11  3,  Paul  is  urging  loyalty  to  Christ,  and  he 
uses  the  temptation  of  £ve  to  illustrate  the  ease 
with  which  one  is  corrupted.  Paul  seems  to  have 
had  no  thought  but  that  the  account  of  the  serpent's 
beguiling  Eve  should  be  taken  literdly. 

A.  W.  Fortune 

EVE,  GOSPEL  OF:  A  gnostic  doctrinal  treatise 
mentioned  by  Epiphanius  (Haer.^  xxvi.2ff)  in 
which  Jesus  is  represented  as  saying  m  a  loud  voice, 
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"I  am  thou,  and  thou  art  I,  and  wherever  thou  art 
there  am  I,  and  in  all  things  I  am  sown.  And  from 
whencesoever  thou  gatherest  me,  in  gathering  me 
thou  gatherest  thyself.''  See  Logia;  and  cf  Ropes, 
Die  iSpruche  Jesu,  56. 

EVEN,  5'v'n,  EVENING,  Sv'ning,  EVENTIDE, 
Sv-'n-tid'  C'even,"  "evening,"  117 ,  'erebh;  h^ia, 
opsiGf  oi|r<,  opsi;  vide  Thayer  s.v.) :  The  words  are 
used  in  slightly  different  meanings:  (1)  The  time  of 
sunset,  the  beginning  of  the  Heb  day,  as  in  Lev  15, 
where  directions  are  given  for  the  removal  of  unclean- 
ness,  which  took  place  at  sunset.  (2)  Twilight,  the 
time  of  approaching  darkness  when  lamps  are  lighted ; 
Ex  30  8  (lit.  "between  the  two  evenings");  Jer  6  4 
("the  shadows  of  the  evening").  (3)  The  early  part 
of  the  night  (Prov  7  9;  Ezk  12  7).  The  Gr  opse 
is  lit.  "late"  (Mk  11  19).  The  Gr  i<rr4pa  he^- 
pira,  refers  evidently  to  sunset,  in  Lk  24  29.  "Even- 
tide," 11?  n>^,*«/iVe6/i,"timeofevenmg"(2  S  11 
2;  Isa  17  14).  "Evening,"  used  in  connection  with 
wolves  (Jer  5  6;  Zeph  3  3),  is  from  the  Heb  n^*^, 
^drdbkc^f  which  may  mean  "darkness"  or  "dark 
cloud,"  but  more  probably  "plain"  or  "desert." 

H.  Porter 

EVENINGS,  BETWEEN  THE:  The  time  of  day 
(RV  reads  "at  even,"  m  "between  the  two  even- 
ings") when  the  Passover  lamb  was  slain  (Ex  12  6; 
Nu  9  3),  or  the  offering  made  of  the  evening  por- 
tion of  the  continual  Dumt  offering  (Nu  28  4). 
See  preceding  article. 

EVENT,  ft-vent':  In  Eccl  2  14;  9  2.3,  the  tr  of 
nnpjl?,  miireh,  "what  happens,"  "lot,"  "fate." 
The  Eng.  word  bore  this  sense  at  the  time  of  AV. 
The  meaning  of  "result,"  "outcome"  {iKfidaeis 
ekbdseis).  attaches  to  it  in  Wisd  8  8,  "events  ot 
seasons,    RV  "issues." 

EVERLASTING,  .ev-€r-laBt'ing  (Q^V,  'dldm, 
n?,  ^adh;  dtStot,  aidioSj  aUvtot,  a%6nios)\  "Ever- 
lasting," in  strictness,  is  that  which  endures  forever; 
either  that  which  has  no  beginning  and  will  have  no 
end  (in  which  sense  it  is  applicable  to  God  only),  or 
that  which,  having  a  beginning,  will  have  no  end, 
but  henceforth  wul  exist  forever  (thus  of  beings 
created  for  inunortalityj  see  Immortality).  Fig- 
uratively also  the  term  is  applied  to  objects  of  im- 
pressive stability  and  long  duration,  as  mountains, 
hills  (e.g.  Gen  49  26;  Hab  3  6). 

Of  the  terms  indicated  as  rendered  by  this  word, 
^ISl&m  in  the  OT  and  aidnio8  in  the  NT,  lit.  "age- 
long," generally  bear  the  full  sense  of  "eternal" 
(always  as  apphed  to  (jod,  His  mercy,  His  covenant, 
His  longdom  and  to  the  eternal  life  of  believers). 
]9ence  in  RV  the  rendering  "everlasting  "  in  AV  is, 
in  the  NT,  uniformly  changed  to  "eternal"  (e.g. 
Mt  18  8;  25  4L46;  Lk  16  9;  18  30;  Jn  3  16.36, 
etc;  Acts  13  46:  Rom  6  22;  16  26;  Gal  6  8: 
He  13  20).  In  the  OT  the  rendering  "everlasting'* 
is  usually  retained  in  RV,  and  sometimes  takes  the 

glace  of  other  words  or  phrases,  as  "lasting"  (Dt 
8  15),  "ever  "  "forever"  (1  Ch  16  36;  Neh  9  5), 
"perpetual"  (Hab  3  6;  Jer  60  5),  "of  old"  (Hab  3 
6  m).  In  Ps  100  5;  119  144,  on  the  other  hand, 
RV  changes  the  word  to  "for  ever."  In  much  the 
larger  number  of  places  ^oldm  is  tr^  "ever"  or  "for 


ever. 


The  word  *adA,  in  the  two  cases  in  which  it  is  tr** 
"everlasting"  in  AV  (more  frequently  "for  ever"). 
is  in  RV,  in  Isa  9  6,  retained,  with  m.  "Father  ot 
Eternity,"  and  in  Hab  3  6  is  changed  into  "et^- 
nal."  Another  word,  jjcd/icm,  with  the  meaning 
"ancient  time,"  is  rendered  "everlasting"  in  Hab 
1  12  ("Art  not  thou  from  everlasting?").  With 
the  same  meaning  it  occurs  in  Dt  33  27,  "The 
eternal  God  is  thy  dwelling-place." 


The  word  which  strictly  answers  to  "everlasting" 
in  the  NT  is  aidios  (Rom  1  20;  Jude  ver  6).  ren- 
dered by  AV  in  the  former  passages  "eternal,  but 
correctly  by  RV  in  both  passages,  "everlasting." 
The  sense  of  the  word  "everlasting,"  in  appHcation 
to  future  punishment,  is  consido^  in  art.  Punish- 
ment, Everlasting. 

The  term  "everlasting"  or  "eternal,"  applied  to 
God.  describes  Him  as  filling,  or  enduring  through, 
all  tne  "ases"  of  time.  It  is  only  thus  that  we  can 
symbolically  represent  eternity.  In  redity,  how- 
ever, the  eternity  of  God  is  not  simply  His  filling 
of  ever-flowing  "ages,"  but  rather  that  aspect  of 
His  being  in  which  He  is  above  time;  for  which  time 
(the  succession-form  of  existence)  does  not  exist; 
to  which  the  terms  past,  present  and  future  do  not 
apply.  Yet,  while  God  is  not  in  time  (rather  holds 
time  in  Himself),  time-sequence^  as  the  form  of 
existence  of  the  world,  is  a  reahty  for  (jiod.  See 
Eternal;  Eternity.  James  Orr 

EVI,  6'vl  nx,  '«tri,  "desu«";  E*i(,  Euei):  One 
of  the  five  kings,  or  chiefs  of  the  Midianites,  slain 
by  Israel  during  their  sojourn  in  the  plains  of  Moab 
(Nu  31  8;  Josh  18  21). 

EVIDENCE,  ev'i-dens,  EVIDENT,  EVIDENTLY, 
ev'i-dent-li  O^Q,  ^epher;  tKtyxp^^  iUgchos,  +tt- 
vfpds,  vhaner6s):  In  Jer  32  10.11.12.14.16.44.  ^h- 
pher,  "a  writing,"  is  tr^  (AV)  "evidence"  (or  the 
purchase  of  the  field  in  Anathoth),  RV  "deed": 
''evidence"  is  also  the  tr  of  elegchos,  "conviction, 
in  AV  of  He  11  1,  "Now  faith  is ...  .  the  evidence 
of  things  not  seen,"  ERV  "proving,"  m  "or  test," 
better,  as  ARV,  "conviction,"  m  "or  test."  The 
Gr  word  denotes  "putting  to  the  test,"  examining 
for  the  purpose  or  proof,  bringing  to  conviction 
(Dr.  W.  F.  Moulton).  Thus  if  "test"  or  "proving" 
be  adopted,  a  firm  conviction  of  the  reality  of  things 
not  seen  is  implied  as  the  result  of  puttins  to  the 
proof.  Trench  remarks  {NT  Synonyms),  "m  juris- 
tic Gr  eUgchein  is  not  merely  to  reply  to,  but  to 
refute,  an  opponent."  Hence  the  Vulg  tr  argti- 
mentum,  followed  by  Wyclif  and  Rheims  version; 
Tyndale  and  Cranmer  have  "certayntie."  (The 
sense  of  "conviction"  appears  in  Jn  8  46.  "Which 
of  you  convinceth  [degchei,  RV  "convicteth")  me  of 
sin?";  8  20,  "reproved,"  RVm  "convicted";  16  8 
AV  "He  will  reprove  the  world  of  sin,"  RV  "convict." 
Cf  1  Cor  14  24.)  "Evident"  is  the  tr  of  'al  panlm 
("on  the  face")  in  Job  6  28.  AV  "Look  upon  me; 
for  it  is  evident  unto  you  if  I  lie,"  m  "Heb  before 
your  face,"  RV  "to  your  face,"  m  "And  it  will  be 
evident  imto  vou  if  I  lie,"  which  is,  perhaps,  to  be 
preferred  to  the  text;  dUos,  "manifest,"  is  tr^  "evi- 
dent" (Gal  8  11);  kaUidelos,  'Wery  manifest,"  is  in 
He  7  15,  AV  "far  more  evident,*'^ RV  "more  abun- 
dantly evident";  prddeloSy  "muiifest  before-hand" 
(7  14),  "evident."  "Evidently"  occurs  only  in  Acts 
10  3,  as  the  tr  of  phaneroa,  "openly,"  "manifestly," 
RV  ^^openly." 

It  is  important  to  note  the  true  nature  of  faith 
according  to  the  correct  tr  of  He  11  1,  as  being  the 
well-grounded  and  assured  conviction  of  things  not 
seen.  W.  L.  Walker 

EVIL,  6v"l,  5'vil  (Jl,  ra\'  irovi|p6s,  ponerda, 
Kcuc6s,  kakdSt  Kaic6v,  kcJc&n) :  In  the  Bible  it  is  rep- 
resented as  inoral  and  physical.  We  choose  to  dis- 
cuss the  subject  under  these  heads.  Many  of  the 
evils  that  come  upon  men  have  not  been  intended 
by  those  who  suffer  for  them.  Disease,  individual 
and  national  calamity,  drouth,  scarcity  of  food, 
may  not  always  be  charged  to  the  account  of  inten- 
tional wrong.  Manv  times  the  innocent  suffer 
with,  and  even  for,  tne  guilty.  In  such  cases,  only 
physical  evil  is  apparent.    Even  when  the  suffering 


Evil 
Evolution 
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has  been  occasioned  by  sin  or  dereliction  of  duty, 
whether  the  wrong  is  active  or  passive,  many,  per- 
haps the  majority  of  those  who  are  injured,  are  not 
accountable  in  any  way  for  the  ills  which  come  upon 
them.  Neither  is  God  the  author  of  moral  evil. 
"God  cannot  be  tempted  with  evil,  and  he  himself 
tempteth  no  man"  (Jaa  1  13).  See  Temptation. 
By  this  term  we  refer  to  wrongs  done  to  our  fellow- 
man,  where  the  actor  is  responsible  for  the  action. 
The  immorality  may  be  present  when 

1.  Moral       the  action  is  not  possible.    "But  if 
Evil  that  evil  servant  shall  say  in  his  heart" 

(Mt  24  48.49),  whether  he  shall  smite 
his  fellow-servants  or  not,  the  moral  evil  is  present. 
See  Sin.     "All  these  evil  things  proceed  from  within, 
and  defile  the  man"  (Mk  7  21-23).    The  last  six 
commandments  of  the  Decalogue  apply  here  (Ex 
20  12-17).    To  dishonor  one's  parents,  lo  kill,  to 
commit  adultery,  to  steal,  to  Dear  false  witness 
and  to  covet  are  moral  evils.    The  spiritual  import 
of  these  commandments  w^ill  be  found  in  Mt  5  21. 
22.27.28.     "But  if  thine  eye  be  evil,  thy  whole  body 
shall  be  full  of  darkness"  (6  23).     Words  and  deeds 
are  coined  in  the  heart  before  the  world  sees  or 
hears  them    (12  34.35).    The  word  ought  or  its 
equal  may  be  found  in  all  languages;  hence  it  is  in 
the  mind  of  all  people  as  well  as  in  our  laws  that  for 
the  deeds  and  words  we  do  and  speak,  we  are  respon- 
sible.    "Break  off  thy  sins  by  righteousness"  (Dnl 
4  27)  shows  that,  in  God's  thought,  it  was  man's 
duty,  and  therefore  within  his  power,  to  keep  the 
commandment.     "Wash  you,  make  you  clean;  put 
away  the  evil  of  your  doings  from  before  mine  eyes; 
cease  to  do  evil:  learn  to  do  well"  (Isa  1  16  f).    We 
cannot  think  of  God  commanding  men  to  do  what 
He  knew  they  had  no  abilitv  to  do!    God  has  a 
standing  offer  of  pardon  to  all  men  who  turn  from 
their  evil  ways  and  do  that  which  is  risht  (Ezk  33 
ll-14f).    Evil  begins  in  the  least  ooiectionable 
things.    In  Rom  1  18-23,  we  have  Paul's  view  of 
the  falling  away  of  the  Gentiles.     "Knowing  God" 
(ver  21),  they  were  "without  excuse"  (ver  20),  but 
"glorified  him  not  as  God,  neither  gave  thanks; 
but  became  vain  in  their  reasonings,  and  their  sense- 
less heart  was  darkened"   (ver  21).     "Professing 
themselves  to  be  wise,  they  became  fook"  (ver  22). 
This  led  the  way  into  idolatry,  and  that  was  followed 
by  all  the  corruption  and  wrongdoing  to  be  insti- 
gated by  a  heart  turned  away  from  all  purity,  and 
practised  in  all  the  iniauit^  to  be  suggested  by  lust 
without  control.    Paul  gives  fifteen  steps  in  the 
ladder  on  which  men  descend  into  darkness  and 
ruin  (Gal  6  19-21).    When   men  become  evil  in 
themselves,  they  necessarily  become  evil  in  thought 
and  deed  toward  others.    This  they  bring  upon 
themselves,  or  give  way  to,  till  God  shall  give  "them 
up  unto  a  reprobate  mind,  to  do  those  things  which 
are  not  fitting"   (Rom  1  28).    Those  thus  fallen 
into  habits  of  error,  we  should  in  meekness  correct, 
that  "they  may  recover  themselves  out  of  the  snare 
of  the  devil,  having  been  taken  captive  by  him  imto 
his  will"   (2  Tim  2  25.26). 

Usually,  in  the  OT  the  Heb  word  ra^  is  employed 

to  denote  that  which  is  bad.     Many  times  the  bad 

is  physical;    it  may  have  been  occa- 

2.  Physical  sioned  by  the  sins  for  which  the  people 
Evil  of  the  nation  were  responsible,  or  it 

may  have  come,  not  as  a  retribution, 
but  from  accident  or  mismanagement  or  causes  im- 
known.  Very  many  times  the  evil  is  a  corrective, 
to  cause  men  to  forsake  the  WTong  and  accept  the 
right.  The  flood  was  sent  upon  the  earth  because 
"all  flesh  had  corrupted  their  way"  (Gen  6  12). 
This  evil  was  to  serve  as  a  warning  to  those  who  were 
to  live  after.  The  ground  had  already  been  cursed 
for  the  good  of  Cain  (4  12).  Two  purposes  seemed 
to  direct  the  treatment:    (1)  to  leave  in  the  minds 


of  Cain  and  his  descendants  the  knowledge  that  sin 
brings  punishment,  and  (2)  to  increase  the  toil  that 
w^ould  make  them  a  better  people.  God  overthrew 
Sodom^  Gomorrah.  Admah  and  Zeboim,  cities  of 
the  plain,  making  tnem  "an  example  unto  those  that 
should  live  ungodly"  (2  Pet  2  6).  In  the  Book  of 
Isa  the  prophet,  we  find  a  number  of  "burdens": 
the  burden  of  Babylon  (13  1-22);  the  burden  of 
Moab  (15  1-9) ;  the  burden  of  Damascus  (17  1-14) ; 
the  burden  of  Egypt  (19  1-17);  the  burden  of  the 
Wilderness  of  the  Sea  (21  1-10);  the  burden  of 
Dumah  (vs  11.12);  the  burden  upon  Arabia  (vs 
13-17);  the  burden  of  the  Valley  of  Vision  (22 
1-25) ;  the  burden  of  Tyre  (23  1-18) ;  the  burden 
of  the  Beasts  of  the  South  (30  6-14);  the  burden 
of  the  W^eary  Beast  (46  1.2).  These  may  serve 
as  an  introduction  to  the  story  of  wrongdoing  and 
physical  suffering  threatened  and  executed.  Isa 
contains  many  denunciations  against  Israel:  agidnst 
the  Ten  Tribes  for  following  the  sin  introduced  by 
Jeroboam  the  son  of  Nebat;  and  the  threatening 
against  Judah  and  Benjamin  for  not  heeding  the 
warnings.  Jeremiah  saw  the  woes  that  were  sure 
to  come  upon  Judah ;  for  declaring  them,  he  was  shut 
up  in  prison,  and  yet  they  came,  ana  the  people 
were  carried  away  into  Babylon.  These  were  the 
evils  or  afflictions  brought  upon  the  nations  for  their 
persistence  in  sin.  "I  form  the  light^  and  create 
darkness;  I  make  peace,  and  create  evil;  I  am  Jeh, 
that  doeth  all  these  things"  (Isa  46  7).  These 
chastisements  seemed  grievous,  and  yet  they  yielded 
peaceable  fruit  unto  them  that  were  exercised  there- 
by (He  12  11).  David  Roberts  Dttngan 

EVIL-DOERS,  6-va-d6o'5rz  (D'^y':!t5,  m're'lm; 
from  ^yj ,  rd^a\'  Koucoirotds,  kakopoidSf  always  pi.) : 
Malefactors  or  offenders  of  God's  law.  Used  gen- 
erally of  the  ungodly,  as,  "Fret  not  thyself  because 
of  e."  (Ps  37  1).  Sometimes  also  of  personal 
offenders:  "He  hath  delivered  the  soul  of  the  needy 
from  the  hand  of  e."  (Jer  20  13). 

EVIL  EYE  Cs^y  Tn,  ra'  'dyin,  "evil  of  eye"; 
&^aX|i^  iroini)p6s,  ophlhalmda  ponerds) :  The  super- 
stition of  the  influence  of  the  "evil  eye,"  so  widely 
spread  over  the  earth,  has  had  a  mighty  influence 
on  hfe  and  language  in  Pal,  thoug^  direct  references 
to  it  are  not  frequent  in  the  Scriptures  (Dt  16  9; 
28  54.56;  Prov  23  6:  28  22;  Mt  20  15  [cf  Mt 
6  23;  Lk  11  34];  Mk  7  22).  In  the  Bible  the 
expression  is  s3monymou8  with  envy,  jealousy  and 
some  forms  of  covetousness.  In  comparing  Rom 
1  29  with  Mk  7  22  we  find  that  ophUuumos  paneros 
corresponds  to  <f>66yos,  phlhdnos.  See  Trench,  NT 
SynonymSf  s.v.  ^  The  eye  of  the  envious  (as  also  the 
tongue  of  the  invidious  by  an  apparently  appre- 
ciative word,  which,  however,  only  disguises  the 
strong  desire  of  possessing  the  object  of  conmient 
or  of  destroying  it  for  its  rightful  owner)  was  sup- 
posed to  have  a  baneful  influence  upon  the  well- 
Deing  of  others,  esp.  of  children.  Therefore  mothers 
bestowed  constant  care  against  the  frustration  of 
such  fancied  designs  by  means  of  innumeriJt)le  sorts 
of  charms.  They  often  allowed  their  darlings  to 
appear  as  unlovely  as  possible,  through  uncleanU- 
ness  or  rags,  so  as  to  spare  them  the  harmful  rising 
of  envy  in  the  hearts  of  others.  Lane,  MauTiera 
and  Customs  of  the  Modem  Egyptians^  gives  perhaps 
the  most  accessible  accoimt  oi  this  superstition  as 
held  at  the  present  day  in  Egypt,  and  Thomson, 
The  Land  and  the  Bookf  does  the  same  for  Pal, 
while  an  equal  amount  of  evidence  might  be  col- 
lected from  every  otlier  oriental  coimtry.  Instances 
of  the  same  superstition,  though  possibly  slightly 
disguised,  are  by  no  means  wanting  among  ourselves. 
Cf  the  expression,  "green-eyed  jealousy"  ^thdlo.  III, 
iii;  Merchant  of  Venice^  III,  ii),  etc. 
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For  certain  Bib.  phrases  referring  to  the  "evil 
eye"  see  Envy;  Eye. 

LiTKSATURK. — F.  T.  ElwoFthy,  The  Evil  Eye,  London, 
1895. 

H.   L.   E.   LUERINQ 

EVIL-FAVOREDNESS,  5-v'l-fa'vgrd-nes:  The 
word  is  the  tr  of  the  Heb  7T  l^l ,  ddbhar  ra\  lit. 
"evil  thing,"  and  refers  to  the  ritual  unfitness  for 
sacrifice  of  any  animal  which,  though  included  in  the 
class  of  clean  beasts,  yet  possesses  a  blemish  (see 
the  word),  or  otherwise  lacks  beauty  of  symmetry, 
or  is  lean-fleshed  (Dt  17  1  AV:  cf  "ill  blemish/^ 
Dt  16  21).  We  find  these  conditions  combined  m 
Gen  41  3.4.19.20.21.27,  where  the  seven  "ill-fa- 
vored and  lean-fleshed"  kine  of  Pharaoh's  dream 
are  mentioned. 

EVIL-MERODACH,  6-vil-me-r6'dak;  -mer'ft- 
dak  (^nhp  b-'lij ,  'SwU  m*rddhakh;  LXX  E*iiaX- 
liopttS^K,  EueicdmardcUk;  so  B  in  K,  but  B  in  Jer, 
and  A  and  Q  in  both  places  much  corrupted) :  The 
name  of  the  son  and  immediate  successor  of  Nebu- 
chadnezzar II,  king  of  Babylon.  The  Bab  form  of 
the  name  is  Amelu-Marduky  that  is,  "man  of  Mar- 
duk."  About  30  contract  tablets  dated  in  this 
reign  have  been  found.  They  show  that  Evil- 
merodach  reined  for  two  years  and  about  five 
months.  He  is  said  by  Berosus  to  have  conducted 
his  government  in  an  illegal  and  improper  manner, 
and  to  have  been  slain  by  his  sister's  brotner,  Nergal- 
shar-u^ur,  who  then  reigned  in  his  stead.  Evil- 
merodach  is  said  in  2  K  26  27-30  and  in  the  ||  pas- 
sage in  Jer  62  31-34  to  have  taken  Jehoiachin, 
king  of  Judah,  from  his  prison  in  Babylon,  where  he 
seems  to  have  been  confined  for  37  years,  to  have 
clothed  him  with  new  garments,  to  have  given  him 
a  seat  above  all  the  other  kings,  and  to  have  allowed 
him  to  eat  at  the  king's  table  all  the  days  of  his  life. 
It  is  an  undesigned  coincidence,  that  may  be  worthy 
of  mention,  that  the  first  dated  tablet  from  this 
reign  was  written  on  the  26th  of  EIul,  and  Jer  62 
31  says  that  Jehoiachin  was  freed  from  prison  on  the 
25th  of  the  same  month.  R.  Dick  Wilson 

EVIL  ONE  (4  iroviipds,  ho  ponerds):  Nearly  all 
peoples  who  have  expressed  their  religious  thought 
and  feeling  believe  in  a  spirit  that  presides  over  the 
destinies  of  men  for  their  good.  They  believe  that 
there  is  also  a  spirit,  a  person,  whose  work  it  is  to 
lead  men  into  temptation:  a  spirit  of  light  and  a 
spirit  of  darkness.  Feelings  and  preferences  may 
have  much  to  do  with  the  conclusions.  In  Mt  6 
37.39.45;  6  13,  AV  gives  "evil,"  RV  "the  evil  one,'' 
m  "evil,"  the  personal  form  referring  to  the  enemy 
of  the  race  known  by  various  terms:  Satan,  "the 
adversary"  or  "the  accuser,"  occurs  50 1;  Beelzebub 
is  found  7  t;  devil,  35  t;  it  means  "accuser,"  "ca- 
lumniator."   See  Satan. 

David  Robebtb  Dtingan 

EVIL-SPEAdNG,  S-v'i-spek'ing:  Occurs  twice 
in  EV:  (1)1  Pet  2  1  it  is  the  tr  of  icaraXaXid,  kata- 
Icdidf  "a  speaking  against,"  rendered  "backbiting" 
in  2  Cor  12  20;  cf  katdlalos,  "backbiter"  (Rom  1 
30) ;  the  vb.  kaUdalio  is  rendered  to  "speak  against" 
(1  Pet  2  12;  Jas  4  11:  1  Pet  3  16);  (2)  of  i9Xa<r- 
017/iia,  blasphemia.  "wnat  is  hurtful  to  the  good 
name  of  anyone,  "detraction,"  "slander"  (Eph  4 
31  RV,  "rwling^';  cf  1  Tim  6  4;  Jude  ver  9:  Col 
3  8) ;  the  vb.  blaiphemid  is  rendered  to  "speak  evil 
of"  (Rom  14  16;  1  Cor  10  30;  Tit  3  2,  etc);  to 
"speak  evil"  occurs  in  Mk  9  39  as  the  tr  of  kako- 
log^Oy  "lightly  [RV  "quickly"]  speak  evil  of  me"; 
Acts  19  9  AV  "spake  evil  of  that  way."  In  Ps 
140  11,  we  have  "evil-speaker"  as  the  tr  of  'Ish 
laakon,  "a  man  of  tongue";  so  RV.  The  wrong 
thing  condemned  as  evil-speaking  seems  to  be  es- 
sentially detraction^  what  is  hurtful  to  the  reputa- 


tion^ and  it  is  often  too  lightly  regarded  even  among 
Christians.    See  Blasphemy;  Railing;  Slander. 

W.  L.  Walker 
EVIL  SPIRIT.    See  Demon;   Demoniac;   Com- 
munion WITH  Demons;   Satan. 

EVIL  THING  (ri  KaK<Sv,  M  kakdn,  pi.  in  Lk  16 
25):  An  evil  thing  or  evil  things  may  be  the 
thoughts  of  evil  men,  their  plans  or  their  deeds;  or 
the  things  men  suffer  for  their  own  wrongs;  or  the 
evils  consequent  upon  the  errors  of  others.  In  the 
dark  picture  of  fallen  men  in  Rom  1  30,  "inventors 
of  evil  things"  appear.  "The  evil  man  out  of  his 
evil  treasure  bringeth  forth  evil  [ponerds]  things" 
(Mt  12  35).  Men  should  not  lust  after  evil  (kahia) 
things  (1  Cor  10  6).  This  fixing  the  mind  upon„ 
with  desire,  leads  to  increased  wrong.  "The 
mouth,  of  the  wicked  poureth  out  evil  [ra^  things" 
(Prov  16  28).  The  nch  man  had  good  things  in 
his  life,  but  did  not  use  them  to  the  glory  of  God  or 
the  good  of  men.  The  poor  man  had  evil  things: 
sickness,  nakedness,  hunger.  The  scene  changes 
after  death  (Lk  16  25). 

David  Roberts  Dung  an 

EVOLUTION,  ev-*-lQ'shun :  Evolution  is  a  scien- 
tific and  philosophical  theory  designed  to  explain 
the  origin  and  course  of  aJl  things 
1.  The  Idea  in  the  universe.  By  origin,  however, 
of  Evolution  is  not  understood  the  production  or 
emergence  of  the  substance  and  of  the 
cause  or  causes  of  things,  but  that  of  the  forms  in 
which  they  appear  to  the  observer.  Sometimes 
the  term  is  vaguely  used  to  cover  absolute  origin 
in  the  sense  just  excluded.  A  moment's  reflection 
will  make  it  clear  that  such  a  view  can  never  secure 
a  place  in  the  realm  of  pure  science.  The  problem 
of  ultimate  origin  is  not  one  that  science  can  solve. 
If  it  is  solved  at  all,  it  must  be  by  purely  philo- 
sophical as  distinguished  from  scientific  or  scientific- 
pMlosophical  methods.  Evolution,  therefore,  must 
De  viewed  in  science  purely  and  strictly  as  a  pro- 
cess of  orderly  change  in  the  form  of  things.  As 
such  it  assumes  the  existence  of  substance  or  sub- 
stances and  of  a  force  or  forces  working  its  suc- 
cessive transformations.^ 

^  As  an  orderly  change  of  the  form  of  things,  evolu- 
tion may  be  viewed  as  operative  in  the  field  of  inor- 
ganic matter,  or  in  that  of  life.  In  the  first,  i  t  is  known 
and  called  cosmic  evolution;  in  the  second,  organic 
evolution.  Of  cosmic  evolution  again  there  appear 
two  aspects^  according  as  the  process,  or  law  of 
transformation,  is  observed  to  operate  in  the  rcahn 
of  the  lower  units  of  matter  (atoms  and  molecules), 
or  is  studied  in  the  region  of  the  great.  In  the  first 
sphere,  it  is  made  to  account  for  the  emergence  in 
Nature  of  the  Qualities  and  powers  of  diflFerent  kinds 
of  matter  called  elements.  In  the  second,  i  t  explains 
the  grouping  together,  the  movements  and  trans- 
formations of  the  solar  and  of  stellar  systems. 
Similarly,  of  organic  evolution  there  appear  to  be 
two  varieties.  The  first  occurs  in  the  world  of  life 
including  the  vegetable  and  animal  kingdoms.  Evo- 
lution here  accounts  for  the  various  forms  of  living 
beings  building  their  bodies  and  passing  from  one 
stage  to  another  in  their  existence  as  individuals, 
and  for  the  course  of  the  history  of  all  life  as  it 
differentiates  into  species  and  genera.  The  second 
variety  of  evolution  operates  in  the  higher  realm  of 
intelligence,  morality,  social  activity  and  religion. 

The  idea  of  a  law  of  orderly  change  governing  all 
things  is  not  a  new  one.    Historians  of  science  find 

1  This  position  is  apparently  contradicted  in  the  title 
of  Henri  Bergson's  L'ivolulion  eriatrice.  But  an  oxam- 
inatioQ  of  Bergson's  system  shows  that  the  contradiction 
is  only  apparent.  Bergson's  evolution  is  neither  svh- 
stance  nor  efficient  cause  or  principle.  The  latter  is 
given  in  his  vital  impetus  {ilan  vital) ;  the  former  in  hia 
concept  of  duration. 
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it  in  some  form  or  pther  embodied  in  the  philoso- 
phies of  Heraclitus,  Democritus,  Lucretius  and 
Aristotle.  There  are  those  who  find  it 
2.  Recent  idso  in  the  system  of  Gautama  (Bud- 
Origin  of  dha).  But  in  none  of  these  was  there 
Notion  a  sufficiently  wide  basis  of  fact  induct- 

ively brou^t  together,  or  a  thorough 
enough  digestion  and  assimilation  of  the  material  to 

g've  the  view  as  presented  by  them  a  firm  standing. 
egeFs  idealistic  theory  of  Development  is  kindr^ 
to  the  evolution  theory  in  its  essence;  but  it  too 
antedates  the  working  out  of  the  system  upon  the 
basis  of  the  scientific  induction  of  the  phenomena 
of  Nature. 

Until  the  time  of  Herbert  Spencer,  the  scientific 
use  of  the  word  evolution  was  limited  to  the  narrow 
'department  of  embryology.  By  him,  the  term  was 
made  s3nion3rmous  with  aU  orderly  change  in  Nature. 
The  notion  that  such  change  is  the  result  of  chance, 
however,  was  not  a  part  of  Spencer's  teaching.  On 
the  contrary,  that  philosopher  held  that  chance  is 
but  the  expression  of  laws  imdiscerned  by  the  human 
mind.  Yet  these  laws  are  just  as  definite  and  rigid 
as  those  already  discovered  and  formulated. 

Since  the  appearance  of  the  inductive  method  in 
scientific  research,  and  the  rise  of  the  science  of 
biology  in  particular,  the  idea  of  evolution  has  been 
elaborated  into  a  great  systematic  generalization, 
and  proposed  as  the  philosophy  of  all  perceptible 
phenomena.  Beginning  as  a  working  n3rpothesis 
m  a  special  narrow  department,  that  of  biolo^,  it 
has  been  extended  into  all  the  sciences  until  all 
come  under  its  dominance,  and  it  is  viewed  no 
longer  as  a  mere  working  hypothesis,  but  as  a  dem- 
onstrated philosophy  with  tne  force  and  certainty 
of  fact. 

It  was  natural  that  such  an  important  proposi- 
tion as  the  explanation  of  the  present  form  of  the 
whole  universe  by  the  theory  of  evo- 
8.  Evolution  lution  should  in  its  course  have  occa- 
and  Bib-  sioned  much  controversy.  On  one 
Ileal  Truth  side  extravagant  claims  were  bound 
to  be  put  forth  in  its  behalf,  combined 
with  a  misconception  of  its  field.  On  the  other  a 
stubborn  denial  of  its  sufficiency  as  an  explmiation, 
even  in  the  narrow  sphere  where  it  first  made  its 
appearance,  was  destined  to  confront  it.  This  chal- 
lenge, too.  was  the  result  of  the  misconception  of 
it  as  an  all-sufficient  theory  of  the  universe  as  dis- 
tinguished from  a  law  or  method  of  the  operation  of 
a  cause  ulterior  and  superior  to  itself.  The  period 
of  this  warfare  is  now  nearly,  if  not  altogether,  over. 
The  task  which  remains  to  be  accomplished  is  to 
recognize  the  bearings  of  the  theory  on  forms  of 
thought  arrived  at  apart  from  the  fight  thrown  on 
the  world  by  itself. 

Since  such  forms  of  thought  are  given  in  the  Bible, 
certain  problems  arise  which  must  be  solved,  if 
possible,  in  the  light  of  evolution.  These  problems 
concern  mainly  the  following  topics:  (1)  The  belief 
in  a  personal  God^  such  as  the  Christian  Scriptures 
present  as  an  object  of  revelation;  (2)  The  origin 
of  the  different  species  of  living  beings  as  portrayed 
in  the  Book  of  Gen:  (3)  The  particular  origin  of 
the  human  species  (the  descent  [ascent]  of  man); 
(4)  The  origin  of  morality  and  retigion,  and  (5)  The 
essential  doctrines  of  the  Christian  faith,  such  as 
supernatural  revelation,  the  idea  of  sin,  the  person 
of  Christ,  regeneration  and  immortafity.  Beyond 
the  answers  to  these  primary  questions,  it  will  be 
neither  possible  nor  profitable  to  enter  within  the 
brief  compass  of  the  present  article. 

The  relation  of  creation  to  evolution  has  been 
already  suggested  in  the  introductory  explanation 
of  the  nature  of  evolution.  If  creation  be  the  act  of 
bringing  into  existence  material  or  substance  which 
did  not  previously  exist,  evolution  does  not  touch 


the  problem.     It  has  nothing  to  say  of  a  First 

Cause.    The  idea  of  a  first  cause  may  be  regarded 

as  material  for  metaphysics   or    the 

4.  Evolu-       groimd  of  religious  belief.    It  may  be 
tion  and        speculated  about,  or  it  may  be  assumed 
Creation        by  faith.    The  theory  of  evolution  be- 
gins with  matter  or  substance  already 

in  existence.  A  fairly  representative  statement  of 
this  aspect  of  it  is  illustrated  by  Huxley's  dictum, 
'The  whole  world  living  and  not  living  is  the  result 
of  the  mutual  attraction  according  to  definite  laws 
of  the  powers  possessed  by  the  molecules  of  which 
the  primitive  nebulosity  of  the  imiverse  was  com- 
posed" (Life  of  Darwin^  II,  210).  This  statement 
leaves  two  things  unaccounted  for,  namely,  mole- 
cules in  the  form  of  a  ''primitive  nebulosity"  and 
"powers  possessed  by  these  molecules."  How  did 
primitive  nebulosity  come  to  exist?  How  did  it 
come  to  be  composed  of  molecules  possessed  of 
certain  powers,  and  how  did  there  come  to  be  defi- 
nite laws  governing  these  molecules?  The  agnostic 
answers,  "We  do  not  know,  we  shall  not  know" 
(ignoramuSf  ignorabiTnus,  DuBois-Reymond).  The 
pantheist  says,  "They  are  the  substance  and  at- 
tributes of  the  Ultimate  Being."  The  theist  posits 
"an  uncaused  Cause  who  is  ^eater  than  they,  and 
possesses  all  the  potentialities  exhibited  in  them, 
together  with  much  more  (therefore  at  least  a  per- 
sonal being),  has  brought  them  into  existence  by  the 
power  of  His  will"  (cf  Epicureans). 

Thus  the  believer  in  evolution  may  be  an  agnos- 
tic, a  pantheist  or  a  theist,  according  to  his  atti- 
tude toward^  and  answer  to^  the  question  of  begin- 
nings. He  IS  an  evolutionist  because  he  believes 
in  evolution  as  the  method  of  the  transformation 
of  molecules  under  the  control  of  the  powers  pos- 
sessed by  them.  Conversely  the  theist  (ana  by 
implication  the  Christian)  may  be  an  evolutionist. 
As  an  evolutionist  he  may  be  thoroughgoing.  He 
may  accept  evolution  either  as  a  workingnypothesis 
or  as  a  well-established  generalization,  even  in  the 
form  in  which  it  is  defined  by  Herbert  Spencer:  the 
integration  of  matter  out  of  an  indefinite  incoherent 
homogeneity  into  definite  coherent  heterogeneity 
with  concomitant  dissipation  of  energy.  (For  the 
exact  definition  in  its  full  length,  see  First  Principles, 
367.)  In  this  definition,  as  in  every  other  form  of 
it,  evolution  is  the  name  of  a  process  of  transforma- 
tion, not  a  theory  of  absolute  causation  or  creation 
ex  nihilo.  The  human  mind  may  leave  the  problem 
of  initial  creation  uninvestigated;  it  may  assume 
that  there  is  no  problem  by  regarding  matter  and 
energy  as  uncaused  and  ultimate  realities  or  phases 
of  one  reality;  or  it  may  trace  these  back  to  a  First 
Cause  which  has  at  least  the  powers  and  charac- 
teristics perceptible  in  the  universe  and  particularly 
in  itself  as  mind  (i.e.  individuality,  intelligence  and 
freedom),  or  in  other  words,  to  a  personal  God.  In 
any  of  these  contingencies  it  may  hold  to  the  theory 
of  evolution.  ^ 

Evolution  is  strongest  in  the  realm  of  life.    It  is 

here  that  it  first  achieved  its  most  signal  conquests; 

and  it  is  here  that  it  was  first  antago- 

5.  Evolution  nized  most  forcibly  by  the  champions  of 
and  the  religious  faith.  Here  it  proved  irre- 
Origin  of  sistibly  fascinating  because  it  broke 
Species         down  the  barriers  supposed  to  exist 

between  different  species  (whether 
minor  or  major)  of  life.  It  showed  the  unity  and 
solidarity  of  the  entire  living  universe  with  all  its 
infinite  variety.  It  reduced  the  life-process  to  one 
general  law  and  movement.  It  traced  back  all 
present  different  forms^  whether  recognized  as  indi- 
viduals, varieties,  species,  genera,  families  or  king- 
doms, to  a  single  starting-point.  In  this  realm  the 
adjective  "organic"  has  been  prefixed  to  it.  because 
the  characteristic  result  is  secured  througn  organi- 
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sation.  One  of  its  most  enthusiastic  supporters  de- 
fines it  as  '^progressive  change  according  to  certain 
laws  and  by  means  of  resident  forces''  (LeConte). 

The  proof  for  cMrganic  evolution  is  manifold.  It 
cannot  oe  given  here  at  any  length.  Its  main  lines, 
however,  may  be  indicated  as  follows:^  (1)  The 
existence  of  gradations  of  structure  in  living  forms 
beginning  with  the  simplest  (the  amoeba  usually 
furnishes  the  best  illustration)  and  reaching  to  some 
of  the  most  complex  organisms  (the  human  bodv). 
(2)  The  succession  of  hving  forms  in  time.  This 
means  that,  according  to  the  evidence  furnished  by 
geology,  the  simpler  organisms  appeared  earlier 
on  the  face  of  the  earth  than  the  more  complex, 
and  that  the  progress  of  forms  has  been  in  general 
from  the  simpler  to  the  more  complex.  (3)  The 
parallelism  between  the  order  thus  discovered  in 
the  history  of  life  upon  earth  and  the  order  observed 
in  the  transformations  of  Uie  embryo  of  the  highest 
living  forms  from  their  first  individual  appearance 
to  their  full  development.  (4)  The  existence  of 
rudimentary  members  and  organs  in  the  higher 
forms. 

The  most  gtrUdng  of  theoe  proofs  of  evolution  are  the 
two  commonly  deognated  the  paleontologlcal  and  the 
ontogenetic.  The  flnt  is  baaed  on  the  fact  that  in  the 
strata  of  the  earth  the  simpler  forms  have  been  deposltod 
in  the  earlier,  and  the  more  complex  in  the  later.  This 
fact  points  to  the  growth  in  the  nistory  of  the  earth  of 
the  later,  more  complex  forms  of  life,  from  earlier  simpler 
ones.  The  second  consists  in  the  observation  that  each 
individual  of  complexly  constructed  species  of  organisms 
begins  its  life  in  the  embryonic  stage  as  the  simplest  of 
all  living  forms,  a  single  cell  (constituted  in  some  cases 
out  of  parts  of  two  pre&dsting  cells).  From  this  begin- 
ning it  advances  to  its  later  stages  of  growth  as  an  em- 
bryo. MM^ming  successively' the  typical  forms  of  higher 
(X-ganisms  unul  it  attains  the  full  form  of  its  own  species, 
and  thus  begins  its  individual  post-embryonic  life.  It 
thus  recapitulates  in  its  individual  history  the  history  of 
its  species  as  read  in  the  paleontologlcal  records.  This 
connderation  shows  that  whatever  the  truth  may  be 
as  to  tbe  species  as  a  whole  (for  instance  of  man) ,  each 
individual  of  the  species  (each  man)  has  been  evolved 
in  his  prenatal  life,  if  not  exactly  from  definitely  known 
and  identifiable  species  (anthropoid  individuals  perfectly 
formed),  at  least  m>m  foetal  organisms  apparently  of  the 
same  type  as  those  of  anthropoids. 

But  assuming  organic  evolution  to  be  true  upon 
these  grounds,  and  upon  others  of  the  same  character, 
equfJly  convincing  to  the  scientific  man,  it  must  not 
be  left  out  of  account  that  it  is  to  be  distinguished 
quite  sharply  from  cosmic  evolution.  ^  These  two 
phases  of  the  law  are  identical  at  their  basis,  but 
become  very  different  in  their  application  according 
to  the  nature  of  the  field  in  which  they  operate. 
Coffinio  evolution  works  altogether  through  reac- 
tions. These  are  invariable  in  their  cause  and 
effect.  Given  material  elements  and  conditions, 
they  always  issue  in  the  same  results.  Their  oper- 
ations are  grouped  together  under  the  sciences  of 
chemistry  and  physics.  Organic  evolution  works 
through  processes  to  which  the  term  ''vital"  is  ap- 
plied. \S^ether  these  are  identical  with  the  chemico- 
physical  processes  in  the  ultimate  analysis  is  an 
open  question  amon^  scientists.  In  the  field  of 
purely  descriptive  science,  however,  which  limits 
itself  to  the  obso^ation  of  facts,  it  can  scarcely 
emerge  as  a  question,  since  the  true  nature  of  vi- 
tality is  beyond  the  reach  of  observation.  And 
upon  the  whole,  the  theory  that  there  is  an  inner 
difference  between  vitality  and  physico-chemical 
attractions  and  affinities  is  supported  by  certain 
obvious  considerations.  But  even  if  vitality 
should  prove  to  be  nothing  more  than  a  series  of 
reactions  of  a  chemical  and  physical  nature,  the  t3a>e 
of  evolution  to  which  it  yields  is  differentiated  by 
broad  characteristics  that  distin^ish  it  from  merely 
molecular  attractions  and  afl^ities. 

(1)  Vital  processes  cannot  be  correlated  with  the 
chemico-physical  ones.  Heat,  light^  electricity, 
magnetism,  gravitation,  chemical  ammty,  are  inter- 


changeable and  interchanged  among  themselves. 
But  none  of  these  can  be  converted  into  life  as  far 
as  now  known.  (2)  All  life  is  from  preexisting  life 
(amne  vwum  e  vivo).  Biogenesis  still  holds  the  field 
as  far  as  experimental  science  has  anything  to  say 
about  it,  and  abiogenesis  is  at  the  most  an  attractive 
hypothesis.  (3)  The  vit^  processes  overcome  and 
reverse  the  chemical  and  physical  ones.  When  a 
living  organism  is  constituted,  and  as  long  as  it  sub- 
sists in  life,  it  breaks  up  and  reconstitutes  forms  of 
matter  into  new  forms.  Carbon^  nitrogen,  hydro- 
gen and  oxygen,  in  combination  with  other  elements, 
are  separated  from  one  another  and  reunited  in  new 
combinations  in  the  tissues  of  the  plant  and  the 
animal.  On  the  other  hand,  the  moment  the  vital 
process  ceases,  the  chemical  and  physical  resume 
their  course.  The  organism  in  which  the  vital  pro- 
cess has  been  annihilated  is  immediately  put  under 
the  operation  of  chemical  affinities,  and  reduced 
into  its  first  elements.  So  long  as  the  vital  process 
is  on,  there  seems  to  be  a  ruling  or  directive  prin- 
ciple modifying  and  counteracting  the  normal  and 
natural  course  of  the  so-called  chemical  and  physical 
forces.  (4)  The  vital  process  is  characterized  by 
the  manifestation  in  matter  of  certain  peculiarities 
that  never  show  themselves  apart  from  it.  These 
are  irritability,  assimilation  of  non-living  matter 
in  the  process  of  growth,  differentiation  or  the  power 
in  eacn  kind  of  living  organism  to  develop  in  its 
growth  regularly  recurring  characteristics,  and  (5) 
reproduction.  The  result  of  the  vital  process  is 
the  tendency  in  the  organic  product  of  it  to  main- 
tain itself  as  a  unity,  and  become  more  and  more 
diversified  in  the  course  of  its  life. 

These  features  of  organic  evolution  make  it  ne- 
cessary to  accoimt  not  only  for  the  origin  of  the 
matter  and  the  ener^  which  are  assumed  in  the 
cosmic  form  of  evolution,  but  also  for  the  ori^n  and 
nature  of  the  unknown  .something  (or  combination 
of  things)  which  is  called  life  m  the  organism, 
whether  this  be  a  unitary  and  distinct  force  or  a 
group  of  forces.  (It  is  interesting  to  notice  the  re- 
turn to  the  notion  of  life  as  primal  energy  in  the 
philosophy  of  Bergson  [Han  viial];  cf  Creative  Evo-' 
lution.  'fhe  same  view  is  advocated  by  Sir  Oliver 
Lodge,  Life  and  Matter.) 

Furthermore,  care  must  be  taken  not  to  confuse 
any  special  variety  of  evolutionary  theory  in  the 
organic  realm  with  the  generic  theory  itself.  Evo- 
lutionists hold  and  propound  different  hypotheses 
as  to  the  application  of  the  principle.  The  La- 
marckian^  the  Darwinian,  the  Weismannian,  the 
De  Vriesian  views  of  evolution  are  quite  different 
from,  and  at  certain  points  contradictory  of,  one  an- 
other. They  assume  the  law  to  be  real  and  aim  to 
explain  subordinate  features  or  specific  applications 
of  it  as  seen  in  certain  ^ven  series  of  facts.  They 
differ  from  one  another  in  insisting  on  detidls  which 
may  be  real  or  unreal  without  affecting  the  truth  of 
the  main  law.  Lamarckian  evolution,  for  instance 
(revived  recently  under  the  name  neo-Liunarckian), 
makes  much  of  the  alleged  transmissibility  throug)i 
heredity  of  acquired  traits.  Darwinian  evolution 
is  based  largely  on  the  principle  of  accidental  varia- 
tions worked  over  by  natural  selection  and  the  slow 
insensible  accumulation  of  traits  fitting  individuals 
to  survive  in  the  struggle  for  life.  Weismannian 
evolution  posits  an  astonishingly  complex  germinal 
starting-point.  DeVriesian  evolution  is  built  on 
the  sudden  appearance  of  mutations  ("sports' 0 
which  are  perpetuated,  leading  to  new  species.  It 
is  unscientific  to  array  any  of  these  against  the  other 
in  the  effort  to  undermine  the  generic  theory  of  evo- 
lution, or  to  take  their  differences  as  indicating  the 
collapse  of  the  theory  and  a  return  to  the  idea 
of  creation  by  fiat.  The  differences  between  them 
are  insignificant  as  compared  with  the  gulf  which 
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separates  them  all  from  the  conception  of  a  separate 
creative  beginning  for  each  species  at  the  firat  ap- 
pearance of  life  upon  earth.  (On  some  differences 
Detween  the  primitive  form  of  Darwinian  and  later 
theories  of  the  same  general  type,  see  Rudolph  Otto, 
in  Naturalism  and  Religion  [ET].) 

With  these  limitations,  the  law  of  organic  evolu- 
tion may  be  taken  into  the  Bib.  account  of  creation 
as  given  in  Gen,  chs  1  and  2.  The  Question  raised 
at  once  is  one  of  the  relation  of  the  doctrine  to  the 
Bib.  account.  If  the  evolutionary  conception  is 
true,  it  naturally  follows  that  the  Bib.^  account 
cannot  be  accepted  in  its  literal  interpretation.  For 
the  one  of  these  accounts  pictures  the  different 
species  and  general  types  as  coming  into  existence 
gradually  out  of  preexisting  ones,  whereas  the  other 
(lit.  interpreted)  represents  them  as  created  by  a 
Divine  fiat.  This  difference  it  is  true  may  be  arti- 
ficially exaggerated .  Nowhere  does  the  Bib.  account 
explicitly  ascribe  the  creation  of  each  species  to  the 
fiat  of  God.  The  word  "created"  (6ard'),  as  used 
in  Gen,  does  not  necessarily  exclude  preexisting 
matter  and  form.  On  the  other  hand,  expressions 
such  as  "Let  the  earth  bring  forth"  (1 11  AV)  indi- 
cate a  certain  mediation  of  secondary  powers  in 
the  elements  ("resident  forces,"  LeConte)  through 
which  organisms  came  into  being.  "After  their 
kind"  suggests  the  principle  of  heredity.  "Abun- 
dantly" suggests  the  law  of  rapid  and  ample  repro- 
duction leadfing  to  the  "struggle  for  life,"  "natural 
selection"  and  "survival  of  the  fittest."  But  all 
efforts  to  harmonize  Gen  with  science  upon  this 
basis  lead  at  the  best  to  the  negative  conclusion  that 
these  two  are  so  far  different  m  their  purpose  and 
scope  as  not  to  involve  radical  contradiction.  A 
positive  agreement  between  them  cannot  be  claimed. 

The  difficulty  vanishes  in  its  entirety  when  it  is 
borne  in  mind  that  the  two  accounts  are  controlled 
by  different  interests,  treat  primarily  of  different 
matters  and,  where  tney  ap^ar  to  cover  the  same 
ground,  do  so  each  in  an  incidental  way.  This 
means  that  their  statements  outside  of  the  sphere 
of  their  primary  interests  are  popularly  conceived 
and  expressed,  and  cannot  be  set  over  against  each 
other  as  rivals  in  scientific  presentation.  Upon 
this  basis  the  Gen  account  is  the  vehicle  of  religious 
instruction  (not,  however,  an  allegory) ;  its  cosmo- 
gonic  accounts  are  not  intended  to  be  scientifically 
correct,  but  popularly  adequate.  For  all  that 
science  is  concerned,  they  may  be  traditional  con- 
ceptions, handed  down  in  the  form  of  folklore,  and 
purged  of  the  grotesque^  purely  mythological  ele- 
ment so  apt  to  luxuriate  m  folklore.  Between  such 
accounts  and  the  dicta  of  pure  science,  it  would  be 
absurd  either  to  assume  or  to  seek  for  harmony  or 
discord.  They  are  parallel  pictures;  in  the  one  the 
foreground  is  occupied  by  the  actual  unfolding  of  the 
facts,  the  religious  element  is  concealed  deep  oy  the 
figures  in  the  foreground.  In  the  other  the  back- 
ground of  haze  and  cloud  is  the  domain  of  fact,  the 
foreground  of  ddQnite  figures  consists  of  the  religious 
ideas  and  teachings.  The  evolutionary  notion  of 
the  origin  of  living  forms  on  the  earth  can  thus  in  no 
way  be  assumed  as  in  contradiction  either  to  the 
letter  or  the  spirit  of  the  teaching  of  Gen. 

A  still  more  important  problem  arises  when  the 
evolutionary  theory  touches  the  origin  of  man 
upon  earth.  Here,  too,  not  simply 
6.  The  the  Bib.  account  of  the  creation  of 

Descent  Adam  and  Eve,  and  their  primitive 
(Ascent)  life  in  the  Garden  of  Eden  as  recorded 
of  Man  in  Gen  2  is  affected,  but  all  that  is 

said  of  man  as  a  chila  of  God,  clothed 
with  peculiar  dignity  and  eternal  worth. 

(1)  The  difference  between  the  Bib.  and  evolu- 
tionary records  of  the  creation  of  man  may  easily 
be  resolved  if  the  Bib.  account  (Gen  2)  is  not  viewed 


as  a  literal  statement  of  actual  occurrences,  but  as 
the  vehicle  of  certain  determinative  thoughts  de- 
signed to  affiliate  man  in  his  proper  relation  to  God. 
This  means  that  what  is  essential  in  the  Bib.  account 
is  that  man  as  a  distinctive  and  different  being  in  the 
world  came  into  existence  as  the  result  of  a  special 
act  of  will  on  the  part  of  God,  that  he  was  created 
as  the  golden  summit  of  the  whole  upward  move- 
ment of  life.  He  is  not  a  mere  creature  of  Nature, 
but  the  offspring  of  the  Divine  will,  with  power  to 
know  his  Maker,  to  hold  fellowship  with  Him  and  to 
carry  in  him  the  rational  and  moral  image  of  the 
Creator  of  all.  Against  this  view  of  the  origin  of 
man,  evolutionary  science  has  nothing  to  set  over. 
It  is  concerned  with  the  process  through  which  the 
emergence  of  such  a  being  as  man  was  accomplished, 
and  the  time  and  circumstances  in  which  it  took 
place.  These  points  it  finds  as  it  finds  similar 
points  affecting  other  living  beings. 

It  would  be  easy  of  course  to  take  materialistic  forms 
of  the  evolutionary  theory,  such  as  that  advocated  by 
Haeckel,  Guveau.  Ray  Lankestcr,  and  establish  an  ir- 
reconcilable discord  between  them  and  the  Bib.  account; 
but  such  varieties  of  the  theory  are  distinguished,  not  by 
the  occurrence  of  the  idea  of  evolution  in  them,  but 
rather  by  the  materialistic  metaphysics  underlying  them; 
when,  for  instance,  Haeckel  defines  the  notion  of  evo- 
lution by  excluding  from  it  intelligence  or  purpose,  and 
by  obliterating  differences  between  the  lower  animal 
creation  and  man,  he  does  so  not  as  an  evolutionist  in 
science,  but  as  a  materialist  (Monist  of  the  materialistic 
type)  in  metaphysics.  The  moment  the  evolutionist  de- 
termine to  limit  himself  to  the  scientific  side  of  his  task, 
and  the  interpreter  of  the  Bib.  accoimt  to  the  religious 
side  of  his  task,  the  assumed  discord  in  Gen  8  and  the 
evolutionary  theory  totally  vanishes. 

(2)  The  more  important  point  of  contact  between 
the  theory  of  evolution  and  the  Bib.  conception  of 
man,  however,  is  that  of  the  notion  of  the  dignity 
and  worth  of  man.  The  very  existence  of  a  Bible 
is  based  on  the  idea  that  man  is  of  some  consequence 
to  the  Creator.  And  through  the  Bible  this  idea  not 
only  appears  early  (Gen  1  26),  *'Let  us  make  man 
in  our  unage,  after  our  likeness,"  followed  by  the 
statement,  'And  God  created  man  in  his  own  image, 
in  the  image  of  God  created  he  him ;  male  and  female 
created  he  them,"  but  is  interwoven  with  every 
fundamental  teaching. 

It  is  contended  that  a  representation  like  this  is 
not  compatible  with  the  evolutionary  conception 
of  the  origin  of  man  from  simian  ancestors.  The 
contention  would  be  well  supported  if  the  evolu- 
tionary theory  actually  obliterated  the  line  of  dis- 
tinction between  man  and  the  lower  creation;  and 
in  any  form  of  it  in  which  such  line  is  ignored,  and 
man  is  regarded  as  a  being  of  the  same  order  (neither 
more  or  less)  as  those  from  which  he  sprang,  it  is 
not  capable  of  being  harmonized  with  the  Bib.  doc- 
trine. But  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  whole  drift  and 
tendency  of  evolutionary  thought  ought  to  be  and 
is  the  very  opposite  of  belitthng  man.  For  accord- 
ing to  it,  man  is  the  culmination  and  summit  of  a 
process  whose  very  length  and  complexity  simply 
demonstrate  his  worth  and  dignity  as  its  final  prod- 
uct. Accordingly,  some  of  the  most  radical  evo- 
lutionists, such  as  John  Fiske  (Through  Nature  to 
God)  have  extended  and  strengthened  the  argument 
for  the  immortality  of  man  by  an  appeal  to  his  evo- 
lutionary origin. 

Kindred  to  the  problem  of  the  origin  of  man^  and, 
in  some  aspects  of  it,  a  part  of  that  problem,  is  the 
further  problem  of  the  origin  and  na- 
7.  The  ture  of  religion.     First  of  all,  according 

Origin  and  to  evolution,  religion  cannot  be  an 
Nature  of  exception  to  the  general  law  of  the 
Religion  emergence  of  the  more  complex  from 
simpler  antecedents.  Accordingly,  it 
must  be  supposed  to  have  evolved  from  non-religious 
or  pre-religious  elements.  But  the  very  statement 
of  the  case  in  this  form  necessitates  the  clear  con- 


1047 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


BroltttioD 


ception  of  the  idea  of  reli^on.  If  religion  is  the 
sense  in  the  human  soul  of  an  infinite  and  eternal 
being,  or  beings,  issuing  in  influences  upon  life,  then 
it  is  coeval  with  man  and  inseparable  from  the  hu- 
man soul.  There  never  was  a  time  when  man  was 
not  reli^ous.  The  very  emergence  of  this  sense 
in  the  mind  of  a  prehuman  ancestor  of  man  would 
change  the  brute  into  the  man. 

We  may  speak  of  the  states  of  the  prehuman  brute's 
mind  as  "materials for  the  making  of  religion/'  but  not  as 
religion.  Their  transformation  into  religion  is  therefore 
Just  as  unique  as  the  creation  of  the  man  himself.  What- 
ever the  mental  condition  of  the  brute  before  the  emer- 
gence of  the  sense  of  an  eternal  reaUty  and  the  depend- 
ence of  itself  upon  that  reality,  it  was  not  a  religious 
being.  Whatever  the  form  of  this  sense,  and  whatever 
its  first  content  and  results,  after  the  emergence  of  man 
It  became  religion.  What  caused  it  to  appear  at  that 
particular  moment  and  stage  in  the  course  or  the  onward 
movement  7  This  is  a  question  of  causes,  and  Its  answer 
eludes  the  search  of  science,  both  pure  and  philosophical, 
and  if  undertaken  by  pure  philosophy,  leadJB  to  the  same 
diversity  of  hypotheses  as  has  been  found  to  control  the 
solution  of  the  problem  of  beginnings  in  general  (Agnos- 
ticism, Pantheism,  Theism). 

For  the  rest,  that  the  general  features  hold  true 
in  the  field  of  religion  is  obvious  at  a  glance.  Re- 
ligious thought,  religious  practices,  religious  institu- 
tions, have  imdergone  the  same  t^rpe  of  changes  as 
are  observed  in  the  material  umverse  and  in  the 
realm  of  life. 

What  is  true  of  religion  as  an  inner  sense  of  a 

reality  or  realities  transcending  the  outward  world 

is  equally,  and  even  more  clearly,  true 

8.  The  of  the  moral  life  which  in  one  aspect 
Moral  of  it  is  the  outward  counterpart  of 
Nature  religion.    To  speak  of  the  evolution  of 

the  conscience  from  non-ethical  in- 
stincts is  either  to  extend  the  meaning  and  character 
of  the  ethical  into  a  region  where  they  can  have  no 
possible  significance^  or  to  deny  that  something 
different  has  come  mto  being  when  the  sense  of 
obligation,  of  duty,  of  virtue,  and  the  idea  of  the 
supreme  good  have  appeared. 

In  other  particulars,  the  development  of  the  moral 
nature  of  man^  both  in  the  individual  and  in  the  com- 
munity, manifestly  follows  the  process  discerned 
in  the  material  universe  at  large,  and  in  the  realm 
of  organized  life  in  particular.  As  an  observed  fact 
of  history,  the  gradual  growth  of  moral  ideas  and 
the  mutual  play  of  the  inner  controlling  principle 
of  the  sense  of  oughtness  ("the  voice  of  God")  and 
of  social  conditions  and  necessities,  arising  from  the 
nature  of  man  as  a  social  being,  are  so  manifest  that 
they  could  neither  be  denied  nor  better  explained 
in  any  other  way  than  in  accordance  with  the  evo- 
lutionarv  view. 

But  the  rise  of  the  evolutionary  theory  calls  for 

a  new  consideration  not  only  of  the  questions  of  the 

origin  and  nature  of  religion  and  moral- 

9.  Chris-  ity,  but  also  of  that  of  the  content  of 
tianity  and    the  Gospel. 

Christian  (1)  At  the  basis  of  Christianity  lies 

Doctrine  the  idea  of  revelation.  The  God  whom 
Jesus  presented  to  men  is  supremely 
concerned  in  men.  He  communicates  to  them  His 
interest  in  and  His  wishes  concerning  them.  This 
fact  the  followers  of  Jesus  have  in  general  called 
"revelation.''  Some  have  insisted  and  still  do  insist 
that  such  revelation  must  be  supernatural.  Settins 
aside  the  consideration  that  the  term  "supernatural 
does  not  occur  in  Bib.  phraseology,  and  that  the 
notion  is  deduced  by  a  process^  of  interpretation 
which  leaves  a  large  flexibility  to  it,  i.e.  a  possibility 
of  conceiving  it  in  a  variety  of  ways,  revelation 
itself  is  not  necessarily  bound  up  with  any  special 
method  of  the  communication  of  the  Divine  ^nll  (cf 
Revelation).  Analogies  drawn  from  human  life 
furnish  many  different  ways  of  making  known  to  the 
minds  of  intelligent  fellow-beings  the  thought  of  one's 


own  mind.  These  include,  first,  the  pragmatic  resort 
to  some  act  or  attitude  of  a  physical  nature,  as,  for 
instance,  the  touch  of  the  whip  or  the  point  of  the 
spur  on  the  horse;  the  frown  or  the  smile  for  the 
higher  class  of  understanding  of  the  human  type. 
Secondly,  the  linguistic,  wherein  by  conventiomd, 
articulate,  highly  complex  sounds,  one  tells  in  words 
what  lies  in  his  own  consciousness.  All  such  expres- 
sion is  necessarily  partial,  indirect  and  symbolic. 
Thirdly,  the  telepathic  and  mysterious  method 
(whose  reality  some  still  doubt)  by  which  com- 
mimication  takes  place  without  the  mediation  of 
either  language  or  action.  The  evolutionary  view 
does  not  exclude  the  possibility  of  any  of  these 
methods  conceived  as  ethical  andf  psychological  pro- 
cesses. It  does  exclude  any  and  all  of  them  if 
understood  as  magical  or  preternatural  phenomena. 
There  is  nothine,  however,  in  a  proper  interpretation 
of  the  facts  of  Christian  revelation  to  force  the 
magical  interpretation  of  the  coming  of  the  Divine 
message. 

On  the  contrary,  there  is  eversrthing  in  the  gradual 
and  progressive  method  of  the  formation  of  the 
Christian  Scriptures  to  suggest  that  the  law  of  evo- 
lution was  not  violated  here.  One  of  the  latest 
writers  in  Scripture  plainly  represents  the  whole 
method  of  revelation  from  the  Divine  point  of  view 
as  a  cumulative  delivery  of  knowledge  in  different 
and  successive  parts  and  aspects  (He  11).  Both 
at  its  inception  and  in  the  course  of  its  history,  the 
gospel  shows  conformity  to  this  fimdamentai  law. 

(2)  Evolution  and  incarnation:  One  of  the  strong- 
est objections  to  the  idea  of  an  all-comprehensive 
generalization  of  the  law  of  evolution  has  been  said 
to  be  that  such  a  law  would  destroythe  uniqueness 
of  the  personality  of  Jesus  Christ.  This  is,  however, 
due  to  a  confusion  of  thought.  In  reality  it  is  no 
more  a  denial  of  uniqueness  to  say  that  the  Son  of 
God  entered  the  world  in  accordance  with  the  laws 
of  the  world  as  ordered  by  the  Father,  than  to  say 
that  He  was  subject  to  those  laws  after  He  entered 
the  world;  for  instance,  that  He  hungered  and 
thirsted,  was  weary  and  needed  rest  and  sleep^  that 
His  hands  and  feet  bled  when  they  were  pierced 
and  that  He  ceased  to  breathe  when  His  heart  failed 
to  beat.  It  is  a  denial  of  uniaueness  as  to  the 
method  of  entrance  into  the  worla,  but  not  a  deni^ 
of  uniqueness  of  character,  of  nature,  even  of  essence 
in  the  r>]^icene  sense.  It  behooved  Him,  in  bringing 
many  sons  to  perfection,  "to  make  the  captain  of 
their  salvation  perfect  through  suffering.''  The 
question  of  the  Virgin  Birth  of  Jesus  is  definitely 
excluded  from  the  discussion  because  it  is  one  of 
historical  evidence  chiefly,  and,  in  whatever  way  the 
evidence  may  solve  it,  the  theory  of  evolution  will 
have  no  difficulty  to  set  over  against  the  solution. 
See  Virgin  Birth. 

From  the  evolutionist's  point  of  view,  the  incamar 
tion  is  the  climax  and  culmination  of  the  controlling 
process  of  the  universe  (see  Incarnation).  Evolu- 
tion demands  such  a  consummation  as  the  appear- 
ance of  a  new  t3rpe  of  person,  and  particularly  the 
type  which  appeared  in  Jesus  Christ.  This  is  not 
saying  that  other  men  can  be  or  have  been  of  the 
same  nature  and  essence  as  the  incarnate  Saviour. 
It  is  saying  simply  that  through  the  incarnation 
God  brings  into  perfection  the  ideal  embodied  and 
unfolded  in  previous  generations  partially,  and  held 
in  view  as  the  goal  through  the  whole  process  of 
previous  struggle  and  attainment.  In  other  words, 
the  New  Adam,  in  Jesus  Christ,  emerges  in  the 
course  of  the  upward  ascent  of  man  as  the  Adam  of 
Gen  emerged  in  the  upward  ascent  from  the  lower 
creation.  Theology  from  the  point  of  view  of  reve- 
lation must  necessarily  explain  this  as  the  voluntary 
entrance  of  the  Son  of  God  into  humanity  for 
purposes  of  redemption.    In  doing  so  it  does  not 
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contradict  the  evolutionary  view,  but  simply  pre- 
sents another  aspect  of  the  subject. 

Assuming,  as  is  done  throughout,  that  the  evolu- 
tion theory  concerns  not  causes  and  principles,  but 
.the  processes  of  transformation  of  life,  the  idea  of  the 
world  is  not  complete  with  the  creation  of  man  in  the 
image  of  God.  That  image  must  be  brought  into 
perfection  through  the  incoming  of  eternal  life. 
But  eternal  life  is  the  life  of  God  hved  in  the  species 
of  time  and  space.  It  could  only  come  in  a  personal 
form  through  feUowship  with  God.  The  bringing 
of  it  must  therefore  be  the  necessary  goal  to  which 
all  the  age-long  ascent  pointed. 

The  Incarnation  fulfils  the  conditions  of  the  evo- 
lutionary process  in  that  it  inserts  into  the  world  by 
a  variation  the  new  tvpe  governed  by  the  principle 
of  self-sacrifice  for  others.  This  is  a  new  principle 
with  Christ,  although  it  is  constituted  out  of  pre- 
existing motives  and  antecedents,  such  as  the 
'^struggle  for  others"  (cf  Drummond,  The  Ascent 
of  Man)  and  "altruism"  (in  its  noble  instances  in 
human  history) .  It  is  a  new  principle,  first,  because 
in  its  pre-Chnstian  and  extrarChristian  antecedents 
it  is  not  real  self-sacrifice,  not  being  consciously 
consummated  as  the  result  of  the  outplay  of  the 
motive  given  in  eternal  life,  and  secondly,  because 
it  reverses  the  main  stream  of  antecedent  motive. 
It  enthrones  love  by  revealing  God's  supreme  char- 
acter and  motive  to  be  love.  Thus  viewed  the 
Incarnation  is  the  real  entrance  into  the  stream  of 
cosmic  movement  of  the  Superman.  Nietzsche's 
Superman  would  be  exactly  the  contrary  of  this, 
i.e.  the  reversion  of  man  to  the  beast,  the  denial  of 
the  supremacy  of  love,  and  the  assertion  of  the  su- 
premacy of  might. 

(3)  Another  difiicult^r  met  by  the  harmonist  of 
the  Christian  system  with  the  evolutionary  theory 
is  that  of  the  problem  of  sin.  The  method  of  the 
origin  of  sin  in  the  human  race,  as  well  as  its  nature, 
are  given  in  the  Bib.  accoimt  in  apparentiv  plain 
words.  The  first  man  was  sinless.  He  became 
sinful  by  an  act  of  his  own. 

As  compared  with  this,  acoording  to  one  common  con- 
ception of  the  law  of  evolution,  all  the  bad  tendendes 
and  propensities  in  man  are  the  survival  of  his  animal 
ancestry.  Cruelty,  lust,  deoeitfulness  and  the  like  are 
but  the  "  tiger  and  the  ape"  still  lingering  in  his  spiritual 
constitution,  Just  as  the  vermiform  appendix  and  the  coc- 
cyx remain  in  the  physical,  mere  rudiments  of  former 
useful  organs;  and  just  like  the  latter,  they  are  apt  to 
interfere  with  the  welfare  of  the  species  later  developed. 
Here,  as  in  every  previous  stage  of  our  survey,  the  diffl- 
culty  arises  from  the  failure  to  distinguish  between  that 
which  appears  In  man  as  man,  and  the  propensities  In 
animals  which  lead  to  acts  similar  in  appearance,  but 
different  in  their  place  and  function  in  the  respective 
lives  of  those  animals.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  tenden- 
cies to  cruelty,  greed,  lust  and  cmmlng  in  the  brute  are 
not  sinful.  They  are  the  wholesome  and  natural  im- 
pulses through  which  the  Individual  and  the  race  are 
preserved  from  extinction.  They  are  sinful  in  man  be- 
cause of  the  dawn  in  the  soul  of  a  knowledge  that  his 
Maker  is  showing  him  a  better  way  to  the  preservation 
of  the  individual  and  the  race  in  the  human  form.  Until 
the  sense  of  the  obligation  to  follow  the  better  way  has 
arisen,  there  can  be  no  sin.  But  when  it  has  come,  the 
first  act  performed  in  violation  of  that  sense  must  be 
regarded  as  sinful.  As  the  apostle  Paul  puts  it.  "I  had 
not  known  sin.  except  throu^  the  law."^  "  I  was  alive 
apart  from  the  law  once:  but  when  the  conmiandment 
came,  sin  revived  [was  made  to  live]  and  I  died"  (Rom 
7  7.9). 

Instead  of  militating  against  the  idea  of  a  primi- 
tive fall,  the  discovery  of  the  law  of  evolution  con- 
firms it  by  showing  that  at  some  time,  as  the  moral 
sense  in  man  arose,  in  the  very  earliest  stage  of  his 
existence  as  man,  by  an  act  of  his  own  will,  he  set 
aside  the  new  and  better  principle  of  conduct  pre- 
sented to  him  in  his  inner  consciousness  (disobeyed 
the  voice  of  God),  and  fell  back  to  the  prehuman  non- 
moral  rule  of  his  life.  If  this  is  not  the  doctrine  of 
the  Fall  en>ressed  in  the  terms  of  present-day  science, 
it  would  be  hard  to  conceive  how  that  doctrine 


could  be  formulated  in  modern  words.     (F.  J.  Hall, 
Evolutwn  and  the  Fall;  cf  Fall,  The.) 

According  to  this  theory,  it  was  possible  for  man  as 
he  first  began  his  career  upon  the  earth  to  have  passed 
at  once  into  the  condition  of  perfect  fellowship  with 
God.  Development  mi^t  have  been  sinless.  But 
it  was  not  Ukelv.  And  it  was  not  desirable  that  it 
should  be  (see  Adam  in  OT  and  Apoc).  For  moral 
character  apart  from  struggle  and  victory  is  weak 
and  only  negatively  perfect.  The  elimination  of 
sin  was  to  be  accomplished  by  a  process  which  ac- 
cording to  the  evolutionary  philosophy  everywhere 
and  always  produces  higher  and  stronger  types.  It 
is  only  as  progress  is  achieved  by  regeneration 
followingdegeneration  that  the  best  results  are  se- 
cured. Thus  "where  sin  abounded."  it  was  *in 
order  that  grace  might  superabound  (Rom  6  20). 
Yet  neither  is  sin  the  less  sinful  nor  grace  the  less 
supernatural.  It  would  be  reading  an  unwarrant- 
able doctrine  into  Scripture  to  say  that  upon  the 
whole  an  unfallen  race  woiild  have  been  superior 
to  a  fallen  and  redeemed  race.  The  world  as  it  is 
is  not  a  mistake  but  the  wisest  thought  of  God. 

The  mystery  of  evil  in  the  world  is  thus  left 
neither  more  nor  less  difficult  to  understand  under 
the  evolutionary  conception  than  under  anv  other. 
The  difficulty  of  an  unbroken  continuity  between 
the  lower  and  the  higher  forms  of  life,  culminating 
in  the  free  will  of  man,  with  the  necessaiy  possi- 
bility of  conflict  with  the  will  of  God,  is  not  treated 
by  the  evolutionary  philosophy,  even  though  it  may 
not  be  matmally  relieved.  To  this  extent,  how- 
ever, it  is  relieved,  that  the  Divine  action  is  here 
understood  to  be  analogous  and  consistent  with 
itself  throughout,  even  thou^  transcending  in  scope 
and  extent  the  human  intelhgence. 

(4)  In  the  light  of  what  has  already  been  made 
clear,  it  will  be  easy  to  dismiss  the  correlative  doc- 
trine of  salvation  from  sin  as  fully  compatible  with 
the  idea  of  evolution.  The  Christian  doctrine  of 
salvation  falls  into  two  general  parts:  the  objective 
mediatori^  work  of  the  Kedeemer,  commonly  called 
the  Atonement,  and  the  subjective  transtorminK 
work  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  begun  in  regeneration  and 
continued  in  sanctincation. 

The  idea  of  the  Atonement  lies  somewhat  remote 
from  the  region  where  the  law  of  evolution  is  most 
clearly  seen  to  operate.  At  first  sight  it  may  be 
supposed  to  sustain  no  special  relation  to  evolution 
eitner  as  offering  difficulties  to  it  or  harmonizing  with 
it  and  corroborating  it.  Yet  in  a  system  whose 
parts  are  vitally  interrelated,  it  woiild  be  strange 
if  the  acceptance  of  th^  evolutionary  theory  did  not 
in  some  way  and  to  some  extent  affect  the  concep- 
tion .  It  does  so  by  fixing  attention  on  the  following 
particulars:  (a)  That  with  the  emergence  of  man 
as  a  personality,  the  relation  of  the  creature  to  the 
Creator  comes  to  be  personal.  If  that  personal 
relation  is  disturbed,  it  can  be  restored  to  its  normal 
state  in  accordance  with  the  laws  observed  in  the 
relations  of  persons  to  one  another.  The  Atone- 
ment is  such  a  restoration  of  personal  relations 
between  (jrod  and  man.  (&)  In  achieving  the  goal 
of  perfect  fellowship  with  Himself  on  the  part  of 
creatures  bearing  His  own  image,  the  Creator  must 
in  a  sense  sacrifice  Himself.  This  Divine  self-sacri- 
fice is  symbolized  and  r^resented  in  the  Cross. 
Yet  the  meaning  of  the  Cfross  is  not  exhausted  in 
mere  external  mfluence  upon  the  sinful  creature 
whose  return  to  the  holy  Father  is  thereby  aimed  at. 
(c)  Since  the  alienation  of  the  creature  oy  sin  rep- 
resents an  offence  to  the  person  of  the  Creator, 
there  is  necessity  that  this  offence  should  be  re- 
moved; and  this  is  done  through  the  sacrifice  of  the 
Incarnate  Son  identifying  Himself  with,  and  taking 
theplace  of,  the  sinful  creature. 

The  correlative  doctrine  of  Regeneration  stands 
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much  nearer  the  center  of  the  thought  of  evolution. 
It  has  aJways  been  conceived  and  expressed  in  bio- 
logical phraseology.  The  condition  of  sin  postu- 
lated by  this  doctrine  is  one  of  death.  Into  this 
conditioti  a  new  life  is  inserted,  an  act  which  is  called 
the  New  Birth.  Whatever  life  may  be  in  i  ts  essence, 
it  overcomes,  reverses  and  directs  the  lower  forces 
to  other  results  than  they  are  observed  to  achieve 
apart  from  its  presence.  In  analogy  to  this  course 
of  life  in  the  process  of  regeneration,  a  new  direction 
is  given  to  the  energies  of  the  new-born  soul.  But 
the  analogy  goes  farther.  Regeneration  is  from 
above  as  me  is  always  from  above.  It  is  God's 
Spirit  through  the  word  and  work  of  Christ  that 
begets  the  new  Christian  life,  nurtures^  trains  and 
develops  it  to  its  full  maturity  revealed  m  the  image 
and  stature  of  Christ  Himself  (see  Regeneration). 
If  the  above  considerations  are  valid,  the  evolu- 
tionary and  the  Christian  views  of  the  world  cannot 

logically  be  placed  against  each  other 
10.  Condtt-  as  mutually  exclusive  and  contradict- 
sion  ory.     They   must    be   conceived   as 

supplementing  one  another,  and  ful- 
filling each  the  promise  and  possibility  of  the  other. 
Evolution  is  a  scientific  generalization  which,  kept 
within  the  limits  of  science,  commends  itself  as  a 
satisfactory  explanation  of  the  great  law  control- 
ling all  the  movements  of  matter,  life  and  mind. 
Christianity,  so  far  as  it  enters  into  the  intellectual 
life,  is  interested  in  the  idea  of  God  and  of  man's  re- 
lation to  God.  It  may  confidently  leave  the  facts 
in  the  lower  world  of  processes  of  transformation 
to  be  schematized  under  the  scientific  generaliza- 
tion of  evolution. 

LxTiBATTTBi. — ^Ths  lit.  Of  tbo  subjoct  is  YMt.  At  the 
basis  of  the  discussion  stand  the  works  of  Darwin,  Hux- 
ley, Wallace,  Spencer,  Weismann,  Haeckel.  Romanes 
and  others.  For  a  clear  statement  of  the  theory,  see 
Metcalf,  An  Outline  of  the  Theory  of  Organic  BvoliUion, 
1905;  Saleeby,  Evolution  the  Maeter-Key,  1907;  Osbom, 
Prom  the  Greeke  to  Darwin  (historical),  1908.  On  its 
relation  to  religion  and  Christianity.  B.  F.  Tefft,  Bvolur 
tion  and  Chriettanity,  1885;  E.  Caird.  The  Evolution  of 
Religion,  1893;  Le  Conte.  Evolution;  Ite  Nature,  Ite 
Evideneee  and  Ite  Religious  Thought,  1888;  McOosh, 
The  Religioue  Aspect  of  Evolution,  1888;  Iverach,  Chris- 
tianity and  Evolution,  1894.  On  its  bearing  on  the  ideas 
of  man,  sin  and  redemption,  Grifflth-Jones,  The  Aaeent 
through  Chriet,  1900;  H.  Drummond,  The  Ascent  of  Man, 
12th  ed,  1901;  Tyler,  The  Whence  and  Whither  of  Man; 
Orr.  The  Image  of  Qod  in  Man,  1907;  Sin  as  a  Problem 
of  Today,  1910;  Hall,  Evolution  and  the  Fall,  1910; 
Murray,  Christian  Faith  and  the  New  Psychology,  1911; 
T.  A.  Palm,  The  Faith  of  an  Evolutionist,  1911. 

Andrew  C.  Zenos 

[Editobial  Nots. — It  will  be  understood,  that  while 
Professor  25enos  has  been  asked  and  permitted  to  state 
his  views  on  this  question  unreservedly,  neither  the  pub- 
lishers nor  the  editors  are  to  be  held  as  committed  to  all 
the  opinions  expressed.] 

EWE,  a  (bnn,  rmi,  bV,  *uZ,  nip,  seh,  "a  female 
sheep'O :  Rdhel  (cf  pr.  n.  RacheL  and  Arab,  rahalaf 
"to  migrate  )  is  the  ordinary  Heb  word  for  ewe, 
but  is  tr^  "sheep/'  though  with  clear  indication  of 
sex  in  context,  in  Isa  53  7  and  Cant  6  6  (RV 
"ewes").  ^Aloth,  pari,  of  'til,  "to  suckle"  (cf  Arab. 
ghOl)  is  found  in  Ps  78  71  and  Isa  40  11  (AV  "are 
with  young,"  ERV  "that  give  suck,"  ARV  "have 
their  young").  In  1  S  6  7.10  occurs  pdroth 
'Mth,  '^mUch  kme."  Sek,  in  Lev  22  28.  while  tr** 
"ewe."  mi^t  from  the  context  be  "ewe  or  "she- 
goat  and  indeed  seems  to  be  used  here  as  a  term 
applying  equally  to  either,  being  used  elsewhere 
for  one  of  a  flock  of  sheep  or  goats.    See  Sheep. 

Alfred  Ely  Dat 

EXACT,  eg-zakt': 

(1)  to:;,  nOghaa  (Dt  16  2.3;  2  K  23  35;  Isa 
68  3),  to  secure  by  force  or  pressure  interest  or 
money  for  tribute,  and  perhaps,  in  Isa  68  3,  labor  or 
toil:  but  cf  RVm  "oppress  all  your  laborers"; 
probably  better  with  a  slight  change  of  text,  "exact 


•    _ 

money  lent  on  pledges"  (reading  for  Qp^21  t31j^y 
'dbhdt  b'yedh'khem,  DJ'^iU^y,  'agg'bhekhem). 

(2)  «tp J ,  nSshd',  or  HtpJ ,  nSshah  (Neh  6  7.10  [AV 
not  RVJ.ll;  Job  11  6  [but  see  below];  Ps  89  22), 
to  demand  interest,  to  be  a  harsh  and  importunate 
creditor,  a  practice  which  Nehemiah  asks  the  Jews 
to  forego.  Job  11  6  better  with  RVm  for  "exact," 
"causeth  to  be  forgotten." 

(3)  K*r,  yd^r  (2  K  16  20  [if  text  is  correct]). 
Menahem  secured  the  tribute  which  the  king  of 
Assyria  demanded  by  levying  a  tax  on  the  chief 
men  of  his  kingdom. 

(4)  irpdffffeiv^  prdssein  (Lk  8  13  AV  [cf  Dnl  11  20 
LXX];  1  Mace  10  35  RV),  to  demand  money  or 
tribute  or  taxes  of  anyone. 

Walter  R.  Betteridgb 
EXACTION,  eg-zak'shun:  (1)  Klj^Q,  maahshd* 
(Neh  10  31),  a  demand  for  money  lent  on  pledge, 
which  the  Jews  agreed  to  forego  in  the  seventh 
year;  (2)  n^1"\|i,  gTOshOh  (Ezk  46  9,  "your  ex- 
actions," RVm  "expulsions"),  eviction  from  house 
and  home. 

EXACTORS,  eg-zak't«irs  (^'^V?^,  ndgh'aayikh 
[Isa  60  17,  RVm  "taskmasters";  cf  Ex  1  11;  3 
7]) :  Righteousness  personified  is  in  Zion  to  take  the 
place  of  the  officials  who  oppress  the  people.  In  Isa 
14  4ARVm,  Babylon  is  called  an  "exactress  of 
gold." 

EXALT,  eg-z61t'  (D^l,  rUm,  U^,  gdbhah  [mappilp 
hi],  tffp^ ,  ndsd*;  ^m,  hupadd) :  The  Heb  word  most 
often  trd  "exalt,"  "exalted,"  is  rum,  "to  lift  up," 
"to  be  or  become  high."  It  is  used  with  reference 
to  both  God  and  man,  e.g.  Ex  16  2,  "My  father's 
God,  and  I  will  exalt  him";  Ps  99  5.9,  '^'Exalt  ye 
Jeh  our  God";  cf  107  32;  118  28:  1  S  2  10, 
"Exalt  the  horn  of  his  anointed";  Job  17  4,  "There- 
fore shalt  thou  not  exalt  them";  cf  Isa  13  2  AV; 
14  13;  gdbhah,  "to  be  high,"  fig.  "to  be  exalted,'' 
occurs  in  Job  36  7;  Prov  17  19  AV;  Isa  6  16, 
etc;  nd8d\  "to  lift  up."  occurs  in  Nu  24  7;  1  Ch 
29  11,  etc;  other  wonls  are  fdlal,  "to  raise  up"  (Ex 

9  17;  Prov  4  8),  adghabk  (Job  6  11:  36  22  AV; 
Isa  2  11.17;  12  4;  88  5),  rdmam,  '^to  be  high'' 
(Job  24  24;  Ps  118  16). 

In  the  NT  "exalt"  is  the  tr  of  kupsoS,  "to  elevate" 
(not  used  with  reference  to  God)  (Mt  11  23;  23  12; 
Acts  2  33;  2  Cor  11  7;  1  Pet  6  6,  etc);  also 
(twice)  of  epairo,  "to  lift  up,  upon  or  against"  (2  Ck>r 

10  5;  11  ^),  once  of  huperairdj  "to lift  up  above" 
(2  Thess  2  4);  in  2  Cor  12  7  bis,  this  word  is  tr** 
"exalted  above  measure,"  RV  "exalted  overmuch": 
hu^erupadd,  "to  lift  up  above"  (Phil  2  9),  is  tr** 
"highly  exalted":  kdpsos,  "elevation,"  is  li^  "ex- 
alted" (Jaa  1  9,  RV  "high  estate"). 

For  "it  increaseth"  (M)  10  16).  RV  ^ves  "and 
if  my  head  exalt  itself";  instead  of  ''God  exalteth 
by  His  power"  (36  22),  "God  doeth  loftily  in  his 
power";  for  "though  thou  exalt  thjnself  as  the  eagle" 
(Ob  ver  4),  "mount  on  high" ;  for  "highly  esteemed" 
(Lk  16  15),  "exalted";  for  ^'exalteth  itself "  (2  Cor 
10  5),  "is  exalted";  for  "He  shaU  lift  you  up"  (Jas 
4  10),  "He  shall  exalt  you." 

Self-exaltation  is  strongly  condemned,  esp.  by 
Christ;  humbleness  is  the  way  to  true  exaltation 
(Mt  23  12;  Lk  14  11;  18  14;  cf  Jas  4  10;  1  Pet 
6  6);  the  supreme  example  is  that  of  Christ  Him- 
self (Phil  2  5-11).  W.  L.  Walker 

EXALTATION  OF  CHRIST,  THE.  See  Christ, 
The  Exaltation  of. 

EXAMINE 


Eam-i 


[AMINE,   ^-lam'in,    EXAMINATION,    eg- 
i-n&'shun :  TSH'^,  ddrcak,  "to  follow,"  "inquire/* 


Ezampla 
Exhortation 
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"make  inquisition"  (Ezr  10  16);  andlHSl,  bdhariy 
"to  test,"  "investigate,"  "prove,"  "tempt"  (Ps  26 
2).  The  former  was  the  judicial  term.  dwt«cp/w 
anakrinOj  "scrutinize,"  "investigate,"  "interrogate 
(in  court),  "Judge,"  "search"  (Lk  23  14;  Acts  4 
9;  12  19 j  28  18;  1  Cor  9  3);  and  dverd^ta^  ane- 
idzdf  "to  mvestigate"  (judicially),  "examine"  (Acts 
"  24.29).      Also   «o«A«iK    doJdmdzd,    "to   test," 


"examme,"  "try"  (1  Cor  11  28  AV):  and  ^tipdl;^^ 
peirdzOj  "scrutinize,"  "discipline"  (2  Cor  13  5  AV). 
The  noun  di^icpwris,  andkrisiSj  "examination," 
"investigation,"  occurs  in  Acts  26  26.  See  also 
Courts,  Judicial.  Frank  E.  Hirsch 

EXAMPLE,  eg-zam'p'l  (rfrot,  tdpoa,  "a  pattern," 
WdSciYfia,  hupddeigmay  "copy,"  "representation," 
iiroYpa|i|i^s,  hupogrammdSf  "a  writing-copy,"  "ex- 
ample"): A  typical,  representative,  or  illustrative 
case;  a  pattern  or  model  for  imitation  {hupodeigmay 
Jn  13  15:  He  8  5  AV;  Jas  6  10:  hupogrammoSf 
1  Pet  2  21 ;  tupoa^  1  Tim  4  12  AV)  or  warning 
(de^y/ua,  delgmat  "a  sample,"  "exhibition,"  Jude  ver 
7;  cf  2  Pet  2  6;  hupodeigmaf  He  4  11;  tupoa, 
1  Cor  10  6.11). 

"Ensample"  (tupo8,  2  Mace  6  28.31;  Phil  3  17; 
1  Thess  1  7;  2  Thess  3  9;  1  Tim  4  12;  1  Pet 
6  3)  and  "example"  have  the  same  meaning,  but  the 
former  is  always  suggestive  of  goodness. 

EXCEED,  ek-86d',  EXCEEDING,  EXCEEDING- 
LY: The  vb.  is  found  in  other  than  its  present  sense 
in  Job  36  9  AV,  "They  have  exceeded"  (RV  "be- 
haved themselves  proudly");  1  S  20  41,  "They 
....  wept  ....  until  David  exceeded"  (AV 
and  RV).  In  both  these  passages  the  idea  is  that 
of  going  too  far,  bevond  proper  bounds  (Heb,  re- 
spectively, gdbhar,  "oe  strong"  [in  Hithp.j;  gddhalf 
"oe  great  [in  Hiph.].  "Exceeding"  (as  an  advb. 
with  adis.  and  rarely  as  an  adj.)  and  "exceedinglv" 
occur  often  as  representing  various  expressions  for 
the  superlative  in  Heb  and  Gr. 

EXCELLENCY,  ek'se-len-ei  G^KS ,  gd'Sn,  nn«5 , 
ga^dwdk;  Wf ppoX^i,  huperbolt) :  "Excellency"  in  the 
OT  is  chiefly  the  tr  of  ^fi'dn,  "mounting,"  "swelling" 
(Ex  16  7;  Job  87  4  AV;  Ps  47  4  AV;  Isa  18  19 
AV,  etc) ;  ga^dwdh,  "rising,"  is  thrice  so  rendered  (Dt 
33  26.29;  Ps  68  34):  s^^elh,  "rising"  (twice)  (Job 
IS  11  AV;  Ps  62  4  AV);  yether,  "superabundance" 
(twice)  (Gen  49  3  AV;  Job  4  21  AV),  and  hddhdr, 
"honor,"  "beauty,"  "majesty"  (twice)  (Isa' 36  2); 
gi^hah,  "uplifted"  (Job  40  10);  ylthron,  "advan- 
tage" (EcclT  12);  «t'  "elevation*^  (Job  20  6,  RV 
"height").  In  the  NT  huperbole.  "surpassing,"  "a 
casting  beyond,"  occurs  (2  Cor  4  7,  "that  the  ex- 
cellency of  the  power  may  be  of  God,"  RV  "exceed- 
ing greatness") ;  huperochty  "a  holding  over"  or  "be- 
yond," is  ti^  "excellency"  (1  Cor  2  1),  and  td 
nuverichon,  "the  preeminence  (Phil  3  8),  "the  ex- 
cellency of  the  knowledge  of  Christ." 

Instead  of  "excellency"  RV  has  "pride"  (Isa  13 
19;  Ezk  24  21),  "majesty"  (Job  37  4  and  ARV 
13  11;  31  23),  ARV  has  "preeminence"  (Gen  49 
3.4),  "glory"  (Ps  47  4),  "dignity"  (Ps  62  4);  for 
"the  fat  of  lambs"  (Ps  37  20),  ERV  has  "the  excel- 
lencv  of  the  pastures,"  with  m  "the  fat  of  lambs"; 
ARV  retains  the  Av  rendering  with  ERV  in  m; 
instead  of  "Doth  not  their  excellency  which  is  in 
them  go  away?"  (Job  4  21),  RV  has  "Is  not  their 
tent-cord  plucked  up  within  them?"  m  "Is  not 
their  excellency  which  is  in  them  removed?" 

W   L   Walkeb 

EXCELLENT,  ek'se-lent  0"^^]  'addlVy  TH^ 
yattlr  [Aram.];  Svo^p^rcpos,  diaphordteroa,  xpd- 
TMTTOs,  krdtistoa):  The  tr  of  various  Heb  words, 
chiefly  of  'addir,  "great,"  "honorable"  (Ps  8  1.9; 


16  3;  76  4);  yatilry  "surpassing,"  is  Aram.,  occur- 
ringinDnl  2  31;  4  36:  6  12.14;  6  3.  Other  words 
are  bdhar,  "to  glow,"  'W"  "choose"  (Cant  6  15); 
gd^on,  "moimting  "  "swelling"  (Isa  4  2;  see  Ex- 
cellency): gddhci,  "to  make  or  become  ^reilit"  (Isa 
28  29),  ana  other  words  occurring  singly. 

In  the  NT  we  have  diaphordteroa,  "greater," 
"better"  (He  1  4;  8  6)Jfcra/wto«,  "most  excellent," 
"most  noble"  (Lk  1  3:  Acts  23  2Q);tddiaph6rorUa, 
"things  that  differ,"  "are  preeminent"  (Rom  2  18: 
Phil  1  10);  megaloprepta,  "becoming  to  the  great" 
(2  Pet  1  17,  AV  "a  voice  to  him  from  the  excellent 
Klory,"  ARV  and  ERVm  "the  Majestic  Glory"); 
kalh^  huverbolhi  "very  surpassing"  (1  Cor  12  31, 
"Yet  I  snow  unto  you  a  more  excellent  way,"  RV 
"most  excellent");  pUUhi,  "greater,"  "fuller"  (He 
11  4;  see  Abel).  W.  L.  Walker 

EXCHANGE,  eks-chftnj',  EXCHANGER,  eks- 
ch&n'j&'.    See  Bank,  Banking. 

EXCOMMUNIC ATIO  N.  eks-ko-ma-ni-k&'shun : 
Exclusion  from  church  fellowship  as  a  means  of 

fersonal  discipline,  or  church  purification,  or  both, 
ts  germs  have  been  foimd  in  (1)  the  Mosaic  "ban" 
or  "curse"  (0*30,  f^erem,  "devoted"),  given  over 
entirely  to  God's  use  or  to  destruction  (Lev  27  29) : 
(2)  the  "cutting  off,"  usually  bv  death,  stoning  ot 
certain  offenders,  breakers  of  the  Sabbath  (Ex  31 
14)  and  others  (Lev  17  4;  Ex  30  22-38);  (3)  the 
exclusion  of  the  leprous  from  the  camp  (Lev  13  46; 
Nu  12  14).  ^  At  the  restoration  (Ezr  10  7.8),  the 
penalty  of  disobedience  to  Ezra's  reforming  move- 
ments was  that  "all  his  substance  should  be  for- 
feited [kirem]y  and  himself  separated  from  the  as- 
sembly of  the  captivity."  Nehemiah's  similar 
dealing  with  the  husoands  of  heathen  women  helped 
to  fix  the  principle.  The  NT  finds  a  well-developed 
synagogal  system  of  exconmiunication,  in  two, 
possibly  three,  varieties  or  stages,  ^^'^i,  nidduy, 
for  the  first  offence,  forbade  the  bath,  the  razor, 
the  convivial  table,  and  restricted  social  intercourse 
and  the  frequenting  of  the  temple.  It  lasted  thirty, 
sixt^r,  or  ninety  days.  If  the  offender  still  remained 
obstinate,  the  "curse,"  f^erem,  was  formally  pro- 
noimced  upon  him  by  a  council  of  ten,  and  he  was 
shut  out  from  the  intellectual,  religious  and  social  life 
of  the  community^  completely  severed  from  the  con- 
gregation. K^pp,  ahainindthd*f  supposed  by  some 
to  be  a  third  and  final  stage,  is  probably  a  general 
term  applied  to  both  niddUy  and  fiirem.  We  meet 
the  system  in  Jn  9  22:  "If  any  man  should  confess 
him  to  be  Christ,  he  should  be  put  out  of  the  synar 
go^e"  (droavyaywydsj  apoaunagdgda)  I  Jn  12  42: 
did  not  confess  ....  lest  they  should  be  put  out 
of  the  s.";  and  Jn  16  2:  "put  you  out  of  the  s." 
In  Lk  6  22  Christ  may  refer  to  the  three  stages: 
"separate  you  from  their  company  [d^pfcwortif, 
aphoriaoairily  and  reproach  you  Idpeid&vffiVy  oneU 
diaoain—fjLeremy  "malediction"],  and  cast  out  your 
name  as  evil  liKfidXuaiv^  ekbdldain]." 

It  is  doubtful  whether  an  express  prescription  of 
excommunication  is  found  in  Our  Lord's  words  (Mt 
18  15-19).  The  offence  and  the  penalty  idso  seem 
purely  personal:^  "And  if  he  refuse  to  hear  the 
church  also,  let  him  be  unto  thee  as  the  Gentile  and 
the  pubUcaU;"  out  of  the  pale  of  association  and 
converse.  Yet  the  next  verse  might  imply  that  the 
church  also  is  to  act:  "Verily  I  say  unto  you.  What 
things  soever  ye  shall  bind  on  earth  shall  be  bound 
in  heaven,"  etc.  But  this  latter,  like  Mt  16  19, 
seems  to  refer  to  the  general  enunciations  of  prin- 
ciples and  poUcies  rather  than  to  specific  ecclesiastical 
enactments.  On  the  whole,  Jesus  seems  here  to  be 
laying  down  the  principle  of  dignified  personal  avoid- 
ance of  the  obstinate  offender,  rather  than  pre- 
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scribing  ecclesiastical  action.  Still,  personal  avoid- 
ance may  logically  correspond  in  proper  oases  to 
excommunication  by  the  church.  2  Thess  3  14: 
"Note  that  man,  that  ye  have  no  company  with 
him":  Tit  3  10:  "A  factious  man  ....  avoid" 
(ARVm);  2  Jn  ver  10:  "Receive  him  not  into  your 
house,"  etc,  all  inculcate  discreet  and  faithful 
avoidance  but  not  necessarily  excommunication, 
thoueh  that  might  come  to  be  the  lo^cal  result. 
Paul^  "anathemas"  are  not  to  be  understood  as 
excommunications,  since  the  first  is  for  an  offence 
no  ecclesiastical  mbunal  could  well  investigate: 
1  Cor  16  22,  "If  any  man  loveth  not  the  Lord,  let 
him  be  anathema";  the  second  touches  Paul's  deep 
relationship  to  his  Lord:  Rom  9  3.  "I  myself 
.  .  .  .  anathema  from  Christ";  while  the  third 
would  subject  the  apostle  or  an  angel  to  ecclesiasti- 
cal oensiu^:  Gal  1  8.9,  "Though  we,  or  an  angel 
....  let  him  be  anathema." 

Clear,  specific  instances  of  excommunication  or 
directions  regarding  it,  however,  are  found  in  the 
Pauline  and  Johannine  writings.  In  the  case  of 
the  incestuous  man  (1  Cor  6  1-12),  at  the  instance 
of  the  apostle  ("I  verily,  being  absent  in  body  but 
present  m  spirit"),  the  cnurch,  in  a  formal  meeting 
("In  the  name  of  oiur  Lord  Jesus,  ye  being  gathered 
together"),  carrving  out  the  apostle's  desire  and  will 
("and  my  spirit  ).  and  using  the  power  and  author- 
ity conferred  by  Christ  ("and  with  the  power  of  our 
Lord  Jesus"),  formally  cut  off  the  offender  from  its 
fellowship,  consigning  (relinquishing?)  him  to  the 
power  of  the  prince  of  this  world  ("to  deliver  such 
a  one  unto  ^tan").  Further,  such  action  is  en- 
loined  in  other  cases:  "Put  away  the  wicked  man 
from  among  yourselves."  2  Cor  2  5-11  probably 
refers  to  the  same  case,  terminated  by  the  rep^t- 
ance  and  restoration  of  the  offender.  'Delivering 
over  to  Satan'  must  idso  include  some  physical  ill, 
perhaps  culminating  in  death;  as  with  Simon  Ma- 

rs(Acts  8  20).Elymas(Act8  13  11),  Ananias  (Acts 
5).  1  Tim  i  20:  "H3rmenaeus  and  Alexander 
....  that  they  might  be  taught  not  to  blaspheme," 
is  a  similar  case  of  excommunication  accompanied 
by  judicial  and  disciplinary  physical  ill.  In  3  Jn 
vs  9.10  we  have  a  case  of  exoonununication  by  a 
faction  in  control:  "Diotrephes  ....  neither  doth 
he  himself  receive  ....  and  them  that  would  he 
....  casteth  out  of  the  church." 

Excommunication  in  the  NT  church  was  not  a 
fully  developed  system.  The  NT  does  not  clearly 
define  its  causes,  methods,  scope  or  duration.  It 
seems  to  have  been  incurred  by  heretical  teaching 
(1  Tim  1  20)  or  by  factiousness  (Tit  3  10  [?]); 
but  the  most  of  the  clear  undoubted  cases  in  the 
NT  are  for  immoral  or  un-Christian  conduct  (1  Cor 
6  1.11.13;  perhaps  also  1  Tim  1  20).  It  separated 
from  church  fellowship  but  not  necessarily  from  the 
love  and  care  of  the  church  (2  Thess  3  15  [?]).  It 
excluded  from  church  privileges,  and  often,  perhaps 
usually,  perhaps  always,  from  social  intercourse 
(1  Cor  6  11).  When  pronounced  by  the  apostle 
it  might  be  accompanied  by  miraciilous  and  puni- 
tive or  disciplinary  ph3rsical  consequences  (1  Cor 
6  5;  1  Tim  1  20).  It  was  the  act  of  the  local 
church,  either  with  (1  Cor  6  4)  or  without  (1  Cor 
6  13;  o  Jn  ver  10)  the  concurrence  of  an  apostle. 
It  might  possiblv  be  pronounced  by  an  apostle  alone 
(1  Tun  1  20),  but  perhaps  not  without  the  con- 
currence and  as  the  mouthpiece  of  the  church.  Its 
purpose  was  the  amendment  of  the  offender:  "That 
the  spirit  may  be  saved  in  the  day  of  the  Lord  Jesus" 
(1  Cor  6  5);  and  the  preservative  purification  of 
the  church:  "Purge  out  the  old  leaven,  that  ye  may 
be  a  new  lump,  even  as  ye  are  unleavened"  (X  Cor 
6  7).  It  might,  as  appears,  be  terminated  by  re- 
pentance and  restoration  (2  Cor  2  5-11).  It  was 
not  a  complex  and  rigid  ecclesiastical  engine,  held 


in  terrorem  over  the  soul,  but  the  last  resort  of  faith- 
ful love,  over  which  hope  and  prayer  still  hovered. 

LXT1RATT7BB. — Arts.  In  HDBj  DB,  Jew  Bnc.  DCQ; 
Martensen,  Chrietian  Bthiet,  III.  33011;  Nowack,  Ben- 
zlnger,  Heb  ArchcMol;  Conmis.  In  loc. 

Phiup  Wendell  Crannbll 

EXECUTE,  ek's6-kQt,  EXECUTIONER,  ek-s&- 

ka'8hun-€r  (Tl^? ,  'Oadh,  "to  do,"  1'^^ ,  dm,  "to  judge," 
"decide";  iroUi,  pMo,  "to  do";  <nr€KovXAT«»p, 
apekoiddtSr,  Lat  apecuUUor,  "an  attendant") :  "Ex- 
ecute" in  the  sense  of  "executing  judgment." 
"vengeance,"  etc,  is  often  found  in  the  OT  (Ex  12 
12;  Dt  10  18;  Ps  149  7;  Jer  22  3;  Ezk  25  11; 
Mic  6  15;  cf  Jer  21  12^  "Execute  justice  in  the 
morning")  and  a  few  tunes  in  the  NT  (Jn  6  27: 
Rom  13  4  AV;  Jude  ver  15).  In  the  sense  or 
punishing  capitally,  by  legal  process,  it  is  not  found. 
'^Executioner"  is  found  only  m  Mk  6  27  AV,  where 
Herod,  the  king,  is  said  to  have  "sent  an  execu- 
tioner" {apekotuaior)  to  behead  John  the  Baptist, 
but  RV  and  ARV  have  instead,  according  to  the 
stricter  meaning  of  the  text,  "The  king  sent  forth  a 
soldier  of  his  guard."  The  office  of  executioner, 
however,  was  a  recognized  office  in  all  the  great 
nations  of  antiquity.  Geo.  B.  Eager 

EXEGESIS,  ek-s^je'sis.    See  Interpbbtation. 

EXERCISE,  ek's«fr-slz  (Ttip^,  'OaSh;  yv^v^m, 
gumndzOf  itoUm,  poiSd) :  "Exercise"  (meaning  origi- 
nally, "to  drive  or  thrust  out")  has  different  shades 
of  meaning:  It  means  (1)  "to  do,"  "to  put  into 
action"  (Jer  9  24,  'OsOh  "to  do,"  "Jeh  who  exer- 
ciseth  lovingkindness";  Rev  13  12.  poiedf  "to  do," 
"He  exerciseth  all  the  authority  of  the  first";  Tob 

12  9,  RV  "do");  (2)  with  violence  impUed,  adzed, 
"to  take  away  violently,"  "have  exercised  robbery 
(Ezk  22  29);  "to  act  habituaUy"  (Ps  181  l^kOlakh, 
"to  walk,"  "Neither  do  I  exercise  myself  m  great 
matters,'*  RVm  "walk";  Acts  24  16,  askid,  "to 
workup";  cf  2  Esd  16  8;  Ecclus  50  28);  (3)  "to 
train"  or  "discipline,"  gumnazOf  "to  use  exercise," 
"to  train  up"  (1  Tim  4  7.  "Exercise  thyself  unto 
godliness";  He  6  14;  li  11:  2  Pet  2  14;  cf 
1  Mace  6  30:  2  Mace  16  12);  (4)  "to  afflict 
(Ecd  1  13;  i  10,  'anOh,  "to  be  afflicted  "  "exer- 
cised therewith,"  "exercised  in  it");  in  Mt  20  25; 
Mk  10  42,  katakurieridy  "to  lord  it  over,"  and  kaUso- 
ousidzdf  "to  exercise  authority,"  are  tr**  respectively 
"exercise  dominion"  and  "exercise  authoritv,"  ERV 
"lord  it  over"  and  "exercise  authority  ;  in  Lk 
22  25,  the  Gr  words  are  kuriedd,  "to  be  lord  over" 
and  exousidzdf  "to  have  power  or  authority  over," 
RV  "have  lordship,"  "have  authority."  In  1  Tim 
4  8  the  noun,  gumnasia,  meaning  ^rmnastic  exer- 
cise, occurs  (aomatik^  gumnasia),  t?  "bodily  exer^ 
else,"  contrasted  with  "exercise  unto  godliness," 
RV  "For  bodily  exercise  is  profitable  for  a  little  [m 
"for  little"] ;  but  godliness  is  profitable  for  all  things," 
a  saying  to  which  the  youth  of  all  times  would  do 
well  to  give  heed.  In  2  Mace  4  9,  Jason  is  said 
to  have  set  up  "a  place  of  exercise"  (gumndaian)  in 
Jems.  In  1  Pet  6  2  RV,  "exercising  the  over- 
sight" is  substituted  for  "taking  the  oversight." 

W  L  Walker 
EXHORTATION,  ek-sor-t&'shun  '(va(>dicXT|on«, 
vardklesia) :  The  Gr  word  tr^  "exhortation"  (para- 
Uesia)  simplifies,  originally,  "a  calling  near  or  for" 
(as  an  advocate  or  helper  who  should  appeal  on  one's 
behalf),  and  carries  the  twofold  sense  of  "exhorta- 
tion" and  "consolation"  (which  see).  In  the  LXX 
of  the  OT  it  is  used  in  the  sense  of  "consolation"; 
but  in  2  Mace  7  24,  it  is  tr**  "exhort,"  RV  "appeal.'' 
The  vb.  parakaUo  is  also  tr**  "exhortation"  (1  Mace 

13  3  AV)  and  "exhort"  (2  Mace  9  26). 

In  the  'ST_parakl8n9  Is  tfd  "exhortation"  (Acts  18  15; 
Rom  18  8.  RV  "exhorting";   1  Cor  14  3.  ERV  "com- 


ExodiM,  The 
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fort,"  AHVm"orcoinfort";  2  Oor  S  17;  1  TheM  t  3; 
1  Tim  4  13:  He  IB  S:  13  22).  ARV  hu  also  "ex- 
borMtlon,  "  inateul  of  "  conBol&tlon "  In  Phil  2  1-  In 
Lk  3  i>i.  pa'akaM.  "  to  c&U  DCkr  or  tor,"  Ib  tni  aiharta- 
Mon,"  "ind  many  other  tblns*  In  hli  exhorutloD."  RV 
"with  Duiay  otber  HihortatTotu,"  and  In  Acta  20  2. 
parataUa  lie6  voU9 IB  nnAonxHAy  toii  RV),  "huiglveD 
them  much  eihortatlon." 

W.  L.  Walkbb 
EIILE,  ek'BlI,  e^ta  (H^?,  ffOlah,  fi^,  f«'dft): 
Occuni  twice  only  in  AV  (2  8  IS  19  [gOlOh,  "to 
remove"];  laa  61  14  It^'Sh,  ''to  be  bowed  down"]). 
In  RV  exHe"  ia  aubfltituted  tor  "captivity"  (Eir 
8  36  [sA'&Al],  and  Eik  13  i[gBlah]);  "go  into  exile," 
tor  "remove  and  ^o"  (EA  IS  11):  "erilea  of 
Etbiopid"  for  "Ethiopians  captives  (Isa  20  4); 
"He  diftU  let  my  exiles  go  free"  for  "He  shall  let  go 
my  captives"  (45  13);  "an  exile"  for  "a  captive" 
(«  21).  "The  erile"^  ia  in  AV  aad  RV  "the  cap- 
tivity" (q.v.). 

EXODUS,  ek's&-dua,  THE: 


/.  nk«K<wt«,— Ontbe  14th  Abib(carlyinApril) 
the  Hebrews  were  gathered  at  Rameses  {Ex  IS  37; 
Nu  S3  5)  where  apparently  the  hostile 
1,  The  Pharaoh  was  also  living  (Ex  IS  31). 

SUrting-  From  Pb  78  12.43  it  appears  that  the 
Point  wonders   preceding    the    Exodus   oc- 

curred ia  the  "field  of  Zoan,"  where 
the  starting-poiat  may  be  placed  (see  Raauses; 
Zoan).  Dr.  Narilie  has  suggested  that  the  court 
was  at  Bubastis,  not  at  Zoan,  and  that  the  route 
lay  from  near  Zagazig  down  W&dy  TumeiiAt--a,  line 
well  fitted  for  a  people  driving  floclta  and  herds.  On 
the  other  hand,  in  favor  of  the  starting-point  having 
been  at  Zoan,  we  read  that  the  "wayof  the  land  of  the 
Philis"  was  "near"  (Ex  13  17).  This  route,  which 
was  not  taken  lest  the  people  should  be  disoouraged 
by  defeat  at  Gaza  where  uie  EKyptians  always  had 
troops,  reached  En^t  at  MigJol  (see  Miodol,  2), 
and  ran  thenne  to  Daphnai  —  some  15  miles  —  and 
to  Zoan  by  a  second  march  of  the  same  length.  The 
route  from  Bubastis  to  Daphn^  (some  50  miles)  is 
Ices  likely  to  have  been  described  as  "near."  Al- 
though an  Arab  will  march  30  miles  in  a  day  on 
foot,  yet  when  moving  camp  with  camels,  who 
travel  only  about  2  miles  an  hour,  with  women  and 
children  and  herds,  he  only  covers  about  12  or  15 
miles  a  day.  We  cannot  suppose  the  Heb  cattle  to 
have  covered  more  than  this  distance  without  water 
on  any  single  march. 

We  arc  not  told  how  many  days  were  occupied  on 
the  way  from  Rameaca  to  Succoth  (q.v.),  though 
the  general   impression  is  that   the  stages  men- 


tioned  (Nu  88)   represent   a  day's   journey   each. 
Measuring  back  from  the  first  camp  after  croaainK 

the  Red  Sea,  we  find  that  Succoth 
S.  Kamesefl  ^bably  lay  in  the  lower  part  of  W&dy 
to  Succoth     TutrKtidf,  where  there  was  plenty  of 

water  and  herbage.  The  direct  route 
from  Zoan  leads  to  Phakousa  ( Tdl  FalfAt)  by  a  inarch 
of  15  miles  through  well-watered  lands,  A  second 
march,  across  the  desert  to  Heroopolis  and  down  the 
valley  to  Succoth,  would  be  of  the  same  length. 
The  Hebrews  departed  "in  haste  "  and  no  doubt 
made  as  long  marches  as  they  could.  If  the  whole 
ofthepeople  werenotin  Ramesea,  but  scattered  over 
Goshen,  it  ia  possible  that  some  came  down  the 
valley  from  near  Bubastis,  and  that  the  whole  forae 
concentrated  at  Succoth. 

The    next    march    (Ex  U  30:     Nu  SS  6)    led 

Israel  to  Etham,  on  the  "edge  of  the  wilderness" 

which  lies  W.  of  the  Bitter  Lakes,  not 

3.  Succoth    far  from  where  the  Nile  water  then 
to  Ethun      entered    them,   and  no  doubt  made 

them  sweet.  The  intention  of  Moses 
probably  was  to  reach  the  desert  of  Shur  by  round- 
ing the  head  of  this  stretch  of  wal^r:  but  we  are 
told  (Ex  14  2f)  that  he  was  commanded  to  "tum" 
— evidently  to  the  S.^imd  to  encamp  before  "the 
mouth  of  the  lakes"  (see  Pi-Habirotb),  in  order 
that  Pharaoh  might  conclude  that  the  Hebrews 
were  "entangled  in  the  land,"  and  shut  in  between 
the  lakes  on  their  left  and  the  deeert'  mountains  on 
their  right.  This  camp  would  seem  to  have  been 
W.  of  the  lakes,  and  some  10  miles  N.  of  Suez.  It 
was  perhapa  two  daya'  journey  from  Etham,  since 
the  lakes  are  30  miles  long;  or,  if  Etham  was  farther 
S.  than  the  head  of  the  lakes,  the  distance  may  have 
been  covered  by  one  forced  march  of  20  to  25  miles, 
the  beasts  being  watered  from  the  lakes  if  they  were 
then  filled  with  fresh  water,  as  they  would  be  when 
having  an  outlet  to  a  tidejess  sea. 

The  sea  which  Israel  crossed  is  not  named  in  the 
actual  account  of  the  journey,  but  in  the  Song  of 

Moses  (Ex  16  4)  it  is  caUed  the  "Red 

4.  Passage   Sea"  in  the  EV,  following  the  LXX, 
of  the  S«ft     the  Heb  name  being    Yam  $tIpA,  or 

"weedy  sea,"  a  term  which  applied  not 
only  to  the  Gulf  of  Suez  (Nu  83  10),  but  alao  to  the 
Gulf  of  'Alfabah  (Dt  S  8;  1  K  »  26).  We  are 
also  told  that  the  route  chosen  was  "the  way  of  the 
wilderness  by  the  Red  Sea"  (Ex  U  18).  It  is  gen- 
erally BUppoaed  that  the  head  of  the  Gulf  of  Sues 
at  the  time  of  the  Exodus  was  farther  N.  than  at 
present:  and,  as  the  Bitter  Lakes  were  then  prob- 
ably filled  by  the  Nile  waters  flowing  down  W&dy 
Tumeii&t,  they  would  no  doubt  have  carried  the 
Nile  mud  into  this  gulf,  whirh  mud  had  gradually 
filled  up  this  Nile  branch  before  600  EC.  The 
probable  point  of  passage  was  the  narrow  channel 
(about  2  milea  across)  by  which  the  lakes  discharged 
into  the  sea.  and  was  thus  about  10  miles  N.  of  Suez. 
We  are  told  that  the  water  was  driven  back  by  "a 
strong  east  [or  "contrary")  wind"  in  the  night  (Ex 
14  21),  and  the  sea  (or  "lake,"  as  the  word  yam 
often  means  in  the  OT;  see  Geseniua,  Lexicon, 
B.v.)  waa  thus  "divided  "  a  shoal  being  formed  ana 
the  waters  being  heaped  up  (Ex  10  8),  so  that  whea 
the  wind  ceased  they  rushed  back;  whereas,  during 
the  passage,  they  were  a  "wall"  or  "defence"  (14 
22)  t^^nat  any  fiank  attacks  by  the  Egyptians  (cf 
1  S  86  16,  where  David's  men  are  said  to  have  been 
a  "wall"  when  defending  Nabal's  shepherds).  The 
effect  of  the  wind  on  shallow  waters  can  be  seen  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Kishon,  where  a  shoal  exiata  which 
ia  dry  with  a  weat  wind,  but  under  water  and  im- 
passable when  the  wind  blows  down  the  river.  In 
1S82,  Sir  Alexander  Tulloch  saw  the  waters  of  Lake 
Mcnzaleh  driven  back  more  than  a  mile  by  the  east 
wind.    Thus,  however  opportune  the  occurrence, 


1053 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


EzUe 
Exodus,  The 


the  drying  up  of  the  sea,  as  described  in  the  Bible, 
was  a  perfectly  natural  phenomenon.  The  He- 
brews crofised  in  the  morning,  and  a  march  of  15 


from  which  point  their  wanderings  in  the  desert  of 
Shur  would  begin  (see  Wandebinos  of  Isbabl). 

This  view  of  the  Exodus  route  is  practically  the 
same  as  advocated  by  Dr.  Robinson,  by  Dr.  £. 

NaviUe,  by  Sir  S.  Warren,  by  Sir  W. 
6.  Other  Dawson,  and  byothers  who  nave  visited 
Views  of  the  region  in  question.  The  view 
tiie  Route     advocated  by  Brugsch,  according  to 

which  the  sea  croeeed  was  a  lagoon 
near  Pelusium,  has  found  no  supporters,  because  it 
directlv  conflicts  with  the  statement  that  Israel  did 
not  follow  the  shore  road  to  Philistia,  but  went  by 
the  wUdemees  of  the  Red  Sea.  Another  theorv 
(see  Sinai),  according  to  which  the  "Red  Sea^' 
always  means  the  Gulf  of  'Al^bah,  is  equally  dis- 
carded by  most  writers  of  experience^  because  the 
distance  from  Egypt  to  Elath  on  this  gulf  is  200 
miles,  and  the  Israelites  could  not  have  traversed 
that  distance  in  four  marches,  eefpecially  as  the  route 
has  hardly  any  water  along  it  m  springtime.  As 
detailed  above^  the  route  offers  no  difficulties  that 
would  discredit  the  historical  character  of  the 
narrative. 

//.  Thm  Date. — ^The  actual  statements  of  the 
Books  of  K,  giving  ||  reigns  from  the  time  of  Solo-* 

mon's  death  down  to  the  fixed  date  of 

1.  OT  the  fall  of  Samaria  in  722  BC,  place  the 
Chronology  foundation  of  the  Temple  within  a  few 
Adopted        years  of  1000  BC.    It  is  true  that  this 

mterval  is  reduced,  by  about  30  years, 
by  scholars  who  accept  the  very  doubtful  identi- 
fication of  Ahabu  of  Sir-lai  with  Ahab  of  Israel;  but 
this  theory  conflicts  with  the  fact  that  Jehu  was 
contemporary  with  Shalmaneser  II  of  Assyria;  and, 
since  we  have  no  historical  account  of  the  chro- 
nology of  Heb  kings  other  than  that  of  the  OT,  for 
this  period,  and  no  monumental  notice  of  Israel  in 
Egypt,  or  of  the  Exodus,  we  must  either  adopt  OT 
chronology  or  regard  the  dates  in  question  as  being 
unknown. 

We  have  several  statements  which  show  that  the 
Heb  writers  believed  the  conquest  of  Pal  by  Joshua 

to  have  occurred  early  in  the  15th 

2.  Date  of  cent.  BC,  and  this  date  fully  agrees 
Conquest  of  with  the  most  recent  results  of  monu- 
Palestine      mental  study  of  the  history  of  the 

XVIIIth  (or  Theban)  Dynasty  in 
Egypt,  as  about  to  be  shown,  and  with  the  fact  that 
Israel  is  noticed  as  being  already  in  Pal  in  the  5th 
year  of  Minepthah,  the  successor  of  Rameses  II. 
In  1  K  6  1  we  read  that  the  Temple  was  founded 
"in  the  480th  year  after  the  children  of  Israel  were 
come  out  of  the  hmd  of  Egypt,''  this  referring  to  the 
Conquest  and  not  to  the  Exodus,  as  appears  from 
other  notices.  The  LXX  reads  "440  years,"  but 
the  details  show  that  the  Heb  text  is  preferable. 
In  Jgs  11  26  the  &st  victory  of  Jephthah  is  said 
to  have  occurred  300  years  after  Joshua's  conquest. 
The  details  given  for  this  interval,  in  other  passages 
of  the  same  book,  amount  to  326  years;  but  the 
periods  of  "rest"  may  be  given  in  round  numbers, 
and  thus  account  for  this  minor  discr^ancy. 
Samuel  ruled  apparently  for  20  years  (1  S  7  2), 
and  Saul  (the  length  of  whose  reign  is  not  stated  in 
our  present  text  of  this  same  book)  very  probably 
ruled  for  20  years  also,  as  Jos  (AnL  VI,  xiv,  9)  states. 
Thus  175  years  elapsed  between  Jephthah's  victory 
and  the  foundation  of  the  Temple — a  total  of  475 
years,  or  rather  more,  from  Joshua's  conquest. 

The  popular  belief  that  many  of  the  judges  were 
contemporary  does  not  agree  with  these  facts,  and 


is  indeed  in  conflict  with  ten  definite  statements  in 
Jgs.  In  Acts  18  19.20  we  read  that  after  the  Con- 
quest there  were  judges  about  the  space 
8.  Date  of  of  450  years,  and  this  rough  estimate 
Exodus  (including  the  rule  of  Samuel)  agrees 
pretty  nearly  with  the  415,  or  420, 
years  of  the  various  passages  in  the  OT.  Accord- 
ing to  the  Pent  and  later  accounts  (Am  6  25;  Acts 
7  30).  Israel  abode  in  the  desert  40  vears.  We 
therefore  find  that  Joshua's  conquest  is  placed  about 
1480  BC,  and  the  Exodus  about  1520  BC.  Accord- 
ing to  the  revised  chronology  of  the  XVIIIth  Dv- 
nasty  of  Egypt  (see  HiTTrrss),  which  rests  on  the 
notices  of  contemporary  Kassite  kings  in  Babylon, 
it  thus  appears  that  the  Pharaoh  of  the  oppression 
was  Thothmes  III — ^a  great  enemy  of  the  Asiatics — 
and  the  Pharaoh  of  the  Exodus  would  be  Amenophis 
II  or  Thothmes  IV.  If  Moses  was  80  at  the  time 
of  the  Exodus,  he  must  have  been  bom  when  Thoth- 
mes III  was  an  infant,  and  when  his  famous  sister 
Hatasu  (according  to  the  more  probable  rendering 
of  her  name  by  fr.  scholars)  was  regent,  and  bore 
the  title  Ma-ka-Ra.  She  therefore  mi^^t  be  the 
"daughter  of  Pharaoh"  (Ex  2  5)  who  adopted 
Moses — ^no  king  being  mentioned  in  this  passage, 
but  appearing  (ver  15)  only  when  Moses  was 
"grown'' ;  for  ner  regency  lasted  more  than  20  years, 
t£Q  Thotnmes  III  came  of  age. 

As  regards  this  date,  it  should  be  remarked  that 
the  theory  of  Lepsius,  which  has  been  adopted  by 
Brugsch  and  by  many  writ^  who 
4.  Other       accept  his  authority,  is  not  accepted 
Views  by  every  scholar.    E.  de  Bunsen  sup- 

posed that  the  Exodus  occurred  early 
m  the  times  of  the  XVIIIth  Dynasty;  Sir  Peter  le 
Page  Renouf  said  that  "no  materials  have  yet  been 
discovered  for  fixing  historical  dates  in  periods  of 
Egjrp  history  as  far  back  as  the  Heb  Exodus" — 
which  was  true  when  he  wrote.  Professor  J.  Lieb- 
lein  supposes  the  Exodus  to  have  occurred  late  in 
the  time  of  Amenophis  III— also  of  the  XVIIIth 
Dynasty  (see  Proc,  Bib.  Arch,  Soc.,  1890,  157-60; 
1892,60-62;  1898,277;  1899,53;  1907.214).  Dr. 
Hommel  has  also  recently  declared  in  favor  of  the 
view  that  the  Exodus  took  place  under  the  XVIIIth 
Dynastv  (Expos  T,  February.  1899).  Lepsius 
asserted  that  the  Exodus  occurred  in  1314  BC,  being 
the  15th  year  of  Minepthah;  but  this  is  generally 
regarded  as  at  least  half  a  century  too  early  for  the 
year  in  question,  and  Israel  was  not  in  Egypt  even 
tenyears  earlier  in  his  reign. 

The  approximate  dates  given  by  Brugsch  for  the 
XVIIIth  and  XlXth  Dynasties  are  very  close  to 
those  which  can  be  deduced  from  no- 
6.  Astro-  tioes  of  contemporary  kings  of  Baby- 
nomical  Ion  (Hist  EgvpL  II,  314).  The  later 
Calculations  dates  which  Manler  based  on  certain 
astronomical  calculations  of  the  Fr. 
astronomer  Biot  (Acadimie  des  inacripHanSf  March 
30,  1831,  597,  602-4)  are  not  accepted  by  other 
Egyptologists.  Brunch  says  that  on  this  ques- 
tion, "scientific  criticism  has  not  yet  spoken  its 
last  word"  (Hist  Egypt,  I,  36).  Renouf  (Proc. 
Bib.  Arch.  Soc.,  December,  1892, 62)  more  definitely 
states  that  "unfortunately  there  is  nothing  on  Egyp 
documents  which  have  as  yet  come  down  to  us 
which  can,  by  astronomical  calculations,  be  made 
to  result  in  a  date."  This  judgment  appears  to  be 
justified  by  recent  discoveries,  since  Mahler's  dates 
are  about  a  century  too  late^  shown  bv  the  known 
history  of  the  Kassites  of  Babylon.  Biot's  calcu- 
lations were  based  on  recorded  observations  of  the 
rising  of  Sirius  iust  before  the  sun,  in  certain  years 
of  certain  'Ejgyp  kings.  But  Sirius  is  not  in  the  plane 
of  the  earth^  orbit,  and  its  rising  is  not  constant  in 
retardation.  The  "heliacal"  rising  is  now  about 
2i  min.  later  each  year,  but  about  the  date  in  ques- 
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tion  the  retardation  was  about  12  min.,  so  that  a 
cvcle  of  1,461  years  cannot  be  used  by  simple  addi- 
tion. Biot  also  assumed  that  the  Egyp  observa- 
tions were  as  accurate  as  those  made  oy  a  modern 
astronomer  with  a  telescope,  whereas,  when  using 
the  naked  eye,  the  Egyp  observer  may  well  have 
been  a  day  wrong,  which  would  make  a  difference 
of  120  years  in  the  date,  or  even  niore.  The  Bab 
chronology  thus  gives  a  far  safer  basis  than  do  these 
doubtful  observations.  On  the  basis  of  Biot's  cal- 
culations the  Exodus  has  been  placed  in  1214  BC, 
or  even  (by  Dr.  Flinders  Petrie)  in  1192  BC  (Proc, 
Bib,  Arch,  Soc,  December,  1896,  248).  He  thus 
cuts  off  more  than  three  centuries  in  the  period  of 
the  Judges,  many  of  whom  he  regards  as  contem- 
porary. Lepsius  in  like  manner,  in  order  to  estab- 
ush  his  date,  accepted  the  chronology  of  the  Talm, 
which  is  notoriously  166  years  too  late  for  the  known 
date  of  the  fall  of  Samaria,  and  he  endeavored 
(while  rejecting  the  OT  statement  as  to  the  480 
years)  to  base  himself  on  the  number  of  generations 
before  the  Exodus,  whereas  it  is  well  known  that  the 
Heb  genealogies  often  give  only  the  better-known 
names  and  skip  several  links. 

As  regards  the  relation  between  the  earlier  date 

for  the  Exodus  (about  1520  BC)  and  the  chronology 

of  the  Heb  patriarchs,  the  Heb  text 

6.  Relation  gives  an  interval  of  645  years,  and  the 
between  Or  text  of  430  years  between  the  Exo- 
Date  of  dus  and  the  call  of  Abraham;  and  the 
Exodus  and  call  would  thus  be  dated  about  2165  BC 
Date  of  or  1950  BC.  Abraham  is  very  generally 
Patriarchs     held  to  have  been  contemporary  with 

Qammurabi  of  Babylon  (Amraphel), 
whose  accession  dates  (according  to  Dr.  F.  Peiser) 
in  2139  BC.  Dr.  Hommel  and  Mr.  King  prefer  a 
later  date,  about  1950  BC.  though  Nabimanid  (the 
last  king  of  Babylon)  places  ^ammurabi  about 
2140  BC.  The  longer  reckoning  is  reconcilable 
with  the  Heb  text^  and  the  shorter  with  the  Gr  text, 
of  Gen,  without  disturbing  the  approximate  date  for 
the  Exodus  which  has  been  advocated  above. 

There  is  in  fact  no  discrepancy  between  the  actual 
results  of  monumental  study  and  the  chronology  of 

the  OT.    If  the  Exodus  occurred  imder 

7.  Agree-  Thothmes  IV,  it  would  have  been  use- 
ment  less  for  Israel  to  attempt  the  entrance 
between  into  Pal  by  the  ''way  of  the  land  of 
Monuments  the  PhiUs,  because  at  Gaza,  Ashkelon 
and  OT  and  in  other  cities,  the  road  was  still 
Chronology  held  by  forces  of  Egyp  chariots,  which 

had  been  established  by  Thothmes  III. 
But  about  40  years  later  the  rebellion  of  the  Amor- 
ites  against  Egypt  began,  in  the  time  of  the  Egyp 
general  Yankhamu,  and  general  chaos  resulted  in 
Southern  Pal.  The  Egyp  garrison  at  Jerus  (Amama 
Tablets,  Berlin,  No.  102)  was  withdrawn  in  his  time — 
about  1480  BC— and  it  is  then  (nos.  102-3-4-6, 199) 
that  a  fierce  people  coming  from  Seir,  and  called  the 
'Ahiri  or  Habiri,  are  noticed  by  the  Amorite  king 
of  Jerus  as  "destroying  all  the  rulers"  of  the 
country.  They  are  not  named  in  any  of  the  other 
Amama  letters  (the  term  gum-gaz,  or  "man  of  war," 
though  once  applying  probably  to  them,  being  used 
of  other  warriors  as  well):   and  the  name  is  geo- 

gaphical  for  they  are  called  (no.  199)  "people  of  the 
nd  of  the  'Abiri,**  The  first  sign  has  the  guttural 
Boimds  'A  and  H,  and  has  not  the  sound  a,  which 
has  been  wrongly  attributed  to  it,  making  the  word 
to  mean  Kabvn,  "or  great  ones."  Nor  can  it  be 
rendered  "allies,  for  it  is  the  name  of  a  people,  and 
quite  another  word  is  used  for  "allies"  in  this  corre- 
i^ndence.  The  date  agrees  with  that  mentioned 
in  the  OT  for  the  Heb  conquest  of  Pal,  and  the  only 
objection  to  the  identification  of  the  *Ahiri  (who 
attacked  Ajalon,  Lachish,  Ashkelon  and  other  cities) 
with  the  Hebrews  is,  that  it  upsets  the  theory  of 


Lepsius,  and  the  popular  views  as  to  the  date  of  the 
Exodus  which  he  maintained. 

Nor  is  this  the  only  evidence  which  destroys  his 
theory;  for  Dr.  Fhnders  Petrie  {Contemporary 
Review,  May,  1896)  has  published  an 
8.  A  Text  equally  important  text  of  the  5th  year 
of  Minep-  oi  Minepthah,  from  Thebes.  A  slab 
thah  of  black  syenite,  bearing  this  text,  was 

reused  from  a  temple  of  Amenophis 
III.  In  it  Minepthah  boasts  of  his  conquest  of  the 
invaders  who — ^as  elsewhere  stated — attacked  the 
Delta,  and  penetrated  to  Belbeis  and  Heliopolis.  He 
says  that  "Sutekh  [the  Hittite  god]  has  turned  his 
back  on  their  chief  ;  "the  Hittites  are  quieted,  Par 
Kan'ana  is  ravaged  with  all  violence" — this  town 
being  otherwise  known  to  have  been  near  Tyre — 
"the  people  of  Israel  is  spoiled,  it  has  no  seed": 
"Ruten  has  become  as  the  widows  of  the  land  oi 
Egypt."  Thus,  so  far  from  the  Exodus  having  oc- 
curred in  the  15th  year  of  Minepthah,  Israel  is  noticed 
10  years  earlier  in  connection  with  a  place  near  Tyre 
with  Hittites  yet  farther  N.  Even  if  the  Hebrews 
had  only  just  arrived,  they  must  have  left  Egypt 
40  years  before — ^in  the  reign  of  Rameses  II — iT  we 
attach  any  value  to  OT  statements;  and  all  the 
dates  variously  ^ven  by  followers  of  Lepsius  are 
quite  upset;  whereas  the  notice  of  the  'Abirij  two 
centuries  before  Minepthah's  accession,  is  qmte  in 
accord  with  this  allusion  to  Lso-ael,  as  well  as  with 
OT  chronologjr. 

///.  The  Tneory  of  LmpwoM, — ^The  reasons  which 
influenced  Lepsius  require,  however,  to  be  stated,  and 
the  objections  to  a  date  for  the  Heb  Conquest  about 
1480  BC  (or  a  little  later)  to  be  considered,  since  the 
theory  that  Rameses  II  was  the  Pharaoh  of  the 
oppression,  and  Minepthah  the  Pharaoh  of  the 
Exodus  is  often  said  to  be  a  secure  result  of  monu- 
mental studies,  whereas  it  is  really  not  so,  because 
the  only  monumental  allusions  to  Israel  and  the 
Hebrews  are  those  just  mentioned. 

The  arguments  adduced  in  favor  of  the  later  date 

are  as  follows:   In  the  first  place,  Lepsius  {LeUera 

from  Egypt,  1842-44)  held  that  no  city 

1.  Ist  Argu-  called  Rameses  could  have  been  so 
ment:  City  named,  or  built  by  the  Hebrews,  before 
Rameses       the  reign  of  Rameses  H|fl^d  he  placed 

the  site  at  Heroopolis.  This  was  a  very 
doubtful  assumption  (see  Raamses),  and  his  identi- 
fication of  the  city  is  now  abandoned.  The  theory 
always  was  vitiated  by  an  objection  which  he  seems 
to  have  overlooked:  for  the  "land  of  Rameses"  is 
noticed  in  the  time  of  Jacob  (Gen  47  11),  and  since 
it  is  impossible  to  suppose  that  Jacob  lived  in  the 
time  of  Rameses  II,  the  followers  of  Lepsius  are 
obliged  to  regard  this  notice  as  an  anachronism, 
which  destroys  their  case,  as  it  might  equally  be  an 
anachronism  in  the  account  of  the  Exodus,  though 
it  is  probably  correct. 

The  second  argument  is  based  on  the  account  by 
Manetho  of  the  expulsion  of  leprous  and  unclean 

tribes  from  Egypt.    Manetho  was  an 

2.  2d  Argu-  Egyp  priest  who  wrote  about  268  BC, 
ment:  Ma-  and  who  evidently  hated  the  Jews, 
netho's  His  account  only  reaches  us  second- 
Statements  hand  through  Jos   (CAp,  1^   14,   15, 

26-31),  this  Heb  author  rejecting  it 
as  fabulous.  Manetho  apparently  said  that,  after 
the  Hyksos  kings  had  ruled  for  511  years,  and  had 
fortified  Avaris  (see  Zoan),  they  agreed  with  King 
Thummosis  to  leave  Egypt,  and  went  through  the 
desert  to  Jerus^  being  afraid  of  the  Assyrians  (who 
had  no  power  m  Pal  at  this  time).  He  continued 
to  relate  that,  after  Armesses  Miamon  (Rcuneses  II) 
had  ruled  66  years,  he  was  succeeded  by  an  Ameno- 
phis whom  Jos  calls  a  "fictitious  king" — and  rightly 
so  since  the  name  does  not  occur  in  the  XlXui 
Dynasty.    Apparently    Minepthah   was   meant — 
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though  perhaps  confused  with  Amenophis  II — and 
he  is  said  by  Manetho  to  have  sent  the  leprous  people 
to  quarries  E.  of  the  Nile,  but  to  have  allowed  them 
later  to  live  in  Avaris  where  the  shepherds  had  been. 
They  were  induced  by  Osarsiph,  a  priest  of  Helio- 
polis,  to  renounce  the  Egyp  gods,  and  this  Osarsiph 
Manetho  identified  with  Moses.  They  then  m- 
duced  the  shepherds  who  had  been  expelled  by  Thum- 
mosis  to  return  from  Jems  to  Avaris,  and  Ameno- 
phis fled  to  Memphis  and  Ethiopia.  His  son 
Rhampses  (apparently  Rameses  III  is  meant)  was 
sent  later  to  expel  the  shepherd  and  polluted  people, 
whom  he  met  at  Pelusium  and  pursued  into  Syria. 
This  story  Jos  discredits,  remarkmg :  ''I  think  there- 
fore that  I  have  made  it  sufficiently  evident  that 
Manetho,  while  he  followed  his  ancient  records,  did 
not  much  mistake  the  truth  of  the  historjr,  but  that, 
when  he  had  recourse  to  fabulous  stones  without 
any  certain  author,  he  either  forged  them  himself 
without  any  probability,  or  else  gave  credit  to  some 
men  who  spoke  so  out  of  their  ill  will  to  us" — a 
criticism  soimder  than  that  of  Lepsius,  who  prefers 
the  libelous  account  of  a  prejudiced  Egyp  priest  of 
the  3d  cent.  BC,  identifying  Moses  with  a  renegade 
priest  of  Heliopolis  named  Osarsiph,  to  the  ancient 
Heb  records  in  the  Bible. 

A  thread  of  truth  underlay  Manetho's  stories,  but 
it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Exodus,  and  the  de- 
tails to  be  found  on  Egyp  monuments 
8.  Relation  do  not  agree  with  Manetho's  tale.  The 
of  Mane-  Hyksos  rulers  were  not  expelled  by 
fho's  any  Thothmes,  but  by  Aahmes  who 

Stories  to  took  Avaris  about  1700  BC,  and  who 
the  Exodus  reopened  the  quarries  of  the  Arabian 
chain.  Minepthah,  about  1265  BC, 
was  attacked  in  Egypt  by  Aryan  tribes  from  the  N., 
who  had  nothing  to  do  with  Hyksos  chiefs,  being 
Lycians,  Sardians  and  C^icians.  He  repelled 
them,  but  they  again  attacked  Rameses  III  (about 
1200  BC),  and  were  again  driven  to  the  N.  No 
mention  of  Israel  occurs  in  connection  with  any  of 
these  events. 

The  story  of  the  leprous  Jews  was,  however,  re- 
peated by  other  Gr  writers.  Cheremon  (see  CAp, 
I,  32)  says  that  Rameses.  the  son  of 
4.  Greek  Amenophis,  defeated  and  expelled  a 
and  Latin  diseased  people  led  against  him,  at 
Writers  Pelusium,  by  Tisithen  and  Petesiph. 
whom  he  icfentified  with  Moses  ana 
Joseph.  Lysimachus  said  that  a  scabby  people 
were  led  by  Moses  through  the  desert  by  Judaea 
and  Jems  in  the  time  of  Bocchoris  (735  BC).  Dio- 
dorus  Siculus  (f r.  of  Bk,  34)  repeats  the  tale^about 
8  BC,  saying  that  lepers  were  driven  out  of  Egypt, 
and  were  led  by  Moses  who  founded  Jems,  ana 
''established  by  law  all  their  wicked  customs  and 
practices,''  and  again  (Fr.  of  Bky  40)  that  strangers 
m  Egypt  caused  a  plague  oy  their  impurity,  and 
being  driven  out  were  led  by  Moses.  Tacitus,  about 
100  AD  {Hist,  v.ii),  believed  the  Jews  to  have  fled 
from  Crete  to  Libya  andj  being  expelled  from  Egypt. 
to  have  been  led  by  their  "Captains  Jemsalem  ana 
Judah."  Again  he  says  (v.  iii)  that  under  Bocchoris 
(735  BC)  there  was  sickness  in  Egypt,  and  that  the 
infected  bein^  driven  out  were  led  by  Moses,  and 
reached  the  site  of  their  temple  on  the  7th  day. 

No  true  critic  of  the  present  time  is  likely  to  pre- 
fer these  distorted  accounts  of  the  Exodus,  or  any 
of  the  Gr  and  Rom  calumnies  leveled 
6.  Condition  against  the  hated  Jews,  to  the  simple 
of  Egypt  narration  of  the  Exodus  in  the  Bible. 
under  The  historic  conditions  in  the  5th  year 

Minepthah  of  Minepthah  were  very  different  from 
those  at  the  time  of  Moses.  The  in- 
vaders of  Egypt  reached  Belbeis  and  Heliopolis 
(seeBrugsch,  Hist  Egypt,  II,  117),  and  Minepthah 
states,  in  his  text  on  the  wall  of  the  temple  of  Amon 


at  Thebes,  that  he  had  to  defend  Heliopolis  and 
Memphis  against  his  foes  from  the  E.  Tne  region 
was  then  ''not  cultivated  but  was  left  as  pasture  for 
cattle,  on  account  of  the  foreigners.  It  lay  waste 
from  the  time  of  our  forefathers."  The  kings  of 
upper  Egypt  remained  in  their  entrenchments,  and 
the  kings  of  lower  Egypt  were  besieged  in  their 
cities  by  warriors,  and  had  no  mercenaries  to  oppose 
them.  But  Israel,  as  Minepthah  himself  has  told 
us  now,  was  in  Pal,  not  in  Egypt,  in  this  year  of  his 
reign;  and,  far  from  desiring  to  expel  Asiatic  pas- 
toral peoples^  the  same  Pharaoh  encouraged  their 
immigration  mto  the  region  of  Goshen  (see  Pithom) 
laid  waste  by  the  Aryan  raid. 

Objections  to  the  view  that  the  Exodus  occurred 
two  centuries  and  a  half  before  the  reign  of  Minep- 
thah began,  and  attempts  to  explam 
6.  Bzplana-  away  the  statements  on  his  monuments 
tions  of  require  some  notice. 
Minep-  (1)  Pithom    was    Heroopolis. — ^The 

thah's  first  of  these  objections  is  due  to  the 

Statements  belief  that  Pithom  was  HeroopoUs, 
and  was  a  city  founded  by  Rameses  II; 
but  this  (see  Pithom)  is  too  hazardous  a  conclusion 
to  suffice  for  the  entire  neglect  of  OT  chronol6^ 
which  it  involves,  since  the  site  of  this  city  is  suU 
very  doubtful. 

(2)  Rameses  II  not  named  in  Judges. — ^A  second 
objection  is  made,  that  the  OT  shows  complete 
ignorance  of  Egyp  history  if  it  makes  Rameses  II 
contemporary  with  Jgs  because  he  is  not  named  in 
that  book.  But  OT  references  to  foreign  histoi^ 
are  always  very  slight,  while  on  the  other  hand  it  is 
quite  probable  that  there  are  allusions,  in  this  book, 
to  the  events  which  took  place  in  the  reigns  of 
Rameses  II,  and  of  Minepthah.  The  Hebrews  were 
then  confined  to  the  moimtains  (Jgs  1  19)  and  the 
Egyptians  to  the  ^ains.  No  Pharaoh  is  mentioned 
b^  name  in  the  OT  till  the  time  of  Rehoboam.  In 
his  8th  year  Rameses  II  took  various  towns  in  Galilee 
including  Salem  (N.  of  Taanach),  Merom,  Beth- 
Anath.  Anem  and  Dapur  (Daberath  at  the  foot  of 
Tabor).  The  revolt  of  Bar^  probably  occuired 
about  the  25th  year  of  Rameses  II,  and  b^an  at 
Tabor.  In  the  oong  of  Deborah  (J^^  6  2).  the  first 
words  ibir-ph^rd^^  p^d^oth),  rendered  by  tne  LXX 
(Alex  MS)  "when  the  rulers  ruled,"  may  be  more 
definitely  ti^  "when  the  Pharaohs  were  powerful," 
esp.  as  Sisera — ^who  commanded  the  Can.  forces — 
bears  a  name  probably  Egyp  (ses-Ra,  or  "servant  of 
Ra'')>  and  may  have  been  an  Egyp  resident  at  the 
court  of  Jabin.  So  again  when,  about  12^  BC, 
Minepthah  says  that  ''Israel  is  ruined^  it  has  no 
seed,  the  date  suggests  the  time  of  Gideon  when 
wild  tribes  swarmedfover  the  plains,  "and  destroyed 
the  increase  of  the  earthy  till  thou  come  imto  Gaza, 
and  left  no  sustenance  m  Israel''  (Jgs  6  4).  The 
Midianites  and  Amalekites  may  have  then  joined 
the  tribes  from  Asia  Minor  who,  in  the  5th  year  of 
Minepthah,  ruined  the  Hittites  and  invaded  the 
Delta. 

(3)  Some  Hebrews  were  never  in  Egypt. — But 
another  explanation  of  the  presence  of  Israel  in  this 
year  on  the  line  of  Minepthah's  pursuit  of  these 
tribes  after  their  defeat  has  been  suggested,  namely, 
that  some  of  the  Hebrews  never  went  to  Egypt  at 
all.  This  of  course  contradicts  the  account  in  the 
Pent  (Ex  1  1-5;  12  41)  where  we  read  that  all 
Jacob's  family  (70  men)  went  down  to  Goshen,  and 
that  "all  the  hosts  of  the  Lord"  left  Egypt  at  the 
Exodus;  but  it  is  supposed  to  be  supported  by  a 
passage  (1  Ch  7  21)  where  we  read  of  one  of  the 
sons  of  Ephraim  "whom  the  men  of  Gath  bom  in 
the  land  slew,  because  they  came  down  to  take 
away  their  cattle."  Ephraim  however  was  bom  in 
Eg3rpt  (Gen  41  52).  and  his  sons  and  "children  of 
the  third  generation    (60  23)  remained  there.    The 
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meaning  no  doubt  is  that  men  of  Gath  raided 
Goshen;  and  there  were  probabty  many  such  raids 
by  the  inhabitants  of  Phiiistia  during  the  times  of  the 
Hyksos  kings,  similar  to  those  which  occurred  in  the 
time  of  Minepthah  and  of  Rameses  III.  The  ob- 
jections made  to  the  OT  date  for  the  Exodus  early 
m  the  reign  of  Amenophis  III,  or  in  that  of  his  prede- 
cessor Thothmes  IV,  thus  appear  to  have  little  force: 
and  the  condition  of  Egypt  before  the  5th  year  of 
Minepthah  was  unlike  tnat  which  would  have  ex- 
isted at  the  time  of  the  Exodus.  The  theory  of 
Lepsius  was  a  purely  literary  conjecture,  and  not 
based  on  any  monumental  recorcfs.  It  has  been 
falsified  by  the  evidence  of  mon\m:ients  found  during 
the  last  20  years,  and  these  are  fully  in  accord  with 
the  history  and  chronology  of  the  OT. 

tV.  Thm  Numbers. — ^The  historic  difficulty  with 

respect  to  the  Exodus  does  not  Ue  in  the  acooimt 

of  plagues  natural  to  Egypt  even  now, 

1.  Colenso's  nor  in  the  crossing  of  the  Ked  Sea,  but 
Criticism  of  in  a  single  statement  as  to  the  numbers 
Large  of  Israel  (Ex  12  37),  'about  600,000 
Number       footmen — strons    men — with    many 

children,  and  also  many  wanderers.' 
The  women  are  not  mentioned,  and  it  has  been 
supposed  that  this  represents  a  host  of  2,000,000 
emigrants  at  least.  The  objection  was  urged  by 
Voltaire,  and  the  consequences  were  elaoorately 
calculated  by  Colenso.  Even  if  600,000  means  the 
total  population,  the  "heroes,''  or  '^strong  men  on 
foot"  would,  it  is  urged,  have  been  as  niunerous  as 
the  largest  Aasyr  army  (120,000  men)  employed  in 
the  conquest  of  Syria.  With  an  army  of  more  than 
half  a  million  Moses  would  have  held  control  over 
Egypt  and  Pal  alike;  and  the  emigrants,  even  in 
close  colimm  of  companies^  would  nave  stretched 
for  20  miles;  the  births  would  occur  every  ten  min- 
utes; and  the  assembly  before  Sinai  would  have 
been  impossible. 

It  is  also  difficult  to  suppose,  on  ordinary  calcu- 
lations of  the  increase  or  population,  that  in  430 

y^ears  (Ex  12  40),  or  in  215  years  as 

2.  Increase  given  in  the  LXX,  a  tribe  of  70  males 
of  Popu-  (Gen  46  26  f ;  Ex  1  5;  6  14)  could 
lation  have  increased  to  600,000,  or  even 

100,000  men.  But  on  the  other  hand 
we  are  specially  told  (Ex  1  7-20)  that  the  children 
of  Israel  ^'increased  abundantly,"  and  the  comments 
of  Dr  Orr  (Problem  oftheOT,  1906,  363-65)  on  this 
question  should  be  studied.  A  young  and  vigorous 
nation  might  multiply  much  faster  than  is  now 
usual  in  the  East.  Dr.  Flinders  Petrie  has  suggested 
that  for  ''thousand"  we  should  read  ''families"; 
but,  though  the  word  Cdeph)  sometimes  has  that 
meaning  (Jgs  6  15;  1  S  10  19;  23  23),  it  is  in  the 
sing.,  and  not  in  the  pi.,  in  the  passage  in  question 
(Ex  12  37). 

It  should  not  be  forgotten  that  variations  in  num- 
bers are  very  commonly  found  in  various  texts,  VSS, 

and  II  passages  of  the  OT.  Thus  for 
8.  Number  instance  (1  S  18  5)  the  Syr  version 
a  Cor-  reads  3,000  for  the  30,000  chariots 

ruption  of  mentioned  in  the  Heb  and  Or;  and 
Original  the  LXX  (1  K  6  11)  gives  20.000  for 
Statement     the  20  measures  of  oil  noticea  in  the 

Heb  text.  The  probable  reason  for 
these  discrepancies  may  be  found  in  the  fact  that 
the  original  documents  may  have  used  numeral 
signs — as  did  the  Egyptians,  Ass3Tians,  Hittites 
and  Phoenicians — instead  of  writing  the  words  in 
full  as  they  appear  in  the  NT.  These  numeral 
signs — esp.  in  cuneiform — were  apt  to  be  misread, 
and  the  sign  for  "unity"  could  easily  be  confused 
with  those  denoting  "sixty"  (the  Bab  unit)  and 
"an  hundred" — if,  in  the  latter  case,  a  short  stroke 
was  added.  In  the  opinion  of  the  present  writer 
the  difficulty  is  due  to  a  corruption  of  the  original 


statement,  which  occurred  during  the  course  of  some 
fifteen  centuries,  or  more,  of  continued  recopying; 
but  the  reader  will  no  doubt  form  his  own  conclu- 
sions as  to  this  question. 

The  general  questions  of  the  credibility  of  that 
history  of  the  Exodus  which  is  given  us  in  the  Pent, 

and  of  the  approximate  date  of  the 
4.  Review     event,  have  been  treated  above  in  the 

li^t  of  the  most  recent  monimiental 
information.  No  reference  has  yet  been  found  in 
Egyp  records  to  the  presence  of  Israel  in  the  Delta, 
though  the  Hebrews  are  noticed  aspresent  in  Pal 
before  the  5th  year  of  Minepthah.  The  Pharaohs  as 
a  rule — ^like  other  kings — only  recorded  their  vic- 
tories, and  no  doubt  reckoned  Israel  only  as  a  tribe 
of  those  "hostile  Shasu"  (or  "nomads")  whom  the 
Theban  kin^  of  the  XVIIIth  Dynasty  drove  back 
into  Asia.  It  would  be  natural  that  a  disaster  at 
the  Red  Sea  should  not  be  noticed  in  their  proud 
records  still  extant  on  the  temple  walls  in  Egypt. 
See  also  Wandebingb  of  Israel. 

G.  R.  GONDEB 

EXODUS,  ek'sd-dus,  THE  BOOK  OF: 

I.    In  Gbnbbal 

1.  Name 

2.  Contents  in  General 

3.  Connection  with  the  Other  Books  of  the  Penta- 
teuch 

4.  Significance  ofThese  Events  for  Israel 

5.  Connecting  Links  for  Christiuiity 

II.    Structubb    or   thb   Book    according    to    thb 

SCBIPTURBS  AND  ACCOBOINO  TO  MODBBN  AnALTSBS 

1.  In  General 

2.  In  the  Separate  Pericopes 

III.      HiSTOBICAL  CrABACTBB 

1.  General  Consideration 

2.  The  Miraculous  Character 

3.  The  Legislative  Portions 

4.  Chronology 

5.  Unjustifiable  Attacks 

IV.      AUTHOBSHIP 

1.  Connection  with  Moses 

2.  Examination  of  Objections 

LXTBBATUBB 

INoTB. — For  the  signs  J  (Jahwist).  E  (Elohist),  P  or 
PC  (Priest  Codex).  R  (Redactor)  cf  art.  Gbnbsxs.] 

/.  jfn  Cmneral. — ^The  second  book  of  the  Pent 

bears  in  the  LXX  the  name  of  'E^dos,  ^xodos,  in 

the  Vulg  accordingly  Ex,  on  the  basis 

1.  Name       of  the  chief  contents  of  the  first  half, 

dealing  with  the  departure  of  the  chil- 
dren of  Israel  out  of  Eg3rpt.    Tne  Jews  named  the 

book  after  the  first  words:  tlltttp  HiS*),  vf-elleh 
8h*fndth  ("and  these  are  the  names"))  or  sometimes 
after  the  first  noun  P I'Q^  ("names")*  a  designation 
already  known  to  Origen  in  the  form  of  O^Xeo-- 
M^,  Oualesmdth. 

In  seven  parts,  after  the  Introduction  (1  1-7), 

which  fumisnes  the  connection  of  the  contents  with 

Gen,  the  book  treats  of  (1)  the  suffer- 

2.  Contents  ings  of  Israel  in  Eg>[pt,  for  which  mere 
in  General    human  help  is  insufficient  (1  8 — 7  7), 

whUe  Divme  help  through  human 
mediatorship  is  promised;  (2)  the  power  of  Jeh. 
which,  after  a  preparatory  miracle,  is  glorifiea 
through  the  ten  plagues  inflicted  on  Pharaoh  and 
which  thus  forces  the  exodus  (7  8 — 18  16);  (3)  the 
love  of  Jeh  for  Israel,  which  exhibits  itself  in  a 
most  brilliant  manner,  in  the  guidance  of  the  Israel- 
ites to  Mt.  Sinai,  even  when  the  people  murmur 
(18  17—18  27);  (4)  making  the  Covenant  at  Mt. 
Sinai  together  with  the  revelation  of  the  Ten  Words 
(20  1  ff )  and  of  the  legal  ordinances  (21  1  ff )  as  the 
condition  of  making  the  Covenant  (1^  I — 24  18); 
(5)  the  directions  for  the  building  of  the  Tabernacle, 
in  which  Jeh  is  to  dwell  in  the  midst  of  His  people 
(24  18--S1  18):  (6)  the  renewal  of  the  Covenant 
on  the  basis  ot  new  demands  after  Israel's  great 
apostasy  in  the  worship  of  the  Golden  Calf,  which 
seemed  for  the  time  being  to  make  doubtful  the 
realization  of  the  promises  mentioned  in  (5)  above 
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(82  1 — 85  3) ;  (7)  the  building  and  erection  of  the 
Tabernacle  of  Revelation  (or  Tent  of  Meeting) 
and  its  dedication  by  the  entrance  of  Jeh  (85  1  40 
38).  As  clearly  as  these  seven  parts  are  separated 
from  one  another,  so  clearly  again  are  they  most 
closelv  connected  and  constitute  a  certain  progress- 
ive whole. 

In  the  case  of  the  last  four,  the  separation  is  almost 
self-evident.  The  first  three  as  separate  parts  are 
justified  by  the  ten  plagues  standing  between  them, 
which  naturally  belong  together  and  cause  a  di- 
vision between  that  which  precedes  and  that  which 
follows.  Thus  in  the  first  part  we  already  find  pre- 
dicted the  hardening  of  the  heart  of  Pharaoh,  the 
miracles  of  Jeh  and  the  demonstrations  of  His 
power  down  to  the  slaying  of  the  firstborn,  found 
in  the  2d  part  (cf  2  23—7  7). 

In  part  3,  the  infatuation  of  Pharaoh  and  the 
demonstration  of  the  power  of  Jeh  are  further  im- 
folded  in  the  narrative  of  the  catastrophe  in  the  Red 
Sea  (14  4.17).  Further  the  directions  given  with 
reference  to  the  Tabernacle  (chs  25-^1  taken  from 
P)  presuppose  the  Decalogue  (from  E);  cf  e.g.  25 
16.21;  81  18;  as  again  the  6th  section  (chs  82  ff) 
presupposes  the  5th  part,  which  had  promised  the 
continuous  presence  of  God  (cf  82  34  J;  88  3.5.7 ff 
JE;  vs  12.14-17  J;  84  9  J,  with  25  8;  29  45  f  P;  cf 
also  the  forty  days  in  84  28  J  with  those  in  24  18 
P)  as  in  84  1.28  J  and  vs  11-27  J  refers  back  to  the 
4th  part,  viz.  20  1  fif  E;  21  1  ff  E;  24  7  JE  (Deca- 
logue; Books  of  the  Covenant;  Making  the  Coven- 
ant) .  In  the  same  way  the  last  section  pjresupposes 
the  third,  since  the  cloud  in  40  34  ff  P  is  regarded 
as  something  well  known  (cf  18  21  f  JE:  14  10  E 
and  J,  24  J) .  The  entire  contents  of  the  Book  of  Ex 
are  summarized  in  an  excellent  way  in  the  word  of 
God  to  Israel  spoken  through  Moses  concerning  the 
makine  of  the  covenant:  ''Ye  have  seen  what  I  did 
unto  the  Egyptians,  and  how  I  bare  you  on  eagles' 
wings^  and  Drought  you  unto  myself.  Now  there- 
fore, if  ye  will  obey  my  voice  indeed,  and  keep  my 
covenant,  then  ye  shall  be  mine  own  possession 
from  among  all  peoples:  for  all  the  earth  is  mine: 
and  ye  shall  be  unto  me  a  kingdom  of  priests,  and 
a  holy  nation''  (Ex  19  4-6).  Here  reference  is 
made  to  the  powerful  deeds  of  God  done  to  the 
Eg3rptian8,  to  His  deeds  of  lovingkindness  done  to 
Israel  in  tne  history  of  how  He  led  them  to  Sinai, 
to  the  selection  of  Israel,  and  to  the  conditions  at- 
tached to  the  making  of  the  covenant,  to  God's  love, 
which  condescended  to  meet  the  people,  and  to  His 
holiness,  which  demands  the  observance  of  His 
commandments;  but  there  is  also  pointed  out  here 
the  punishment  for  their  transgression.  The  whole 
book  is  built  on  one  word  in  the  preface  to  the  ten 
commandments:  ''I  am  Jeh  thy  God,  who  brought 
thee  out  of  the  land  of  Egypt,  out  of  the  house  of 
bondage"  (20  2  E;  cf  29  45  f  P). 

The  events  which  are  described  in  the  Book  of 
Ex  show  a  certain  contrast  to  those  in  Gen.  In  the 
first  eleven  chapters  of  this  latter  book 
8.  Connec*  wehave  the  history  of  mankind;  then 
tion  with  beginning  with  11  27.  a  history  of 
the  Other  families,  those  of  Abranam,  Isaac  and 
Books  of  Jacob.  In  Ex  we  have  following  this 
the  Penta-  the  beginning  of  the  history  of  the 
teu'ch  chosen  people.    Then  there  is  also  a 

long  period  of  time  intervenin^j  between 
the  two  books.  If  Israel  was  430  years  m  Egypt 
(cf  12  40  f  P;  also  Gen  16  13  J;  see  III,  4  below), 
and  if  the  oppression  began  during  the  long  reign 
of  the  predecessors  of  the  Pharaoh,  during  whose 
reign  Israel  left  the  country  (2  23:  18),  then,  too. 
several  centuries  must  have  elapsed  between  the  real 
beginning  of  the  book  (1  8ff),  and  the  conclusion  of 
Gen.  Notwithstanding  these  differences,  there  yet 
exists  the  closest  connection  between  the  two  books. 


Ex  1  1-7  connects  the  history  of  the  people  as 
found  in  Ex  with  the  family  history  of  Gen,  by  nar- 
rating how  the  seventy  descendants  of  Jacob  that 
had  migrated  to  Egypt  (cf  Ex  1  5;  Gen  46  27) 
had  come  to  be  the  people  of  Israel,  and  that  God, 
who  offers  Himself  as  a  liberator  to  Moses  and  the 
people,  is  also  the  God  of  those  fathers,  of  whom 
Gen  spoke  (cf  Ex  8  6  JE,  vs  13  E,  15  f  R:  4  5  J; 
6  3  P).  Indeed,  His  covenant  with  the  fatners  ana 
His  promises  to  them  are  the  reasons  why  He  at  all 
cares  for  Israel  (2  24  P;  6  8  P:  88  1  JE),  and  when 
Moses  intercedes  for  the  sinful  people,  his  most 
effective  motive  over  against  God  is  found  in  the 
promises  made  to  the  patriarchs  (82  13  JE). 

As  is  the  case  with  Gen,  Ex  stands  in  the  closest 
connection  also  with  the  succeeding  books  of  the 
Pent.  Israel  is  certainly  not  to  remain  at  Sinai, 
but  is  to  come  into  the  promised  land  (8  17  JE;  o 
8P;  28  20ffJE;  82  34  J;  88  1  ff  JE;  vsl2ff  J* 
84  9  ff  J  and  D;  cf  also  the  many  ordinances  of 
the  Books  of  the  Covenant,  21  1  ff  E;  84  11  ff  D 
and  J).  In  this  way  the  narratives  of  the  following 
books,  which  begin  again  in  Nu  10  11  ff  P  and  JE 
with  the  story  of  the  departure  from  Sinai,  continue 
the  history  in  Ex.  But  the  legislation  in  Lev  also 
is  a  necessary  continuation  and  supplement  of  the 
Book  of  Ex,  and  is  prepared  for  ana  pointed  to  in 
the  latter.  The  erection  of  the  burnt-offering  idtar 
(27  Iff;  88  1  ff),  as  well  as  the  mention  made  of  the 
different  kinds  of  sacrifices,  such  as  the  burnt  sac- 
rifices and  the  sin  offering  (29  18.14)  and  of  the 
heave  offering  (29  28),  pomt  to  the  promulgation 
of  a  law  of  sacrifices  such  as  we  fina  in  Lev  1-7. 
The  directions  ^ven  in  regard  to  the  consecration 
of  the  priests  (Ex  29)  are  carried  out  in  Lev  8  f . 
The  indefinite  commands  of  80  10  in  reference  to  the 
atonement  on  the  horn  of  the  incense  altar  once 
every  year  renders  necessary  the  specif  ritual  of  the 
Day  of  Atonement  in  Lev  16  as  its  supplement. 
The  more  complete  enlargement  in  reference  to  the 
shewbread  mentioned  in  26  30  is  found  in  Lev  24 
5-9;  and  even  the  repetitions  in  references  to  the 
candlesticks  (Ex  26  31  ff;  Lev  24  1-4;  Nu  8  1- 
4),  as  also  the  tdmidk  (''continuous")  sacrifices  (cf 
Nu  28  3-n8  with  Ex  29  38-42).  point  to  a  certain 
connection  between  Ex  and  tne  following  books. 
How  close  the  connection  between  Dt  and  Ex  is, 
both  in  regard  to  the  historical  narratives  and  also 
to  their  legal  portions  (cf  the  Decalogue  and  the 
Books  of  the  Covenant),  can  only  be  mentioned  at 
this  place. 

When  we  remember  the  importance  which  the 
exodus  out  of  Egypt  and  the  making  of  the  cove- 
nant had  for  the  people  of  Israel,  and 
4.  Signifi-  that  these  events  sinialized  the  birth 
canoe  of  of  the  chosen  people  and  the  estab- 
These  lishment  of  the  theocracy,  then  we  shall 

Events  for  understand  why  the  echo  of  the  events 
Israel  recorded  in  Ex  is  found  throughout 

later  ht.,  viz.  in  the  historical  books, 
in  the  preaching  of  the  prophets  and  in  the  Pss, 
as  the  greatest  events  in  the  history  of  the  people, 
and  at  the  same  time  as  the  promising  tvpe  of  future 
and  greater  deliverances.  But  as  in  the  beginning 
of  the  family  history  the  importance  of  this  family 
for  the  whole  earth  is  clearly  announced  (Gen  12 
1-3),  the  same  is  the  case  here  too  at  the  beginning 
of  the  history  of  the  nation,  perhaps  already  in  the 
expression  "kingdom  of  priests"  (Ex  19  6),  since  the 
idea  of  a  priesthood  includes  that  of  the  transmis- 
sion of  salvation  to  others:  and  certainty  in  the 
conception  'first-bom  son  or  Jeh'  (4  22),  smce  this 
presupposes  other  nations  as  children  bom  later. 

The  passages  auoted  above  are  already  links  connect- 
ing this  book  with  Christianity,  in  the  ideas  of  a  general 
priesthood,  of  election  and  of  sonshlp  of  God.  We  here 
make  mention  of  a  few  specially  significant  features 
from  among  the  mass  of  such  relationships  to  Chrl»- 
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tlanlty.    How  great  a  significance  the  Decalogue,  in 

which  the  law  Is  not  so  intimately  connected  with  what  is 

spedflcally  Jewish  and  national,  as  e.g.  in 

5ri^..«.Ai.4>  the  injunctions  of  the  Priest  Codex,  aooord- 
•  V'Oimecr-  ^j^  ^  ^y^^  interpretation  of  Christ  In  Mt 
ing  Links  S/has  attained  m  the  history  of  mankind  I 
^tfa  ^^^  ^  Mt  5  17  ff  Jesus  has  vindicated 

Piif^afianifv  ^^^  ^^^  ^'^^  ^^  ^  ^^  parts  an  everlasting 
^nnsuaiuiy  authority  and  significance  and  has  empha- 
sized the  eternal  Komel,  which  accordingly 
is  to  be  assigned  to  each  of  these  legal  behests ;  while  Paul, 
on  the  other  hand.  esp.  in  Rom.  Gal  and  Col.  emphasizes 
the  transitory  character  of  the  law,  and  discusses  In  detail 
the  relation  of  the  Mosaic  period  to  that  of  the  patriarchs 
and  of  the  works  of  the  law  to  faith,  while  in  2  Cor  8  he 
lauds  the  glory  of  the  service  in  the  spirit  over  that  of  the 
letter  (cf  JBx  84) — an  idea  which  in  reference  to  the  indi- 
vidual legal  institutions  is  also  carried  out  in  the  £p.  to 
the  He.  Cf  on  this  subject  also  the  arts.  Leviticus  and 
Day  OF  Atonkmbnt.  Then  too  the  Passover  lamb  was 
a  type  of  Jesus  Christ  (cf  e.g.  1  Cor  6  7;  Jn  19  36;  1  Pet 
1  10).  In  Ex  18  the  Passover  rite  and  the  establishment 
of  the  covenant  (24  3-8)  are  found  most  closely  connected 
also  with  the  Lord's  Supper  and  the  establishment  of  the 
New  Covenant.  In  the  permanent  dwelling  of  God  in  the 
midst  of  His  people  in  the  pillar  of  fire  and  in  the  Taber- 
nacle there  is  typified  His  dwelling  among  mankind  in 
Chxist  Jesus  (Jn  1  14)  and  also  the  indwelling  of  the 
Holy  Ghost  In  the  Christian  congregation  (1  Pet  8  5; 
Eph  4  12)  and  in  the  individual  Christian  a  Cor  8  16;  6 
19:  2  Cor  6  16;  Jn  14  23).  The  Apocalypse  particu- 
larly is  rich  in  thought  suggested  by  the  exodus  out  of 
Egypt.  Unique  thoughts  in  reference  to  the  OT  are  found 
In  the  conceptions  that  the  law  was  given  through  angels 
(Acts  7  53;  Gal  8  19;  He  8  2);  further  that  the  rock 
mentioned  in  Ex  17  6  followed,  and  was  Christ  (1  Cor 
10  4);  and  that  in  He  9  4  the  real  connection  of  the  altar 
oi  incense  with  the  Holy  of  Holies  appears  as  changed 
into  a  local  connection  (Ex  40  26.27),  while  the  iaea 
found  in  He  9  4  that  the  manna  was  originally  In  the 
Ark  of  the  Covenant,  is  perhaps  not  altogether  excluded 
by  Ex  16  33;  and  the  number  430  years,  foimd  in  Gal 
8  17,  probably  agrees  with  Ex  18  40.41.  in  so  far  as  the 
whole  of  the  patriarchal  period  could  be  regarded  as  a 
unit  (cf  on  the  reading  of  the  LXX  in  Ex  12  40.41,  III, 
4  below). 

//.  Straeture  of  the  Book  oceortRng  to  the  Scrip- 
tmreM  and  according  to  Modem  Amdyeee. — In  the 

following  section  (a)  serves  for  the  understanding 
of  the  Bib.  text;  (6)  is  devoted  to  the  discussion 
and  criticbm  of  the  separation  into  sources. 

(a)  The  conviction  must  have  been  awakened 
already  by  the  general  account  of  the  contents  given 

in  I,  2  abovej  that  in  the  Book  of  Ex 
1.  In  we   are   dealing   with   a  rounded-off 

General        structure,   since   in   seven    mutually 

separatea  yet  intimately  connected 
sections,  one  uniform  fundamental  thought  is  pro- 
gressively carried  through.  This  conviction  will 
only  be  confirmed  when  the  details  of  these  sections 
are  studied,  the  sections  being  themselves  again 
organically  connected  by  one  leading  thought. 
Since,  in  addition,  the  Book  of  Gen  is  clearly  divided 
into  ten  parts  by  the  ten  tol'dhotk  ("generations") 
(cf  also  the  division  made  by  t3rpical  numbers  in  arts. 
Leviticus  and  Day  of  Atonement),  thus  too  the 
number  seven,  as  itself  dividing  the  Book  of  Ex 
into  seven  parts,  is  probably  not  accidental;  and 
this  all  the  less,  as  in  the  subordinate  parts  too,  a 
division  is  to  be  found  according  to  typical  numbers, 
this  in  many  cases  appearing  as  a  matter  of  course, 
and  in  other  cases  traced  without  difficulty,  ana 
sometimes  lying  on  the  surface  (cf  10  plagues,  10 
commandments).  Yet  in  all  of  the  following  inves- 
tigations, as  is  the  case  in  the  arts.  Genesis,  Le- 
viticus and  Day  op  Atonement,  the  demonstra- 
tion of  the  fundamental  thought  must  be  the  main 
thing  for  us.  The  division  according  to  typical 
numbers  is  to  be  regarded  merely  as  an  additional  con- 
firmation of  the  literary  unity  of  the  book.  We  refer 
here  first  of  all  to  a  number  of  cases,  where  certain 
numbers  independently  of  the  separate  chief  parts 
combine  the  Bib.  text  into  a  unity.  In  Nu  14  22  R. 
Jeh  states  that  Israel  had  now  tempted  Him  and 
been  disobedient  to  Him  ten  times:  cf  Ex  14  11  ff 
JE  (?)  (Red  Sea) ;  16  23  f  JE  (Marah) ;  16  2.3  P;  ver 
20  JE:  vs  27.28  R  (Manna) ;  17  1  ff  JE  (Massah 
and  Meribah);  82  1  ff  JE  (Golden  Calf);  Nu  11 


I  ff  JE  (Taberah) :  vs  4  ff  JE  (Graves  of  Lust);  14 
2ff  P  and  JE  (Spies).  Most  of  these  cases  are 
accordingly  reported  in  the  Book  of  Ex,  but  in  such 
manner  that  m  this  particular  a  clearly  marked 
progress  can  be  noticed,  as  Jeh  does  not  begin  to 
puzush  imtil  Ex  32;  but  from  here  on  He  does  so 
with  constantiv  increasinp;  severitjy^,  while  down  to 
Ex  82  grace  alone  prevails,  and  m  this  particular, 
previous  to  Ex  82,  there  is  found  nothing  but  a  warn- 
ing (16  27).  Ten  times  it  is  further  stated  of  Pha- 
raoh, in  a  great  variety  of  forms  of  expression,  that 
he  hardened  his  own  heart  (7  13  P;  ver  14  JE;  ver 
22  P;  8  15  P;  ver32JE;  9  7.34.35  JE;  18  15  D); 
ten  times  the  hardening  is  ascribed  to  Grod  (4  21 
JE;  7  3P:  9  12  P;  10  1  R;  ver20JE;  ver  27  E; 

II  10  R;  14  4.8  P;  17  P?).  Here  ah-eady  we  must 
note  that  within  the  narrative  of  the  miracles  and  the 

Elagues  at  first  there  is  mention  made  only  of  the 
ardening  by  Pharaoh  himself  (7  13  P;  ver  14  JE; 
ver  22  P;  8  11  ff;  8  15  P:  ver  28  JE;  9  7  JE,  i.e. 
seven  times)  before  a  single  word  is  said  that  God 
begins  the  hardening;  and!  this  latter  kind  of  harden- 
ing thereupon  alone  concludes  the  whole  tragedy 
(14  4.8  P;  17  P?).  Ten  months  cover  the  time 
from  the  arrival  at  Sinai  (19  1  P)  to  the  erection  of 
the  sacred  dwelling-place  of  God  (40  17  P).  Since, 
further,  exactly  three  months  of  this  time  are  em- 
ployed in  19  10.16  JE;  24  3ff  JE;  ver  16  P  (ten 
days);  24  18  P  (40  days);  84  28  J  (40 days),  there 
remain  for  the  building  of  the  tabernacle  exactly 
seven  months. 

(6)  What  has  been  said  does  anything  but  speak 
in  favor  of  the  customary  division  of  Ex  into  differ- 
ent sources.  It  is  generally  accepted  that  the  three 
sources  found  in  Gen  are  also  to  be  found  in  this 
book;  in  addition  to  which  a  fourth  source  is  found 
in  Ex  18  3-16,  of  a  Deuteronomistic  character.  It 
is  true  and  is  acknowledged  that  the  advocates  of 
this  h3rpothesis  have  more  difficulties  to  overcome 
in  Ex  than  in  Gen,  in  which  latter  book  too,  however, 
there  are  insufficient  grounds  for  accepting  this  view, 
as  is  shown  in  the  art.  Genesis.  Banning  with 
Ex  6  the  chief  marks  of  such  a  separation  of  sources 
falls  away  as  far  as  P  and  J  are  concerned,  namely, 
the  different  uses  of  the  names  of  God,  Elohim  ana 
Jeh.  For,  according  to  the  protagonists  of  the 
documentary  theory,  P  also  makes  use  of  the  name 
Jeh  from  this  chapter  on ;  E.  too,  does  the  same  from 
Ex  8  13  ff  on,  only  that,  lor  a  reason  not  under- 
stood, occasionally  the  word  Elohim  is  still  used  by 
this  source  later  on,  e.g.  18  17  ff ;  18  1  ff.  But  as 
a  number  of  passages  using  the  name  Elohim  are 
unhesitatingly  ascribed  by  the  critics  to  J,  this 
difference  in  the  use  of  the  name  of  God  utterly  fails 
to  establish  a  difference  of  sources.  To  this  is  to 
be  added,  that  J  and  E  are  at  this  place  closely 
interwoven;  that,  while  the  attempt  is  constantly 
being  made  to  separate  these  two  sources,  no  gener- 
ally accepted  results  have  been  reached  and  many 
openly  acknowledge  the  impossibility  of  such  a 
separation,  or  admit  that  it  can  be  effected  only  to 
a  very  limited  extent.  ^  Peculiarities  which  are  re- 
gard^ as  characteristic  of  the  different  sources, 
such  as  the  sin  of  Aaron  in  J,  the  staff  of  Moses  in 
E,  Sinai  in  J  and  P,  Horeb  in  E,  the  dwellingof  the 
Israehtes  in  Goshen  in  J.  but  according  to  E  their 
living  in  the  midst  of  tne  Egyptians,  and  others, 
come  to  nought  in  view  of  the  imiform  text  in  the 
passages  considered.  This  has  been  proved  iriost 
cleariy,  e.g.  bv  Eerdmans  in  his  AUtestamenUiche 
Studieriy  III  (''Das  Buch  Exodus'O  in  regard  to 
many  of  these  passages.  Narratives  of  a  similar 
character,  Uke  the  two  stories  in  which  Moses  is 
described  as  striking  the  rock  to  produce  water 
(Ex  17  1;  Nu  20  Iff),  are  not  duplicates,  but  are 
different  events.  Cf  the  different  localities  in  Ex 
17  7  and  Nu  20  1,  as  also  the  improbability  that 
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Israel  would  without  cause  in  the  first  passage  have 
put  into  permanent  form  the  story  of  its  shame,  and 
then  in  tne  latter  there  would  have  been  an  uncer- 
tainty as  to  the  importance  of  this  locality  for  the 
career  of  Moses;  and  finally,  we  must  notice  the 
distinction  expressly  made  by  the  additional  state- 
ment, '  Vaters  of  Meribah  of  Kadesh  in  the  wilder- 
ness of  Zm,"  in  Nu  27  12-14:  Dt  82  51  (cf  Ezk 
47  19;  48  28).  Then,  too,  these  occurrences,  if 
we  accept  the  division  into  J  and  E  at  this  place, 
are  not  reduced  to  a  single  event,  since  both  sources 
would  share  in  both  narratives.  The  same  condi- 
tion of  affairs  is  found  in  £x  16  in  so  far  as  JE  comes 
into  consideration,  and  in  Ex  18  in  comparison  with 
Nu  11.  In  the  case  of  Nu  11  there  is  express  refer- 
ence made  to  a  former  narrative  by  the  word  "again," 
and  in  the  second  case  all  the  details  in  their  differ- 
ences point  to  different  occurrences.  Concerning 
other  so-called  duplicates  in  Ex,  see  later  in  this 
article.  But  the  acceptance  of  P  in  contradis- 
tinction to  the  text  of  J£  does  also  not  lead  to  tan- 
gible results,  notwithstanding  that  there  exists  a 
general  agreement  with  regard  to  the  portions  credit- 
ed to  P.  Not  taking  into  consideration  certain  that 
are  peculiar,  the  foUowing  sections  are  attributed 
to  this  source:  1  1-7.13-15;  2  23^-25;  6  2—7  13 
(6  28-30  R);  7  19.20a.216.22;  8  1-3.116-15;  9 
8-12;  12  1-20.28.37O.40-50:  18  1-2.20;  14  1-4. 
8-10.15-18?.21aa.22-23.29;  16  1-3.9-14.156-18.21- 
26.31-32.34a.35;  17  la;  19  1.2a;  24  15-^1  17: 
84  29—40  38.  It  is  claimed  that  in  the  Book  of 
Gen  these  sources  constitute  the  backbone  of  the 
whole  work;  but  this  is  not  claimed  for  Ex.  The 
sections  ascribed  to  P  constitute  in  this  place,  too, 
anything  but  an  unbroken  story.  In  both  language 
and  substance  they  are.  to  a  certain  extent,  most 
closely  connected  with  tne  pajrts  ascribed  to  JE,  and 
in  part  they  are  indispensable  for  the  connection 
whence  they  have  been  taken  (cf  for  details  below). 
It  is  absolutely  impossible  to  separate  on  purely 
philological  grounds  in  the  purely  narrative  por- 
tions in  Ex  the  portions  belongmg  to  P.  That 
genealogies  like  6  14  ff,  or  chronological  notices 
like  12  40.41.51:  16  1;  19  1,  or  directions  for  the 
cultus  like  12;  26  ff  have  their  own  peculiar  forms, 
is  justified  by  self-evident  reasons;  but  this  does 
not  justify  the  acceptance  of  separate  authors.  It 
is  the  result  of  the  peculiar  matter  found  in  each 
case.  We  must  yet  note  that  the  passages  attrib- 
uted to  P  would  in  part  contain  views  which  could 
not  be  harmonized  with  the  theological  ideas  as- 
cribed to  this  source,  which  are  said  to  include  an 
extreme  transcendental  conception  of  God;  thus 
in  16  10  the  majesty  of  Jeh  suddenly  appears  to 
the  congregation,  ana  in  40  34  ff  this  majestv  takes 
possession  of  the  newly  erected  dwelling.  Li  8  19 
mention  is  made  of  the  finger  of  God,  and  in  7  1 
Moses  is  to  be  as  God  to  Pharaoh.  In  Ex  12  12  the 
existence  of  the  Egyp  gods  is  presupposed  and  the 
heathen  sorcerers  are  able  to  act  in  competition  with 
Moses  and  Aaron  for  a  while;  7  11.12.22;  8  3.  P 
also  describes  the  Passover,  which  on  account  of  the 
handling  of  the  blood  in  i2  7  cannot  be  regarded 
in  an^  other  light  than  as  a  sacrifice  in  the  nouse, 
and  in  Nu  9  7.13,  this  act  is  expressly  called  a 
iorhan  Jahwe  (^sacrifice  of  Jehj.  Ot  also  the 
ooDunands  in  Ex  12  10.43.48.^  But  more  than 
anything  else,  what  has  been  said  imder  (a)  above 
poes  to  show  that  all  these  sources  have  been  imited 
m  a  way  that  characterizes  the  work  of  a  systematic 
writer,  and  declares  against  any  view  that  would 
maintain  that  these  sources  have  been  mechanically 
placed  side  by  side  and  interwoven  into  each  other. 
What  has  here  been  outlined  for  the  whole  book  in 
peneral  must  now  be  applied  to  the  different  parts 
m  particidar. 

(1)  1  8—7  7:    (a)  Everything  that  is  narrated 


in  this  section,  which  in  so  worthy  a  manner  intro- 
duces the  whole  book,  is  written  from  a  standpoint 

of  the  Egyp  oppression,  from  which 
2.  In  the  human  help  could  give  no  deliverance. 
Separate  but  from  which  the  mighty  power 
Pericopes      of  Jeh,  working  through  human  agency, 

offered  this  deliverance.  It  is  a  situa- 
tion which  demands  faith  (4  31).  This  section 
naturally  falls  into  ten  pericopes,  of  which  in 
each  instance  two  are  still  more  closely  connected. 
Nos.  1-1-2  (1  8-14.15-22),  namely,  the  oppression 
through  forced  labor  and  the  threat  to  take  the  life 
of  the  newly  bom  males  of  the  Israelites;  and  in 
contrast  to  this,  the  Divine  blessing  in  the  increase 
of  the  people  in  general  and  of  the  midwives  in  par- 
ticular; nos.  3-f4  (2  1-10.11-22),  namely,  the  birth 
and  youth  of  Moses  stand  in  contrast.  The  child 
seems  to  be  doomed,  but  God  provides  for  its  de- 
liverance. Moses,  when  grown  to  manhood,  tries 
to  render  vigorous  assistance  to  his  people  tlm>ugh 
his  own  strength,  but  he  is  compelled  to  flee  into  a 


far-off  country.  Nos.  5-f6  (2  23—4  17;  4  18-31) 
report  the  fact  that  also  in  the  reign  of  a  new  Pha- 
raoh the  oppression  does  not  cease,  and  that  this 
causes  God  to  interfere,  which  in  2  23-25  is  ex- 
pressed in  strong  terms  and  repeatedly,  and  this 
again  leads  to  the  revelation  in  the  burning  bush 
(8  Iff).  And  at  the  same  time  the  narrative  shows 
how  little  self-confidence  Moses  still  had  (three 
signs,  a  heavy  tongue,  direct  recusal).  The  sixth 
pericope  and  also  the  beginning  of  the  last  four,  de- 
scribe, from  an  external  viewpoint,  the  return  of 
Moses  to  Midian,  and  his  journey  from  there  to 
Egypt.  Here,  too,  mention  is  made  of  the  troubles 
causied  by  Pharaoh,  which  God  must  remove  through 
His  powcr.^  This  deliverance  is  not  at  all  deserved 
by  Israel,  since  not  even  any  son  in  a  family  had  up 
to  this  time  been  circumcised.  On  the  other  hand, 
ever3rthing  here  is  what  can  be  expected.  Those 
who  sought  the  life  of  Moses  had  died;  the  meeting 
with  Aaron  at  the  Mount  of  the  Lord;  in  Egypt  the 
faith  of  the  people.  In  an  effective  way  the  con- 
clusion (4  31;  returns  to  the  point  where  the  two 
companion  narratives  (2  24f)  begin.  After  this 
point,  constituting  the  center  and  the  chief  point  in 
the  introductory  section,  nos.  7-h8  (5  1—^  1 ;  6  2- 
12),  everything  seems  to  have  become  doubtful. 
Pharaoh  refuses  to  receive  Moses  and  Aaron:  the 
oppression  increases;  dissatisfaction  in  Israel  ap- 
pears; Moses  despairs;  even  the  new  revelations  of 
God,  with  fair  emphasis  on  fidelitv  to  the  Covenant 
which  is  to  unfold  Jeh's  name  in  full,  are  not  able  to 
overcome  the  lack  of  courage  on  the  part  of  the 
people  and  of  Moses.  Nos.  Q-flO.  introduced  by 
6  13  (6  14-27  and  6  28—7  7),  show  that  after 
Moses  and  Aaron  have  already  been  mentioned 
together  in  4  14.27  ff;  6  1  ff,  and  after  it  has  be- 
come clear  how  little  they  are  able  of  themselves  to 
accomplish  anything,  they  are  now  here,  as  it  were, 
for  the  first  time,  before  the  curtain  is  raised,  intro- 
duced as  those  who  in  the  following  drama  are  to 
be  the  mediators  of  God's  will  (cf  the  concluding 
verses  of  both  pericopes,  6  27;  7  7),  and  they  re- 
ceive directions  for  their  common  mission,  just  at 
that  moment  when,  humanly  speaking,  everything 
is  as  unfavorable  as  possible. 

(&)  The  unity  of  thought  here  demonstrated  Is  in  this 
case  too  the  protecting  wall  axainst  the  flood-tide  of  the 
documentary  theory.  For  this  theory  involves  many 
dlfflculties.  In  1  13  f  there  would  be  an  account  of  the 
oppression  by  P.  but  the  motive  for  tliis  can  be  found 
only  In  the  preceding  verses,  which  are  ascribed  to  JE ; 
2  24  speaks  of  the  Covenant  of  God  with  Isaac,  concern- 
ing wmch  P  is  said  to  have  reported  nothing  in  the  Book 
of  Gen.  as  in  the  latter  book  a  reference  to  tliis  matter  is 
found  only  in  26  2-5  R;  26  24  J.  In  6  2  fT  Moses  and 
Aaron  are  mentioned:  but  as  the  text  of  P  reads  we  know 
absolutely  notliing  from  tliis  source  as  to  who  these  men 
are.  According  to  7  1  ff  Aaron  Is  to  be  the  speaker  for 
Moses  before  Pharaoh.    But  according  to  F  neither 
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d  K— which 

U  they  Kre  BSparKted.  lave  Unei  of  demarkaclon  clklmed 
tor  the  •enraUon  that  are  very  unaetUed— we  here  pass 
over  In  alienee. 

On  Uhe  critical  theory,  the  narratives  ot  P.  In  the  Book 
ot  Ex.  as  tiao  In  Gen.  would  have  discarded  mahy  of  the 
Btereotyped  formulas  characteristic  of  thla  source  (cf  S 

33tt:  «  iff:  7  IB),  and  In  both  form  and —— —■i-< 

be  made  very  siinllar  to  the  rest  ot  the 
JB;    1  20  B;   7  •  "■    —' '  —  -  -'  —' 


u  would 


The 


■a  these  are  here  fou 


Ing  8  f  JE  IQ  lU  relation 

SMff  P;  6  6ff  (rtWUdlA)  PloltBrelatlpn'    '   "   '" 


Su  E: 
0  for 


'  dry  land,"  makes  i 


?.i£; 


I:  9  23),    JE   la 


7  22.     In 

'-  -"1  bai ,  _, — 

_._.js  (7  8  P).  see  above  under 

mlimdes,  and  tbdr  purpose  ot  maklns  Yabweh  Imown  to 

tlleE(7pUani(7  3-aP)seethefollowlaaparagraph.   The 

' -lonB  mentioned  In  7  14  ITPSnd  their  I]  tn  Oea 

-  "  T) ;  and  the  sons  ot  Aaron  mentioned  tn 
ir-,  nauBUBud  Ablhu.  are  mentioned  also  in  the  teit 
I  I.e.  Mcribed  to  JB  altJwugh.  except  In  Lev  10  P. 

>t  fotuid ebewbere In  the  Pent.  .  Inret- 

^j  1^  gjjjl  yj^^  J   13  -  - 


tour  seneratlons  meni 

it  19  J  (cf  «  S  IT) ; 
38P,Nadaband  A 

erence  hi  vob  rqwbibioiiK,  jt  muiib  ue  muu  uu^b  4  la  i-  m 
either  the  continuation  (In  so  far  as  the  IsraellMs  Instead 
ot  belns  compulsory  laborers  became  slaves),  oris  »  con- 
cluding summary,  such  as  is  found  &«quently.  The  new 
revelaUon  of  Ood  In  Ex  S  P.  according  to  (^  S  JE,  Snda 
its  psychological  and  historical  motive  m  the  account  ot 
tbe  failure  described  In  6  1  f  JB,  and  In  the  discourage- 
ment of  the  Israelttee  and  of  Moses  resulting  therefrom. 
•     ...       -jyTlin  "- 


:  concerning  the  names  o: 


Ood.aeeOaHM 


(2)  7  S— 13  16:  (a)  This  section  is  separated  ss  a 
matter  of  course  from  the  reat  by  the  typical  num- 
ber of  ten  plagues.  It  ia  introduced  by  the  trans- 
formation ot  the  rod  into  a  serpent  in  the  presenne 
of  Pharaoh  (7  8-13).  To  explain  the  fact  that 
there  were  ten  plagues  on  the  ground  of  the  acci- 
dental combination  of  sources,  is  from  the  very 
outset  a  precarious  undertaking.  To  this  must  be 
added  the  following  reasons  that  indicate  a  literary 
editing  of  the  material.  All  of  the  plagues  are  in- 
troduced by  the  same  formula  (7  12 J£;  8  IJ;  ver 

12  P;  verie  JE;  ver20  JE:  9  1  JE;  verSP;  ver 

13  JE;  10  1.12  .te;  ver2lE:  11  I  E),  and  in  con- 
nection with  each  [ilague  the  bardening  of  the  heart 
of  Pharaoh  is  mentioned  (cf  [la]  above  };  cf  7  22  F; 
8  U  J;  ver  16  P;  ver  28  JE;  9  7  JE:  ver  12  P; 
ver34  JE;  ver36JE;  10  IR;  ver20JE;  ver  27  E; 
11  10  R;  18  15  D.  As  is  the  case  in  the  first  sec- 
tion, we  find  here  too  in  each  instance  two  ptaguea 

e  closely  connected,  vis.  noa.  l-f2  already 

..II..    ..-It™!    1...    .1 — .     -    I 


by  the  methods  of  punishment  that  are  related 
each  other  (water  changed  to  blood  and  frogs); 
and,  finally,  by  the  extension  of  the  plague  (the 
Nile  and  beyond  the  river).  In  3-|-4  we  have  to 
deal  with  insects  (stinging  flies  and  dung  flies);  in 
S-i-6  with  a  Icind  of  pest  (pest  among  cattle,  and 
boils);  7-1-8  are  again  formally  joined  by  the  re- 
peated command  of  Jeh  to  Moses  in  9  13.22  JE 
and  10  1.12  JE,  as  also  by  the  fulness  of  the  ac- 
count the  two  show  and  their  similarity,  in  both 
also  use  being  made  of  the  staff  (9  23  f  JE;  10  13  f 


JE),  in  the  repetition  of  the  emphasis  put  on  the 
remarkable  character  of  the  plague  (9  18.24;  10 
6.14  JE).  By  both  plaguee  vegetation  is  destroyed; 
and  in  the  plague  of  locusts  special  reference  is  made 
also  to  the  hail  (cf  10  5.12.15).  Inthecaseof  9+10, 
tbe  darkness  constitutes  a  connecting  link  (cf  ID  21 
E;  11  4  J;  U  12  P;  13  30.31  JE).  By  the  side 
of  the  occasional  rhythm  formed  of  two  members 
there  is  also  one  formed  of  three  members  (after 
the  manner  of  a  triole  in  a  measure  of  two  beaU). 
In  the  case  of  each  group  of  three  plagues,  two  are 
announced  beforehand  (thus  1  JEP+2  JP;  4  JE-(- 
5  JE;  7  JE+8  JE;  10  EJ  over  against  3  P,  6  P  and 
9  E);  the  first  of  each  group  of  three  plagues,  as 
1,  4-i-7,  is  to  be  announced  by  Moses  on  the  follow- 
ing morning  to  Pharaoh  (7  15;  8  20;  9  13  JE). 
AEo  in  regard  to  the  impression  caused  by  the 
plagues  a  distinct  progress  can  be  noticed,  in  this 
too,  that  the  Egyp  sorcerers  are  active  only  down 
to  the  third  plague.  Naturally,  too,  over  against 
these  facts,  further  peculiarities  can  be  pointed  out 
in  the  separate  plagues,  e.g.  the  fact  that  Goshen, 
or  rather  that  Israel,  is  spajed  in  the  4th,  5th,  7th- 
10th  plagues  (8  22;  9  6.26  JE;  10  23  E;  11  7  J); 
and  in  the  mention  made  of  the  intercession  in  the 
2d,  4th,  7th,  8th  (8  8  J;  ver  12;  9  28.33;  10  17  t 
JE)  without  thereby  destrosdng  the  artistic  con- 
struction of  the  whole  that  has  been  described  above, 
or  that  in  each  such  case  of  individuality  of  pre* 
senting  the  matter  there  is  to  be  found  a  reason  for 
claiming  a  separate  source. 

(6)  In  the  same  way,  too,  it  is  not  a  permisuble 
conclusion,  that  in  the  first  miracle  and  in  the  first 
three  plagues  mention  is  made  of  the  fact  that  Aaron 

rrformed  this  miracle  with  his  staff  (7  Sff.lQ: 
5-20  ff  P).  At  any  rate,  in  the  parts  ascribed 
to  P,  no  absolute  uniformity  ia  to  be  found,  since 
plagues  1  to  3  are  commanded  to  Moses,  while  the 
6th  is  commanded  to  Moses  and  Aaron  (7  19:  8  1. 
20  over  against  9  8):  and  since,  further,  in  the  6th 
plague  (9  8)  it  is  Moses,  and  in  the  10th  (U  12) 
it  is  God  Himself  who  really  carries  out  the  com- 
mand, and  not  Aaron,  as  was  the  case  in  the  intro- 
ductory miracles  and  in  tbe  first  three  plagues. 
Further,  according  to  JE  (4  30),  it  appears  that  the 
presuppowtion  is  that  we  are  to  consider  all  of  the 
addrMses  and  actions  in  general  as  taking  place 
through  Aaron,  even  in  those  casea  where  this  is 
not  esp',  mentioned. 

Only  the  Ist  plague  (7  14  S)  furnishes  an  apparent 
reason  for  the  acceptance  of  two  sources.  In  this 
case  mention  is  mode  at  times  of  the  waters  of  the 
Kite  only,  and  then  of  all  other  waters  being  changed 
into  blood ;  and  a  separation  from  this  point  of  view 
at  least  could  be  carried  throueb.  But  this  voeai- 
bility  disappears  at  once  in  the  case  of  the  2d 
plague  (frogs),  where  the  passage  8  1-3,  ascribed 
to  P,  which  verses  contain  the  consummation  of  the 
plague  announced  in  7  26-2S  J  (Heb),  is  altogether 
necessary  for  this  connection;  as  otherwise  the 
impreesioD  made  upon  Pharaoh  by  this  plague, 
which  is  not  mentioned  in  P  at  all,  would  be  a  torso. 
The  similarity  in  the  construction  of  the  2d  and 
the  1st  plague,  however  (cf  under  [a]  above),  and 
the  same  difference  in  the  mention  madcof  the  Nile 
and  of  the  other  waters  in  the  2d  plague,  make  it 
possible  and  even  advisable  in  the  case  of  the  first 
plague,  too,  to  discard  the  hypothesis  of  a  diJTerence 
m  sources,  because  in  the  2a  plague  this  difference 
cannot  be  carried  out.  Then,  too,  there  would  be 
other  omissions  found  in  P.  According  to  the  cus- 
tomary separation  of  sources,  P  would  not  con- 
tain the  fulfilment  of  the  threatened  tenth  plague 
announced  in  12  12  at  all.  In  the  same  way  the 
statement  in  18  28  refers  to  the  carrying  out  of  b 
command,  the  announcement  of  which  to  Israel  in 
13  21  ff  would  be  found  in  another  source.    Furthw  . 
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in  12  37a  we  would  have  P,  as  when  the  parts  be- 
longing to  P  have  been  eliminated,  the  other  sources 
too  would  contain  omissions  in  12  21  ff,  mostly  JE; 
ver  37&  E;  18  3  ff  D.  In  the  same  way  the  an- 
nouncement of  a  large  number  of  miracles  (7  3  P; 

11  9  R)  is  too  comprehensive,  if  these  verses  refer 
only  to  the  narratives  found  in  P.  In  addition, 
there  is  a  remarkable  similarity  found  in  all  of  the 
narratives  of  P  with  those  parts  which  are  ascribed 
toJE;  cf  the  first  miracle  in  7  8  ff  with  4  2fif  J;  ver 
17  E.  In  P,  too,  as  is  the  case  with  JE,  it  is  stated 
that  the  puipose  of  the  miracle  is,  that  rharaoh,  or 
the  Egyptians,  or  Israel,  are  to  recognize  that  Jeh 
is  GooT and  the  Lord  of  the  earth,  or  something  to 
this  eflfect  (7  5  P:  ver  17  JE;  8  10  R;  ver  22;  9  14. 
29.30  JE;  10  2  R;  11  7  J;  cf  from  the  next  sec- 
tion, 14  4  P:  ver  18  P.  which  at  the  same  time 
is  also  the  lundamental  thought  that  forms  the 
connecting  link  of  the  whole  section).  The  posi- 
tion of  11  1-3  E  between  10  28.29  E  and  11  8  J  con- 
stitutes a  difficulty,  because  in  the  last-mentioned 
passages  Moses  is  represented  as  standing  contin- 
uously before  Pharaoh.  The  announcement  made 
by  Jen  to  Moses,  that  one  more  plague  is  to  come, 
and  that  the  Israetites  should  borrow  articles  of 
value  from  the  Egyptians,  must  in  reality  have  been 
made  before,  but  for  good  reasons  it  is  mentioned 
for  the  first  time  at  this  place,  in  order  to  explain 
the  confident  utterance  of  Moses,  that  he  would  not 
again  appear  before  Pharaoh  (10  29).  But  the 
fact  that  according  to  12  31  JE  Pharaoh  does  in 
realitv  once  more  cause  Moses  and  Aaron  to  be 
c^ed,  can  readily  be  explained  on  the  ground  of  the 
events  that  happened  in  the  meantime. 

The  structure  of  chs  12  f  contains  nothing  that 
could  not  have  been  written  by  one  and  the  same 
author.  Only  Moses  naturally  did  not  at  once 
conununicate  (12  21  ff)  to  the  leading  men  of  Israel 
the  conunand  given  in  12  15  ff  concerning  the  un- 
leavened bread,  which  command  had  been  given 
for  later  generations;  and  not  until  18  3ff  is  this 
conunand  mentioned  in  connection  with  the  order 

g'ven  to  the  people  in  the  meantime  concerning  the 
stbom  (18  1 0*    The  further  fact,  that  the  story 
of  the  exodus  reaches  a  preliminary  conclusion  in 

12  4^  before  the  details  of  the  Passover  (vs  3  ff ) 
have  been  given,  is  in  itself  j ustifiable.  As  far  as  con- 
tents are  concerned,  everything  in  chs  12  f ,  namely, 
the  exodus,  the  festival  of  unleavened  bread,  the 
firstborn,  and  orders  pertaining  thereto,  that  the 
month  of  the  exodus  is  to  be  regarded  as  the  first 
month,  etc,  are  closely  connected  with  the  Passover 
and  the  10th  plague.  Because  the  latter  had  to  be 
described  more  fully  than  the  other  plagues,  we  find 
already  in  11  9.10,  after  the  announcement  of  this 
plague  and  its  results,  a  comprehensive  notice  con- 
cerning all  the  miracles  through  which  Jeh  demon- 
strated how  He,  amid  great  maiiifestations  of  power 
(7  4  P)  and  with  a  nughty  hand  (6  1  JE),  has  led 
His  people  forth. 

(3)  13  17—18  27:  (a)  This  section  finds  its  con- 
necting thought  in  the  emphasis  placed  on  the  love 
of  Jeh,  on  His  readiness  to  help,  and  His  long- 
suffering  in  the  leading  of  His  at  times  miurmuring 
people  on  the  road  to  and  as  far  as  Sinai.  This 
section  covers  two  months.  What  is  narrated, 
beginning  with  ch  16  1,  transpires  even  within  a 
single  two  weeks  (cf  ch  19  1).  No.  1  (18  17-22). 
describes  the  journey  to  Etham  (out  of  love  God 
does  not  lead  the  people  the  direct  way,  since  He 
fears  that  they  will  become  imfaithf ul  in  the  event 
of  a  battle;  Joseph's  bones  are  taken  along,  since 
God  now  really  is  taking  care  of  His  people  [cf  Gen 
80  24.261;  Jeh's  friendlv  presence  is  shown  in  the 
pillar  of  fire) .  No.  2  (14  1-31)  contains  the  passage 
through  the  Red  Sea  (Jeh  the  helper;  cf  vs  10.15. 
13. 14.30.21 .24.26  f  .31,  notwithstanding  the  murmur- 


ing of  Israel,  vs  11  f).  No.  3  (16  1  ff)  contains  the 
thanksgiving  h3rmn  of  Moses  for  Jeh's  help,  with 
which  fact  each  one  of  the  four  strophes  begms  (vs 
1  ff.6 ff.11.166 ff).  No.  4  (16  20f)  contams  Miriam's 
responsorium.  No.  5  (16  22-27)  treats  of  Marah 
and  Elim  (Jeh  proves  Himself  to  be  Israel's  helper 
and  physician  [vs  25  f]  notwithstanding  the  mur- 
muring of  Israel  [ver  24]).  No.  6  introduces  the 
last  five  pericopes,  with  a  designation  of  the  time 
(16  1-36),  and  describes  the  miraculous  feeding 
with  manna  and  quails.  (The  murmuring  is  par- 
ticularly emphasized  in  vs  2.7-9.12.  Israel  also 
gathers  more  than  they  have  been  directed  to  do 
[vs  16  f];  reserves  some  for  the  following  day  [vs 
19  f];  collects  some  on  the  Sabbath  [ver  27];  Jeh, 
who  in  vs  6-12  alone  is  mentioned  in  rapid  succes- 
sion no  fewer  than  ten  times,  at  first  does  not  even 
utter  a  word  of  reproach,  and  when  the  Sabbath  has 
been  violated  He  does  nothing  more  than  reprove.) 
No.  7  (17  1-7)  reports  the  help  of  Jeh  (ver  4)  at 
the  Waters  of  Contention  (Strife).  He  even  ap- 
pears on  the  rock  (ver  6),  notwithstanding  the  mur- 
muring (vs  2-4.7).  No.  8  (17  8-16)  describes  the 
victory  over  the  Amalekites.  which  furnished  the 
occasion  for.  the  erection  ot  the  memorial  altar, 
called  *Jeh-my-Banner.'  Possibly  in  this  connec- 
tion Joshua  ('Meh  helps")  was  changed  from  Hosea 
(Nu  18  16).  Cf  Hengstenberg,  AiUkerUhic,  dea 
PerUaUsuches,  II,  395  f .  No.  9  (18  1-12)  shows  in 
a  constantly  changing  variety  of  expressions  that 
emphasis  is  laid  on  the  impression  which  the  deeds 
of  (jrod  in  connection  with  Israel  maJce  on  Jethro, 
the  father-in-law  of  Moses,  while  he  was  visiting 
the  latter  (vs  1.8-12).  Effective  in  this  connection 
is  also  the  mention  made  of  the  symbolical  names  of 
the  sons  of  Moses  (Gershom,  *^  have  been  a  so- 
journer in  a  foreign  land";  and  Eliezer,  ''The  God 
of  my  father  was  my  help,  and  delivered  me  from  the 
sword  of  Pharaoh  [vs  3  f]).  Further,  the  name 
Mount  of  God  (ver  6;  cf  ver  12)  probably  is  a  re- 
minder of  the  fulfihnent  of  8  12.  No.  10  (18  13-17) 
shows  how  God  helps  Moses  (cf  ver  19)  through  the 
advice  of  Jethro  to  appoint  judges.  In  this  part, 
too^  18  17 — 18  27,  we  have  ten  sections,  which  can 
easily  be  arranged  in  groups  of  two  and  two.  Thus 
nos.  1+2  are  connected  by  their  analogous  begin- 
nings (18  17.18  RE;  14  1.2  P)  and  by  the  cloud 
of  £e  (18  21  f  JE;  14  19.24  J);  nos.  3+4  by  the 
responsive  h3rmn;  nos.  5+6,  which  already  by  the 
feeling  of  hunger  and  thirst  are  connected  in  thought, 
by  their  reference  to  the  ordinances  of  Jeh  (16  25  D: 
16  4  JE  ?;  ver  28  R) ;  nos.  7+8  by  the  use  made  or 
Moses'  staff  (17  5.9  JE);  nos.  9+10  by  Jethro's 
person,  and  the  close  connection  of  their  contents 
m  point  of  time  (18  13).  Further,  the  Bib.  text 
of  this  place  is  clearly  presupposed  in  the  list  of 
stations,  expressly  stated  to  have  been  prepared 
at  the  command  of  Moses  (Nu  88).  This  list,  as 
is  acknowledged  on  all  sides,  has  the  characteristics 
of  P;  and  it  takes  into  consideration  not  only  the 
portions  ascribed  to  this  source,  but  also  the  text 
of  JE.  Cf  88  9  (Marah  and  EUm)  with  Ex  16 
22-27,  and  Nu  88  14  Gack  of  water  in  Rephidim) 
with  Ex  17  1  ff . 

(6)  Over  against  the  analysis  into  different 
sources  the  following  data  in  detail  can  also  be  ad- 
vanced. In  P  the  last  demonstration  of  the  power 
of  Jeh  over  Pharaoh  would  be  indeed  endangered  in 
14  4.15  ff.21a,  but  afterward  would  not  be  related. 
In  ch  16  1  we  cannot  find  in  P,  unless  we  bring  in 
^so  16  27  from  JE,  how  Israel  came  to  be  in  Elim. 
On  the  other  hand,  in  16  4  ff  (JE?)  the  promise  of 
bread  from  heaven  is  groundless  without  the  pre- 
ceding verses,  which  are  attributed  to  P;  and  with- 
out 17  1  F,  we  do  not  know  to  what  the  word 
"there"  in  ver  3  belonging  to  JE  refers,  and  how  in 
ver  8  JE  the  Israelites  had  come  to  Rephidim. 
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How  entirely  data  taken  from  the  language  utterly 
fail  here  in  establishing  the  separation  of  sources 
we  see  from  the  fact  that  in  Ex  the  distribution  of 
the  different  portions  and  verses  between  P  and  E 
becomes  a  matter  of  doubt,  and  also  in  Ex  16  a 
harmony  of  view  has  not  been  gained  as  to  whether 
only  P,  or  in  addition  also  J,  E  or  JE  have  contributed 
to  the  text.  The  hymn  found  in  Ex  15  1  ff ,  which 
certainly  is  an  old  composition^  presupposes  pas- 
sages which  are  assigned  to  different  sources,  and 
in  this  way  speaks  for  the  unity  of  the  text.  Cf  16 
2  with  14  30  J:  ver  13  JE  (?);  16  3  with  14  14 
JE  (?) ;  ver  25  J;  ver  4a  with  14  9  P;  ver  46  with 
14  7  JE;  ver  8  with  14  22  EP;  ver  29  P;  with  14  9. 

On  the  other  hand,  14  19a  and  b  cannot  be  util- 
ized  in  favor  of  a  division  of  sources  E  and  J;  but 
rather  the  analogous  structure  of  this  passage  pre- 
supposes the  same  author,  and  there  is  only  indicated 
what  elsewhere  is  always  a  presupposition,  namely, 
that  God  Himself  has  taken  His  abode  somewhere 
in  the  cloud  of  fire  (13  21.22  JE;  14  24  J;  cf  40 
34  ff  P) .  Just  as  little  are  the  two  commands  f oimd 
in  14  16  to  be  divided  between  P  and  E  and  J,  one 
stating  what  Moses  does,  and  the  other  what  Jeh 
does,  since  both  rather  belong  together  (cf  9  22  f 
with  ver  33 ;  10  13) .  At  first  glance  16  6  ff  does  not 
appear  to  be  in  its  proper  place,  as  Moses  and  Aaron 
in  vs  6.7  have  already  told  Israel  what  only  in  vs 
9  ff  is  revealed  through  the  appearance  of  Jeh  and 
His  injunction  to  Moses.  But  these  verv  verses 
are  in  harmony  with  the  character  of  the  whole  sec- 
tion (cf  under  a  above),  since  it  is  here  stated  that 
under  all  circumstances  Israel  is  to  be  convinced  of 
this,  that  Jeh  has  proven  EUmself  to  be  Jeh,  and  has 
heard  their  murmuring.  In  addition,  the  appear- 
ance of  Jeh.  in  ver  10  is  clearly  announced  by  ver  7. 
Accordingly,  vs  9ff  serve  only  to  confirm  and 
strengthen  what  b  found  in  vs  6  ff.  The  fact  that 
not  until  in  18  2  JE  Jethro  brings  the  wife  and  the 
sons  of  Moses,  while  the  latter  himself  according  to  4 
20  J  had  taken  them  along  when  he  joined  Israel, 
finds  a  satisfactory  explanation  in  18  26.  He  sent 
them  back  doubtless  because  of  the  conduct  of 
Zipporah  on  the  occasion  of  the  circumcision  of  her 
son  (4  25  J).  The  fact  that  Jethro  comes  to  Moses 
at  the  Mount  of  God  (18  5  JE),  while  the  latter  does 
not  arrive  at  Mt.  Sinai  until  19  1  ff  according  to  P 
and  J,  is  no  contradiction;  for  by  the  Mount  of  God 
is  meant  the  whole  chain  of  Horcb,  which  Moses 
has  aJready  reached  according  to  17  6  JE;  but  Mt. 
Sinai  is  a  single  mountain.  The  special  legal  or- 
dinances and  decisions  mentioned  in  18  20  JE 
before  the  giving  of  the  law  (19  ff  E-|-JE)  are  in 
perfect  harmony  with  16  25  D;  16  4  JE  (?);  ver 
28  R. 

(4)  19  1 — 24  18a;  (a)  This  fourth  section  contains 
the  conclusion  of  the  covenant  at  Mt.  Sinai  (cf  19 
5  R  at  beginning;  24  7.8  JE  toward  the  end).  The 
contents  cover  a  period  of  ten  days  (cf  19  10.11.16; 
24  3.4  JE:  ver  16  P).  The  text  of  this  section 
can  again  oe  divided  into  ten  pericopes.  After  the 
introduction  (19  1-8),  which  contains  a  cardinal 
feature  of  Ex  (cf  under  I,  2  above),  nos.  1  and  2 
(19  9-19.20-25)  report  the  preparation  for  the 
conclusion  of  the  Covenant.  No.  2  in  ver  23  refers 
expressly  to  no.  1,  but  is  distinguished  from  no.  1 
throu^  the  new  addition  in  ver  20  after  ver  18, 
as  also  through  the  express  amplified  application 
of  the  ordinances  referring  to  purifications  and 
the  restriction  of  the  prohibition  to  the  priests  (cf 
vs  22.21.24  with  vs  10.12).  Nos.  3-|-4  (20  1-17. 
18-26)  contain  the  Decalogue  and  the  directions  for 
the  cultus,  together  with  a  description  of  the  im- 
pression made  by  the  revelation  of  the  law.  Nos. 
5-|-6  (21  1 — 23  13expresslycirciunscribed  by  a  sub- 
scription. 23  14-19)  contain  legal  ordinances  and 
further  oirections  for  the  cultus.    Nos.  3-6  accord- 


ingly contain  the  laws  or  the  conditions  of  the  Cove- 
nant. Now  follow  in  nos.  7+8  the  promises  of  the 
Covenant  (23  20-26.27-33),  which  in  vs  20+27, 
23+28  and  24+32  f  correspond  to  each  other. 
Nos.  9+10  (24  3-8.9-18a,  combined  more  closely 
by  vs  1.2)  describe  the  conclusion  of  the  Covenant 
and  the  Covenant  congregation  in  different  stages. 
Further,  t3i)ical  niunbers  at  this  place  also  appear 
in  the  laws,  nos.  3-6.  No.  4  (20  18  ff)  contains  five 
directions  (vs  23a.236.24.25.26);  no.  6  (23  14-19) 
is  divided  into  ^X5  ordinances  (cf  the  anaphoristic 
addition  in  vs  14  and  17).  viz.  vs  14. 15a.  156. 16a. 
166— 17.18a.l86.19a.l96.  No.  3  (20  1  ff.  the  Deca- 
logue) contains,  according  to  84  28;  Dt  4  13;  10  4, 
"ten  words"^  m,  according  to  the  two  tables  doubt- 
less divided  into  two  groups  of  five  each,  no  matter 
how  in  detail  we  may  divide  and  number  them. 
In  the  same  way  no.  5  (21  1 — ^23  13)  falls  into  ten 
sections,  separate  in  form  and  contents,  yet  belong- 
ing together  J  and  these  again  are  divided  into  2X5 
groups,  as  will  appear  presently.  Taken  altogether 
then  we  have  in  nos.  3-6  (20  1—23  19)  17X5  Iqgal 
ordinances  or  groups  of  laws.  While  in  the  ms- 
torical  sections  the  divisions  into  5X2  pericopes 
was  made,  we  here  find  three  times  the  division 
into  2X5,  although  here  too  the  beginning  of  the 
last  five  pericopes  in  the  second  and  third  sections 
is  particularly  noticeable  (cf  9  8+16  1),  and  in  the 
same  way  a  new  division  can  be  made  at  4  18. 
No.  5  (21  1 — 28  13)  is,  however,  divided  as  follows: 
I+II  (21  2-6.7-11)  ordinances  for  the  protection  of 
slaves;  III+IV  (21  12-17.18-27)  protection  of  life, 
or  liberty,  of  the  dignity  of  parents,  and  hygienic 
laws:  V  (21  28—22  3)  harm  to  animals;  VI  (22 
4-16)  to  property;  VII  (22  17-26)  against  witch- 
craft, against  imitating  the  Canaanites,  and  lack 
of  mercy;  VIII  (22  27-30)  the  relation  to  God; 
IX+X  (23  1-5.6-12)  ethical  and  humane  law  prac- 
tice. I-IV  accordingly  contain  laws  pertaining  to 
persons;  V+VI  those  referring  to  things;  VII-X, 
those  referring  to  religion,  morality,  and  adminis- 
tration of  justice.  But  the  chief  line  of  demarka- 
tion  is  to  be  made  after  V;  for  I-V  contain  each 
four  ordinances,  VI-X  each  seven,  which  in  the  origi- 
nal text  in  almost  each  case  are  in  their  language 
separated  from  each  other  by  particular  conjunc- 
tions or  by  the  construction.  Onl^  in  VI  (22  4-16) 
one  command  seems  to  be  lacking;  for  only  22 
4.5.6  f. 9-12.13  f.l5f  are  distinguished  bythe'W 
in  the  beginning;  but  the  seventh  ordinance  is  found 
in  ver  8.  Here  too,  in  each  case,  11+ 1,  two  and 
two  as  a  rule  are  more  closely  connected,  after  the 
manner  of  the  division  in  the  first  three  sections, 
1  8—7  7;  7  8—18  16;  13  17—18  27;  at  least  this 
is  the  case  in  I+II,  III+IV— VII+ VIII,  IX+X. 

(h)  In  this  section,  too,  19  1 — ^24  18a.  there  la  no  real 
occasion  for  a  division  into  sources.  It  Is  daimed  that 
P  is  found  only  in  19  1.2a;  94  15-18;  but  19  1.2a  is 
indispensable  for  ver  2b  on  account  of  the  word  "  there"; 
and  before  84  15  ff  there  is  an  omission,  if  the  preceding 
verses  are  to  be  ascribed  to  a  different  source.  The 
duplicates  19  8.0;  19  18.20  are  best  explained  by  the 
assumption  of  a  new  beginning  In  ver  9  at  ver  20  (cf 
above);  84  12,  which  at  the  same  time  introduces  24 
9  ff ,  Is  placed  before  ver  3,  because  in  point  of  time  It  be- 
longs here.  According  to  the  original  text,  the  tr  at  this 
place  must  read :  "  To  Moses  he  spoke. ' '  In  contrast  to  the 
ordinances  which,  in  81  1  ff,  are  addressed  to  the  congre- 
gation of  Israel.  Certainly  84  3-8  Is  purposely  formu- 
lated to  show  in  almost  the  same  words  that  ver  3  reports 
the  >iolation  and  vs  4  ff  the  writing  of  the  decision  to 
obey  on  the  part  of  Israel  (vs  36  and  76).  It  is  not  per- 
fectly clear  to  the  reader  where  Moses  was  during  the 
promulgation  of  the  Decalog^ue,  whether  upon  the  moun- 
tain or  at  the  foot  of  the  mountain  (cf  19  24  f;  80  18  ff; 
but  also  Dt  6  5).  In  view  of  the  importance  of  the 
matter  itself  and  the  vividness  of  the  narrative  and  the 
continual  change  in  the  place  where  Moses  abode,  it  ia 
psychologically  easily  understood  that  the  clearness  of 
the  account  has  suffered  somewhat. 

(5)  24  186—31  18:  (a)  During  the  forty  days 
which  Moses  tarries  with  God  on  the  mountain,  and 
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at  the  conclusion  of  which  he  receives  the  two  tables 
of  the  law  (81  18),  God  converses  with  him  seven 
times  (26  1;  80  11.17.22.34;  8x  1.12).  No.  1 
(25  1 — 30  10)  contains  directions  in  reference  to 
the  building  of  the  Tabernacle,  and  laws  for  the 
priests  serving  in  it.  Nos.  2-6  bring  a  number  of 
directions  supplementing  no.  1,  namely,  no.  2  (80 
11-16),  individual  tax;  no.  3  (80  17-21),  copper 
washing  vessels;  no.  4  (80  22-33),  oil  for  anointing; 
no.  5  (80  34-38),  incense;  no.  6  (81  1-11),  the  call- 
ing of  Bezalel  and  Aholiab  to  be  the  master  build- 
ers; additionally  and  in  conclusion,  no.  7  (81  12- 
17),  the  Sabbath  command.  It  is  probably  not 
accidental  that  the  Sabbath  idea  is  touched  upon 
7  t,  namely,  in  addition  to  the  present  passage,  also 
in  (a)  16  5  JE  (?):  vs  23-29  P+R;  (6)  20  8-11  E; 
(c)  28  10-12  E;  (d)  24  16  P;  (c)  84  21J;  (/)  86 
1-3  P,  and  that  as  is  the  case  in  this  present  pas- 
sage, other  passages  too,  such  as  24  16  P;  86  1-3  P 
conclude  a  main  section,  and  22  10-22  a  subordi- 
nate section,  with  this  reference. 

The  first  more  complete  pericope  itself  (25  1 — 80 
10)  is.  however,  divided  into  12  pieces  (we  cannot  at 
this  place  enter  into  details  in  reference  to  the  typical 
numoers  found  so  often  in  the  measurements  of  the 
Tabernacle,  but  can  refer  only  to  the  cubical  form  of 
the  Holy  ot  Holies  on  the  basis  of  10  cubits),  viz.  (1) 
contributions  for  the  sanctuary  (25  1-9);  (2)  the 
holy  ark  (25  10-22);  (3)  table  of  shewbread  (25 
23-30);  (4)  golden  candlesticks  (25  31-40);  (5) 
tabernacle  (26  1-37)  in  which  at  the  same  time  the 
articles  mentioned  from  2  to  4  are  placed  (cf  vs  33  ff ) ; 
(6)  altar  for  burnt  sacrifices  (27  1-8):  (7)  court 
(27  9-19)  in  which  this  altar  stood  (cf  40  29.33); 
(8)  oil  for  the  lights  (27  20.21);  (9)  sacred  garments 
for  the  priests  (28  1-43);  (10)  consecration  of 
priests  (29  1-37);  (11)  the  burnt  sacrifices  (29  3^ 
46):  (12)  mcense  altar  (80  1-10).  The  five  articles 
included  in  8  to  12  are  combined  into  a  contrast 
to  the  five  in  1  to  7  by  their  express  reference  to  the 
priests  (cf  in  addition  to  9+ 10  also  27  21;  29  44;  80 
7  f.lO).  With  the  incense  altar,  which  was  of  great 
importance,  and  of  equsJ  importance  with  the  great 
altar  on  the  Day  of  Atonement  (80  10),  this  section 
closes  (cf  [&]). 

Thus  it  will  imder  all  circumstances  be  better  to 
search  for  an  explanation  for  putting  oil  in  the  place 
of  the  candlesticks  and  of  the  incense  altar,  which 
at  first  seems  surprising,  than  in  the  case  of  every 
difiiculty  to  appeal  to  a  redactor's  working  with- 
out system  or  order.  However,  the  entire  por- 
tion 24  186 — 81  18  finds  its  explanation  in  the 
promise  of  25  8  that  Jeh  will  dwell  in  the  midst  of 
Israel  (cf  29  45  f).  He  is  enthroned  on  the  ark, 
in  which  the  accusing  law  as  the  expression  of 
the  Divine  will  is  deposited  (for  this  reason  called 
ha-'edhuth;  25  16.21:  26  33.34),  but  above  the 
atonement  lid,  the  Kappdreth,  at  which  on  the 
Day  of  Atonement,  the  atonement  ceremony  is 
carried  out  (cf  26  17-22;  Lev  16;  see  Day  of 
Atonement). 

(h)  This  whole  section,  with  the  exception  of  31  18  E 
(?)  is  ascribed  to  P.  althoiigh  at  this  place,  though  with- 
out good  reasons.  difTerent  strata  are  distinguished.  In 
regard  to  the  contradiction  claimed  to  exist  in  the  differ- 
ent persons  to  be  anointed  (high  Driest,  or  ail  the  priests; 
cf  89  7  over  against  88  41;  89  21),  see  Lbviticub. 
Also  the  duplicates  of  the  tamidh  sacrifice  and  of  the 
candlesticks  (cf  I,  3,  above)  are  not  at  all  the  decisive 
factor  in  proof  of  a  difference  of  sources  within  the  parts 
treating  of  the  priests,  providing  it  can  be  shown  that 
each  passage  stands  where  it  belongs.  With  regard  to 
the  candlesticks,  see  Leviticus.  In  addition  cf  passages 
like  Mt  10  39+16  25;  10  22+24.13;  6  14  ff+18  35; 
5  29f+18  8ff:  19  30+80  16.  But  as  far  as  attribut- 
ing certain  passages  to  P  in  general  is  concerned,  it  Is 
self-evident  that  ordinances  referring  to  the  cultus  make 
use  of  technical  terms  pertaining  to  the  cultus,  without 
this  fact  Justifsring  any  conclusion  as  to  a  particular 
author  or  group  of  authors.  On  the  other  hand,  it  could 
not  at  all  be  understood  how  P  could  so  often  call  the 


Decalogue  ha-edhath,  without  having  contained  this  all- 
important  law  Itself  (cf  85  16.2lT;  86  33  f;  84  29; 
88  21,  etc).  On  the  other  hand,  as  is  well  known,  the 
fourth  commandment  (Ex  80  8-11  E)  expressly  refers 
back  to  Gen  8  2.3,  that  Is,  to  P;  also  88  15  to  18  20. 

(6)  82  1—86  3:  (a)  God's  promise  to  dwell  in  the 
midst  of  Israel,  the  turning-point  in  the  fifth  section, 
seems  to  have  become  a  matter  of  doubt,  through 
the  apostasy  of  Israel,  but  is  nevertheless  realized 
in  consequence  of  the  intercession  of  Moses  and  of  the 
^ace  of  Grod,  which,  next  to  His  primitive  holiness, 
IS  emphasized  very  strongly.  This  entire  sixth  sec- 
tion is  to  be  understood  from  this  standpoint.  As  was 
the  case  in  the  preceding  section,  the  torty  days  are 
prominent  in  this  too  (cf  84  28  J  with  24  18  P). 
We  can  divide  the  contents  here  also  into  ten  peri- 
copes.  No.  1  (82  1-14)  reports  that  Jeh  tells  Moses 
of  the  idolatry  with  the  golden  calf,  that  He  is  de- 
termined to  destroy^  Israel,  but  is  influenced  to 
change  this  detcrmmation  by  the  intercession  of 
Moses.  No.  2  (82  15-29)  describes  the  wrath  of 
Moses  and  the  punishment  through  him.  He 
breaks  the  tablets  into  pieces,  grinds  the  golden 
calf  into  powder,  reproves  Aaron,  dissolves  through 
the  Levites  the  curse  which  had  for  this  reason  im- 
pended over  them  since  Gen  49  5-7  and  causes 
this  to  be  changed  into  a  blessing:  three  thousand 
killed.    No.  3  (82  30-^35)  reports  that  Jeh  at  the 

{>etition  of  Moses  will  send  some  of  His  angels,  but 
ater  on  will  punish  the  people  for  their  sins.  No.  4 
(88  1-6)  reports  that  Jeh  Himself  no  longer  accom- 
panies His  people,  which,  on  the  one  hand,  is  an 
act  of  grace,  since  the  presence  of  God  would  even 
harm  the  people,  but  on  the  other  hand  is  a  punish- 
ment, and  is  felt  as  such  by  Israel.  No.  5  (83  7-1 1) 
declares  that  God  meets  Moses  onlv  outside  of  the 
camp  in  a  tent,  but  communes  with  him  face  to  face. 
No.  6  introduces  the  last  six  pericopes  in  a  natural 
way,  since  God's  grace  is  appearing  in  constantly 
increasing  glory  (88  12-33).  Here  we  have  the 
petition  of  Moses  to  Jeh  that  He  in  person  should 
accompany  him  and  show  him  His  glory  (Jeh's 
srace  is  made  esp.  prominent  in  vs  12.13.16.17.19). 
No.  7  (84  1-10)  describes  the  preparation  for  the 
new  conclusion  of  the  covenant;  Jeh  appears  to 
Moses  as  the  gracious,  merciful,  long-suffering  kind, 
and  faithful  God,  so  that  Moses  again  appeals  to 
His  grace.  No.  8  (84  11-28)  describes  the  new  es- 
tablishment of  the  covenant  on  the  basis  of  the 
renewal  of  the  Divine  and  ^andiose  promises  of 
ordinances  pertaining  to  religion  and  cultus,  and  the 
ten  words.  No.  9  (84  29-35)  describes  how,  in 
consequence  of  his  close  communion  with  God, 
Moses  face  shines.  No.  10  (85  1-3)  contains  the 
Sabbath  command  (see  [5a]).  Nos.  9  and  10  give 
expression  to  the  renewed  covenant  relation£ip. 
If  we  again  in  the  larger  group  1  to  8  take  two  and 
two  together  we  find  that  each  of  these  four  groups 
contains  a  petition  of  Moses:  32  11  ff;  BS  30-32; 
88  12  ff ;  88  8.9.  The  entire  section  brings  out 
equally  prominentljr  the  love  and  the  holiness  of 
God,  ana  does  this  m  such  a  way  that  both  charac- 
teristics find  their  expression  in  each  group  of  two 
of  these  ten  numbers.  The  progress  beyond  the 
third  section  Qe^ing  Israel  to  Sinai)  is  noticeable, 
since  the  murmuring  is  in  each  case  followed  only 
by  an  expression  of  the  love  of  Grod;  but  equally 
this  present  section  stands  in  contrast  to  Nu  11  ff, 
where,  on  the  occasion  of  the  continuous  murmur- 
ing of  Israel  the  love  of  God  b  not  indeed  ignored, 
but  it  must  take  a  place  in  the  background  as  com- 
pared with  His  punitive  holiness,  which  is  particu- 
larlv  apparent  in  the  story  of  the  return  of  tne  spies 
in  Nu  14  11  ff.  Here  is  at  once  seen  the  great 
similarity  with  thepresent  section  of  Nu  14  12.15. 
16.17  ff  and  with  £x  82  10.12;  84  6  f,  but  at  the 
same  time  the  great  difference  caused  by  a  diver- 
gency of  the  events  (cf  Nu  14  21  ff).     In  contrast 
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to  this,  82  34  refers  back  to  Nu  14,  and  32  35  is  a 
proleptic  judgment  based  on  this  experience. 

(6)  It  is  incomprehensible  how  critics  hare  found  in 
the  renewal  of  the  covenant  caused  by  the  apostasy  of 
Israel  and  in  the  conditions  of  this  renewal,  viz.  in  the 
Books  of  the  Covenant  and  in  the  Decalogue,  duplicates, 
wliich  are  distributed  between  £  and  J  (£x  20  1  ff :  81  ff ; 
24^—84  lir.28;  84  11-26;  84  27).  But  in  Ex  84  11- 
26  there  is  no  sign  of  the  number  ten  being  used  in  con- 
nection with  the  ordinances  referring  to  the  religion  and 
the  cultus.  Goethe's  attempt  to  find  at  tliis  place  the 
original  Decalogue,  which  effort  is  constantly  being  re- 
peated, is  accordingly  without  any  foundation,  even  in 
the  use  of  the  number  ten.  In  ver  286,  according  to  ver 
1  and  tradition  (cf  Dt  10  2.4;  also  Ex  24  12T8I  18), 
Jeh  is  to  be  regarded  as  the  subject.  Again  88  4and6ff 
are  not  duplicates.  In  ver  4  the  people  are  described 
as  having  laid  aside  their  ornaments  a  single  time  as  a 
sign  of  repentance;  according  to  vs  5.6  the  people  per- 
manently dispense  with  these,  a  state  of  mind  which 
makes  it  possible  for  God  again  to  show  His  mercy.  It 
is  an  arbitrary  assimiption  that  these  ornaments  were 
used  in  the  construction  of  the  Tabernacle,  the  building 
of  which  had  been  announced  beforehand  In  Ex  26  ff.  ao 
that  in  front  of  88  7  a  II  account  to  86  fl  P  taken  from  JE 
would  have  been  omitted.  In  88  7  ff  according  to  the 
text  the  author  has  in  mind  a  tent  already  in  existence, 
which  up  to  this  time  had  been  standing  within  the  camp 
and  now  had  to  be  taken  without,  because  Jeh  for  the 
present  can  no  longer  dwell  in  the  midst  of  the  people 
(82  34;  88  3.5),  imtil  Moses,  throiigh  his  intercession, 
again  makes  this  possible  (88  15-17;  34  0.10).  And 
the  promised  tabernacle  takes  the  place  of  the  provi- 
sional tent  (chs  86  ff),  which,  as  is  done  by  the  LaX,  is 
probably  to  be  preferred  to  Moses'  own  tent.  In  P,  to 
whom  84  20  ff  is  attributed,  such  a  provisional  arrange- 
ment is  presupposed  in  ver  35,  since  already  at  this  place, 
and  before  the  building  of  the  tabernacle  in  chs  86  ff. 
mention  is  made  of  the  fact  that  Moses  entered  for  the 
purpose  of  receiving  the  revelation  of  G  od.  This  accord- 
ingly presupposes  what  is  reported  in  88  7  ff.  Even 
without  the  facts  mentioned  and  for  other  reasons,  too, 
an  omission  must  be  accepted  before  84  20  ff;  for  ver  20 
speaks  of  the  tables  of  the  Law,  concerning  the  origin  of 
which  P  has  reported  nothing;  and  in  ver  32  concerning 
the  commandments  which  Moses  received  on  Mt.  Sinai 
and  had  imparted  to  the  people,  which,  however,  do  not 
refer  to  the  directions  that  were  given  in  25  ff,  since  these, 
according  to  86  4  ff ,  are  yet  to  be  expressly  communicated 
to  the  people. 

(7)  36  4—40  38:  (o)  The  construction  of  the 
Tabernacle.  This  section  is  divided  into  four  peri- 
copeSj  each  with  four  subdivisions  (cf  Structure  of 
Leviticus  16  in  Day  of  Atonement).  The  same 
principle  of  division  is  found  also  in  the  history  of 
Abraham  and  in  Dt  12-26.  No.  I  (85  4—86  7)  de- 
scribes the  preparation  for  the  construction:  (1)  86 
4-19  appeals  for  contributions  for  this  purpose;  (2) 
86  20-29,  contributions;  (3)  36  30-^86  1.  charac- 
terization of  the  builders;  (4)  86  2-7,  aeUverine 
the  contributions  to  the  builders.  Nos.  II  and  III 
(86  8 — 88  31;  89  1-31)  report  the  construction 
of  the  Tabernacle  and  the  preparation  of  the  priests' 
garments  (cf  89  32.1);  no.II:  (1)  86  3-38,  dwelling- 
place;  (2)  87  1—88  9,  utensils;  (3)  88  10-20,  court; 
(4)  88  24-31,  cost  of  1-3;  no.  Ill  (1)  89  2-7, 
shoulder  garment;  (2)  vb  8-21,  pocket;  (3)  vs  22- 
26,  outer  garment;  (4)  vs  27-31,  summary  account 
concerning  coats,  miter,  bonnets,  breeches,  girdle, 
diadem.  No.  IV  (39  32-^40  38)  reports  the  com- 
pletion: (1)  89  32-43,  consecration  of  these  ob- 
jects; (2)  40  1-15,  command  to  erect;  (3)  vs  16- 
33,  carrying  out  this  conmiand;  (4)  vs  34r-38,  en- 
trance of  the  glory  of  Jeh.  In  this  way  the  dwelling 
of  Jeh,  which  had  been  promised  in  26  8  P,  and  in 
chs  82-34  JE  had  been  uncertain,  has  become  a 
reaUty.  The  whole  section  is  closely  connected 
with  chs  26-^1.  yet  is  independent  in  character. 
The  full  details  foimd  in  both  groups  are  completelv 
justified  by  the  importance  of  the  object.  It  is  sell- 
evident  that  at  this  place,  too,  the  language  of  the 
cultus  is  demanded  by  the  object  itself. 

(6)  The  attempts  to  distribute  this  section  among 
different  authors  are  a  total  failure  in  view  of  the 
unity  of  the  structiu*e^  which  is  independent  also  over 
against  chs  26-81.  Smce  the  numbers  given  in  88  26 
agree  entirely  with  the  numbers  gathered  later  in 
Nu  2  32,  it  is  evident  that  for  the  latter  the  lists 


for  the  contributions  were  used,  which  in  itself  is 
very  probable  because  it  was  practical.  In  case 
this  section  is  ascribed  to  P  it  is  inexplicable  how  the 
writer  can  in  40  34  ff  speak  of  the  pillar  of  fire  as 
of  something  well  known,  since  this  has  not  vet 
been  mentioned  in  the  parts  ascribed  to  P,  but  has 
been  in  18  21  f  JE;  14  19.24  J. 

III.  HtBtorical  Character. — ^The  fact  that  extra- 
Israelitish  and  esp.  Egyp  sources  that  can  lay  claim 
to  historical  value  have  reported 
1.  General  nothing  authentic  concerning  the  exo- 
Consider-  dus  of  Israel  need  not  surprise  us  when 
Rtion  we  remember  how  meager  these  docu- 

ments are  and  how  one-sided  Egyp 
history  writing  is.  WTiether  the  expulsion  of  the 
lepers  and  the  unclean,  who  before  this  had  deso- 
lated the  country  and  acquired  supremacy  over  it 
as  reported  by  Manetho  and  other  historians,  is  an 
Egyp  version  of  the  exodus  of  Israel,  cannot  be 
investigated  at  this  place,  but  is  to  the  highest  degree 
improbable.  If  Israel  was  oppressed  bv  the  Egyp- 
tians for  a  long  period,  then  surely  the  latter  would 
not  have  invented  the  fable  of  a  supremacy  on  the 
part  of  Israel  j  and,  on  the  other  hand,  it  would  be 
incomprehensible  that  the  Israelites  should  have 
changed  an  era  of  prosperity  in  their  history  into  a 

geriod  of  servitude.  Over  against  this  the  remem- 
rance  of  the  exodus  out  of  Egypt  not  only  is  re- 
echoed through  the  entire  lit.  of  Israel  (cf  1, 4.  above), 
but  the  very  existence  of  the  people  of  God  forces  us 
imperative^  to  accept  some  satisfactory  ground 
for  its  origin,  such  as  is  found  in  the  story  of  the 
exodus  and  only  here.  In  addition,  the  Book  of 
Ex  shows  a  ^ood  acquaintance  with  the  localities 
and  the  conditions  of  Egypt,  as  also  of  the  desert. 
It  is  indeed  true  that  we  are  still  in  doubt  on  a  num- 
ber of  local  details.  But  other  statements  in  the 
book  have  in  such  a  surprising  manner  been  con- 
firmed by  discoveries  and  geographical  researches, 
that  we  can  have  the  greatest  confidence  in  regard 
to  the  other  difficulties:  cf  e.g.  Naville's  The  Stare- 
city  of  Pithom  (Ex  111).  In  general,  the  opening 
chapters  of  Ex,  esp.  the  narratives  of  the  different 
plagues,  contain  so  much  Eg3rp  coloring,  that  this 
could  scarcely  have  resulted  from  a  mere  theoretical 
study  of  Egypt,  esp.  since  in  the  narrative  every- 
thing makes  the  impression  of  resulting  from  recent 
experience.  The  fact  that  Israel  from  its  very 
origin  received  ordinances  in  regard  to  religion, 
morality,  law  and  cultus,  is  explained  from  the  very 
conditions  surrounding  this  origin  and  is  indispen- 
sable for  the  explanation  of  the  later  development  of 
the  nation.  None  of  the  later  books  or  times  claim 
to  offer  anything  essentially  new  in  this  respect; 
even  the  prophets  appear  only  as  reformers;  they 
know  of  the  election  of  Israel,  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  everywhere  presuppose  as  something  self- 
evident  the  knowledge  of  a  righteous,  well-pleasing 
relation  with  God  and  chide  the  violation  of  this 
relation  as  apostasy.  Ethical  monotheism  as  the 
normal  religion  of  Israel  is  reflected  in  the  same  way 
in  all  the  sources  of  Israel's  history,  as  has  been 
proven  in  my  work  ("Die  Entwicklung  der  alttesta- 
mentlichen  Gottesidee  in  vorexUischer  Zeit,"  in  the 
May,  1903,  issue  of  BeUrdge  zur  Fdrderung  chriet- 
licher  Theoloqie).  And  the  idea  that  an  oriental 
people,  esp.  if  they  came  out  of  Egypt,  should  have 
had  no  religious  cultus,  is  in  itselfunthinkable.  If 
all  of  these  norms,  also  the  direction  for  the  cultus 
in  the  Books  of  Covenant,  of  the  PC,  or  D,  at  least 
in  the  kernel,  do  not  go  back  to  the  Mosaic  times, 
then  we  have  to  deal  with  an  insoluble  problem  (cf 
my  work.  Are  the  Critics  Right  t). 

The  Book  of  Ex  is  as  a  matter  of  fact  from  its  first 
to  its  last  page  filled  with  miraculous  stories:  but 
in  this  characteristic  these  contents  agree  perfectly 
with  the  whole  history  of  redemption.    In  this 
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immediate  and  harmonious  activity  of  God,  for  the 
purpose  of  establishing  a  chosen  people,  all  these 

miracles  find  their  piupose  and  explana- 
2.  The  tion,  and  this  again  is  only  in  harmony 

Miraculous  with  other  periods  of  sacred  history. 
Character      The  reason  is  self-explanatory  when 

these  miracles  are  found  f;rouped  at 
the  turning-points  in  this  history,  as  is  the  case 
also  in  the  critical  age  of  Elijah  and  Elisha,  and  in 
the  experiences  and  achievements  of  ''Jonah^''  so 
significant  for  the  universality  of  the  Bib.  religion. 
Above  all  is  this  true  in  the  ministry  of  Jesus  Christ; 
and  also  again  in  His  return  to  judgment.  And  in 
the  same  way,  too,  we  find  this  at  the  beginning  of 
Israel  as  a  nation  [see  my  article  in  Murray's 
Dictionary],  Cf  in  this  respect  the  rapid  numerical 
growth  of  the  nation,  the  miracles,  the  plagues,  in 
the  presence  of  Pharaoh,  the  passage  through  the 
Red  Sea,  the  miraculous  preservation  of  the  people 
in  the  desert,  the  many  appearances  of  God  to  Moses, 
to  the  people,  to  the  elders^  the  protection  affordea 
by  the  cloud,  the  providential  direction  of  the  people 
of  Israel  and  of  the  Egyptians,  and  of  individual 
persons  (Moses  and  Pharaoh).  The  fact  that  the 
author  himself  knows  that  Israel  without  the  special 
care  and  protection  of  God  could  not  have  survived 
in  the  desert  is  m  complete  harmonjr  with  his 
knowledge  of  the  geographical  situation  already 
mentioned. 

If  any  part  of  the  laws  in  Ex  is  to  be  accepted  as 
Mosaic,  it  is  the  Dec^ogue.    It  is  true  that  the  ten 

commandments  are  found  in  two  re- 
8.  The  censions  (Ex  20;  Dt  6).    The  original 

Special  form   is  naturally  found  in  Ex  20. 

Legal  Parts  Only  Moses  ^  could  regard  himself  as 

inwardly  so  independent  of  the  Deca- 
logue as  it  had  been  written  by  God,  that  he  did 
not  consider  himself  bound  in  Dt  6  by  its  exact 
wording.  The  legal  ordinances  in  Ex  21  Iff  have 
found  an  analogy  abreadjr  in  CH,  more  than  500 
years  older  although  moving  in  a  lower  sphere.  As 
Israel  had  lived  in  Goshen,  and  accordmg  to  Gen 
26  12  Isaac  had  even  been  engaged  in  agriculture, 
and  Israel  could  not  remain  in  the  desert  but  was 
to  settle  down  in  permanent  abodes  again,  the  fact 
of  the  existence  of  this  law  of  Israel,  which  in  a'reli- 
^ous  and  ethical  sense  rises  infinitely  above  the  CH, 
is  in  itself  easily  understood.  And  again  since  the 
sacred  ark  of  the  covenant  plays  an  important  r61e 
also  in  the  other  sources  of  the  Pent  (Nu  10  33  ff ; 
14  44  JE;  Dt  10  1-8;  31  9.25)  and  in  the  history 
of  Israel  (cf  Josh  8;  6  6-8;  8  33;  Jg?  20  27;  IS 
6  2ff;  2  S  16  24f;  1  K  8  15;  6  19;  8  1-9),  then 
a  suitable  tent,  such  as  is  annoimced  in  Ex  26  ff, 
and  was  erected  according  to  Ex  86  ff,  was  an 
actual  necessity. 

As  the  Paschal  sacrifice,  according  to  Ex  12  3  ff ; 
VB  43  ff  P;  vs  21  ff  JE  (?)  was  to  be  killed  in  the 
houses,  and  this  on  the  14th  of  Nisan  in  the  evening 
(12  6),  and  as  P  directs  that  a  festival  assembly 
shall  be  held  on  the  next  day  at  the  sanctuary 
(cf  Lev  28  6  ff ;  Nu  28  17  ff),  these  are  conditions 
which  can  be  understood  only  in  case  Israel  is  re- 
garded as  being  in  the  wilderness.  For  this  reason 
Dt  16  5  ff  changes  this  direction,  so  that  from  now 
on  the  Passover  is  no  lonser  to  be  celebrated  in  the 
houses  but  at  the  central  sanctuary.  In  the  same 
way  the  direction  Ex  22  29.  which  ordered  that  the 
firstborn  of  animals  should  oe  given  to  Jeh  already 
on  the  8th  day,  could  be  carried  out  only  during  the 
wanderings  in  the  desert,  and  is  for  this  reason 
changed  by  Dt  14  23ff;  16  19ff  to  meet  the  con- 
ditions of  the  people  definitely  settled  after  this 
wandering.  Cf  my  work,  Are  the  Critics  Right  t 
188-89,  194-95. 

As  b  well  known,  the  average  critic  handles  the 
Bib.  chronology  in  a  very  arbitrary  manner  and  is 


not  afraid  of  changing  the  chronology  of  events  by 
hundreds  of  years.  If  we  leave  out  of  considera- 
tion some  details  that  often  cause  great 
4.  Chro-  difficulties,  we  still  have  a  reliable 
nology  starting-point  in  the  statements  found 

in  1  K  6  1  and  Ex  12  40  f.  Accord- 
ing to  the  first  passage,  the  time  that  elapsed  between 
the  exodus  of  the  Israehtes  and  the  building  of  the 
temple  in  the  4th  year  of  Solomon  was  480  years; 
and  according  to  the  second  passage,  the  time  of  the 
stay  in  Eg3rpt  was  430  years.  A  material  change 
in  the  first-mentioned  figures  is  not  permitted  by 
the  facts  in  the  Book  of  Jgs,  even  if  some  particular 
data  there  mentioned  are  contemporaneous;  and 
to  reduce  the  430  years  of  the  stav  in  Egypt,  as 
might  be  done  after  the  LXX,  which  includes  also 
the  stay  of  the  patriarchs  in  Canaan  in  this  period, 
or  to  reduce  the  whole  period  from  the  entrance  into 
Egypt  to  the  building  of  the  temple,  is  contrary  to 
the  synchronism  of  Hammurabi  and  Abr^am  f  Gen 
14) .  The  first-mentioned  could  not  have  lived  later 
than  2100  BC.  The  430  years  in  Ex  12  40.41  P 
are  also,  independently  of  this  passage,  expressly 
supported  by  the  earlier  prediction  of  an  oppression 
of  Israel  for  400  years  from  the  time  of  Aoraham 
(Gen  16  13  J);  and  the  480  years  of  1  K'6  1  are 
confirmed  by  Jgs  11  26,  according  to  which,  at  the 
time  of  the  suppression  bv  the  Amorites  and  of 
Jephthah  as  judge,  already  30  years  must  have 
elapsed  since  the  east  Jordan  country  had  been 
occupied  by  the  Israelites.  According  to  this  the 
exodus  must  have  taken  place  not  long  after  1500 
BC.  And  in  perfect  a^preement  with  this  supposi- 
tion would  be  the  condition  of  affairs  in  Pal  as  we 
know  them  from  the  Am  Tab  dating  about  1450- 
1400  BC,  according  to  which  the  different  Canaan- 
itish  cities  had  been  attacked  by  the  Chabiri  in  the 
most  threatening  manner,  as  this  is  reported  too  in 
the  Book  of  Josh.  As  is  well  known  linguistically, 
too,  the  identification  of  the  Chabiri  with  the  He- 
brews is  unobjectionable.  Finally,  on  the  well- 
known  Menepthah  stele  of  the  13th  cent.  BC,  Israel 
is  mentioned  in  connection  with  Canaan.  Ashkelon, 
Gezer,  Y-nu*m  (= Janoah,  Josh  16  6.7 1),  and  ac- 
cordingly is  alread3r  regarded  as  settled  in  Canaan. 
A  date  supported  in  such  different  ways  makes  it 
impossible  for  me  to  find  in  Rameses  II  the  Pharaoh 
of  the  oppression,  and  in  Menepthah  the  Pharaoh  of 
the  exodus  (both  between  1300  and  1200  BC).  A 
conclusive  proof  that  the  name  and  the  original 
building  of  the  city  Rameses  (Ex  1  11  JE;  12  37  P; 
Nu  88  3.5  P)  necessarily  leads  back  to  Hameses 
II  can,  at  least  at  the  present  time,  not  vet  be  given 
(cf  on  this  point  also,  Kohler,  Lehrfntch  aer  biblischen 
GeschichU  068  Alien  Testamentes,  I,  238  ff). 

All  these  attacks  on  the  historical  character  of 
this  book  which  originate  onl^  in  the  denial  of  the 
possibility  of  miracles,  the  Christian 
6.  Unjusti-   theologian  can  and  must  ignore.    Such 
flable  attacks  do  not  stand  on  the  groimd  of 

Attacks  history  but  of  dogma.  Let  us  accord- 
ingly examine  other  objections.  Thus, 
it  is  claimed  that  the  number  of  men  in  Israel,  which 
in  Ex  12  37  is  said  to  have  been  600,000,  is  too 
high,  because  not  only  the  desert  but  (jroshen  also 
would  not  have  been  able  to  support  two  million 

gK)ple,  and  Israel  had  been  too  short  a  time  in 
gypt  to  grow  into  so  populous  a  nation.  Yet 
Israel,  beginning  with  the  time  of  the  oppression, 
which,  according  to  2  23;  18  continued  many 
years  and  hence  began  before  the  highest  number  in 
population  had  been  reached,  had  claims  for  sup- 
port from  the  Egyp  com  granaries;  and  the  430 
vears  in  12  40  certainly  cannot  be  reduced,  as  has 
[>een  shown  imder  (4)  above.  To  this  must  be 
added  that  in  Ex  1  7.9  f ,  12.20  f  the  rapid  numerical 
growth  of  Israel  is  represented  as  the  result  of  a 
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Divine  blessing.  Then,  too,  in  the  company  of 
Jacob  and  his  descendants,  doubtless  servants,  male 
and  female,  came  down  to  Egypt  (cf  the  318  serv- 
ants of  Abraham  alone  in  Gen  14).  The  figures 
in  Ex  12  37  P  are  further  confirmed  by  Nu  11  21 
(according  to  critics  from  JE)  and  by  the  results 
of  the  two  enumerations,  Nu  If  (2  31;  cf  Ex  38  26 
[603,  550])  and  Nu  26  51  (601,  730).  The  attacks 
made  also  on  the  existence  of  the  Tabernacle  must 
be  rejected  as  groundless.  According  to  the  Well- 
hausen  school  the  Tabernacle  is  only  a  copy  of  the 
temple  of  Solomon  dated  back  into  the  Mosaic 
times;  and  the  fact  that  there  is  only  one  central 
seat  of  the  cultus  is  regarded  as  a  demand  first  made 
by  the  Deuteronomistic  legislation  in  the  7th  cent. 
Against  this  latter  claim  militates  not  only  the  im- 
possibility of  placing  Dt  at  this  time  (cf  my  work 
Are  the  Critics  Right  f  1-55),  but  also  the  legislation 
of  the  Book  of  the  Covenant,  which,  in  28  17.19; 
34  23.24.26  presupposes  a  sanctuary,  and  which 
even  in  the  passages  incorrectly  analyzed  by  Well- 
hauscn,  20  24  (cf  again.  Are  the  Critics  Right  f  19, 48, 
161  if,  189  ff)  speaks  only  of  a  single  altar  (cf  also 
21  14)  and  not  of  several  existing  at  the  same  time. 
(The  matter  mentioned  here  is  the  building  of  an 
altar,  according  to  a  theophany,  for  temporary  use.) 
Against  the  critical  view  we  can  quote  the  prophetic 
utterances  of  Amos,  who  condemns  the  cult  m  the 
Northern  Kingdom  (6  4  f),  but  teaches  that  God 
speaks  out  of  Zion  (12;  cf  probably  also,  9  1); 
those  of  Isaiah  (1  12;  2  2ff;  4  5f;  6;  8  18;  18  7: 
30  29;  33  20;  14  32;  28  16);  also  the  facts  or 
history  (cf  esp.  the  central  sanctuary  in  Shiloh,  1  S 
1-4;  Jgs  21  19,  which  is  placed  on  the  same  level 
with  Zion  in  Jer  7  12ff;  26  6;  Ps  78  60-72). 
To  this  must  be  added  such  statements  as  2  S  7 
6;  Josh  18  1;  1  K  3  4;  8  4;  1  Ch  16  39.40; 
2  Ch  1  3.  Au  these  facts  are  not  overthrown  by 
certain  exceptions  to  the  rule  (cf  Leviticus).  But 
the  whole  view  leads  to  conclusions  that  in  them- 
selves cannot  possibly  be  accepted.  What  a  foolish 
fancy  that  would  have  been,  which  would  have  pic- 
tured the  Tabernacle  in  the  most  insignificant  de- 
tails as  to  materials,  amounts,  numbers,  colors, 
objects,  which  in  Nu  4  has  determined  with  exact 
precision  who  was  to  carry  the  separate  parts  of  the 
tent,  while  e.g.  for  the  service  of  the  Tabernacle, 
so  important  for  later  times,  only  very  general 
directions  are  given  in  Nu  18  2.4.6;  8  22  ff.  This 
complete  picture  would  be  entirely  without  a  pur- 
pose and  meaningless,  since  it  would  have  no  con- 
nection whatever  with  the  tendency  ascribed  to 
it  by  the  critics,  but  rather,  in  part,  would  con- 
tradict it.  Cf  my  book,  Are  the  Critics  Righit 
72  ff ,  87  ff. 

That  particularly  in  the  post-exilic  period  it 
would  have  been  impossible  to  center  the  Day  of 
Atonement  on  the  covering  of  the  ark  of  the  cove- 
nant, since  the  restoration  of  this  ark  was  not  ex- 
pected according  to  Jer  3  16,  has  already  been 
emphasized  in  Day  of  Covenant.  If  God  had 
really  determined  to  give  to  His  people  a  pledge  of 
the  constant  presence  of  His  grace^  then  there  can 
be  absolutely  no  reason  for  doubting  the  erection 
of  the  Tabernacle,  since  the  necessary  artistic 
ability  and  the  possession  of  the  materials  needed 
for  the  structure  are  sufficiently  given  in  the  text 
(cf  also  Ex  25  9.40;  26  30;  27  8—31  2ff;  35  30ff— 
12  35;  8  21.22;  11  2f;  Gen  15  14;  Ex  38  4ff). 
The  examination  of  the  separate  passages  in  Ex, 
such  as  the  relation  of  20  24  (see  atx)ve)  to  Dt,  or 
the  ordinances  concerning  the  Passover  and  the 
firstborn  (12  f),  and  other  laws  in  the  different 
codices,  goes  beyond  the  purpose  of  this  article  (cf 
however  under  3  above,  at  the  close). 

tV,  Authorship. — As  the  Book  of  Ex  is  only  a 
part  of  a  large  work  (cf  I,  3  above),  the  question  as 


to  authorship  cannot  be  definitely  decided  at  this 
place,  but  we  must  in  substance  restrict  ourselves 
to  those  data  which  we  find  in  the 
1.  Connec-  book  itself.  In  several  parts  it  is  ex- 
tion  with  pressly  claimed  that  Moses  wrote  them. 
Moses  He  sang  the  h3rmn  found  in  Ex  16, 

after  the  passage  of  the  Red  Sea,  and  it 
breathes  the  enthusiasm  of  what  the  author  has  him- 
self experienced.  Vs  13  ff  do  not  speak  against  the 
unity  of  the  h3rmn,  but  rather  for  it,  since  the  perfects 
here  found  as  prophetic  perfects  only  give  expression 
to  the  certainty  that  the  Israelites  will  take  pos- 
session of  the  land  of  promise.  ^  In  the  course  of 
history  the  nations  often  acted  quite  differently  from 
what  is  here  stated  and  often  antagonized  Israel 
(cf  Nu  14  39-45;  20  18  ff;  21  4.21-35;  22  6; 
Josh  6-12;  also  Ex  18  17).  In  Ex  16  13.17  not 
only  Zion  is  meant,  but  all  Canaan;  cf  Lev  26  23; 
Nu  85  34;  Jer  2  7;  for  har,  "mountain,"  cf  Dt 
1  7.20  ("hill-country");  8  26;  Ps  78  54.55.  Ac- 
cording to  Ex  17  14  Moses  writes  in  a  book  the 
promise  of  Jeh  to  destroy  Amalek  from  the  face  of 
the  earth.  It  is  absolutely  impossible  that  only 
this  statement  should  have  been  written  without 
any  connecting  thought  and  without  at  least  a  full 
description  of  the  situation  as  given  in  Ex  17  8  ff . 
And  as  17  14  Unguistically  at  least  can  mean  merely 
'to  write  a  sheet,'  as  Nu  5  23,  it  yet  appears  in 
the  light  of  the  connection  of  a  comparison  with 
related  passages,  such  as  Josh  24  26;  1  S  10  25, 
much  more  natural  to  think  of  a  book  in  this  con- 
nection, in  which  already  similar  events  had  been 
recorded  or  could  at  any  time  be  recorded. 

The  Ten  Words  (Ex  20  1  ff)  were  written  down 
by  God  Himself  and  then  handed  over  to  Moses; 
cf  Ex  24  12;  81  18:  84  1  ff.28  (Dt  10  2.4).  The 
laws  and  judicial  ordinances  beginning  with  Ex  21, 
according  to  24  4,  were  also  written  down  by  Moses 
himself,  and  the  same  is  true  of  the  ordinances  in 
84  11  ff,  according  to  84  27. 

The  proof  that  formerly  had  to  be  furnished,  to 
the  effect  that  the  knowledge  of  the  art  of  writing 
in  the  days  of  Moses  was  not  an  anachronism,  need 
not  trouble  us  now,  since  both  in  Eeyrpt  and  Baby- 
lon much  older  written  documents^ave  been  dis- 
covered. But  already  from  the  passages  Quoted 
we  could  conclude  nothing  else  than  that  Moses 
understood  how  to  make  use  of  different  forms  of 
literature — the  poetical,  the  historical  and  the  legal 
— unless  the  different  statements  to  this  effect  by  de- 
cisive reasons  could  be  shown  to  be  incorrect.  In 
Nu  88,  in  the  catalogue  of  stations,  there  is  a  por- 
tion ascribed  to  Moses  that  bears  the  express 
characteristics  of  the  PC;  and,  finally  Dt,  with  its 
hortatory,  pastoral  style,  claims  him  as  its  author. 
Already  in  Ex  17  14  there  were  reasons  to  believe 
that  Moses  had  written  not  only  this  statement 
which  is  there  expressly  attributed  to  him.  Thus 
it  becomes  a  possibility,  that  in  general  only  in  the 
case  of  particularly  important  passages  the  fact 
that  Moses  penned  these  also  was  to  be  made  promi- 
nent, if  it  can  be  shown  as  probable  that  he  in  reality 
wrote  more,  as  we  find  in  ||  cases  in  the  writings  of  the 
prophets  (cf  Isa  8  1;  80  8;  Jer  30  2;  Ezk  48  11; 
Hab  2  2).  In  addition,  we  notice  in  this  connec- 
tion that  in  the  cattJogue  of  stations  mentioned 
above  and  ascribed  to  Moses  (Nu  88),  the  close 
relation  of  which  to  the  portions  attributed  to  P  is 
certain,  not  only  this  part,  but  also  the  other  words 
from  JE  in  the  present  Bible  text  from  Ex  12-19 
(see  above)  are  regarded  as  self-evident  as  Mosaic 
(as  is  the  case  also  later  with  the  corresponding  his- 
torical part),  and  this  is  an  important  witness  in 
favor  of  the  Mosaic  authorship  of  the  historical  parts. 
But  Ex  25-81,  85-40  also  claim,  at  least  so  far  as 
contents  are  concerned,  to  be  the  product  of  the 
Mosaic  period.  The  entire  portable  sanctuary  is  built 


1067 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA  f'^dSli?^^  ^' 


with  a  view  to  the  wanderings  in  the  desert.  Aaron 
and  his  sons  are  as  yet  the  only  representatives  of 
the  priesthood  (27  21;  28  4.12.41-43:  29  4ff,etc). 
In  view  of  the  relationship  which  Nu  88  shows  with 
P,  it  is  clear,  if  we  accept  the  genuineness  of  this 
part,  a  matter  that  is  in  the  highest  degree  probable, 
that  this  style  was  current  in  Moses'  time,  and  that 
he  had  the  mastery  of  it.  even  if  other  hands,  too,  have 
contributed  to  the  final  literary  forms  of  tnese  laws. 
In  favor  of  the  Mosaic  authorship  of  the  whole  Book 
of  Ex  we  find  a  weighty  reason  in  the  unity  and  the 
literary  construction  of  the  work  as  shown  above. 
This  indeed  does  not  preclude  the  use  and  adapta- 
tion of  other  sources  of  historical  or  legal  statements, 
either  from  the  author's  own  hands  or  from  others, 
if  such  a  view  should  perhaps  be  suggested  or  made 
imperative  by  the  presence  of  manyhard  construc- 
tions, unconnected  transitions,  unexpected  repeti- 
tions, etc.  But  even  on  the  presupposition  of  the 
Mosaic  authorship,  a  difference  in  style  in  the  differ- 
ent kinds  of  niatters  discussed  is  not  impossible,  just 
as  little  as  this  is  the  case  with  peculifuities  ot  lan- 
guage, since  these  could  arise  particularly  in  the 
course  of  vivid  narration  of  the  storv  (cf  the  ana- 
colouths  in  Paul's  writings) .  But  still  more  a  reason 
for  accepting  the  Mosaic  authorship  of  Ex  is  found 
in  the  grand  and  deep  conception  and  reproduction 
of  all  the  events  recorded,  which  presupposes  a 
congenial  prophetic  personality;  and  finally,  too,  the 
natural  and  strong  probability  that  Moses  did  not 
leave  his  people  witnout  such  a  Ma^a  Charta  for 
the  future.  This  Mosaic  authorship  becomes  al- 
most a  certaintv,  in  case  the  Book  of  Dt  is  gen- 
uine, even  if  only  in  its  essential  parts.  For  Dt  at 
every  step  presupposes  not  only  P  (cf  Are  the 
Critics  Right  f  171  ff),  but  also  the  history  and  the 
Books  of  the  Covenant  (Ex  21  ff ;  84  11  ff)  as 
recorded  in  Ex. 

Against  the  Mosaic  authorship  of  Ex  the  use  of 
the  third  person  should  no  longer  be  urged,  since 

Caesar  and  Xenophon  also  wrote 
2.  Exam-  their  works  in  the  third  person,  and 
ination  of  the  use  of  this  provision  is  eminently 
Objections    adapted  to  the  purpose  and  significance 

of  £x  for  all  future  times.  In  Isa  20 
1  ff ;  Ezk  24  24,  we  have  analogies  of  this  in  pro- 
phetic lit.  The  statement  (11  3)  that  Moses  was 
so  highly  regarded  by  the  Eg3rptians  is  entirely  im- 
objectionable  in  the  connection  in  which  it  is  found. 
That  the  book  was  not  written  for  the  self-glorifica- 
tion of  Moses  appears  clearly  in  4  lQ-16;  6  12. 
In  itself  it  is  possible  that  some  individual  passages 
point  to  a  later  date,  without  thereby  overthrowing 
the  Mosaic  authorship  of  the  whole  (cf  also  under 
[1]).  In  this  case  we  are  probably  dealing  with 
supplementary  material.  Ex  16  35  declares  that 
Israel  received  manna  down  to  the  time  when  the 
people  came  to  the  borders  of  Canaan.  Whether 
it  was  siven  to  them  after  this  time,  too,  cannot  be 
decided  on  the  basis  of  this  passage  (cf  however 
Josh  6  12).  If  the  entire  Book  of  Ex  was  com- 
posed bv  Moses,  then  Ex  16  35  would  be  a  proof 
that  at  least  the  final  editing  of  the  book  had  been 
undertaken  only  a  short  time  before  his  death. 
This  is  suggested  also  by  ver  346.  since  at  the  time 
when  the  manna  was  first  given  tne  ark  of  the  cove- 
nant did  not  yet  exist;  and  the  statement  in  82  35 
takes  into  consideration  the  later  development  as 
found  in  Nu  18  f.  In  the  same  way  Ex  16  36 
could  be  a  later  explanation,  but  is  not  necessarilv 
so,  if  the  ^omer  was  not  a  fixed  measure,  of  which 
nothing  further  is  known,  and  which  probably  was 
not  to  oe  found  in  every  Israeli tish  household,  but 
a  customary  measure,  the  average  content  of  which 
is  given  in  ver  36.  If  we  take  Ex  alone  there  is 
nothing  that  compels  us  to  go  later  than  the  Mosaic 
period    (concerning    the  father-in-law   of    Moses, 


see  under  II,  2,  1  [1  8—7  7]  at  the  close).  The 
question  as  to  whether  there  are  contradictions  or 
differences  between  the  different  legal  ordinances 
in  Ex  and  in  later  books  cannot  be  investigated  at 
this  place,  nor  the  question  whether  the  connection 
of  Ex  with  other  books  in  any  way  modifies  the  con- 
clusion reached  under  (1). 

LiTBRATURB. — Books  that  in  gome  way  cover  the 

Eound  diflciLBsed  In  the  article:  Against  the  separation 
to  different  sources:  Eerdmans.  Alttettameruliche  Stu- 
dien,  HI  ("Das  Buch  Exodus");  Orr,  Problem  of  the 
OT;  MttUer,  Wider  den  Bonn  der  Quellenecheidung.  In 
favor  of  the  construction  of  Ex  21  ff:  Merx,  Die  Bncher 
Mosetund  Josua  ("RellgionsKeschlchtlicheVolksbUcher," 
II,  Series,  no.  3).  For  Ex  21  ff  in  its  relation  to  CH: 
A.  Jeremias,  Daa  AUe  Testament  im  Lichte  den  alien 
Orientt;  J.  Jeremias.  Moaea  und  Hammurabi  (with  fuller 
lit.) ;  Histories  of  Israel  by  Kittel.  KOnig.  OettU.  KOhler. 
Klostermann,  Hengstenberg;  Commentaries  of  Ryssel, 
Lange,  Keil,  Strack;  Introductions  to  the  OT  by  Strack. 
Baudissin,  Driver,  Sellin.  Against  the  Wellhausen 
hypothesis:  MOUer,  Are  the  Critica  Riqht  T  (with  fuller 
lit.) ;  Orr  (see  above).  Against  the  evolutionary  theory: 
Orr  (see  above) ;  M5ller,  Die  Entwieklung  der  altteatament^ 
lichen  Ootteaidee  in  vorexiliacher  Zeit  (with  fuller  lit.). 
Representatives  of  other  schools:  The  Introductions  of 
Kuenen  and  Comill;  the  Conunentaries  of  Holzinger  and 
Baentsch;  the  Histories  of  Israel  by  Wellhausen  and 
Stade. 

WlLHELM  M5lLEB 

EXORCISM,  ek'sor-siz'm,  EXORCIST,  ek'sor-sist 

('Etopici«rrtfjs,  Exorkiatts.  from  l(opic4;tti|  exorkizd,  ''to 

adjure"  [Mt  26  63]):  One  who  expels 

1.  Defi-  demons  by  the  use  of  magical  formulae, 
nition  In  the  strict  etymological  sense  there 

is  no  exorcism  in  the  Bible.  The  term 
"exorcists"  is  used  once  (Acts  19  13)  in  a  way  to 
discredit  the  professional  exorcists  familiarly  known 

both  among  Jews  and  Gentiles.    The 

2.  Method  method  of  Jesus  in  dealing  with  demo- 
of  Expelling  niacs  was  not  that  of  the  exorcists. 
Demons  in  While  it  is  said  (Mt  8  16)  that  He 
the  NT  "cast  out  the  spirits  with  a  word,"  it 

is  abundantly  clear  that  the  word  in 
question  was  not  ritualistic  but  authoritative. 

In  Lk  4  35  we  have  a  typical  sentence  uttered  by 
Our  Lord  in  the  performance  of  His  cures:  "Hold 
thy  peace,  and  come  out  of  him."  In  Mk  9  29  we 
have  Christ's  own  emphasis  upon  the  ethical  element 
in  dealing  with  these  mysterious  maladies:  "This 
kind  can  come  out  by  nothing,  sav6  by  prayer." 
In  Mt  12  28  Jesus  gives  His  own  explanation  of  the 
method  and  power  used  in  His  cures:  "But  if  I  by 
the  Spirit  of  God  cast  out  demons,  then  is  the  king- 
dom of  God  come  upon  you." 

In  Lk  9  1  the  terms  "authority"  and  "power" 
are  used  in  such  a  way  as  to  show  the  belief  of  the 
evangelists  that  to  cure  demon-possession  an  actual 
power  from  God,  together  with  the  right  to  use 
it,  was  necessary.  This  group  of  passages  gives 
the  NT  philosophy  of  this  dread  mystery  and  its 
cure.  The  demons  are  personal  evil  powers  afQict- 
ing  human  life  in  their  opposition  to  God.  It  is 
beyond  man  unaided  to  ootain  deliverance  from 
them.  It  is  the  fimction  of  Christ  as  the  redeemer 
of  mankind  to  deliver  men  from  this  as  well  as  other 
ills  due  to  sin.  Miraculous  cures  of  the  same  kind 
as  those  performed  by  Christ  Himself  were  accom- 
plished by  His  disciples  in  His  name  (Mk  16  17). 
The  power  attributed  to  "His  name"  supplies  us 
with  the  opportimity  for  a  most  enlightening  com- 
parison and  contrast. 

Exorcism  among  ancient  and  primitive  peoples 
rests  largely  upon  faith  in  the  power  of  magical 
formulas,  ordinarily  compounded  of  the 
8.  Exorcism  names  of  deities  and  pronounced  in 
in  Ethnic  connection  with  exorcistic  rites,  upon 
and  Jewish  the  bodies  of  the  afflicted.  The  words 
Writings  themselves  are  supposed  to  have  power 
over  the  demons,  and  the  mere  recital 
of  the  correct  list  of  names  is  supposed  to  be  effi- 
cacious. 
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Attention  should  be  called  again  to  the  incanta- 
tion texts  of  the  Babylonians  and  Assyrians  (see, 
for  translations  and  full  exposition  of  texts,  Rogers, 
Religion  of  Babylonia  and  Assyria^  146  ff).  In  this 
direction  the  absurdities  and  cruelties  of  superstition 
have  carried  men  to  extreme  lengths.  In  the  case  of 
Jos  we  are  amazed  to  see  how  even  in  the  case  of  an 
educated  man  the  most  abject  superstition  controls 
his  views  of  such  subjects.  In  Antj  VIII,  v,  in 
speaking  of  the  wisdom  of  Solomon,  he  says  that 
God  enabled  him  to  learn  that  skill  which  expels 
demons,  which  is  a  science  useful  and  sanitative 
to  him."  He  also  describes,  in  the  same  connection, 
a  cure  which  he  alleges  to  have  seen,  ''in  the  presence 
of  Vespasian  and  his  sons,"  performed  in  accordance 
with  methods  of  incantation  ascribed  to  Solomon. 
A  ring  to  which  was  attached  a  kind  of  root  men- 
tioned by  Solomon  was  placed  at  the  nostrils  of  the 
demoniac  and  the  demon  was  drawn  out  through  the 
nostrils.  The  proof  that  exorcism  had  actually 
taken  place  was  given  in  the  overturning  of  a  basin 
placed  nearby. 

The  absurdities  of  this  narrative  are  more  than 
equaled  by  the  story  of  exorcism  told  in  the  Book 
of  Tob  (see  Lange,  Apocrypha^  151-63)  where  the 
liver  and  heart  of  a  nsh.  miraculously  caught,  are 
burned  upon  the  ashes  oi  incense,  and  the  resulting 
smoke  drives  away  a  demon.  This  whole  story  is 
well  worthy  of  careful  reading  for  the  light  it  throws 
upon  the  unrestrained  workmg  of  the  imagination 
upon  such  matters. 

In  the  rabbinical  writers  the  very  limit  of  dis- 
eased morbidness  is  reached  in  the  long  and  repul- 
sive details,  which  they  give  of  methods  used  in 
exorcism  (see  Whitehouse,  HDB^  art.  '/Demon,"  I, 
5926;  cf  5936;  Edersheim,  Lije  and  Times  of  Jeeua 
ike  Messiah,  II,  775-76). 

In  most  striking  contrast  with  this  stand  the  Bib. 
narratives.  The  very  point  of  connection  which  we 
have  noted  is  also  the  point  of  con- 
4.  Contrasts  trast.  The  miehty  and  efficacious 
of  NT  and  word  with  whicn  Jesus  rebuked  and 
Popular  controlled  demons  was  no  exorcistic 
Methods  formula  spoken  by  rote,  but  His  own 
with  living  word  of  holy  power.    "In  the 

Demons  name  of  Jesus"  did  not  mean  that  the 
sacred  name  formally  uttered  pos- 
sessed magical  power  to  effectuate  a  cure.  The 
ancient  Sem  formula,  "in  the  name  of."  given  a  deep 
ethicid  meaning  in  the  OT,  had  a  still  deeper  mean- 
ing in  the  NT.  The  proper  and  helpful  use  of  it 
meant  a  reliance  upon  the  presence  and  living  power 
of  Christ  from  whom  alone  power  to  do  any  mighty 
work  comes  (Jn  15  5). 

This  fundamental  difference  between  the  ideas  and 
methods  of  Jesus  and  His  disciples  and  current  con- 
ceptions and  usages  becomes  the  more  striking  when 
we  remember  that  the  lower  range  of  ideas  aiid 
practices  actually  prevailed  among  the  people  with 
whom  the  Lord  and  His  followers  were  associated. 
The  famous  passage  (Mt  12  24  and  ||)  in  which  the 
Pharisees  attribute  to  demoniacal  influence  the 
cures  wrought  by  Jesus  upon  the  demonized,  usually 
studied  with  reference  to  Our  Lord's  word  about 
the  unforgivable  sin,  is  also  remarkable  for  the  idea 
concerning  demons  which  it  expresses.^  The  idea 
which  evidently  underlies  the  accusation  against 
Jesus  was  that  the  natural  way  to  obtain  control 
over  demons  is  bv  obtaining,  through  magic,  power 
over  the  ruler  of  demons.  In  reply  to  this  Jesus 
maintains  that  since  the  demons  are  evil  they  can 
be  controlled  only  by  opposition  to  them  in  the 
power  of  Grod. 

It  is  most  suggestive  that  we  have  in  Acts  19  13  ff 
a  clear  exjiosition,  in  connection  with  exorcism,  of 
just  the  point  here  insbted  upon.  According  to  this 
narrative  a  group  of  wandering  prof essioniJ  Jewish 


exorcists,  witnessing  the  cures  accomplished  by  Paul, 
attempted  to  do  the  same  by  the  ntualistic  use  of 
the  name  of  Jesus.  They  failed  ignominiously 
because,  according  to  the  narrative,  they  lacked 
faith  in  the  living  Christ  by  whose  power  such 
miracles  of  healing  were  wrought,  altnough  the^ 
were  letter-perfect  m  the  use  of  the  formula.  This 
narrative  shows  clearly  what  the  NT  understand- 
ing of  the  expression  "in  my  name"  implied  in  the 
way  of  faith  and  obedience. 

Here  as  elsewhere,  the  chastened  mental  restraint 
imder  which  the  NT  was  composed,  the  high  spirit- 
ual and  ethical  results  of  the  mtimacy  of  the  disci- 
ples with  Jesus,  are  clearly  manifest. 

^  Our  Lord  and  His  disciples  dealt  with  the  demo- 
niacs as  thev  dealt  with  all  other  suffereHs  from  the 
malign,  enslaving  and  wasting  power  of  sin,  with 
the  tenderness  of  an  illimitable  sympathy,  and  the 
finnness  and  effectiveness  of  those  to  whom  were 
granted  in  abundant  measure  the  presence  and 
power  of  God.  Louis  Matthews  Sweet 

EXPECT,  eks-pekt',  EXPECTATION,  ekshpek- 
t&'shun:  Of  the  three  Gr  words,  tr**  in  the  NT  by 
"expect,''  prosdokddf  meaning  to  look  forward 
toward  what  will  probably  occur,  whether  in  hope 
or  dread  (Acts  8  5;  Lk  3  15)^  is  not  as  intense  as 
ekdSchomai  (He  10  13),  meaning  to  wait  for  that 
of  the  realization  of  which  one  is  assured  ("as  the 
husbandman  waits  for  the  processes  of  Nature  [Jas 
5  7],  and  the  patriarchs  for  the  Divine  promise,'' 
Westcott),  or  as  vivid  as  the  noun  apokaradoHa 
(Rom  8  19;  Phil  1  20,  "earnest  expectation"), 
which  describes  the  stretching  forth  of  the  head 
toward  an  object  that  is  anticipated  (see  Ellicott 
on  PhQ  1  20).  In  the  OT  "expectation"  always 
meatis  that  which  is  expected,  as  Prov  10  28,  "The 
expectation  of  the  wicked  shall  perish." 

H.  E.  Jacobs 

EXPECTATION,  MESSIANIC,  me&-i-an'ik.  See 
Christs,  False;  Eschatoloqy  of  OT;  Jssus 
Christ;   Messiah. 

EXPEDIENT.  eks-pS'di-ent  (o^|fc<Hpt»,  sumpMro): 
The  Gr  word  tr**  "expedient"  (sumph6rd)  means  lit. 
"to  bear  or  bring  together";  with  a  personal  refer- 
ence, "to  be  well  or  profitable."  In  the  NT  it  never 
means  "profitable"  or  "convenient"  as  opposed  to 
what  is  strictly  right.  It  is  tr**  "expedient"  (Jn 
11  50,  "it  is  expedient  for  us,"  RV  "for  you":  16  7, 
"It  is  expedient  for  you  that  I  go  away,  i.e.  "profit- 
able," "for  your  good,"  18  14;  1  Cor  6  12;  10 
23;  2  Cor  8  10;  12  1).  In  Mt  19  10,  instead  of 
"not  good  to  marry,"  RV  has  "not  expedient." 
The  modem  sense  of  "expediency"  as  "hastening" 
or  "acceleration,"  is  not  found  in  the  NT,  anv  more 
than  its  bad  sense  of  "mere  convenience."  "^fo thing 
but  the  right  can  ever  be  expedient"  (Whately). 

W.  L.  Walker 

EXPERIENCE,  eks-pS'ri-ens:  This  word  is  em- 
ployed 3 1.  In  Gen  30  27  A  V,  Laban  says  to  Jacob, 
"I  have  learned  by  experience  [RV  "divined") 
that  Jeh  hath  blessed  me  for  thy  sake."    Here 

it  translates  the  Heb  VHJ ,  ndJJMshf  "to  observe 
diligently,"  as  when  one  examines  the  entrails  of  a 
bird  or  animal  for  the  purpose  of  divination. 

In  EccI  1  16,  the  writer  says,  "I  have  gotten  me 
great  wisdom  .  .  .  .  ;  my  heart  hath  hadf  great  ex- 
perience of  wisdom  and  knowledge."  Here  the  Heb 
(rd^dh)  means  "hath  seen  abundantly."  and  the 
idea  seems  to  be  that  of  a  wide  outlook  combined 
with  actual  trial  of  the  things  discovered  or  known. 

In  Rom  6  4AV,  the  Gr  word  8oKt/*iJ,  dokim:6 
(ARV  more  correctly  "approvedness"),  means  the 

Eroof  or  testing  of  a  thing.     We  rejoice  in  tribulation 
ecause  it  works  out  or  produces  patience,  while  the 
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latter  develops  an  experience  of  God,  i.e.  it  brings 
out  as  a  proved  fact  His  power  and  love  toward 
us  in  our  preservation  in  and  deliverance  from  trial. 

Thus  it  is  seen  the  Bible  use  of  the  word  is  not 
different  from  the  ordinary,  which  means  ''the  sum 
of  practical  wisdom  taught  by  the  events  and  ob- 
servations of  life,"  or,  to  go  a  little  farther,  the  per- 
sonal and  practical  acquaintance  with  wnat  is  so 
taught.  He  6  13  gives  a  good  practical  example. 
AV  says,  "Every  one  that  usetn  milk  is  unskilful 
[dpeiroa]  in  the  word  of  righteousness:  for  he  is  a 
babe,"  while  RV  renders  ^^mskilful"  by  "without 
experience  of."  The  thought  is  that  he  who  fails 
to  search  out  the  deep  things  of  the  word  of  God 
is  so  lacking  in  the  exercise  of  his  spiritual  senses  as 
to  be  imable  really  to  know  truth  from  error. 

James  M.  Grat 

EXPERIMENT,  eks-per'i-ment  (80x41^,  dokimt, 
"approvedness,"  "tried  character");  "The  experi- 
ment of  this  ministration"  (2  Cor  9  13  AV,  RV 
"the  proving  of  you  by  his  ministration"),  i.e.  the 
sincerity  of  their  Christian  profession  was  evidenced 
by  their  liberal  contribution. 

EXPIATION,  eks-pi-a'shun:  This  word  repre- 
sents no  Heb  or  Gr  word  not  rendered  also  bv 
"atonement."  In  Nu  8  7  it  is  employed  in  RV 
to  translate  hdiath  and  in  Dt  82  43,  kippSr.  I'his 
version  also  employs  "expiate"  in  m  of  several  pas- 
sages, e.g.  Ps  66  3;  79  9.  Always  its  use  in  EV 
is  somewhat  more  narrow  and  specific  than  "atone- 
ment" and  has  especial  reference  to  specific  unclean- 
ness  or  sin.  It  will  be  sufficient  to  refer  to  Atonb- 
ment;  Sacrifice;  Pbopitiation. 

EXPOSURE,  eks-pO'shur,  TO  WILD  BEASTS. 

See  Punishments. 

EXPRESS,  eks-pres':  In  AV  of  He  1  3  "express" 
has  the  meaning  exactly  resembling  the  original," 
as  the  impress  of  a  seal  resembles  the  figure  engraved 
upon  the  seal.  Thus  "express  image"  in  the  ver 
referred  to  is  a  good  tr  (Gr  xapaicriip  charakttr, 
Ht.  "engraving"  and  hence  "impression") ;  RV  "the 
very  image." 

EXQUISITE,  eks'kwi-sit  r&Kptp^f,  aknbU)', 
The  Gr  word  means  "accurate,  "searched  out," 
equivalent  to  exquisUus  from  which  "exquisite"  is 
derived.  It  also  means  in  argument  "close," 
"subtle."  In  Ecclus  18  29.  we  have,  "They  poured 
forth  exquisite  parables,"  RV  "apt  proverbs,"  and 
19  25,  AV  and  RV  "There  is  an  exquisite  subtility, 
and  the  same  is  unjust." 

EXTINCT,  eks-tinkt':  In  Job  17  1,  "My  days 
are  extinct"  (tf?J ,  zd^akh  [in  NiphalJ)  and  in  Isa  43 
17,  "They  are  extinct"  0\tn ,  dd'akh),  the  word  "ex- 
tinct"  should  be  recognized  as  a  form  of  the  partici- 
ple, equivalent  to  "extinguished,"  so  that  in  both 
passages  an  action,  not  merely  a  state,  is  indicated. 

EXTORTION,  eks-tor'shun:  This  particular  word 
occurs  twice  in  AV:  Ezk  22  12  (pp:^,  'dshel^),  and 
Mt  23  25  {iipray^,  harpagt),  and  indicates  that  one 
who  is  an  extortioner  is  guilty  of  snatching  away  from 
another  by  strife,  ereed  and  oppression  that  which 
does  not  lawfullv  belong^  to  him.  The  element  of 
oovetousness  ana  usury  is  involved  in  the  meaning 
of  this  word;  for  it  is  greedily  gotten  (sain.  The 
publicans  were  considered  as  being  specially  Kuilty 
of  this  sin;  this  is  clear  from  the  Pharisee's  oepre- 
catory  remark:  "I  am  not  ....  an  extortioner 
....  as  this  publican"  (Lk  18  11).  Paul  classes 
extortion  iriHe<mexiay  lit.  "over-reaching")  amon^  a 
category  of  the  grossest  crimes  known  to  humamty 


(1  Cor  6  10.11):  indeed,  so  grievous  is  it  that  it 
closes  the  door  ot  heaven  in  the  face  of  the  one  guilty 
of  it  (6  10).  William  Evans 

EXTREME,  eks-trem',  EXTREMIT7,  eks-trem'- 
i-ti:  We  have  the  adj.  "extreme"  in  2  Esd  6  14, 
"extreme  fear,"  RV  "trembling":  in  Wisd  12  27. 
"extreme  [Urma]  damnation."  RV  "the  last  ena 
of  condemnation";  in  2  Mace  7  42^  "extreme 
[huperhaUoiisas]  tortures,"  RV  "exceeding  barbari- 
ties"; in  Ecclus  42  8  it  is  used  as  an  advb.,  "the 
extreme  aged"  (eachaiog^da),  RV  "of  extreme  old 
age." 

Extremity:  VB,  posh;  LXX  TopdrrtafM^  pard- 
ptarrMy  occurs  only  in  Job  36  15  A V,  RV  "arro- 
gance," and  ^Mi},  akmtf  in  2  Mace  1  7. 

ETE,  I  Cn? ,  ^ayin;  ^aX|i^,  ophihalmds) : 

(1)  The  physical  organ  of  sight,  "the  lamp  of  the 
body"  (Mt  6  22),  one  of  the  chief  channels  of  in- 
formation for  man.  A  cruel  custom  therefore  sanc- 
tioned among  heathen  nations  the  putting  out  of  the 
eyes  of  an  enemy  or  a  rival,  because  thus  his  power 
was  most  effectually  shattered  (Jgs  16  21;  2  K 
26  7:  Jer  89  7).  Such  blinding  or  putting  out  of 
the  "right  eye"  was  also  considered  a  deep  humili- 
ation, as  it  robbed  the  victim  of  his  beauty,  and 
made  him  unfit  to  take  his  part  in  war  (1  S  11  2; 
Zee  11  17). 

The  eye,  to  be  useful,  was  to  be  "single,"  i.e.  not 

fiving  a  double  or  uncertain  vision  (Mt  6  22BLk 
1  34).  Eyes  may  grow  dim  with  sorrow  and  tears 
(Job  17  7),  they  may  "waste  away  with  griefs" 
(Ps  6  7;  81  9;  88  9).  They  may  "pour  down" 
(Lam  8  49),  "run  down  with  water"  (Lam  1  16; 
8  48).  Eyes  may  "wink"  in  derision  (Ps  86  19; 
Prov  6  13;  10  10;  cf  also  Prov  16  30;  80  17), 
and  the  harlot  takes  the  lustling  "with  her  eye- 
lids" (Prov  6  25).    To  iift  up  the  eyes'  (Gen  18 

10  et  pasnim)  means  to  look  up  or  around  for  infor- 
mation and  often  for  help;  to  'turn  away  the  eye' 
or  'hide  the  eyes'  indicates  carelessness  and  lack  of 
sympathy  (Prov  28  27);  to  'cast  about  the  eyes,* 
so  that  they  "are  in  the  ends  of  the  earth"  (Prov  17 
24)  is  ssmonymous  with  the  silly  curiosity  of  a  fool, 
and  with  the  lack  of  attention  of  him  who  is  every- 
where but  at  his  work.  In  the  execution  of  justice 
the  "eye  shall  not  pity."  i.e.  not  be  deflected  from 
the  dictates  of  the  law  oy  favorable  or  unfavorable 
impressions  (Dt  19  13  et  passim)^  nor  spare  (Ezk  6 

11  et  paaaim),  and  the  lex  talionia  demanded  "life 
for  life,  eye  for  eye,  tooth  for  tooth,  hand  for  hand, 
foot  for  foot"  (Ex  21  24;  Dt  19  21). 

(2)  Figurative:  The  eye  of  the  heart  or  mind,  the 
organ  of  spiritual  perception,  which  may  be  en- 
lightened or  opened  (Ps  119  18).  This  is  done  by 
the  law  of  God  (19  8)  or  by  the  spirit  of  God  (Eph 

1  18),  or  it  may  be  "darkened"  and  "holden"  (Lk 
24  16;  cf  Mt  18  13^  2  Cor  4  4). 

(3)  The  eye  as  an  index  of  the  mind  and  disposi- 
tion of  man.  The  Bible  speaks  of  the  "good  m, 
or  "bountiful"  eye,  i.e.  the  kindly  disposition  (Prov 
22  9):  of  "proud,"  "haughty,"  "lofty  eyes"  (Ps  18 
27;  181  1;  Prov  6  17);  of  the  'lowly  eyes'  of  the 
humble  (Job  22  29  m;  cf  also  Lk  18  13);  of 
'adulterous^  eyes,'  "eyes  which  play  the  harlot" 
(Ezk  6  9,  in  the  sense  of  idolatrous  inclinations; 

2  Pet  2  14) .  Rage  or  anger  is  shown  by  the  "sharp- 
ening" of  the  eyes  (Job  16  9). 

(4)  The  eyes  of  God.  as  well  as  the  "seven  eyes" 
of  the  Lamb  (Rev  6  6)  and  the  'many  eyes'  of  the 
four  living  creatures  of  the  Apocalypse  (Rev  4  6; 
also  Ezk  1  18;  10  12)  are  figurative  expressions 
for  the  omniscience  of  God  (cf  He  4  13;  Ps  189 
16)  and  of  His  watchfulness  and  loving  care  (Jer 
82  19).  As  the  human  eye  may^  with  the  slightest 
glance  or  motion,  give  an  indication,  a  command,  so 
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God  is  able  to  "guide"  or  "counsel"  His  obedient 
child  "with  his  eye"  (Ps  32  8). 

(5)  Three  Heb  expressions  are  tr**  by  "apple  of 

the  eye":  (a)  ptf-iSt,  'Ishiyn,  lit.  "the  little  man," 
which  probably  means  the  "pupil  of  the  eye,"  it 
being  the  part  of  the  eye  in  which  the  close  onlooker 
may  see  his  image  reflected  en  miniature.  Sever^ 
oriental  languages  have  very  similar  expressions 
(Dt  82  10;  Ps  17  8;  Prov  7  2).  (6)  n"ia,  6a- 
bhah,  lit.  "the  gate  of  the  eye"  (Zee  2  8).  (c) 
r.?"^S ,  bath'^ayirif  lit.  "the  daughter  of  the  eye" 
(Ps  17  8;  Lam  2  18).  All  these  three  phrases  seem 
to  indicate  the  pupil  rather  than  the  apple  of  the 
eye,"  and  designate  the  most  sensitive  part  of  the 
eye,  which  we  protect  with  the  greatest  care.  Thus 
the  Scriptures  declare,  for  our  great  comfort,  that 
God  will  protect  and  care  for  those  that  are  His  own. 
To  eye  ("j?^,  *oi£wn,  "to  watch  closely,"  "to  look 
maliciously  at"):  "Saul  eyed  David  from  that  day 
and  forward"  (1  S  18  9).    See  Envy;  Evil  Eye. 

H.    L.   E.   LUERINQ 

ETELID,  I'lid:  Eyes  and  eyelids  in  Heb  are  some- 
times used  ssmonymously,  as  in  the  parallelism  of 
Prov  4  25  (cf  6  4;  80  13): 

*'  Let  thine  eyes  look  right  on. 
And  let  thine  eyelids  look  straight  before  thee." 

(Cf  Job  41  18;  Ps  11  4;  Jer  9 
18.)  The  alluring  power  of  the 
wanton  woman  is  conceived  of  as 
centered  in  her  eyes  (Prov  6 
25;  Isa  8  16):  "Neither  let  her 
take  thee  with  her  eyelids."  Paint- 
ing the  eyelids  was  resorted  to  to 
intensify  the  beauty,  antimony 
(q.v.)  being  used  for  darkening  the 
lashes  (2  K  9  30;  Jer  4  30;  Ezk 
28  40).  Geo.  B.  Eager 


Painted  Eyes. 


ETEPAINT,  I'pant.  See  Antimony;  Eyelid; 
Keren-happuch. 

ETESALVE,  I's&v  (tcoXXovptov,  koUo^rion;  coUy- 
rium;  Rev  8  18):  A  Phrygian  powder  mentioned 
by  Galen,  for  which  the  medical  school  of  Laodicea 
seems  to  have  been  famous  (see  Ramsay,  The  Let- 
ters to  ine  Seven  Churches  of  Asia)^  but  the  figurative 
reference  is  to  the  restormg  of  spiritual  vision. 

EYES,  BLINDING,  bllnd'ing,  OF  THE.  See 
Eye;  Punishments. 

EYES,  COVERING,  kuv'gr-ing,  OP  THE:  In 
Gen  20  16,  means  forgetfulness  of  the  past,  a  will- 
ingness to  overlook  the  wrong  to  which  Sarah  had 
been  exposed. 

EYES,  DISEASES,  di-zSz'is,  OF  THE:  Blindness, 
defects  of  sight  and  diseases  of  the  eye  are  frequently 
mentioned  in  the  Scriptures,  but  usually  in  general 
terms.  It  is  probable  that  in  the  period  covered 
by  the  Bible,  ophthalmia  was  as  common  in  Pal  and 
'Eigypt  as  it  is  now.  See  Blindness.  The  com- 
monest of  the  diseases  at  present  is  the  purulent 
conjunctivitis  which  is  a  highly  infectious  malady 
affecting  people  of  all  ages,  l)ut  esp.  children,  and 
whose  germs  are  carried  from  eye  to  eye  by  the  flies, 
which  are  allowed  to  walk  freely  over  the  diseased 
eyes.  This  is  one  of  the  most  disgusting  sights  in 
a  Palestine  village,  but  I  have  been  told  by  mothers 
that  it  is  esteemed  unlucky  to  drive  off  the  flies.  In 
this  manner  the  disease  is  propagated .  The  niunber 
of  persons  in  any  Palestine  village  whose  eyes  are 
more  or  less  blemished  by  disease  is  on  this  account 
phenomenally  large. 

Blindness  incapacitated  a  man  from  serving  in 
the  priesthood  (Lev  21  16.18);  even  a  blemish  of 


the  eye  was  regarded  as  a  disqualification  (Lev  21 
20). 

The  cases  in  the  NT  of  persons  blind  from  their 
birth  (as  Jn  9  1)  were  probably  the  results  of  this 
ophthalmia,  but  may  have  been  due  to  congenital 
malformation.  The  interesting  psychological  record 
of  the  difiiculty  of  interpreting  the  new  visual  sen- 
sations by  the  bhnd  man  healed  by  Our  Lord  (Mk 
8  22)  indicates  that  it  was  probably  not  a  case  of 
congenital  blindness,  as  the  evangelist  uses  the  word 
apokcUestdthe  (''restored"),  but  he  had  been  so  long 
blind  that  he  had  lost  tne  power  of  appreciating 
the  sense-impressions.  This  condition  has  been 
often  discussed  as  a  psycho-physical  problem  since 
the  days  of  Molsmeux  and  Locke  (Essay  on  the 
Human  Under  standing  ^  II,  9,  8). 

The  blindness  of  St.  Paul  was  probably  a  tem- 
porary paralysis  of  the  retina  from  the  shock  of  a 
dazzling  hght  accentuated  by  the  intense  emotion 
which  accompanied  his  vision  on  the  road  to  Da- 
mascus. The  "scales''  mentioned  in  Acts  9  18 
were  not  material,  but  his  sight  was  restored  as  if 
(hdsei)  scales  had  fallen  from  his  eyes.  How  far 
this  left  his  eyes  weak  we  do  not  know,  but  from  his 
inability  to  recognize  the  high  priest  (Acts  28  5) 
and  from  his  employing  an  amanuensis  for  tran- 
scribing his  epistles  (Rom  16  22),  as  well  as  from 
his  writing  in  characters  of  large  size  (pelikos;  Gal 
6  11).  it  is  probable  that  his  vision  was  defective, 
and  this  it  has  been  conjectured  was  the  ''thorn  in 
the  flesh"  of  2  Cor  12  7. 

Senile  blindness,  the  result  either  of  cataract  or 
retinal  degeneration,  is  mentioned  in  the  cases  of 
Isaac  (Gen  27  1),  Jacob  (Gen  48  10)  and  Eli  (1  S 
4  15).  The  frequency  of  such  senile  dimness  of 
sight  made  the  case  of  Moses  the  more  remarkable 
that  at  the  age  of  120  his  eye  was  not  dim  (Dt  84  7). 

Tobit's  blindness,  caused  by  the  irritation  of  the 
sparrow's  dun^  (Tob  2  10),  was  a  traumatic  con- 
junctivitis which  left  an  opacity.  It  is  not  said 
that  the  whiteness  was  itself  sufficiently  large  to 
destroy  vision.  There  was  with  it  probably  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  conjunctival  thickenmg,  and 
it  is  possible  that  the  remedy  might  have  removed 
this.  It  certainly  could  not  remove  a  cicatricial 
white  spot  of  the  nature  of  an  albugo.  The  conjec- 
ture of  a  recent  commentator  that  the  gall,  by  color- 
ing the  spot,  made  the  eye  look  as  if  signt  was  re- 
stored when  it  really  was  not,  seems  ludicrously 
inept.  In  any  case  the  historical  accuracy  of  the 
narrative  is  so  problematical  that  explanation  is 
unnecessary.    See  Blindness. 

Alex.  Macalister 

ETESERVICE,  I's<ir-vis  (6<^aX)fcoSoiiXiCa,  oph- 
thalmodoideia) :  A  term  coined  by  Paul  to  express 
the  conduct  of  slaves,  who  work  only  when  they  are 
watched,  and  whose  motive,  therefore,  is  not  fidelity 
to  dutv,  but  either  to  avoid  punishment  or  to  gain 
reward  from  their  masters  (Eph  6  6;  Col  8  22). 
"A  vice  which  slavery  ever3rwhere  creates  and  ex- 
hibits. Hence  the  need  for  drivers  and  overseers" 
(Eadie). 

ETES,  TENDER.    See  Blindness. 

EZAR,  e'zar.    See  Ezer. 

EZBAI,  ez'bft-i,  ez'bl  f^^TS!,  'ezbdy,  "shining," 
"blooming";  'AJ«Ptt(,  Azohai):  One  of  David's 
"mighty  men"  (1  Ch  11  37;  cf  2  S  23  35m). 

EZBON,  ez'bon: 

(1)  (p2»J,  'egbdn;  Pesh,  plPn^fcC ;  LXX  60- 
o-opAv,  Thasobdn):  A  son  of  Gad  (Gen  46  16)  =  0zni 
of  Nu  26  16  (see  Ozni). 

(2)  (1^3?^,  'ef6dn;  LXX  'Airtf^y,  Aseb&n):  In 
1  Ch  7  7  is  said  to  be  a  grandson  of  Benjamin. 
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Curtis  (Ch.,  148)  holds  that  the  genealogical  table 
there  is  that  of  Zebulun  and  not  Benjamin,  and  says 
that  Ezbon  suggests  Ibzan  (Jgs  12  8-10),  a  minor 
judge  of  Bethlehem  of  Zebulun  (Moore,  Judges,  310). 

EZECHIAS,  ez-^kX'as,  EZECIAS,  ez-^I'as.    See 

EZEKIAS  (3). 

EZEKIAS,  ez-«-kras  ('EtcKCot,  Ezekias) : 

(1)  AV  Gr  form  of  Hezekiah  (thus  RV;  Mt  1 
9.10).    A  king  of  Judah. 

(2)  AV  Ezechiad  (1  Esd  9  14),  called  Jahzeiah 
in  Ezr  10  15. 

(3)  AV  Ezecias  (1  Esd  9  43),  called  Hilkiah  in 
Neh  8  4. 

EZEKIEL,  6-zS'ki-el: 

I.    Ths  Prophet  and  His  Book 

1.  The  Person  of  Ezckiel 
Name,  Captivity  and  Trials 

2.  The  Book 

(1)  Its  Genuineness 

(2)  Its  Structure 

(3)  Relation  to  Jeremiah 

(4)  Fate  of  the  Book  and  Its  Place  In  the  Canon 
II.    SiQNiriCANCs  or  Ezskisl  in  Israel's  Rsligious 

History 

1.  Formal  Characteristics  of  Ezeklel 

(1)  Visions 

(2)  Symbolical  Acts 

(3)  Allegories 

(4)  Lamentations 

2.  Ezokiel  and  the  Levltlcal  System 

(1)  Ezk  44  4  ff :  Theory  That  the  Distinction 
of  Priests  and  Levites  Was  Introduced  by 
Ezeklel 

(a)  The  Biblical  Facts 

(6)  Modem  Interpretation  of  This  Passage 

(c)   Examination  of  Theory 

(a)  Not  Tenable  for  Pre6xlllc  Period 

03)  Not  Sustained  by  Ezk 

(y)  Not  Supported  by  Development  after 
Bzk 
(d)  The  True  Solution 

(2)  Ezk  40-48:  Priority  Clahned  for  Ezk  as 
against  the  Priest  Codex 

(a)  Sketch  of  the  Modem  View 
(6)  One-Sidedness  of  This  View 

(c)  Impossibility  That  Ezk  Preceded  P 

(d)  Correct  Interpretation  of  Passage 

(3)  Ezekiel's  Levlticism 

3.  Ezk  and  the  Messianic  Idea 

4.  Ezk  and  Apocalyptic  Literature 

5.  Ezekiel's  Conception  of  God 

/.  The  Prophet  and  Hie  BooA.— The  name 
JTn"),    y*hez1^e%   signifies    ''God    strengthens." 

The  LXX  employed  the  form  'Itlt- 
1.  The  Kt^,  JezekiUf  from  which  the  Vulg 

Person  of  took  its  ^'Ezechiel"  and  Luther  "Hese- 
EzeJdel         kiel."    In  1  3  the  prophet  is  said  to  be 

the  son  of  a  certain  Buzi,  and  that  he 
was  a  priest.  This  combination  of  the  priestly  and 
prophetic  offices  is  not  accidental  at  a  time  when 
the  priests  began  to  come  more  and  more  into  the 
foreground.  Thus,  too,  Jeremiah  (11)  and  Zech- 
ariah(l  1;  of  Ezr  6  1:  6  14;  Neh  12  4.16,  and  my 
art.  *'Zechariah"  in  Murray's  Illustrated  Bible  Dic- 
tionary) were  priests  and  prophets;  and  in  Zee  7  3 
a  question  in  reference  to  fasting  is  put  to  both 
priests  and  prophets  at  the  same  time.  And  still 
more  than  in  the  case  of  Zechariah  and  Jeremiah,  the 

Eriestly  descent  makes  itself  felt  in  the  case  of  Eze- 
iel.  We  here  already  draw  attention  to  his  Leviti- 
cal  tendencies,  which  appear  particularly  prominent 
in  chs  40-46  (see  under  II,  2  below),  and  to  the 
high-priestly  character  of  his  picture  of  the  Messiah 
(21  25  f ;  46  22;  see  II,  3  below). 

We  find  Ezekiel  in  Tel-abib  (3  15)  at  the  river 
Chebar  (1  1.3;  8  15)  on  a  Euphrates  canal  near 
Nippur,  where  the  American  expedition  found  the 
archives  of  a  great  business  house,  ''Murashu  and 
Sons."  The  prophet  had  been  taken  into  exile 
in  597  BC.  This  event  so  deeply  affected  the  fate 
of  the  people  and  his  personal  relations  that  Ezekiel 
dates  his  prophecies  from  this  event.    They  begin 
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with  the  5th  year  of  this  date,  in  which  year  through 
the  appearance  of  the  Divine  glory  (cf  II,  1  below) 
he  had  been  consecrated  to  the  prophetic  office  (1  2) 
and  continued  to  the  27th  year  (29  17),  i.e.  from 
593  to  571  BC.  The  book  gives  us  an  idea  of  the 
external  conditions  of  the  exiles.  The  eiroressions 
"prison,"  "bound,"  which  are  applied  to  the  exiles, 
easilv  create  a  false  impression,  or  at  any  rate  a  one- 
sided idea.  These  terms  surely  to  a  great  extent 
are  used  figuratively.  Because  the  Jews  had  lost 
their  country,  their  capital  city,  their  temple,  their 
service  and  their  independence  as  a  nation,  their 
condition  was  under  all  circumstances  lamentable, 
and  could  be  compared  with  the  fate  of  prisoners 
and  those  in  fetters. 

The  external  conditions  in  themselves,  however, 
seem  rather  to  have  been  generally  tolerable.    The 

Eeople  live  in  their  own  houses  (Jer  29  5).  Ezekiel 
imself  is  probably  the  owner  of  a  house  (Ezk  3  24; 
8  1).  They  have  also  retained  their  organization, 
for  their  elders  visit  the  prophet  repeatedly  (8  1; 
14  1;  20  1).  This  makes  it  clear  why  later  com- 
paratively few  made  use  of  the  permission  to  return 
to  their  country.  The  inscriptions  foimd  in  the 
business  house  at  Nippur  contain  also  a  goodly 
number  of  Jewish  names,  which  shows  how  the  Jews 
are  becoming  settled  and  talking  part  in  the  business 
life  of  the  country. 

Ezekiel  was  living  in  most  happy  wedlock.  Now 
God  reveals  to  him  on  a  certain  night  that  his  wife, 
"the  desire  of  his  eye,"  is  to  die  through  a  sudden 
sickness.  On  the  evening  of  the  following  day  she 
is  already  dead.  But  he  is  not  permitted  to  weep 
or  lament  over  her,  for  he  is  to  serve  as  a  sign  that 
Jerus  is  to  be  destroyed  without  wailing  or  lamen- 
tation (24  15  ff).  Thus  in  his  case  too.  as  it  was 
with  Hosea,  the  personal  fate  of  the  prophet  is  most 
impressively  interwoven  with  his  official  activity. 
The  question  at  what  age  Ezekiel  had  left  Jerus 
has  been  answered  in  different  ways.  ^  From  his 
intimate  acquaintance  with  the  priestly  institutions 
and  with  the  temple  service,  as  this  appears  par^ 
ticularly  in  chs  40  to  48,  the  conclusion  is  drawn 
that  he  himself  must  have  officiated  in  the  temple. 
Yet,  the  knowledge  on  his  part  can  be  amply  ex- 
plained if  he  only  in  a  general  wav  had  been  per- 
sonally acquainted  with  the  temple,  with  the  law 
and  the  study  of  the  Torah.  We  accept  that  he  was 
already  taken  into  exile  at  the  age  of  25  years,  and 
in  his  30th  year  was  called  to  his  prophetic  office; 
and  in  doing  this  we  come  close  to  the  statement 
of  Jos,  according  to  which  Ezekiel  had  come  to 
Babylon  in  his  youth.  At  any  rate  the  remarkable 
statement  in  the  beginning  of  his  book,  "in  the  30th 
year,"  by  the  side  of  which  we  find  tne  customary 
dating,  "in  the  5th  year"  (1  1.2),  can  still  find  its 
best  explanation  when  referred  to  the  age  of  the 
prophet.  We  must  also  remember  that  the  30th 
year  had  a  special  significance  for  the  tribe  of  Levi 
(Nu  4  3.23.30.39),  and  that  later  on,  and  surely  not 
accidentally,  both  Jesus  and  John  the  Baptist  began 
their  public  activity  at  this  age  (Lk  8  23). 

It  is  indeed  true  that  the  attempt  has  been  made 
to  interpret  this  statement  of  Ezekiel  on  the  basis 
of  an  era  of  Nabopolassar,  but  there  is  practically 
nothing  further  known  of  this  era;  and  m  addition 
there  would  be  a  disagreement  here,  since  Nabopo- 
lassar ruled  from  625  on,  and  his  30th  year  would 
not  harmonize  with  the  year  593  as  determined  by 
Ezk  1  2.  Just  as  little  can  be  said  for  explaining 
these  30  years  as  so  many  years  after  the  discovery 
of  the  book  of  the  law  in  623,  in  the  reign  of  Josiah 
(2  K  22  f).  For  this  case  too  there  is  not  the 
slightest  hjnt  that  this  event  had  been  made  the 
beginning  of  a  new  era,  and,  in  addition,  the  state- 
ment in  Ezk  1  1,  without  further  reference  to  this 
event,  would  be  unthinkable. 
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As  in  the  case  of  the  majority  of  the  prophets, 
l^ends  have  also  grown  around  the  person  ot  Eze- 
kiel. He  is  reported  to  have  been  the  teacher  of 
Pythagoras,  or  a  servant  of  Jeremiah,  or  a  martsrr, 
and  is  said  to  have  been  buried  in  the  tomb  of  8hem 
and  Aiphaxad.  He  indeed  did  stand  in  close  rela- 
tionship to  Jeremiah  (see  2,  8  below).  Since  the 
publication  of  Klostermann's  essay  in  the  Stttdien 
und  Kritikerij  1877,  it  has  been  customary,  on  the 
basis  of  3  14  f .26  f ;  4  4  ff;  24  27,  to  regard  Eze- 
kiel as  subject  to  catalepsy  (cf  the  belief  often  enter- 
tained that  Paul  was  an  epileptic).  Even  if  his 
condition,  in  which  he  lay  speecnless  or  motionless, 
has  some  similarity  with  certain  forms  of  catalepsy 
or  kindred  diseases,  i.e.  a  temporary  suspension  of 
the  power  of  locomotion  or  or  speech;  yet  in  the 
case  of  Ezekiel  we  never  find  that  he  is  describing  a 
disease,  but  his  unique  condition  occurs  only  at  the 
express  command  of  God  (3  24ff;  24  25n);  and 
this  on  account  of  the  stubbornness  of  the  house  of 
Israel  (3  26).  This  latter  expression  which  occurs 
with  such  frequency  (cf  2  5  ff ;  3  9.27,  etc)  induces 
to  the  consideration  of  the  reception  which  the 
prophet  met  at  the  hand  of  his  contemporaries. 

He  lives  in  the  midst  of  briars  and  thorns  and 
dwells  among  scorpions  (2  6).  Israel  has  a  mind 
harder  than  a  rock,  firmer  than  adamant  (3  8f). 
"Is  he  not  a  speaker  of  parables?''  is  cast  up  to  him 
by  his  contemporaries,  and  he  complains  to  Ood  on 
this  accoimt  (20  40) ;  and  God  in  turn  sums  up  the 
impression  which  Ezekiel  has  made  on  them  in  the 
words  (33  32):  "Thou  art  unto  them  as  a  very 
lovely  song  of  one  that  hath  a  pleasant  voice,  and 
can  plavwell  on  an  instrument;  for  they  hear  thy 
woras,  out  they  do  them  not."  They  oonse<^uently 
estimate  him  according  to  his  aesthetic  side  (cf 
II,  1,  below),  but  that  is  all. 

(1)  Its  genuineness. — When  compared  with  almost 
every  other  prophetic  book,  we  are  particularly 

favorably  situated  in  dealing  with  the 
2.  The  genuineness    of    the    Book    of    Ezk 

Book  (cf  my  work,   Die  messianisc?ie   Er- 

wariung  der  vorexUischen  Propfieten, 
zugleich  ein  Protest  gegen  modeme  TextzerspliUerung), 
as  this  is  practically  not  at  all  called  into  question, 
and  efforts  to  prove  a  complicated  composition  of  the 
book  are  scarcely  made. 

Both  the  efforts  of  Zunz,  made  long  ago  (cf  Zeitr- 
schrift  der  deutsch-^mxn'genlAndischen  GeseUschaftf 
1873,  and  Die  gottesdiensUichen  Vortrdge  der  Juden), 
and  of  Seinecke  (Geschichte  des  Volkes  Israely  II, 
1  ff )  to  prove  a  Pers  or  even  a  Gr  period  as  the  time 
of  the  composition  of  the  book;  as  also  the  Later 
attempt  of  Kroetzmann,  in  his  Comm.  an  Ezk,  to 
show  that  there  are  two  recensions  of  the  book,  have 
found  no  favor.  The  claim  that  chs  40^48  were 
written  by  a  pupil  of  Ezekiel  was  made  as  a  timid 
suggestion  by  Volz,  but,  judging  from  the  tendency 
of  criticism,  the  origin  of  these  chapters  will  prob- 
ably yet  become  the  subject  of  serious  debate.  But 
in  general  the  conviction  obtains  that  the  book 
is  characterized  by  such  unity  that  we  can  only 
accept  or  reject  it  as  a  whole,  but  that  for  its  re- 
jection there  is  not  the  least  substantial  groimd. 
This  leads  us  to  the  contents. 

(2)  Its  structure. — The  parts  of  the  book  are  in 
general  very  transparent.  First  of  all  the  book  is 
divided  into  halves  by  the  announcement  of  the 
fall  of  Jems  in  ch  33;  of  which  parts  the  first  pre- 
dominantly deals  with  punishments  and  threats; 
the  other  with  comfort  and  encouragement.  Pos- 
sibly it  is  these  two  parts  of  the  book  that  Jos  has 
in  mind  when  he  says  (Ant,  X)  that  Ezekiel  had 
written  two  books.  That  the  introduction  of 
prophecies  of  redemption  after  those  of  threats  in 
other  prophetical  books  also  is  often  a  matter  of 
importance,  and  that  the  right  appreciation  of  this 


fact  is  a  significant  factor  in  the  strun^le  against  the 
attacks  made  on  the  genuineness  of  these  books 
has  been  demonstrated  oy  me  in  my  book,  Die  mes~ 
sianische  Erwartung  der  vorexUischen  Propheten  (cf 
39-40  for  the  case  of  Amos;  62  ff,  136  f.  for  the  case 
of  Hosea;  197  ff  for  Isa  7-12;  238  ff  for  Micah; 
see  also  my  article  in  Murray's  lUustrated  Bible 
Dictionary). 

Down  to  the  time  when  Jems  fell,  Ezekiel  was 
compelled  to  antagonize  the  hopes,  which  were  sup- 
ported by  false  prophets,  that  Goa  would  not  suffer 
this  calamity.  Over  against  this,  Ezekiel  persist- 
ently and  emphatically  points  to  this  fact,  tnat  the 
apostasy  had  been  too  great  for  God  not  to  bring 
about  this  catastrophe.  There  is  scarcely  a  viola- 
tion of  a  single  conunand — ^religious,  moral  or  cul- 
tural— ^which  the  prophet  is  not  compelled  to  charge 
against  the  people  in  the  three  sections,  3  16  ff;  3 
1  ff :  20  1  ff,  imtil  in  24  1  ff .  on  the  10th  day  of  the 
lOtn  month  of  the  9th  year  (589  BC)  the  destruction 
of  Jems  was  symbolized  b^  the  vision  of  the  boiling 
pot  with  the  piece  of  meat  in  it,  and  the  unlamented 
destruction  of  the  city  was  prefigured  by  the  im- 
moumed  and  sudden  death  of  his  wife  (see  1  above). 
After  the  five  sections  of  this  subdivision  I,  r^erring 
to  Israel — each  one  of  which  subdivisions  is  intro- 
duced by  a  new  dating,  and  thereby  separated  from 
the  others  and  chronologically  arranged  (1  1  ff, 
with  the  consecration  of  tne  prophet  immediately 
foUowingit;  3  16ff;  8  Iff;  20  Iff;  24  Iff)— there 
follow  as  a  second  subdivision  the  seven  oracles 
against  the  Ammonites  (26  1  ff):  the  Moabites  (26 
8ff);  theEdomites  (26  12 ff);  thePhihs  (26  15 ff); 
Tjnre  (26  1  ff);  Sidon  (28  20 ff);  Egypt  (29  1  ff), 
evidently  arranged  from  a  geograpmcal  point  of 
view. 

The  most  extensive  are  those  against  Tyre  and 
the  group  of  oracles  against  Enrpt,  both  provided 
with  separate' dates  (cf26  1—29  1;  30  20:  31  1; 
32  1.17).  The  supplement  in  reference  to  Tyre  (29 
17  ff)  is  the  latest  elated  oracle  of  Ezekiel  (from  the 
vear  571  BC),  and  is  found  here,  at  a  suitable  place, 
because  it  is  connected  with  a  tnreat  against  Egypt 
(chs  40-48  date  from  the  year  573  according  to  ch 
40  1).  The  number  seven  evidently  does  not  occur 
accidentally,  since  in  other  threats  of  this  kind  a 
typical  number  appears  to  have  been  puiposely 
chosen,  thus:  Isa  13-22,  i.e.  ten;  Jer  48-61,  also 
ten  J  which  fact  again  under  the  circumstances  is 
an  important  argument  in  repelling  attacks  on  the 
genuineness  of  the  book. 

Probably  the  five  parts  of  the  first  subdivbion, 
and  the  seven  of  the  second,  supplement  each  other, 
making  a  total  of  twelve  (cf  the  analogous  structure 
of  Ex  26  1 — 30  10  under  Exodus,  and  probably 
the  chiastic  structure  of  Ezk  34-48,  with  7+5 
pieces;  see  below).  The  oracles  against  the  foreign 
coimtries  are  not  only  in  point  of  time  to  be  placed 
between  ch  24  and  33  21,  but  alsOj  as  concerns  con- 
tents, help  splendidly  to  solve  the  difficulty  suggested 
by  ch  24.  and  in  this  way  satisfactorily  fill  the  gap 
thus  made.  The  arrival  of  the  news  of  the  fall  of 
Jems,  in  586  BC  (cf  33  21  ff),  which  had  already 
been  foretold  in  ch  24,  introduced  by  the  mighty 
watchman's  cry  to  repentance  (33  Iff),  and  followed 
by  a  reproof  of  the  superficial  reception  of  the  pro- 
phetic word  (see  1  above),  concludes  the  first 
chief  part  of  the  book. 

The  second  part  also  naturally  falls  into  two  sub- 
divisions, of  which  the  first  contains  the  develop- 
ment of  the  nearer  and  more  remote  future,  as  to  its 
inner  character  and  its  historical  course  (chs  34--39) : 
(1)  the  tme  shepherd  of  Israel  (ch  34);  (2)  the  fu- 
ture fate  of  Edom  (ch  36) ;  (3)  Israel's  deliverance 
from  the  disgrace  of  the  shameful  treatment  by  the 
heathen,  which  falls  back  upon  the  latter  again 
(36  1-15);   (4)  the  desecration  of  the  name  of 
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Jeh  by  Israel  and  the  sanctification  by  Jeh  (36  15- 
38);  (5)  the  revival  of  the  Israelitish  nation  (37 
1-14) ;  (6)  the  reunion  of  the  separated  kingdoms, 
Judah  and  Israel  (37  15-28);  (7)  the  overthrow  of 
the  terrible  gentile  power  of  the  north  (chs  38  f). 

The  second  subdivision  (chs  40-48)  contains  the 
reconstruction  of  the  external  affairs  of  the  people 
in  a  vision,  on  the  birthday  of  573.  ''in  the  oegin- 
ning  of  the  year"  (beginning  of  a  jubilee  year?  [Lev 
86  10];  cf  also  Dat  of  Atonement).  After  the 
explanatory  introduction  (40  1-1),  there  follow 
five  pericopes:  (1)  directions  with  reference  to  the 
temple  (cf  the  subscription  43  12)  (40  5-^3  12): 
(2)  the  altar  (43  13^46  24);  (3)  the  wonderful 
fountain  of  the  temple,  on  the  banks  of  which  the 
trees  bear  fruit  every  month  (47  1-12);  (4)  the 
boundaries  of  the  land  and  its  division  among  the 
twelve  tribes  of  Israel  (47  13—48  29) ;  (5)  the  size 
of  the  holy  city  and  the  names  of  its  twelve  gates 
(48  30^5). 

In  (3)  to  (5)  the  prominence  of  the  number  twelve 
is  clear.  Perhaps  we  can  also  divide  (1)  and  (2) 
each  into  twelve  pieces:  (1)  would  be  40  6ff.l7  flf. 
28  flF.39  fr.48  ff ;  41  1  fr.5ff.l2flf.l5flf:  42  lfr.l5fr; 
43  1  fF;  for  (2)  it  would  be  43  13  fF.18ff:  44  1  ff. 
4ff.l5ff;  46  lff.9ff.13ff.18ff;  46  lff.16ff.19ff. 

At  any  rate  the  entire  second  chief  part,  chs 
34-48|  contains  predictions  of  deliverance.  The 
people  down  to  586  were  confident,  so  that  Ezekiel 
was  compelled  to  rebuke  them.  Atter  the  taking  of 
Jems  a  change  took  place  in  both  respects.  Now  the 
people  are  despairing,  and  this  is  just  the  nght  time 
for  the  prophet  to  preach  deliverance.  The  most 
important  separate  prophecies  will  be  mentioned  and 
examined  in  another  connection  (II  below). 

The  transparent  structure  of  the  whole  book  sug- 
gests the  idea  that  the  author  did  not  extend  the 
composition  over  a  long  period,  but  wrote  it,  so  to 
say,  at  one  stretch,  which  of  course  does  not  make  it 
impossible  that  tne  separate  prophecies  were  put 
into  written  form  inmiediately  after  their  reception, 
but  rather  presupposes  this.  When  the  prophet 
wrote  they  were  only  woven  together  into  a  smgle 
uniform  book  (cf  also  Exodus,  IV,  1,  2). 

(3)  Hi8  relation  to  Jeremiah. — ^As  Elijah  and 
Elisha,  or  Amos  and  Hosea,  or  Isaiah  and  Micah, 
or  Haggai  and  Zechariah,  so  too  Jeremiah  and  Eze- 
kiel constitute  a  prophetic  couple  (cf  1  above);  cf 
e.g.  in  later  time  the  sending  out  of  the  disciples  of 
Jesus^  two  by  two  (Lk  10  1),  the  relation  of  Peter 
and  John  in  Acts  3ff;  of  Paul  and  Barnabas  in  Acts 
13  ff;  of  Luther  and  Melanchthon,  Calvin  and 
Zwingli.  Both  prophets  prophesy  about  the  same 
time;  both  are  of  priestly  descent  (cf  1  above),  both 
witness  the  overthrow  of  the  Jewish  nation,  and  with 
their  prophecies  accompany  the  fate  of  tne  Jewish 
state  down  to  the  catastrophe  and  beyond  that, 
rebuking,  threatening,  wammg,  admomishing)  and 
also  comforting  and  encouraging. 

In  matters  of  detail,  too,  these  two  prophets  often 
show  the  greatest  similarity,  as  in  the  threat  against 
the  unfaithful  shepherds  (Ezk  84  2ff;  Jer  23  1  ff); 
in  putting  into  one  class  the  Northern  and  the  South- 
em  Kingdom  and  condemning  both,  although  the 
prediction  is  also  made  that  they  shall  eventually  be 
united  and  pardoned  (Ezk  23,  16;  Jer  3  6  ff;  Ezk 
37  15  ff;  Jer  3  14-18;  23  5f;  30f);  in  the  indi- 
vidualizing of  religion  (cf  the  fact  that  both  reject 
the  common  saying:  ''The  fathers  have  eaten  sour 
g-apes,  and  the  children's  teeth  are  set  on  edge," 
Ezk  18  2;  Jer  31  29);  in  their  inwardness  (Ezk 
36  25  ff;  Jer  24  7;  31  27-34;  32  39;  33  8);  in 
their  comparisons  of  the  coming  judgment  with  a 
boiling  pot  (Ezk  24  1  ff;  Jer  1  13  ff);  and  finally, 
in  their  representation  of  the  Messiah  as  the  priest- 
king  (see  1  above;  viz.  in  Ezk  21  25  f;  46  22; 
cf  Jer  30  21;   33  17  ff;    see  II,  3,  and  my  work 


Messianische  Ervxiriung,  320  ff,  354  ff).  Neither 
is  to  be  considered  independently  of  the  other,  since 
the  prophetical  writings,  apparently,  received 
canonical  authority  soon  after  and  perhaps  imme- 
diatelv  after  they  were  written  (cf  the  expression 
"the  former  prophets"  in  Zee  1  A]  7  7.12.  also  the 
constantly  increasing  number  of  citations  irom  ear- 
lier prophets  in  the  later  prophets,  and  the  under- 
standing of  the  *'exact  succession  of  the  prophets" 
down  to  Artaxerxes  in  Jos,  CAp,  I,  8),  it  is  possible 
that  Ezekiel,  with  his  wow  cansectUivumf  with  which 
the  book  begins,  is  to  be  understood  as  desiring  to 
connect  wit^  the  somewhat  older  Jeremiah  (cf  a 
similar  relation  of  Jonah  to  Obadiah;  see  my  arts. 
"Canon  of  the  OT"  and  "Jonah"  in- Murray's  11- 
luatrcUed  Bible  Dictionary). 

(4)  Fate  of  the  book  arid  its  place  in  the  Canon. — 
With  Jeremiah  and  Ezekiel,  many  Heb  MSS^  esp. 
those  of  the  Ger.  and  Fr.  Jews,  begin  the  senes  of 
"later  prophets."  and  thus  these  books  are  found 
before  Isa;  while  the  Massorah  and  the  MSS  of  the 
Spanish  Jews,  according  to  the  age  and  the  size  of 
the  books,  have  the  order,  Isa,  Jer,  Ezk.  The  text 
of  the  book  is,  in  part,  quite  corrupt,  and  in  this 
way  the  interpretation  of  tne  book,  not  easy  in  itself, 
is  made  considerably  more  difficult.  Jerome,  Aa 
Paul.,  writes  that  the  beginning  and  the  end  of  the 
book  contained  many  dark  passages;  that  these 
parts,  like  the  beginning  of  Gen,  were  not  permitted 
to.be  read  by  the  Jews  before  these  had  reached  their 
30th  year.  During  the  time  when  the  schools  of 
Hillel  and  Shammai  flourished,  Ezk  belonged  to 
those  books  which  some  wanted  "to  hide,"  the 
others  being  Prov,  Eccl,  Est  and  Cant.  In  these 
discussions  the  question  at  issue  was  not  the  recep- 
tion of  the  book  into  the  Canon,  which  was  rather 
presupposed,  nor  again  an^  effort  to  exclude  them 
from  the  Canon  again,  which  thought  could  not  be 
reconciled  with  the  high  estimate  in  which  it  is 
known  that  Est  was  held,  but  it  was  the  exclusion 
of  these  books  from  public  reading  in  the  Divine 
service,  which  project  failed.  The  reasons  for  this 
proposal  are  not  to  be  sought  in  any  doubt  as  to  their 
authenticity,  but  in  reference  to  their  contents  (cf 
my  art.  "Canon  of  the  OT,"  in  Murray's  lUua- 
traied  Bihle  Dictionary).  Possibly,  too,  one  reason 
was  to  be  found  in  the  desire  to  avoid  the  profanation 
of  the  most  sacred  vision  in  the  beginning  of  the 
book,  as  Zunz  su^ests.  There  is  no  doubt,  how- 
ever, that  the  difference  of  this  book  from  the 
Torah  was  a  reason  that  made  it  unadvisable  to 
read  it  in  public.  It  was  hoped  that  these  contra- 
dictions would  be  solved  by  Elijah  when  he  should 
return.  But  finally,  rabbinical  research,  after  hav- 
ing used  up  three  hundred  cans  of  oil,  succeeded 
in  finding  tne  solution.  These  contradiction^,  as  a 
matter  offact,  have  not  yet  been  removed,  and  have 
in  modem  times  contributed  to  the  production  of  a 
very  radical  theory  in  criticism,  as  will  be  shown 
immediately  under  IL  2. 

ii.  St^nuicance  or  ExMel  in  hramt't  RmUgitMM 
HiMiory, — Under  the  first  head  we  will  consider  the 
formal  characteristics  and  significance  of  the  book; 
and  the  examination  of  its  contents  will  form  the 
subject  under  the  next  four  divisions. 

It  is  not  correct  to  regard  Ezekiel  merely  as  a 
writer,  as  it  is  becoming  more  and  more  customarv 
to  do.    Passages  like  3  10  f;  14  4 ft; 
1.  The  20  lff.27;     24  18ff;     43  lOf    show 

Formal  that  just  as  the  other  prophets  did,  he 

Character-  too  proclaimed  by  word  of  mouth  the 
istics  of  revelations  of  God  he  had  received. 
Ezekiel  However,  he  had  access  only  to  a  por- 

tion of  tne  people.  It  was  indeed  for 
him  even  more  important  than  it  had  been  for  the 
earlier  prophets  to  provide  for  the  wider  circulation 
and  permanent  influence  of  his  message  by  putting 
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it  into  written  form.  We  will,  at  this  point,  exam- 
ine his  book  first  of  all  from  its  formal  and  its  aes- 
thetic side.  To  do  this  it  is  very  difficult,  in  a  short 
sketch,  to  give  even  a  general  impression  of  the 
practically  inexhaustible  riches  of  the  means  at  his 
conmiancf  for  the  expression  of  his  thoughts. 

(1)  Visions. — ^Thus,  a  number  of  visions  at  once 
attract  our  attention.  In  the  beginning  of  his 
work  there  appears  to  him  the  Divine  throne- 
chariot,  which  comes  from  the  north  as  a  storm, 
as  a  great  cloud  and  a  fire  rolled  together.  This 
chariot  is  borne  by  the  four  living  creatures  in  the 
form  of  men,  with  the  countenances  of  a  man,  of 
a  lion,  of  an  ox  and  of  an  eagle,  representing  the 
whole  living  creation.  It  will  be  remembered  that 
these  figures  have  passed  over  into  the  Rev  of  St. 
John  (4  7),  and  later  were  regarded  as  the  sym- 
bols of  the  four  evangelists.  In  chs  10  f  this 
throne-chariot  in  the  vision  leaves  the  portal  of 
the  temple  going  toward  the  east,  returning  again  in 
the  prediction  of  deliverance  in  ch  43.  Moreover, 
the  entire  last  nine  chapters  are  to  be  interpreted 
as  a  vision  (cf  40  2).  We  must  not  forget,  nnally, 
the  revivification  of  the  Israelitish  nation  in  ch  37| 
represented  in  the  picture  of  a  field  full  of  dead 
bones,  which  are  again  united,  covered  with  skin, 
and  receive  new  life  through  the  ru^h  (word  of  two 
meanings,  "wind"  and  "spirit"). 

As  a  rule  the  visions  of  Ezekiel.  like  those  of 
Zechariah  (cf  my  art.  "Zechariah  '  in  Murray's 
lUiLslraUd  Bible  Diclionary),  are  not  regarded  as 
actual  experiences,  but  only  as  literary  forms. 
When  it  is  given  as  a  reason  for  this  that  the 
number  of  visions  are  too  great  and  too  compli- 
cated, and  therefore  too  difficult  of  presentation, 
to  be  real  experiences,  we  must  declare  this  to  be 
an  altogether  too  unsafe,  subjective  and  irrelevant 
rule  to  apply  in  the  matter.  However  correct  the 
facts  mentioned  are  in  themselves  they  do  not  com- 
pel us  to  draw  this  conclusion.  Not  only  is  it  im- 
certain  how  many  visions  may  be  experiences  (cf 
e.g.  the  five  visions  in  Am  7  ff,  which  are  generally 
regarded  as  actual  experiences),  but  it  is  also  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  prove  such  an  a  priori  claim 
with  reference  to  the  impossibility  and  the  unreality 
of  processes  which  are  not  accessible  to  us  b v  our 
own  experience.  As  these  visions,  one  and  all,  are, 
from  the  religious  and  ethical  sides,  up  to  the  stand- 
ards of  OT  prophecy,  and  as,  further,  they  are  en- 
tirely unique  in  character,  and  as,  finally,  there  is 
nothing  to  show  that  they  are  only  literary  forms, 
we  must  hold  to  the  conviction  that  the  visions  are 
actual  experiences. 

(2)  Symbolical  acts. — ^Then  we  find  in  Ezk^  also, 
a  large  number  of  symbolical  acts.  Accordmg  to 
Divine  command  Ezekiel  sketches  the  city  of  Jems 
and  its  siege  on  a  tile  (4  Iff);  or  he  lies  boimd  on 
his  left  side,  as  an  atonement,  390  days,  and  40  days 
on  his  right  side^  according  to  the  number  of  years 
of  the  guilt  of  Israel  and  Judah  (4  4  ff).  During 
the  390  days  the  condition  of  the  people  in  exile  is 
symbolized  by  a  small  Quantity  of  food  daily  of  the 
weight  of  only  20  shekels,  and  unclean,  being  baked 
on  human  or  cattle  dung,  and  a  small  Quantity  of 
water,  which  serves  as  food  and  drink  of  the  prophet 
(4  9  ff). 

By  means  of  his  beard  and  the  hair  of  his  head, 
which  he  shaves  off  and  in  part  bums,  in  part  strikes 
with  the  sword,  and  in  part  scatters  to  the  wind,  and 
only  the  very  smallest  portion  of  which  he  ties 
together  in  the  hem  of  his  garment,  he  pictures  how 
the  people  shall  be  decimated  so  that  only  a  small 
remnant  shall  remain  (5  Iff).  In  ch  12,  he  pre- 
pares articles  necessary  for  marching  and  departs 
m  the  darkness.  Just  so  Israel  will  go  into  cap- 
tivity and  its  king  will  not  see  the  country  into 
which  he  goes  (cf  the  blinding  of  Zedekiah,  2  K  25 


7).  In  37  15  ff,  he  unites  two  different  sticks  into 
one,  with  inscriptions  referring  to  the  two  kingdoms, 
and  these  picture  the  future  union  of  Israel  and 
Judah.  It  is  perhaps  an  open  question  whether  or 
not  some  of  these  symbolical  actions,  which  would 
be  difficult  to  carry  out  in  actuality,  are  not  ])erhap6 
to  be  interpreted  as  visions;  thus,  e.g.  the  distrib- 
uting the  wine  of  wrath  to  all  the  nations,  in  Jer  26 
15,  can  in  all  probability  not  be  understood  in  any 
other  way.  but,  at  any  rate,  it  appears  to  us  that 
here,  too,  the  acceptance  of  a  mere  fiterary  form  is 
both  unnecessary  and  unsatisfactory,  and  con- 
sidering the  religio-ethical  character  of  Ezk,  not 
permissible. 

(3)  Allegories. — In  regard  to  the  numerous  alle- 
gories, attention  need  be  drawn  only  to  the  picture 
of  the  two  unfaithful  sisters,  Oholah  and  Onolibah 
(i.e.  Samaria  and  Jems),  whose  relation  to  Jeh  as 
well  as  their  infidelity  is  portrayed  in  a  manner  that 
is  actually  offensive  to  over-sensitive  minds  (ch  23; 
cf  ch  16).  In  ch  17,  Zedekiah  is  represented  imder 
the  image  of  a  grapevine,  which  the  great  eagle  (i.e. 
the  king  of  Babylon)  has  appointed,  which,  how- 
ever, turns  to  another  great  eagle  (king  of  Egypt), 
and  because  of  this  infidelity  shall  be  rooted  out, 
imtil  God,  eventually,  causes  a  new  tree  to  grow 
out  of  a  tender  branch. 

(4)  LamenteUions. — Of  the  lamentations,  we 
mention  the  following:  according  to  ch  19,  a  fioness 
rears  young  lions,  one  after  the  other,  but  one  after 
the  other  is  caught  in  a  trap  and  led  awav  by  nose- 
rings. The  ones  meant  are  Jehoahaz  ana  certainly 
Jehoiachin.  The  lion  mother^  who  before  was  like 
a  grapevine,  is  banished  (Zedekiah).  Another 
lamentation  is  spoken  over  Tjrre,  which  is  compared 
to  a  proud  ship  (cf  27  Iff);  also  over  the  king  of 
Tyre,  who  is  hurled  down  from  the  mountain  of  the 
gods  (28  11-19);  and  over  Pharaoh  of  Egrpt,  who 
is  pictured  as  a  crocodile  in  the  sea  (32  Iff). 

That  his  contemporaries  knew  how  to  appreciate 
the  prophet  at  least  from  the  aesthetic  side^  we  saw 
above  (I,  1).  What  impression  does  Ezekiel  make 
upon  us  today,  from  this  point  of  view?  He  is  de- 
clared to  be  ''too  intellectual  for  a  poet";  ''fantas- 
tic" ;  "vividness  in  him  finds  a  substitute  in  strength- 
ening and  repetition";  "he  has  no  poetical  talent"; 
"he  is  the  most  monotonous  prose  writer  among  the 

rophets."    These  and  similar  opinions  are  heard. 

n  matters  of  taste  there  is  no  disputing;  but  tha« 
is  food  for  reflection  in  the  story  handed  down  that 
Frederick  von  Schiller  was  accustomed  to  read  Esk, 
chiefly  on  account  of  his  magnificent  descriptions, 
and  that  he  himself  wanted  to  learn  Heb  in  order 
to  be  able  to  enjoy  the  book  in  the  original.  And 
Herder,  with  his  imdeniable  and  undenied  fine  appre- 
ciation of  the  poetry  of  many  nations,  calls  Ezekiel 
"the  Aeschylus  and  the  Shakespeare  of  the  Hebrews" 
(cf  Lange's  Comm.  onEzk,  519). 

(1)  Ezk  44  4ff:  The  claim  thai  the  disHnction 
between  priests  and  Levites  was  introduced  by  Eze- 
kiel.— (a)  The  Bib.  facts  on  the  sub- 
2.  Ezekiel  ject:  In  the  vision  of  the  reconstmc- 
and  the  tion  of  the  external  relations  of  the 
Levitical  people  in  the  future  (chs  40-48),  in 
System  the  second  pericope,  which  treats  of 

the  cultus  (43  13-46  24;  cf  1, 2, 2),  it 
is  claimed  that  Ezekiel,  at  the  command  of  Jeh, 
reproaches  the  Israelites  that  they  engage  in  their 
room  strangers,  imcircumcised  in  heart  and  uncir- 
cumcised  in  flesh,  to  take  charge  of  the  service  of 
Jeh  in  the  sanctuary,  instead  of  doing  this  service 
themselves,  and  thus  desecrate  the  temple  (44  4-8). 
From  now  on  the  Levites,  who  hitherto  have  been 
participating  in  the  service  of  the  idols  on  the  high 
places  and  had  become  for  Israel  an  occasion  for 
guilt,  are  to  attend  to  this  work.  They  are  de- 
graded from  the  priesthood  as  a  punishment  of 
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their  guilt,  and  are  to  render  the  above-mentioned 
service  in  the  temple  (vs  9  ff),  while  only  those 
Levitical  priests,  the  sons  of  Zadok,  who  had  been 
rendering  their  services  in  the  sanctuary  in  the 
proper  way,  while  Israel  was  going  astray,  are  to  be 
permitted  to  perform  priestly  functions  (vs  15  ff). 

(6)  The  modern  interpretation  of  this  passage 
(Ezk  44  4  ff )  is  regarded  as  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant proofs  for  the  Wellhausen  hypothesis.  Down  to 
the  7th  cent.  BC  it  is  claimed  that  there  are  no  signs 
that  a  distinction  was  made  between  the  persons 
who  had  charge  of  the  cultus  in  Israel,  and  this  is  held 
to  be  proved  by  the  history  of  the  preceding  period 
and  by  the  Book  of  Dt,  placed  by  the  critics  m  this 
time.  It  is  said  that  Ezekiel  is  the  first  to  change 
this,  and  in  this  passage  introduces  the  distinction 
between  priests  and  the  lower  order  of  Levitos, 
which  difference  is  then  presupposed  by  the  PC. 
According  to  this  view,  the  highpriest  of  the  PC, 
too,  would  not  yet  be  known  to  Ezekiel,  and  would 
not  yet  exist  in  his  time.  More  fully  expressed,  the 
development  would  have  to  be  thought  as  follows: 
the  Book  of  Dt,  which  abolished  the  service  on  the 
high  places,  and  had  introduced  the  concentration 
of  the  cultus,  had  in  a  humane  way  provided  for  the 
deposed  priests  who  had  been  serving  on  the  high 
places,  and,  in  18  6ff,  had  expressly  permitted 
them  to  perform  their  work  in  Jems,  as  did  all  of 
their  brethren  of  their  tribe,  and  to  enjoy  the  same 
income  as  these.  ^  While  all  the  other  Deuteronomic 
commands  had  in  principle  been  recognized,  this 
ordinance  alone  had  met  with  opposition:  for  in 
2  K  23  9  we  are  expressly  told  that  the  priests  of 
the  high  places  were  not  permitted  to  go  up  to  Jems. 
Ezekiel  now,  according  to  Wellhausen 's  statement, 
''hangs  over  the  logic  of  the  facts  a  moral  mantle," 
by  representing  the  deposition  of  the  priests  of  the 
high  places  as  a  punishment  for  the  fact  that  they 
were  priests  of  the  high  places,  although  they  had 
held  tnis  position  in  the  past  by  virtue  of  legal  right. 

It  is  indeed  true,  it  is  said,  that  these  priests  did 
not  submit  to  such  a  representation  of  the  case  and 
such  treatment.  The  violent  contentions  which  are 
said  to  have  arisen  in  consequence  are  thought  to 
have  their  outcome  expressed  in  Nu  16  f  (the  re- 
bellion of  Korah,  the  budding  staff  of  Aaron).  The 
PC,  however,  continued  to  adhere  to  the  distinc- 
tion once  it  had  been  introduced,  and  had  become  a 
fact  ah-eady  at  the  return  in  538  BC  (cf  Ezr  2  36  ff), 
even  if  it  was  found  impossible  to  limit  the  priest- 
hood to  the  Zadokites,  and  if  it  was  decided  to  make 
an  honorable  office  out  of  the  degraded  position  of 
the  Levites  as  given  by  Ezekiel.  The  fact  that, 
according  to  Ezr  2  36-39,  in  the  year  538  BC, 
alread}^  4,289  priests,  but  according  to  ver  40,  only 
74  Levites,  returned,  is  also  regarded  as  proving  how 
dissatisfied  the  degraded  priests  of  the  high  places 
had  been  with  the  new  position,  created  by  Ezekiel, 
to  which  they  had  been  assigned.  With  the  intro- 
duction of  the  PCodex  in  444  BC,  which  made  a 
distinction  between  high  priest,  priests  and  Levites 
within  the  tribe  of  Levi,  this  development  reached 
an  end  for  the  time  being.  While  Dt  speaks  of  the 
"Levitical  priests,"  which  expression  is  regarded 
as  confirming  the  original  identity  of  the  priests  and 
the  Levites,  it  is  claimed  that  since  the  days  of 
Ezekiel,  priests  and  Levites  constitute  two  sharply 
distinguished  classes. 

(c)  Examination  of  this  view:  Both  the  exegesis 
of  Ezk  44  4ff  and  the  whole  superstructure  are 
in  every  direction  indefensible  and  cannot  be  main- 
tained (cf  also  my  work,  Are  the  Critics  Right  f  30  ff, 
124  ff,  196  ff). 

(a)  Proof  that  the  hypothesis  cannot  be  main- 
tained for  the  preexilic  period.  The  claim  that 
down  to  the  7th  cent.  BC  there  did  not  exist  in 
Israel  any  distinction  among  the  persons  engaged 


in  the  public  cultus  is  in  itself  an  absurdity,  but 
has  in  addition  against  it  the  express  testimony  of 
history.  In  preexilic  times  the  high  priest  is  ex- 
pressly mentioned  in  2  K  12  9ff;  22  4.8;  23  4. 
Accordingly  he  cannot  have  been  a  product  of  the 
post-exilic  period.  The  rank  of  an  Eli  (1  S  Iff), 
Ahimelech  (1  S  21f),  Abiathar  (1  K  2  26 f),  Zadok 
(1  K  2  35),  is  vastly  above  that  of  an  ordinary 
priest.  The  fact  that  the  expression  "high  priest 
does  not  happen  to  occur  here  is  all  the  less  to 
be  pressed,  as  the  term  is  foimd  even  in  the  PC 
only  in  Lev  21  10;  Nu  35  25-28.  From  Dt  10  6: 
Josh  24  33;  Jgs  20  28,  we  learn  that  the  office  or 
high  priest  was  transmitted  from  Aaron  to  his  son, 
Eleazar,  and  then  to  his  son,  Phinehas  (cf  also  Nu 
25  11).  Before  the  time  of  EH,  according  to  1  Ch 
24  3,  it  had  passed  over  to  the  line  of  the  other  sur- 
viving son  of  Aaron,  that  of  Ithamar,  but,  accord- 
ing to  1  K  2  26  f  .35,  at  the  deposition  of  Abiathar 
and  the  appointment  of  Zadok,  it  returned  again  to 
the  fine  of  Eleazar  (cf  1  S  2  27.28.35  f  with  1  Ch 
24  3).  Distinctions  within  the  tribe  are  also  ex- 
pressly presupposed  by  Jer  20  1;  29  25f.29;  62  24; 
2  K  26  18.  In  the  same  way  Levites  are  expressly 
mentioned  in  history  (cf  Jgs  17  f;  19-21;  1  S  6  15; 
2  S  16  24;  1  K  8  3  ff).  This  very  division  of  the 
priestly  tribe  into  three  parts  possibly  suggested 
the  three  parts  of  the  temple  of  Solomon  (the  holy 
of  holies,  the  holy  place,  the  forecourt).  According 
to  all  this,  it  is  not  possible  that  this  distinction  is 
not  found  in  Dt,  esp.  if  this  book  was  not  written 
until  the  7th  cent.  BC  and  throughout  took  into 
consideration  the  actual  condition  of  affairs  at  that 
time,  as  is  generally  claimed.  But  this  difference 
is  foimd  in  Dt,  the  false  dating  of  which  we  can  here 
ignore,  and  is  probably  suggested  by  it;  for,  if  this 
were  not  the  case,  then  the  addition  of  the  words 
"the  whole  tribe  of  Levi"  to  the  words  "Levitical 
priests"  in  18  1  would  be  tautology.  But  as  it  is, 
Doth  expressions  already  refer  to  what  follows:  viz. 
vs  3-5  to  the  priests  and  vs  6  ff  to  the  rest  of  the 
Levites.  In  tne  same  way,  the  Levites  are  in  12 
12.18  f;  14  27.29;  16  11.14  the  objects  of  charity, 
while  18  3  ff  prescribes  a  fixed  and  not  insignificant 
income  for  the  priests.  Then,  finally,  such  general 
statements  as  are  found  in  lo  8;  18  2  ff ;  33  8  ff, 
not  only  demand  such  specific  directions  as  are 
found  only  in  P,  but  in  10  9;  18  2  there  is  a  direct 
reference  to  Nu  18  20.24  (from  P).  On  the  other 
hand,  Dt,  in  harmony  with  its  general  tendency  of 
impressing  upon  Israel  in  the  spirit  of  pastorsJ  ex- 
hortation the  chief  demands  of  the  law,  does  not 
find  it  necessary,  in  every  instance,  to  mention  the 
distinctions  that  existed  m  the  tribe  of  Levi. 

In  Nu  18  7  we  have  in  P  even  an  analogon  to  Dt 
10  8;  33  8ff;  since  here,  too,  no  distinction  is  made 
between  priests  and  high  priests  separately,  but  the 
whole  priestly  service  is  mentioned  in  a  summary 
manner  (cf  further  Lev  6  22  in  comparison  with 
ver  25;  Nu  36  in  comparison  with  Josh  21).  That 
Dt  cannot  say  "Aaron  and  his  sons,"  as  P  does,  is 
certainly  self-evident,  because  Aaron  was  no  longer 
living  at  the  time  when  the  addresses  of  Dt  were 
delivered.  And  how  the  expression  "Levitical 
priests,"  which  Dt  uses  for  the  expression  found  in 
P,  and  which  was  entirely  suitable,  because  under 
all  circumstances  the  priests  were  of  the  tribe  of 
Levi,  is  to  be  understood  as  excluding  the  subor- 
dinate members  of  the  cultus-officers  belonging  to 
the  same  tribe,  is  altogether  incomprehensible  (cf 
the  emphasis  put  on  the  Levitical  priesthood  in  P 
itself,  as  found  in  Nu  17;  Josh  21  4.10  ff).  So  are 
other  passages  which  originated  at  a  time  after 
the  introduction  by  Ezekiel,  or,  according  to  the 
critics,  are  claimed  to  have  been  introduced  then 
(cf  Mai  2  lff.4.8;  3  3;  Jer  33  18;  Isa  66  21; 
2  Ch  6  5;    23  18;    29  4  ff ;    80  27),  and  even  in 
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Ezk  (44  15).  The  claims  that  Dt  is  more  humane 
in  its  treatment  of  the  priests  who  had  engaged  in 
the  worship  in  high  places  (cf  e.g.  2  K  22  f)  cannot 
at  all  be  reconciled  with  Dt  13,  which  directs  that 
death  is  to  be  the  punishment  for  such  idolatry. 
If,  notwithstanding  this,  it  is  still  claimed  that  'Dt 
18  6  ff  allows  the  priests  of  the  high  places  to  serve 
in  Jerus,  then  it  is  incomprehensible  how  in  2  K 
28  9  these  men  did  not  appeal  directly  to  Dt  in 
vindication  of  their  rights  over  against  all  hindrances, 
since  Dt  was  regarded  as  the  absolute  norm  in  carry- 
ing out  the  cultus  tradition. 

(P)  Examination  of  the  hypothesis  on  the  basis 
of  Ezk:  No  less  imfavorable  to  the  view  of  the 
critics  must  the  judgment  be  when  we  examine  it 
in  the  light  of  the  contents  of  Ezk  itself.  The 
prophet  presupposes  a  double  service  in  the  sanc- 
tuary, a  lower  service  which,  in  the  future,  the  de- 
graded priests  of  the  high  places  are  to  perform  and 
which,  m  the  past,  had  been  performed  m  an  unlaw- 
ful manner  by  strangers  (44  6-9),  and  a  higher 
service,  which  had  been  performed  by  the  Zadok- 
ites,  the  priests  at  the  central  sanctuary,  in  the 
proper  way  at  the  time  when  the  other  priests  had 
gone  astray,  which  service  was  for  this  reason  to  be 
intrusted  to  them  alone  in  the  future  (cf,  also,  40 
45.46;  48  19).  Since  in  vs  6  ff  the  sharpest  rebukes 
are  cast  up  to  Israel  (according  to  the  reading  of  the 
LXX,  which  here  uses  the  second  person,  even  the 
charge  of  having  broken  the  covenant),  because  they 
had  permitted  the  lower  service  to  be  performed  by 
uncircumcised  aliens,  it  is  absolutely  impossible 
that  Ezekiel  diould  have  been  the  first  to  introduce 
the  distinction  between  higher  and  lower  service,  but 
he  presupposes  this  distinction  as  something  well 
known,  and,  also,  that  the  lower  service  has  been 
regulated  by  Divine  ordinances.  As  we  have  such 
oidinances  clearly  given  only  in  Nu  18  2  ff  (from 
P)  it  is  in  itself  natural  and  almost  necessary  that 
Ezekiel  has  reference  to  these  very  ordinances,  but 
these  very  ordinances  direct  that  the  Levites  are 
to  have  chaise  of  this  lower  service.  This  is  con- 
firmed bv  Ezk  48  12  f,  where  the  designation 
''Levites  in  contradistinction  from  the  priests  is  a 
fixed  and  recognized  term  for  the  lower  cultus  offi- 
cials. For  Ezekiel  has  not  at  all  said  that  he  would 
from  now  on  call  these  temple-servants  simply  by 
the  name  "Levites,"  but,  rather,  he  simply  presup- 
poses the  terminol(^  of  P  as  known  ancl  makes  use 
of  it.  He  would,  too,  scarcely  have  selected  this 
expression  to  designate  a  condition  of  punishment, 
since  the  term  "Levites"  is  recognized  on  all  hands 
to  be  an  honorable  title  in  the  sacred  Scriptures, 
^d  when  he,  in  addition,  designates  the  Zadokites 
as  "Levitical  priests"  (44  15),  this  only  shows  anew 
that  Ezekiel  m  his  designation  of  the  lower  temple- 
servants  only  made  use  of  the  terminology  intro- 
duced by  P. 

But,  on  the  representation  of  the  critics,  the  whole 
attitude  ascribed  to  Ezekiel  cannot  be  upheld.  It 
is  maintained  that  a  prophet  filled  with  the  highest 
rel^;ious  and  ethical  thoughts  has  been  guilty  of  an 
action  that,  from  an  ethical  point  of  view,  is  to  be 
most  sharply  condemned.  The  prophet  is  made 
to  write  reproaches  against  the  people  of  Israel  for 
something  they  could  not  help  (vs  6ff),  and  he  is 
made  to  degrade  and  punish  the  priests  of  the  high 
places,  who  also  had  acted  in  good  faith  and  were 
doing  what  they  had  a  right  to  do  (vs  9  ff ;  cf  "the 
moral  mantle"  which,  according  to  Wellhausen,  "he 
threw  over  the  logic  of  facts").  Ezekiel  is  accord- 
ingly regarded  here  as  a  bad  man;  but  at  the  same 
time  he  would  also  be  a  stupid  man.  How  could 
he  expect  to  succeed  in  such  an  uncouth  and  trans- 
parent trick?  If  success  had  attended  the  effort 
to  exclude  from  the  service  in  Jerus  the  priests  of  the 
high  places  according  to  2  K  23  9,  and  notwith- 


standing Dt  18  6  ff,  which  according  to  what  has 
been  said  under  (a)  is  most  iniprobable,  then  this 
would  through  the  action  of  Ezekiel  again  have 
been  made  a  matter  of  uncertainty.  Or,  was  it  ex- 
pected that  they  would  suffer  themselves  to  be  up- 
braided and  pimished  without  protesting  if  they 
had  done  no  wrong?  Finally,  too,  the  prophet 
would  have  belonged  to  that  class  whose  good  for- 
tune is  greater  than  their  common  sense.  This  leads 
us  to  the  following: 

(7)  Examination  of  the  development  after  the 
time  of  Ezekiel:  Ezekiel's  success  is  altogether  in- 
comprehensible, if  now  the  distinction  between 
priests  and  Levites  has,  at  once,  been  introduced 
and  at  the  return  from  captivity,  in  the  year  538 
(Ezr  2  36  ff),  certainly  was  a  fact.  It  is  true 
that  we  at  once  meet  with  a  host  of  difficulties. 
Why  do  only  74  Levites  return  according  to  Ezr  2  40 
if  their  d^radation  from  the  ranks  of  the  priesthood 
through  Ezekiel  had  not  preceded?  asks  the  Well- 
hausen school.  Why  did  any  Levites,  at  all,  return, 
if  they  had  been  so  disgraced?  is  our  question.  But. 
how  is  it  at  all  possible  that  so  many  priests  could 
return  (4,289  among  42,360  exiles,  or  more  than 
one-tenth  of  the  whole  number;  cf  Ezr  2  36-38 
with  ver  64;  but  many  more  than  one-tenth  if 
women  are  included  in  the  42,360),  if,  since  the  times 
of  Ezekiel,  there  were  none  other  than  Zadokite 
priests?  In  examining  the  writers  claimed  as  the 
authors  of  P,  all  those  difficulties  recur  again  which 
are  found  in  the  case  of  Ezekiel  himself.  That  Nu 
16  f  indicates  and  reflects  the  opposition  of  the  de- 
graded is  nothinff  but  an  unproved  assertion;  but 
u  they  had  revolted,  which  was  probable  enough, 
then  there  would  have  been  no  worse  and  more 
foolish  means  than  to  change  the  degraded  position 
of  the  Levites  according  to  Ezk  into  the  honorable 
position  assigned  them  in  P.  This  would  only  have 
made  the  matter  worse.  The  Levites  would  again 
have  been  able  to  claim  their  old  rights  and  they 
would  have  acauired  the  strongest  weapons  for  their 
opposition.  Tne  fact  that  Ezekiel's  restoration  of 
the  priesthood  to  the  Zadokites  would  have  been 
ignored  by  P,  as  also  the  descent  of  Aaron  through 
Eleazar  and  Ithamar,  according  to  the  accoimt  of 
P,  that  is,  that  in  reality  also  others  were  admitted 
to  the  priesthood,  would  only  have  the  effect  of 
making  those  who  still  were  excluded  all  the  more 
rebellious,  who  could  appeal  to  each  case  of  such 
an  admission  as  a  precedent  and  accordingly  as  a 
violation  of  the  principle.  What  possible  purpose 
the  authors  of  P  coulcl  have  had  in  the  creation  of 
those  products  of  imagination,  Nadab  and  Abihu, 
and  the  portrayal  of  the  terrible  fate  of  these  sons 
of  Aaron  (Lev  10)  remains  incomprehensible  (cf 
the  purposeless  and  constructive  imagination  in  the 
description  of  the  details  of  the  Ark  of  the  Covenant, 
which  stands  in  no  connection  with  the  tendency 
of  P:  see  Exodus,  III,  5).  Nor  can  it  be  under- 
stood why  the  creators  of  the  PC  would  have  had 
assigned  other  duties  to  the  Levites  than  Ezekiel 
had  done;  the  slaying  of  the  burnt  offerings  and  the 
sacrifices  (44  11)  and  the  cooking  of  the  latter  (46 
24)  is  lacking  in  P,  in  which  document  the  trans- 
portation of  the  imaginary  tabernacle  would  have 
exhausted  the  duties  of  the  priests  (Nu  4),  while 
in  other  respects,  their  services  would  be  described 
only  in  such  general  notices  as  in  Nu  8  23  ff ;  18 
2  ff  (cf  for  this  reason  the  very  credible  account  in 
Ch,  which  through  Ezk  44  11;  46  24  only  becomes 
all  the  more  trustworthy,  where  we  are  told  of  the 
enlargement  of  the  duties  of  the  Levites  already  by 
David  in  1  Ch  23  25  ff).  In  short,  the  critical 
views  offer  one  monstrosity  after  another,  and  each 
greater  than  its  predecessor.  We  will  only^  mention 
mrther  that,  if  the  critics  are  right  in  this  matter, 
then  of  the  directions  found  in  Ezk  40-48  nothing 
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else  has  ever  been  carried  out  in  reality,  even  when 
these  chapters  are  correctly  understood  (see  2  [d] 
below),  and  at  first  nothing  was  intended  to  be  car- 
ried out,  so  that  it  would  be  all  the  more  surprising 
if  this  one  feature  of  the  program  of  Ezekiel  had 
alone  been  picked  out  and  had  been  carried  out  with 
an  inexplicable  haste,  and  that  too  at  a  time  when 
the  whole  cultus  was  not  at  all  observed  (573,  accord- 
ing to  40  1). 

(d)  The  solution  of  the  problem:  The  text  as  it 
reads  in  Ezk  44  9  ffactuallv  does  speak  of  a  degrada- 
tion. If  the  matter  involved  only  a  mere  putting  back 
into  the  status  quo  ante,  of  the  Levites,  who  on  the 
high  places,  contrary  to  the  law,  had  usurped  the  pre- 
rogatives of  the  hi^er  priestly  offices,  as  this  could 
eafflly  be  imderstood.  then  the  expression  in  vs  10. 
12,"They shall  bear  tneir  iniquity,  would  lose  much 
of  its  significance.  On  the  other  hand,  the  whole 
matter  finds  its  explanation  if,  in  the  first  place,  the 
lower  order  of  Levites  did  not  put  a  high  estimate 
on  their  office,  so  that  they  tranisferred  their  service 
to  aliens  (vs  6  ff),  and  if,  in  the  second  place,  by 
those  Levites  who  departed  from  Jeh,  when  Israel 
was  going  astray,  not  all  the  Levites  are  to  be  under- 
stood, but  only  a  certain  group  of  priests,  who  by 
these  words  were  for  themselves  and  their  contem- 
poraries clearly  enough  designated:  namely,  the 
descendants  of  Aaron  through  Ithamar  and  Eleazar 
in  so  far  as  they  were  not  Zadokites,  that  is,  had  not 
officiated  at  the  central  sanctuary,  liie  non- 
Zadokite  priests  had  permitted  themselves  to  be 
misled  to  officiate  in  the  idolatry  in  the  services  of 
the  high  places,  and  for  this  reason  were  for  the 
future  to  be  degraded  to  the  already  existing  lower 
order  of  the  Levites. 

The  fact  that  in  the  ranks  of  lower  participants  in 
the  cultus,  already  in  the  days  of  David,  according 
to  Ch,  a  still  further  division  had  taken  i>lace  (1  Ch 
2S-26),  so  that  by  the  side  of  the  Levites  in  the  most 
narrow  sense  of  the  word^  also  the  singers  and  the 

fate  watchmen  were  Levites  of  a  lower  rank  (Neh 
2  44-47;  13  10),  is  again  in  itself  entirely  credible, 
and,  in  addition,  b  made  very  probable  by  Ezr  2 
40  ff .  This  too  at  once  increases  the  small  number 
of  Levites  who  returned  from  the  exile  from  74  to 
341 .  In  comparison  to  the  number  of  priests  (4,289) 
the  number  yet  remains  a  small  one,  out  from  Ezk 
44  6  ff  we  learn  further  that  the  Levites  also  before 
the  days  of  Ezekiel  had  not  appreciated  their  office, 
for  then  they  would  not  have  given  it  over  to  aUens. 
In  this  way  not  only  does  everything  become  clear 
and  intelligible,  but  the  weapon  which  was  to  serve 
for  the  defence  of  the  Wellhausen  school  has  in  every 
respect  been  turned  against  these  critics.  The  his- 
torical order  can  only  be:  first,  the  PC,  and  after 
that  Ezk:  never  vice  versa. 

(2)  Ezk  40-48:  Priority  claimed  far  Ezekiel  over 
against  the  Priest  Codex  (of  Are  the  Critics  Right  t 
114  ff). — (a)  Sketch  of  the  modem  view:  The  entire 
vision  of  what  the  external  condition  of  affairs  would 
be  in  the  future  in  chs  40-48,  and  not  only  what- 
is  particularly  stated  in  44  4  ffj  is  made  a  part  of 
Israel's  religious  development  m  accordance  with 
the  scheme  of  the^  Wellhausen  school.  For  this 
hypothesis,  this  section  is  one  of  the  chief  arguments, 
besides  the  opposition  which  it  claims  exists  on  the 
part  of  the  prophets  against  the  sacrifices,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  proof  taken  from  the  history  of  the  people 
and  from  the  comparison  of  the  different  collections 
of  laws  with  each  other.  In  Ezk  40-48  many  thinp 
are  different  from  what  they  are  in  the  PC,  and  m 
Ezk  much  is  lacking  that  is  found  in  P.  How  now 
would  a  prophet  dare  to  change  the  legislation  in  P? 
Hence  P  is  regarded  as  later  than  Ezk.  This  b, 
bridSy^he  logic  of  the  Wellhausen  school. 

(&)  The  one-sidedness  of  thb  view  and  its  danger- 
ous consequences:  If  we  first  state  the  facts  in  the 


case  and  complete  the  observations  of  the  modem 
school,  the  picture  will  at  once  assume  quite  a  differ- 
ent form  and  the  conclusions  drawn  will  in  their 
consequences  prove  very  embarrassing.  It  b  a  fact 
that  in  Ezk  the  high  priest  so  prominent  in  P  b  lack- 
ing. No  mention  b  made  of  the  equipment  of  the 
holy  of  holies,  and  in  the  hol}^  place  the  table  of  the 
shewbread  and  the  candlesticks,  old  utensib  that 
are  mentioned  in  the  tabernacle  of  P,  and  in  part 
play  an  important  r61e  there.  But  the  differences 
in  Ezk  are  not  found  only  in  comparison  with  P,  but 
iust  as  much,  too,  in  features  wnich  belong  to  the 
legislation  of  Dt,  as  also  of  the  Book  of  the  Cove- 
nant, accepted  at  all  hands  as  m'eexilic  (Ex  21-23; 
84).  Thus  there  b  lacking  in  Ezk  40-48  not  only 
the  tithes  of  P  (Lev  27  30-33),  also  the  bws  with 
reference  to  the  firstborn  from  P  (vs  26  f ;  Nu  18 
15  f),  the  ordinances  with  reference  to  the  portions 
of  the  redemption  sacrifice  to  be  given  to  tiie  priests 
from  P  (Lev  7  31  ff),  but  equally  the  ordinance 
with  reference  to  the  tithes,  firatbom  and  sacrifici£d 
gifts  from  Dt  (cf  14  22  ff;  26  12  ff;  14  23-26; 
15  1^23;  18  3).  The  feast  of  weeks  b  wanting, 
which  b  demanded  not  only  by  P  in  Lev  23  15  ff; 
Nu  28  26  ff,  but  abo  by  the  older  legblation  (Ex 
23  16:  84  22;  Dt  16  9ff);  and  in  the  place  of  the 
three  ||  feasts  demanded  everywhere,  only  the  Pass- 
over and  the  Feast  of  the  Tabernacles  are  prescribed 
(Ezk  46  21).  Thus  too  the  direction  with  regard, 
e.g.  to  the  Day  of  Atonement  in  Ezk  45  18  ff  b 
different  in  regard  to  number,  time  and  ritual  from 
P  in  Lev  16,  etc  (cf  Day  of  Atonement,  I,  1),  but 
abo  the  command  found  in  Ex  20  26  (from  E)  that 
it  was  not  permitted  to  ascend  on  steps  to  the  altar 
of  Jeh  b  overthrown  by  Ezk  48  17.  And,  ac- 
cording to  what  has  been  described  under  (1),  criti- 
cism itself  accepts  (although  without  reason)  that 
Ezekiel  had  changed  the  commandment  of  Dt  18 
6  ff ,  according  to  which  all  the  Levites  in  Jerus  could 
perform  priestly  service,  so  that  he  not  only  forbade 
thb,  as  did  2  IC  28  0.  but  that  he  also  degraded 
these  priests  of  the  hign  places  as  a  punishment  and 
reduced  them  to  a  lower  service. 

As  b  the  case  in  reference  to  the  law,  Ezekiel  abo 
disagrees  with  the  facts  of  hbtory.  He  changes  the 
dimensions  of  the  Solomonic  temple  entirely  (40  5 — 
42  20);  he  gives  an  entirely  different  distribution 
of  the  Holy  Land  (47  13--48  29)  from  that  which 
was  carried  out  in  actual  hbtorjr.  What  sheer  arbi- 
trariness and  short-sightedness  it  would  be,  to  pick 
out  of  thb  condition  of  affairs  only  those  features 
in  which  he  differs  from  P,  in  order,  for  thb  reason, 
to  force  the  composition  of  the  PC  into  the  post- 
exilic  period,  and  at  the  same  time  to  close  one's 
eyes  to  the  necessary  conclusion  that  if  this  prin- 
ciple of  interpretation  is  correct,  then  the  Book  of 
the  Covenant  and  Dt,  the  temple  and  the  mim- 
tion  into  Canaan  must  idso  be  post-exilic.    'The 

Erophet  b  not  allowed  to  change  P,''  we  are  told; 
ut  as  a  matter  of  fact  he  has  changed  P  no  more 
than  he  changed  the  older  laws  and  history.  Hence 
the  claim  b  false.  And  then,  too,  P  is  not  to  be 
regarded  as  unchangeable.  Even  the  writer  of  Ch, 
who  writes  from  the  standpoint  of  P,  has  changed 
P:  for  he  narrates  in  1  Ch  28  24.27  that  the  age 
of  the  Levites  since  the  time  of  David  had  been 
reduced  from  30  or  25  years  (Nu  4  3.23.30.35;  8 
23  ff)  to  20  3rears  (cf  also  the  participation  of  the 
Levites  in  the  burnt  sacrifices  and  the  Passover  under 
Hezekiah  [2  Ch  29  34;  80  17.19]),  and  in  P  itself, 
according  to  Nu  9  6-12,  the  observation  of  the 
Passover  after  the  regular  time  was  permitted,  and 
in  general  if  «uch  changes  and  adaptations  of  the 
law  on  the  part  of  Ezk  could  not  be  demonstrated 
elsewhere,  tne  difficulties  for  the  advocates  of  the 
Wellhausen  hypothesb  would  be  exactly  as  great  as 
they  are  for  the  adherents  of  the  Bib.  views,  only 
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that  the  problem  would  be  inverted  to  explain  how 
the  author  of  P  could  have  ventured  to  deviate  so 
far  from  the  will  of  God  as  this  had  been  revealed 
to  Ezekiel. 

(c)  Impossibility  that  Ezk  preceded  P:  While 
the  description  of  the  temple  in  40  5  ff  and  of  the 
future  dwelling-places  of  the  people  (47  13  fF)  is 
comparatively  complete,  it  is  the  very  legislation 
of  the  ritual  in  43  13—46  24,  in  which  it  is  main- 
tained that  the  authors  of  P  followed  the  precedent 
of  the  prophet,  that  is  in  itself  so  full  of  omissions 
in  Ezk,  that  it  could  not  possibly  have  been  a  first 
sketch,  but  must  presuppose  P,  if  it  is  not  to  be 
regarded  as  suspended  in  the  air.  Ezk  presupposes 
not  only  burnt  offerings,  p|eace  offerings  and  food 
offerings,  but  also  sin  offerings  (40  39;  42  13;  43 
19.21.22.25;  44  27.29;  46  20).  Ezekiel  is  indeed 
the  first  and  the  only  prophet  who  mentioned  sin 
offerings,  iust  as  the  guilt  offerings  are  found  out- 
side of  Ezk  only  in  Isa  53  10.  But  this  reference 
is  of  such  a  kind  that  he  presupposes  on  the  part  of 
his  readers  an  acquaintance  also  \^'ith  these  two  kinds 
of  sacrifices;  hence  it  is,  in  itself,  a  natural  conclusion, 
that  the  sacrificial  l^islation  of  P,  that  is,  chiefly  Lev 
1  to  7,  is  older,  and  as  the  guilt  offerings  and  the  sin 
offerings  are  prescribed  only  by  P^  and  in  Lev  4  f 
appear  to  be  emphasized  anew,  this  conclusion  be- 
comes a  necessity. 

If  this  is  not  the  case  then  Ezk  is  without  any 
foundation.  In  the  same  way  the  injunctions  witn 
reference  to  what  is  clean  and  unclean  are  pre- 
supposed as  known  in  44  23.25  f  (cf  22  26).  How 
long  the  imcleanness  described  in  ver  26  continued 
can  be  seen  only  from  Nu  19  11  ff.  Since  in  Ezk 
22  26  there  is  presupposed  a  definitely  fixed  Torah 
or  Law.  which  it  is  possible  to  violate,  then  it  is  only 
natural  to  conclude  that  such  commands  existed 
before  the  days  of  Ezekiel,  esp.  such  as  are  foimd 
in  Lev  11-15.  In  the  same  way  the  general  char- 
acter of  the  ordinances  (44  30a),  concerning  the 
tithes  due  to  the  cultus  officials,  demand  such 
further  developments  as  are  found  especially  in  Nu 
18  in  P.  The  high  priests,  too.  although  Ezekiel 
makes  no  mention  of  them,  belong  to  the  period 
earlier  than  Ezekiel,  as  was  proved  imder  (1).  If 
there  had  been  no  high  priest  before  the  days  of 
Ezekiel,  it  would  have  been  a  perfect  myster}^^  in 
addition,  how  he  would  be  found  after  520  BC  (Hag 
1  1;  Zee  8  8;  6  10  ff),  without  a  word  having  been 
mentioned  of  the  establishment  of  such  an  impor- 
tant institution.  In  addition,  if  the  office  had  been 
created  just  at  this  time,  this  would  make  it  very 
uncomfortable  for  the  contentions  of  the  Wellhausen 
school,  since  the  other  ordinances  of  P  were  intro- 
duced only  in  444  BC,  and  should  here  be  regarded 
as  innovating. 

That  Ezekiel  presupposed  the  ordinances  of  P 
in  reference  to  the  cultus  officials  has  been  demon- 
strated under  (1).  Accordingly,  there  yet  remains 
to  be  discussed  the  universally  recognized  relation- 
ship that  exists  between  Ezk  and  the  so-called  Law 
of  Holiness  (H)  in  Lev  17-26  (cf  Leviticus),  which 
is  so  great,  that  for  a  time  Ezekiel  was  regarded  as 
the  author  or  the  editor  of  this  law,  a  view  which, 
however,  has  been  dropped,  because  a  number  of 
the  peculiarities  of  Ezk  do  not  admit  of  its  accept- 
ance. The  more  advanced  critics  then  w^ent  farther, 
and  claimed  that  H  is  later  than  Ezk,  which  is  the 
only  possible  and  defensible  position.  For  practical 
reasons  we  here  examine,  in  addition  to  Ezk  40-48, 
also  the  older  parts  of  the  book.  Especially  do  we 
take  into  consideration^  in  addition  to  ch  44,  also 
chs  18,  20  and  22 ;  but  m  the  end  the  contents  of  H 
are  suggested  by  the  entire  Book  of  Ezk.  Esp. 
Lev  26  has  been  very  fully  used  by  Ezk;  cf  for  the 
details,  Driver's  Intro  to  the  OT;  or,  Hoffmann,  Die 
wichtigsten  Inatamen  gegen  die  Graf-Wellhaxisensche 


Hypothese.  That  Ezk  could  not  be  the  earlier  of 
the  two  can  be  concluded  as  far  as  P  in  general  ia 
concerned,  and  for  H  in  particular,  esp.  from  this, 
that  Ezk  is  just  as  closely  connected  with  Dt  ana 
Jer,  as  with  P;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  in  the  pas- 
sage in  question,  P  is  connected  only  with  Ezk, 
while  the  expressions  which  Ezk  has  in  common  with 
Dt  and  those  Ezk  has  in  common  with  Jcr  are  not 
foimd  in  P  (cf  the  exceedingly  interesting  and  in- 
structive proof  in  Hoffmann,  op.  cit.).  Equally 
striking  is  the  proof  of  Kohler,  Biblische  Geachichlef 
III,  154  ff,  who  shows  that  the  contents  of  the  Torah 
(Law)  presupposed  and  recognized  by  Jer  and  Ezk 
as  dating  from  the  Mosaic  period,  take  into  consid- 
eration not  only  the  Books  of  the  Covenant  (Ex 
21  ff ;  84)  and  Dt,  but  esp.  P  in  general  and  H  in  par- 
ticular. Further,  if  we  place  P  in  a  later  period, 
it  would  be  incomprehensible  that  this  body  of  laws, 
in  which  the  systematic  feature  is  so  important,  can 
differ  from  the  still  more  systematic  ordinances  of 
Ezk,  and  thus  become  more  unsystematic.  Thus 
the  sacrifices  on  the  Passover  and  the  Feast  of  Taber- 
nacles are  in  number  of  the  same  kind  in  Ezk  45  21  ff; 
but  not  so  in  P  in  Nu  28  16  ff ;  29  12  ff.  In  the 
same  way  in  the  food  offerings  on  the  feasts  as  far 
as  oxen,  rams,  lambs,  and  the  amount  of  oil  to  be 
given  are  concerned,  there  is  everywhere  the  proper 
proportion  in  45  18-^6  15,  while  in  Nu  28  this 
IS  regulated  according  to  a  different  principle.  Then 
in  Ezk  are  found  in  the  description  of  the  sanctuary 
(42  15-20;  45  2),  of  the  inner  and  outer  courts 
(40  23.27.47;  cf  also  40  19;  48  16  f),  square  figures 
in  places  where  they  are  not  found  in  the  tabernacle 
according  to  P.  To  this  must  be  added  that  no 
other  ordinances  of  Ezk  would  be  carried  out  in 
actual  practice.  Even  the  ordinances  in  44  4ff, 
according  to  the  views  of  the  critics,  would  be 
changed  in  P,  in  so  far  as  the  establishment  and 
work  of  the  lower  cultus  officials  and  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  powers  of  the  higher  cultus  officials  are 
concerned  (cf  [1]).  The  Day  of  Atonement,  whose 
roots  are  said  to  be  found  in  46  18  ff,  would  be  ma- 
terially changed  in  number,  length  and  ritual  (cf 
Day  op  Atonement^  I,  1  and  III,  1).  When  the 
IsraeUtes  returned  from  captivity,  they  did  not 
think  at  all  of  building  the  temple  or  the  tabernacle 
in  accordance  with  Ezekiel's  scheme,  or  dividing 
the  land  according  to  the  directions  of  his  book  (both 
of  these  subjects  have  great  prominence  in  Ezk  40- 
48;  cf  40  5-43  12;  47  13—48  29),  or  of  har- 
monizing Ezk  with  P,  or  of  carrying  out  the  latter 
practically.  The  Wellhausen  hypothesis  is  then 
m  conflict  with  all  ntxisA  legislation,  whether  real  or 
constructed  by  Wellhausen  himselt. 

(d)  The  correct  interpretation  of  Ezk  40-48: 
These  chapters  dare  not  be  made  a  part  of  the  devel- 
opment of  the  law  in  the  OT.  Ezekiel's  was  not  a 
pro-am  that  was  under  all  circumstances  to  be 
carried  out  or  even  could  be  carried  out,  for  it  pre- 
supposes conditions  that  were  beyond  the  control 
of  Israel.  For  in  40  2  ff,  a  new  geographical  or 
geological  situation  is  presupposed,  which  the 
country  up  to  this  time  did  not  possess  (cf  the  "very 
hidi  mountain,"  40  2),  and  the  same  is  true  in  47 
1  ffin  reference  to  the  miraculous  temple  fountain 
with  its  equally  miraculous  powers,  and  in  47  13  ff 
in  the  division  of  the  land .  Only  after  these  changes 
had  been  effected  in  the  character  of  the  localities 
by  Jeh,  and  Jeh  should  again  have  entered  the  holy 
city  according  to  48  1  ff,  would  it  be  possible  to 
carry  out  also  the  other  injimctions.  It  is  impossi- 
ble, either,  to  interpret  these  chapters  as  an  allegory. 
This  interpretation  is  out  of  the  question  on  account 
of  a  large  number  of  directions  and  measurements. 
It  is,  however,  true  that  the  whole  is  an  ideal  scheme, 
which  portrays  to  the  eye  the  continuation  of  the 
kingdom  of  God,  and  represents  symbolically  the 
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presence  of  Jeh,  which  sanctifies  all  around  about  it 
and  creates  for  itself  a  suitable  outward  form.  This 
is  particularly  apparent  in  the  new  name  which  is 
assigned  to  Jerus,  namely^  ''Jeh  at  that  place,"  or 
tiie  conclusion  of  this  section  and  at  the  same  time 
of  the  entire  book.  This,  finally,  leads  us  to  a  brief 
account  of  the  views  presented. 

(3)  EzekieVs  LeirUicism. — ^In  (1)  and  (2)  above,  it 
has  been  shown  that  Ezk  was  not  the  starting-point 
of  Leviticism  in  Israel:  it  rather  represents  the  ex- 
treme development  of  this  tendency.  It  was  in 
harmony  with  the  elementary  stage  of  the  OT  to 
give  the  thoughts  and  demands  of  God,  not  in  a 
purely  abstract  form,  but  to  clothe  them  in  objective 
and  external  materials,  in  order  to  prepare  and  edu- 
cate Israel  to  imderstand  Christiamty.  (The  nega- 
tive side  of  Leviticism,  which  is  not  to  be  overlooked 
by  the  side  of  the  positive,  is  discussed  in  the  art. 
IfviTicus.)  It  is  a  matter  of  utmost  importance 
for  the  correct  imderstanding  of  the  OT,  that  we 
recognise  that  the  prophets  too  throughout  think 
Leviticallyj  in  their  discourses,  too,  sacred  trees, 
sacrifices,  times,  persons,  tithes,  play  a  most  impor- 
tant rdle,  notwithstanding  all  tne  spiritualization  of 
religion  on  their  part;  and  where  it  is  thought  possi- 
ble to  show  an  absolute  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
prophets  to  the  Levitical  system,  namely,  in  the 
matter  of  sacrifices,  a  close  consideration,  but  esp., 
too,  the  analogy  of  the  other  external  institutions, 
shows  that  we  have  in  these  cases  only  a  relative 
antithesis  (cf  Are  the  Critics  Right  f  99S;  Messiah 
nische  Ertoartunf  der  vorexUischen  Propheten,  333  £f). 
Thus  e.g.  Jeremiah  who,  in  6  20;  7  21  ff,  engages  as 
shaiply  as  possible  in  polemics  against  the  sacri- 
ficial system,  and  in  31  31  ff,  in  the  passage  treating 
of  the  new  covenant,  spiritualizes  religion  as  much 
as  possible,  has  assigned  to  sacrifices  a  place  in  his 
predictions  of  the  future  (cf  17  19  ff .26;  31  14;  S3 
18),  just  as  the  abiding-place  and  the  revelation  of 
God  for  this  prophet  too,  are  always  foimd  connected 
with  the  Holy  Land,  Jerus  or  Zion  (cf  8  17;  12  15; 
80  18;  81  6.11.12;  82  36ff;  88  9).  That  in  this 
the  ultimate  development  of  the  kingdom  of  God  has 
not  yet  been  reached,  but  that  the  entire  OT  con- 
tains only  a  preliminary  stage,  cannot  be  too  sharplv 
emphasized.  In  so  far  Ezekiel,  in  whose  book 
Leviticism  appears  in  its  most  developed  state, 
more  than  others,  shares  in  the  limitations  of  the 
OT.  But  just  as  little  can  it  be  denied  that  the 
Levitical  system  was  really  one  stage,  and  that,  too, 
an  important  and  indispensable  stage  in  the  devel- 
opment of  the  kingdom  of  God;  and  that  in  this 
svstem,  the  question  at  issue  is  not  only  that  of  a 
change  of  a  religion  into  a  stereotyped  formalism  or 
extcrnalism,  which  is  the  case  if  this  system  loses  its 
contents,  but  the  fact  that  it  contained  a  valuable 
kernel  which  ripened  in  this  shell,  but  would  not 
have  ripened  if  this  shell  had  been  prematurely  dis- 
carded. The  external  conditions,  their  harmonious 
arrangement,  the  oeremonial  ordinances,  keeping 
clean  from  external  pollution,  are  indeed  only  forms; 
but  in  them  valuable  contents  succeed  in  finding 
their  expression;  through  these  Israel  learned  to 
understand  these  contents.  The  kernel  could  not 
be  given  without  the  shell  nor  the  contents  without 
the  form,  until  in  Christianity  the  time  came  when 
the  form  was  to  be  broken  and  the  shell  discarded. 
This  significance  of  the  Levitical  system  becomes 
more  evident  in  Ezk  than  is  the  case,  e.g.  in  P, 
where  indeed  a  few  passages  like  Ex  25  8;  29 
45  ff;  40  34ff;  Lev  16;  19  18;  26  31.41  clearly 
show  in  what  sense  the  entire  legislation  is  to  hie 
understood;  but  the  mere  fact  that  there  are  so  few 
of  these  passages  makes  it  easy  to  overlook  them: 
while  in  Ezk,  in  addition  to  the  purely  Levitical 
utterances,  and  in  part  more  closely  connected  with 
these,  the  entire  work  is  saturated  with  the  emphasis 
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put  on  the  highest  religious  and  ethical  thoughts, 
so  that  both  must  be  in  the  closest  harmony  with 
each  other  (cf  on  this  subject  also  Ezekiers  concep- 
tion of  God  imder  5  below) .  That  Ezk  and  the  Law 
of  Holiness  stand  in  such  close  relations  to  each 
other  is  not  to  be  explained  from  this,  that  Ezekiel 
is  in  any  way  to  be  connected  with  the  composition 
of  the  law  in  Lev  17-26,  but  on  the  groimd  of  the 
tendency  common  to  both.  The  fact  that  Ezekiel 
shows  a  special  liking  for  these  chapters  in  P  does 
not,  accordingly,  justify  the  conclusion .  that  Lev 
17  ff  ever  existed  as  a  separate  legal  codex.  We  must 
in  this  connection  not  forget  the  close  connection 
of  the  prophets  with  the  rest  of  P  mentioned  imder 
(2)  above  (cf  Leviticus).  We  close  this  part  of  the 
discussion  with  the  statement  that  Ezekiel  con- 
structed his  system  on  the  basis  of  the  Levitical 
ordinance,  but  as  priest-prophet  (cf  imder  I,  1) 
utilized  this  material  independently  and  freely. 

Chs  40-48  treat  of  the  future,  and  furnish  us  the 
transition  to  another  matter,  in  which  Ezk  by 
modem  theology  nas  been  forced  into 
a  wrong  li^t,  namely,  in  regard  to  the 
Messianic  idea.  Aft^  the  critics  had, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  eliminated  from 
the  entire  preexilic  prophetical  writ- 
ings nearly  all  of  the  passages  speaking 
of  the  Messiah  on  the  jp;round  that  they  were  not 

fenuine  (e.g.  Am  9  8ff;  Hos  1  10.11;  8  5;  Mio 
12  f-  4f;  Isa  4  2-6:  7  14;  9  1-7;  11  1-10, 
etc),  Marti  and  Volz  nave  now  completed  this 
task.  While  the  former  declared  as  not  genuine 
all  the  Messianic  predictions  down  to  Deutero- 
Isaicdi,  the  latter  has,  in  his  work.  Die  vorexilische 
J ahioe- Prophetic  und  der  MeasiaSf  halted  at  Ezk, 
but  for  this  works  up  the  entire  materiiJ  into  a  uni- 
form fundamental  conception  with  pronounced 
characteristics.  He  declares  that  prophecy  and  the 
Messianic  idea  are  two  mutually  exclusive  phenom- 
ena, by  regarding  the  Messiah  as  a  purely  political 
and  national  fact,  but  the  prophetic  expectation 
of  the  future  as  something  purely  religious.  Ezddel 
he  regards  as  the  first  prophet  with  whose  views  on 
other  matters  the  Messianic  idea  indeed  did  not 
harmonize,  but  who,  nevertheless,  yielded  to  the 
tendencies  of  his  times  and  to  the  general  national 
feelings,  and  submitted  to  the  influence  of  the  false 
prophets,  who  had  created  the  carnal  national  ex- 
pectation of  a  Messiah  and  constantly  fed  this,  and 
accordingly  received  into  his  book  the  Messiah 
passages  in  17  22-24;  21  25  f ;  84  23  f ;  87  22. 
24.25.  But  this  too  is,  all  in  all,  simply  a  mon- 
strous assumption.  It  is  exegetically  mcorrect  to 
regard  the  Messiah  merely  as  a  political,  national 
and  particularistic  person,  whenever  the  religious 
and  ethical  and  universalistic  characteristics  of  the 
Messiah  are  portrayed  by  prophecy;  and  it  is  also 
incorrect  to  regard  prophecy  as  abstractly  religious, 
when  the  national  and  external  side  of  the  kingdom 
of  God  is  ignored.  It  is  impossible  to  eliminate  the 
different  Messianic  passages  preceding  the  time  of 
Ezekiel,  as  these  are  proved  to  be  genuine  b^  their 
contents  and  form,  their  close  connection  with  the 
context,  the  structure  of  the  prophetic  writings,  and 
by  the  mutual  relation  of  tnese  passages  to  each 
other.  But  we  must  here  refer  to  our  book.  Die 
meesianische  Erwartung  der  varexiliechen  Prof  he- 
ten.  We  draw  attention  to  this  only  because  smce 
the  publication  of  Gressmann's  book,  Der  Ursprung 
der  israeHtiech-jUdiachen  Eschatoloffie^  the  critics 
have  begun  to  be  a  little  less  skeptical  in  refer- 
ence to  the  genuine  character  of  the  Messianic  pas- 
sages in  the  older  prophetical  writings.  We  here 
pomt  to  the  fact,  tnat  the  positive  contentions  of 
Volz,  which  ascribe  to  Ezk  the  introduction  of  the 
Messianic  idea  out  of  the  popular  faith,  are  exceed- 
ingly inconsiderate.    The  different  passages  men- 
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tioned  above,  which  in  Ezk  speak  of  the  Messiah, 
can  scarcdy  oe  said  to  add  any  new  features  to  the 
picture  of  the  Messiah  as  it  is  found  in  earlier  lit. 
(of  one  exception  to  this  we  will  speak  later) .  If 
the  Messiah  was  not  yet  portrayed  in  the  earlier 
prophetic  lit.,  then  Ezekiel  had  the  less  occasion  to 
introduce  this  new  feature,  if  this  feature  did  not 
harmonize  with  his  other  views,  as  Volz  claims. 
And,  if  this  is  only  a  mistake,  it  is  vet  a  fact  that  in 
Ezk  the  Messianic  idea  is  not  relativelv  a  promi- 
nent feature;  he,  as  it  were,  only  recalls  the  pictures 
known  from  the  predictions  of  the  earlier  prophets; 
he  accepts  these  pictures  as  revealed  truth,  because 
they,  in  his  conviction,  evidently  originated  in  the 
development  of  prophecy.  Cf  for  the  idea  that  the 
Messi^  is  to  come  forth  from  small  origins  and 
from  a  lowly  station  Ezk  17  22-24;  Isa  10  33.34; 
11  1 ;  Mic  6  1  ff .  Ezk  81  32  onl v  hints  at  the  gen- 
eral expectation  of  a  Messiah;  Ezk  84  23f;  37  22. 
24.25  connect  esp.  with  the  promises  given  to 
David  in  2  S  7.  Then  the  reunion  of  the  two  king- 
doms into  one  scepter  is  foimd  also  in  Am  9  11; 
Hos  2  2;  8  5:  Isa  8  23—9  1  ff ;  11  13  f ;  Mic  6 
2:  Jer  8  18;  28  5  f:  1  K  11  39;  the  blessing  of 
Nature,  Isa  11  6-8;  Am  9  13 ff;  Hoe  2  20ff;  14  6ff. 
At  all  events  the  Messianic  expectations  of  Ezekiel 
exhibit  too  few  peculiar  features  and  are  too  little 
prominent  in  the  body  of  his  prophecies  to  justify 
the  belief  that  he  was  the  first  prophet  to  have  intro- 
duced this  so  important  Messianic  figure.  On  the 
other  hand,  let  us  remember  too  that  Ezekiel  opposes 
the  national  feelings  as  sharply  as  possible  by  rep- 
resenting the  entire  past  history  of  Israel  as  an  un- 
broken chain  of  heathenish  abominations  (chs  1-24, 
88,  esp.  16  and  23),  and  remember  it  was  just  he  who 
like  Jeremiah  saw  his  most  bitter  opponents  in  the 
false  prophets  (18  Iff;  14  9;  22  28),  and  that  in  the 
most  pronounced  antithesis  to  these  he  proclaimed 
before  the  fall  of  Jems  that  this  fall  would  and  must 
come.  And  now  it  is  claimed  that  he  borrowed  his 
Messianic  idea  from  these  very  people,  although  this 
Messianic  conception  is  everywhere  represented  as 
being  a  Divine  revelation  and  not  a  natural  product 
of  the  popular  consciousness.  A  greater  blunder  in 
theological  thought  could  scarcely  be  imagined. 

In  one  point,  however,  we  do  find  in  Ezk  a  further 
development  of  the  Messianic  idea,  namely,  that  in 
His  work,  in  addition  to  His  characteristics  as  a 


king,  the  Messiah  has  also  those  of  a  high  priest, 
as  this  is  shown  at  the  same  period  by  Jeremiah 


tions  always  the  mitre  of  the  high  priest  (cf  Ex  28 
4.39:  29  6;  89  28.31;  see  above  II,  2,  la  and  2c). 
At  the  Passover  feast,  at  least,  the  prince  conducts  a 
purification  through  a  bullock  for  a  sin  offering, 
which,  through  the  fact  that  this  is  done  for  him- 
self and  for  the  entire  people  of  the  land,  reminds 
us  of  the  ceremony  of  the  high  priest  on  the  day  of 
atonement  (Ezk  46  22;  Lev  16  17.24.33;  cf  Dayof 
Atonement,  I,  1,  and  Messianiache  Erwariung  der 
vorexiliachen  Propheten,  356  ff).  Over  against  the 
current  view,  we  finally  emphasize  the  fact  that 
Ezekiel's  expectations  of  a  Messianic  feature  are 
not  confined  to  Israel,  but  like  those  of  Isaiah  (2  2  ff ; 
11  10:  Mic  6  3.6)  and  of  other  prophets  are  uni- 
versal in  their  scope  (cf  Ezk  17  23:  16  53.61;  84  26). 
Ezekiel  is  also^  finally,  regarded  as  the  creator 
of  apocalyptic  lit.,  which  in  prophetic  garment 

sought  to  satisfy  the  curiosity  of  the 
4.  Ezekiel  people  and  picture  the  details  of  the 
and  Apoc-  last  times.  In  this  connection  the 
alypdc  critics  have  in  mind  esp.  Ezk  88,  39. 

Literature     that  magnificent  picture  of  the  final 

onslaught  of  the  nations  under  Gog 
and  Magog,  which  will  end  with  the  certain  victory 


of  the  Divine  cause  and  the  terrible  overthrow  of 
the  enemies  of  Jeh.  On  the  mountains  of  Israel 
the  hosts  will  fall  (39  4);  seven  years  it  will  be  pos- 
sible to  kindle  fires  with  the  weapons  of  the  enemies 
(39  9);  it  takes  seven  months  to  bury  the  dead 
(39  12) ;  a  great  feast  is  prepajred  for  the  birds  (89 

17  ff). 

In  reply  to  this  there  are  two  things  to  be  said. 
First  of  all  Ezekiel  is  not  the  creator  of  these 
thoughts.  There  is  a  whole  list  of  passages  in  the 
Prophets  that  already  before  his  time  picture  how 
matters  will  be  after  and  beyond  the  Messianic  age 
(cf  Mic  2  126f;  4  11  f:  6  4f.7.20;  Joel  8  2.12  f; 
Isa  11  4:  28  6;  Hos  2  2).  These  are,  however, 
all  regarded  by  the  critics  as  not  genuine,  or  as  the 
product  of  a  later  period,  but  they  forget  in  this  to 
observe  that  Ezekiel  in  these  passages  refers  to  older 

Erophets  (88  17;  39  8),  and  thus  they  saw  off  the 
ranch  upon  which  he  sits.  In  regard,  however,  to 
painting  the  fullest  details  of  the  picture,  Ezekiel 
IS  equaled  by  none  of  his  predecessors.  In  this 
matter,  too,  he  represents  the  highest  point  of 
development,  in  which  he  is  followed  by  Zee  12; 

18  7  ff;  14  1  ff,  and  Dnl,  and  with  direct  depend- 
ence on  Ezk  88  f  bv  the  Apocalvpse  of  St.  John 
(ch  19  17  ff).  On  the  other  hand,  Ezk  is  entirely 
different  from  the  later  Jewish  apocalyptic  lit.  The 
latter  borrowed  the  prophetic  form  but  possesses 
neither  the  Divine  contents  nor  the  Divine  inspi- 
ration of  the  prophet.  For  this  reason  the  apoca- 
Ivptio  lit.  appears  anonsrmously  or  imder  a  pseu- 
donym. Ezekiel^  however,  openly  places  his  name 
over  his  prophecies.  In  Ezk  the  eschatolog^  is  a 
part  of  his  prophetic  mission,  and  as  he  m  his 
thoughts  throughout  remains  within  the  boimds  of 
the  religious  and  ethical  ideals  of  prophecy,  this 
feature,  too,  of  his  work  is  to  be  regarded  as  a  Divine 
revelation  in  a  form  in  harmony  with  the  OT  stage 
of  the  development  of  the  kingdom  of  God.  We 
are  here  indeed  considering  a  matter  in  connection 
with  which  it  is  esp.  difficult  to  determine  how  much 
in  reality  belongs  to  the  eternally  valid  contents,  and 
how  much  to  the  temporary  forms.  Here  too,  as 
is  the  case  in  the  exegesis  of  chs  40--48|  Christian 
theology  will  vacillate  between  the  extremes  of 
spiritualism  and  realism,  one  extreme  constantly 
correcting  the  other,  and  in  this  way  constantly 
approaching  the  correct  middle  course,  until  at  some 
time  in  the  future  we  will  reach  the  full  truth  in  the 
matter. 

A  prophet  who,  from  the  aesthetic  side,  enjoyed 
the  highest  appreciation  of  a  Schiller  and  a  Hcafder 
(see  1  above),  who  has  brou^t  the 
6.  Ezekiel's  Leviticism  of  the  OT  to  the  nighest 
Conception  stage  of  development  (cf  2  above),  who 
of  God  in  his  portrait  of  the  Messiah  has  intro- 

duced the  high-priestly  characteris- 
tics (cf  3  above),  who  in  eschatolo^  developed  new 
features  and  laid  the  foundation  ror  the  develop- 
ment that  followed  in  later  times  (cf  4  above),  can 
scarcely  with  any  right  or  reason  be  termed  a  "sec- 
ondary character  among  the  prophets."  This  fact 
becomes  all  the  more  sure  when  we  now  finally  ex- 
amine the  conception  of  Ood  as  taught  in  Ezk.  In 
erandeur  and  variety  of  thought,  in  this  respect  only, 
Isaiah  and  Moses  can  be  compared  with  Ezekiel. 
Already  in  the  visions,  we  are  struck  by  the  sub- 
limity of  God  as  there  pictured,  esp.  in  the  opening 
vision,  where  He  appears  as  the  absolute  ruler  of  aU 
creation,  over  whicn  He  sits  enthroned  (cf  II,  1, 
above).  He  is  constantly  called  "the  Lord  Je- 
hovah,'' over  against  whom  the  prophet  is  at  all 
times  only  "the  son  of  man."  More  than  fifty  times 
it  is  said  that  the  purpose  of  the  prophecy  was  that 
the  heathen  nations,  as  well  as  the  Israelites,  shall 
by  His  judgments  and  His  promises  recognize  that 
He  is  Jehovah. 
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On  this  side  Ezekiel  stands  in  an  esp.  close  rela- 
tion to  the  description  of  the  exodus  from  Egypt 
(cf  Ex  7  5.17;  8  10.22;  9  14.29.30;  10  2;  11  7; 
14  4.18,  and  see  Exodus,  II,  2,  on  7  8—13  16). 
Above  eveiything  Jeh's  honor  must  be  defended 
(36  23.32).  Here  again  there  is  a  place  where  the 
evolutionist  hypothesis  of  the  development  of  the 
idea  of  Ood  is  thoroughly  put  to  shame.  For  in  the 
preprophetic  times  it  is  claimed  that  God  is,  in 
the  OT,  merely  placed  by  the  side  of  other  gods 
and  was  regarded  onlv  as  the  Ood  of  Israel,  with 
which  He  was  indissolubly  connected,  because  His 
existence  had  depended  on  the  existence  of  the  na- 
tion. As  a  proof,  reference  is  made  to  the  defence 
of  His  honor;  and  now  we  find  the  same  thought 
in  Ezekiel,  in  whose  case  it  is  impossible  that  any 
doubt  as  to  his  absolute  monotheism  can  any  longer 
arise  (cf  my  Entwicklung  der  GoUeaidee  in  vorexUi- 
acker  ZeU,  138  ff,  152  ff).  The  subhmity  of  this 
conception  of  God  also  appears  in  its  universalitv. 
He  is  declared  to  be  punisning  the  nations  (cf  ens 
26  ff ,  36  f) ;  He  uses  them  for  His  purposes  (cf  chs 
88  f ,  17,  19,  24,  33) ;  He  intends  to  give  them  salva- 
tion (chs  17,  23:  16  53.61;  34  26;  cf  3  above). 

Most  of  all,  Ezekiel's  conception  of  God,  accord- 
ing to  the  preceding  sketch,  reminds  us  of  that  of 
Calvin.  By  the  exalted  character  of  God  we  find 
also  a  second  feature.  On  the  one  side  we  find  the 
holy  God;  on  the  other,  sinful  man.  The  entire 
development  of  the  people  is  from  the  beginning 
a  wrong  one.  Ezekiers  thou^ts  are  to  be  regarded 
as  those  for  days  of  penance  when  he.  on  the  one 
hand,  emphasizes  the  great  guilt  of  tne  people  as 
such  (cf  chs  16  and  23),  and  by  the  side  of  this 
maintains  the  principle  that  each  one  must  be  pun- 
ished on  account  of  his  own  sins  (18  2),  so  that  the 
individual  cannot  excuse  himself,  and  the  indi- 
vidual cannot  be  freed  through  the  guilt  of  the 
people  as  a  totality. 

But  now  comes  the  highest  conception.  The 
exalted  and  holy  God  comes  to  be  a  God  of  love. 
What  is  it  but  love,  that  He  does  not  reject  His 
people  forever,  but  promises  them  a  future  (cf  chs 
84-48,  in  which  also  the  divided  kingdoms  are  to 
be  reimited,  37  15  ff)?  As  Ex  finds  its  culmination 
point  in  the  indwelling  of  God  among  His  people, 
which  He  promised  inEx  26  ff  (26  8;  29  45  f),  but 
seems  to  have  become  a  matter  of  doubt  again  in  chs 
32  ff  through  the  apostasy  of  the  people,  and  never- 
theless is  moallv  realized  m  chs  36  ff  (40  34  ff),  thus 
too  in  Ezk  10  f ,  Jeh  leaves  the  city,  but  in  43  1  ff  He 
again  returns,  and  now  the  name  of  the  city  is  "Je- 
hovah is  there''  (48  35).  But  as  every  single  mem- 
ber participates  in  the  sin  and  the  punishment  of 
the  people,  so  too  he  takes  part  in  the  deliverance. 

Ezekiel  is  indeed,  as  little  as  is  Jeremiah,  the 
creator  of  individuaJism,  which  he  has  often  been 
declared  to  be.  Against  this  claim,  e.g.  the  char- 
acter of  the  patriarchs  can  be  appealed  to.  But 
a  deeper  conception  of  individualism  has  actually 
been  brought  about  by  Jeremiah  and  Ezekiel.  The 
national  organization  as  such  was  for  the  present 
dissolved.  Accordingly,  these  prophets  have  now 
to  deal  more  with  the  individual  (cf  1,  2,  3,  above). 
Ezekiel  is  actually  the  pastor  of  those  in  exile.  He 
has  been  appointed  the  watchman  of  the  house  of 
Israel  (3  16ff  and  33  Iff).  He  can  bear  the 
responsibility  for  the  individual  souls  (cf  also  ch  18). 
The  wicked  man  who  dies  without  having  been 
warned  is  demanded  from  his  hand  by  God.  Jeh 
does  not  wish  the  death  of  the  sinner,  but  that  he 
should  repent  and  live. 

Here  such  a  clear  mirror  is  given,  that  before  it 
conscientious  Christian  preachers  must  all  feel 
ashamed.  Jeh  is  the  gracious  God,  who  does  not  treat 
men  simply  according  to  the  principle  of  retaliation, 
else  what  would  become  of  man?    God  rather  de- 


sires to  bestow  all  things  out  of  free  grace;  he  that 
repents  shall  live.  This  is  the  highest  id^  of  the 
prophet,  and  with  it  we  close. 

The  Feast  of  Weeks,  the  Pentecost  of  the  Israel- 
ites, Ezekiel  does  not  mention  (cf  II,  2,  2&,  above). 
This  festival  has  come  to  be  one  of  higher  impor- 
tance since  on  Pentecost  the  Holy  Spirit  was  poured 
out,  and  this  Spirit  Ezekiel  knows.     Besides,  such 

Sassages  as  Jer  32  15;  44  1-6;  Ps  61  12  ff ;  Joel 
28  ff;  Jer  31  31  ff,  it  is  Ezk  which  contains  the 
clearest  predictions  of  Pentecost.  It  is  the  Spirit 
who  in  ch  37  awakens  to  new  life  the  dead  bones 
of  Israel. 

And  in  36  25-28  we  read:  "And  I  will  sprinkle 
clean  water  upon  you,  and  ye  shall  be  clean:  from 
all  your  filthiness,  and  from  all  your  idols,  will  I 
cleanse  you.  A  new  heart  also  will  I  give  you,  and 
a  new  spirit  will  I  put  within  you;  and  I  will  take 
away  the  stony  heart  out  of  your  flesh,  and  I  will 
give  you  a  heart  of  flesh.  And  I  will  put  my  Spirit 
within  you,  and  cause  you  to  walk  in  mv  statutes, 
and  ye  shall  keep  mine  ordinances,  and  do  them. 
And  ye  shall  dwell  in  the  land  that  I  gave  to  your 
fathers;  and  ye  shall  be  my  people,  and  I  will  be 
your  God." 

LiTBBATURK. — Oomm.  of  Keil.  H&yemlck.  Hengsten- 
berg.  von  Orelli.  Smend,  Bertholet,  KraetMrhmar. 

For  the  Messtanic  Prophecies,  the  works  of  von  Orelli, 
Riehm,  Delltzsch.  Hengstenberg.  Conapare  also  Volz, 
Die  vorexilische  Jahwe-Prophetie  und  der  Meeeiaa;  M5Uer, 
Die  mesaianieehe  Brwartung  der  torexiliaehen  PropheteUt 
euqleieh  ein  Proteet  gegen  moderne  Texizereplitterung;  Cor- 
nill.  The  Prophet  Seekiel;  KloBtermann,  Studien  und 
KrUiken,  1877. 

Intro  of  Kuenen,  Strack,  Baudlssin,  Kftnlg.  Comlll, 
Driver.  • 

Histories  of  Israel^y  K5hler,  KQnig,  Klttel.  Kloster- 
mann.  Oettli,  Stade.  Wellhauaen. 

Bible  Lexicons,  see  under  "Ezekiel." 

Against  the  Graf-Wellhausen  Hypothesis,  MflUer,  Are 
the  Criiice  Right  t  In  this  Encyclopaedia,  for  further  liter- 
ature compare  also  the  art.  Lkviticus;  Orr,  POT;  Wiener, 
Beaaye  in  Pentateuchal  Criticiem,  and  The  Origin  of  the 
Pent;  Hoffmann,  Die  vfichtigaten  Inatanten  gegen  die  Graf- 
W ellhauaenaehe  Hypotheae;  Kegel,  Wilhelm  Vatke  u.  die 
Oraf-Wellhauaeneche  Hypotheae;  Zunz,  Die  gotteadienet- 
liehen  Vortrdge  der  Juden;  Seinecke,  Oeechiehte  dee  Volkea 
leraelf  II. 

Wilhelm  M5llbr 
EZEL,  e'zel  (prt^ ,  ha^'Ozel;  LXX  vapd  r6  fyy^ 
imtvo,  pard  td  ergdb  ekdno) :  As  it  stands,  the  nar- 
rative m  1  S  20  19  records  the  tryst  of  Jonathan 
with  David  at  the  stone  Ezel.  The  name  occurs 
only  here.  There  is  general  agreement  that  the 
text  is  corrupt,  but  there  is  no  agreement  as  to 
how  it  should  be  restored.  The  LXX  reads  "this 
mound"  (RVm),  or  "yonder  cairn";  and  in  ver  41 
instead  of  "out  of  a  place  toward  the  South"  it  reads 
"from  beside  the  mound"  or  "cairn."  Dr.  Cheyne 
suggests  "yonder  juniper  tree"  (EB  s.v.). 

EZEM,  S'zem  (Df7,  'e^em,  "bone";  BooirdX, 
Booadlf  Boao-6|fc,  Boas&m) :  A  city  in  the  extreme  S. 
of  Judah,  assigned  to  Simeon.  Some  identify  it 
with  Azmon  (Josh  16  29;  19  3;  1  Ch  4  29). 

EZER,  5'z6r  OJJ,  *&6r,  'Tielp"); 

(1)  A  Horite  chief  (Gen  86  21;   1  Ch  1  38). 

(2)  A  Judahite  (1  Ch  4  4). 

(3)  An  Ephraimite,  slain  by  men  of  Gath  (1  Ch 

7  21). 

(4)  A  Gadite  who  followed  David  while  in  exile 
on  account  of  the  wrath  of  Saul  (1  Ch  12  9). 

(5)  One  of  those  who  under  direction  of  Nehemiah 
repaired  the  wall  of  Jems  (Neh  3  19). 

(6)  A  musician  in  one  of  the  great  companies 
api)ointed  by  Nehemiah  to  give  thanks  at  the  dedi- 
cation of  the  wall  of  Jerus  (Neh  12  42). 

EZERIAS,  ez-^rl'as   CEt<P^i   Ezerias):    1  Esd 

8  1  AV,  RV  "Zechrias,"  the  Azariah  of  Ezr  7  1. 
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EZUS»  ^zl'as:  RV  OZIAS  (q.v.). 

EZION-GEBER,  e-zi-on-ge'bgr  C^  in^??,  'e^on 
gebher;  Taox&v  Fdpcp,  Gasidn  Gdber) :  Always  men- 
tioned along  with  Elath  ("Eziongaber."  Nu  33  35  f 
AV).  When  the  children  of  Israel  lelt  "the  way  of 
the  Arabah/'  having  come  from  the  N.W.,  they  seem 
to  have  turned  to  the  N.E.  from  the  neighborhood 
of  ^AJ^aba,  passing  up  by  Wddy  el-Ithm  toward  the 
eastern  desert  (Dt  2  8).  Elath  and  Ezion-geber 
were  evidently  not  far  apart.  They  are  nam^  to- 
gether again  in  connection  with  the  maritime  enter- 
prises of  Solomon  and  Jehoshaphat  (1  K  9  26,  etc). 
They  therefore  both  lay  on  the  shore  of  the  sea. 
No  trace  of  Ezion-geber  is  to  be  found  on  the  present 
coast  line.  It  is  probable,  however,  that  in  ancient 
times  the  sea  covered  a  considerable  stretch  of  the 
mud  flats  at  the  S.  end  of  Wddy  elrArabahy  and  the 
site  of  Ezion-geber  may  be  sought  near  the  spring 
^Ain  el'Ghu4ydnf  about  15  miles  N.  of  the  present 
head  of  the  Gulf  of  ^Aljiaba.  W.  Ewinq 

EZNITE,  ez'nit  0J»  or  iD»,  'egnl  or  'egnd). 
See  Adino. 

EZORA,  6-z5'ra  CEt»pd,  Ezard,  AY  Ozora) :  He 
and  his  six  sons  "gave  their  hands  to  put  away  their 
strange  wives"  (1  Esd  9  20.34  =  "Machnadebai'* 
of  Ezr  10  40). 

EZRA,  ez'ra  (Aram,  or  Chaldee,  K^TJ,  'ezra\ 
"help";  a  h3rpocoristicon,  or  shortened  form  of 
Azariah,  "Jen  has  helped."  The  Heb  spells  the 
name  HHTy,  ^ezr&h^  as  in  1  Ch  4  17,  or  uses  the 
Aram,  spelling  of  the  name,  as  in  Ezr  7  1.  The 
Gr  form  is  Esdras) : 

(1)  A  priest  who  returned  with  Zerubbabel  from 
Babylon  (Neh  18  1).  In  Neh  10  2,  Azariah,  the 
full  form  of  the  name,  is  found. 

(2)  A  descendant  of  Judah  and  father  of  Jethro 
and  other  sons  (1  Ch  4  17). 

(3)  The  distinguished  priest  who  is  the  hero  of  the 
Book  of  Ezr  and  coworker  with  Nehemiah. 

The  genealogy  of  Ezra  is  given  in  Ezr  7  1-6, 
where  it  appears  that  he  was  the  son  of  Seraiah,  the 
son  of  Azariah,  the  son  of  Hilkiah, 
1.  Family  the  son  of  Shallum,  the  son  of  Ahitub, 
the  son  of  Amariah,  the  son  of  Azariah. 
the  son  of  Meraioth,  the  son  of  Zerahiah,  the  son  of 
Uzzi,  the  son  of  Bukki,  the  son  of  Abishua,  the  son 
of  Phinehas,  the  son  of  Eleazar,  the  son  of  Aaron, 
the  high  priest.  Since  Seraiah,  according  to  the 
Book  of  K,  was  killed  by  Nebuchadrezzar  at  Riblah 
(2  K  25  18-21),  and  since  he  was  the  father  of 
Jehozadak,  the  high  priest  who  was  carried  into 
captivity  by  Nebuchadrezzar  (1  Ch  6  14.15  [Heb 
6  40],  etc)  in  588  BC,  and  since  the  return  under 
Ezra  took  place  in  458  BC,  the  word  "son"  must  be 
used  in  Ezr  7  2  in  the  sense  of  descendant.  Since, 
moreover,  Joshua,  or  Jeshua,  the  high  priest,  who 
retiUTied  from  Babylon  with  Zerubbabel.  was  the 
son  of  Jehozadak  and  the  grandson  ol  Seraiah, 
Ezra  was  probably  the  great-grandson  or  great- 
|P*eat-grandson  of  Seraiah.  Inasmuch  as  Jehozadak 
IS  never  mentioned  as  one  of  his  forefathers.  Ezra 
was  probably  not  descended  from  Jehozadak,  but 
from  a  younger  brother.  He  would  thus  not  be  a 
high  priest,  though  he  was  of  high-priestly  descent 
as  far  as  Seraiah.  For  the  sake  of  shortening  the 
list  of  names,  six  names  are  omitted  in  Ezr  7  2-7 
between  Azariah  and  Meraioth,  and  one  between 
Shallum  and  Ahitub  from  the  corresponding  list 
found  in  1  Ch  6  4-14  (Heb  6  30-40). 

Being  a  priest  by  birth,  it  is  to  be  supposed  that 
Ezra  would  have  performed  the  ordinary  functions 
of  a  member  of  his  order,  if  he  had  been  bom  and 
had  lived  in  Pal.    Jos,  indeed,  says  that  he  was 


high  priest  of  his  brethren  in  Babylon,  a  statement 

that  in  view  of  the  revelation  of  the  Elephantine 

papyri  may  not  be  without  a  foundation 

2.  Occu-       m  fact.    According  to  the  Scriptures 
pation  and  Jewish  tradition,  however,  Ezra 

was  preeminently  a  scribe,  and  esp.  a 
scribe  of  the  law  of  Moses.  He  is  called  "a  readv 
scribe  in  the  law  of  Moses,"  a  "scribe  of  the  worck 
of  the  commandments  of  Jeh,  and  of  his  statutes 
to  Israel,"  "the  scribe  of  the  law  of  the  God  of 
heaven."  As  early  as  the  time  of  Jeremiah  (cf  Jer 
8  8),  "scribe"  had  already  attained  the  meaning  of 
one  learned  in  the  Scriptures,  one  who  had  made  the 
written  law  a  subject  of  investigation.  Ezra  is  the 
first  who  is  called  by  the  title  of  "the  scribe^"  the 
title  by  which  Artaxerxes  designates  him  m  his 
letter  of  instructions  in  Ezr  7  6.11. 

In  the  7th  year  of  Artaxerxes  I  (45d-458  BC) 
Ezra  requestea  permission  of  the  king  to  go  up  to 

Jems;  for  "Ezra  had  set  his  heart  to 

3.  His  seek  the  law  of  Jeh,  and  to  do  it,  and 
Commission  to  teach  in  Israel  statutes  and  ordi- 
nances." Artaxerxes  granted  his  re- 
quest, and  gave  him  a  letter  permitting  as  many 
of  the  people  of  Israel  and  of  the  priests  and 
Levites  as  so  desired  to  accompany  him  to  Jems, 
and  commissioning  him  to  inquire  concerning  Judah 
and  Jems,  and  to  carry  a  gift  of  money  from  the 
king  and  his  counsellors,  and  all  the  money  to  be 
foimd  in  the  province  of  Babylon,  and  the  freewill 
offerings  of  the  people  and  priestis,  with  which  to 
buy  offerings  to  offer  upon  the  altar  of  the  house  of 
God  which  was  in  Jems.  He  was  conmiissioned 
also  to  carry  vessels  for  the  service  of  the  house  of 
God,  and  to  do  at  the  expense  of  the  royal  treasury 
whatever  was  needful  for  the  house  of  God.  The 
king  decreed,  moreover,  that  the  treasurers  of  the 
king  should  assist  Ezra  with  a  tribute  of  wheat,  wine, 
oil  and  salt,  and  that  they  should  impose  no  tribute, 
custom  or  toll  upon  any  of  those  employed  in  the 
service  of  the  house  of  God.  Moreover,  Ezra  was 
authorized  to  appoint  judges  to  judge  the  people 
according  to  the  law  of  Uod  and  the  law  of  the  king, 
and  to  inflict  punishments  upon  all  who  would  not 
obey  these  laws. 

Aiscribing  this  marvelous  letter  of  the  king  to  the 
lovingkindness  of  his  God,  and  strengthened  by 
this  evidence  of  God's  power,  Ezra  proceeded  to 
gather  together  out  of  Israel  the  chief  men  and 
teachers  and  ministers  of  the  house  to  go  up  with 
him  to  Jems.  He  gathered  these  men  in  camp  at 
Casiphia,  on  the  river  Ahava.  Here  he  proclaimed 
a  time  of  fasting  and  prayer,  that  God  might  prosper 
their  journey  (Ezr  8  15-23).  Then,  havmg  de- 
liverea  the  treasures  into  the  hands  of  the  priests, 
the  assembled  company  departed  for  Jems,  where 
by  the  help  of  God  they  arrived  in  safety,  delivered 
over  the  money  and  gifts  by  number  and  weight, 
offered  burnt  offerings  and  sin  offerings,  deliverea 
the  king's  commissions  and  furthered  the  people 
and  the  house  of  God. 

Shortly  after  Ezra's  arrival  at  Jems,  the  princes 
accused  the  people,  the  priests,  and  the  Levites  of 
having  intermarried  with  the  peoples  of  the  land, 
even  asserting  that  the  princes  and  rulers  had  been 
leaders  in  the  trespass.  Upon  hearing  this,  Ezra 
was  confounded,  rent  his  garments,  plucked  off  his 
hair,  fell  upon  his  knees  and  prayed  a  prayer  of  con- 
fession, weeping  and  casting  himself  down  before  the 
house  of  God.  While  he  prayed  the  people  assem- 
bled and  wept,  acknowledged  their  sin  and  promised 
to  do  according  to  the  law.  The  whole  people  were 
then  assembled  in  counsel,  and  in  spite  of  some  oppo- 
sition the  strange  wives  were  put  away. 

In  Neh  8,  Ezra  appears  again  upon  the  scene  at 
the  Feast  of  Tabernacles  as  the  chief  scribe  of  the  law 
of  Moses,  the  leader  of  the  priests  and  Levites  who 
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read  and  explained  the  law  to  the  people.  On  his 
advice  the  people  ceased  from  their  mourning  and 
celebrated  the  festival  according  to  the  law  of  Moses 
with  joy  and  thanksgiving  and  giving  of  gifts,  dwell- 
ing also  in  booths  in  commemoration  of  the  manner 
of  their  fathers'  sojourning  while  in  the  wilderness. 

The  traditions  with  regard  to  Ezra  found  in  Jos 
and  in  the  Talm  are  so  discrepant  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  place  reliance  upon  any  of 
4.  Ttadi-       their  statements  which  are  not  found 
tions  also  in  the  canonical  Scriptures. 

R.  Dick  Wilson 

EZRA-NEHEMIAH : 


1.  Name 

2.  Object 

3.  Plan 

4.  Unity 

5.  Sources 


6.  Literary  Character 

7.  Languages 

8.  Historicity 

9.  Text 

LiTBRATURB 


The  books  of  Ezr  and  Neh,  by  whomsoever  writ- 
ten, are  properly  so  named  accord^g  to  analogy 

from  the  principal  persons  mentioned 
1.  Name       in  them.    In  the  Heb  Bibles,  the  former 

is  headed  simply,  Ezra,  and  the  latter, 
Nehemiah.  The  two  books  are  counted  in  the  Talm, 
in  Jos,  and  in  the  Canon  of  Melito,  171  AD,  as  one, 
and  are  so  treated  also  in  the  subscription  of  the 
MT,  which  reads:  "The  totality  of  the  verses  of 
Ezr  and  Neh  is  688.  and  its  sign  is  ^Remember, 
Jeh,  the  reproach  or  thy  servants,'  and  its  two 
parts  [are  at  the  sentence]  'imto  the  ascent  of  the 
comer'  [Neh  8  31]  and  its  chapters  {igi'dh&r&yw)  are 
ten,  and  its  sign  is  'Upon  a  high  mountain  get 
thee  up,  O  thou  that  announcest  good  tidings  to 
Zion.'  ^  In  the  LXX,  Ezr-Neh  b  called  Esdras  B, 
while  an  apocnrphal  Book  of  Ezr  is  called  Esdras  A 
(see  below).  In  the  catalogues  of  the  OT  writings 
handed  down  to  us  by  the  Fathers  (Origen,  Cyril, 
Melito,  Jerome  and  the  Council  of  Laodicea)  our 
Ezr  is  called  1  Ezr;  Neh,  2  Ezr;  the  apocryphal  Gr 
Ezr,  3  Ezr;  and  an  apocal3rptic  book,  falsely  called 
a  book  of  Ezr,  is  denominated  4  Ezr. 

The  object  of  the  books  is  to  show  that  God  ful- 
filled His  promise,  or  prophecy,  to  restore  His  exiled 

people  to  their  inheritance,  through  the 
8.  Object      mstrumentality  on  the  one  hand  of  the 

great  heathen  monarchs,  Cyrus,  Dari- 
us and  Artaxerxes,  and  on  the  other  hand  by  stir- 
ring up  the  spirit  of  such  great  men  among  the 
chosen  people  as  Joshua  and  Zerubbabel,  Haggai 
and  Zechanah,  and  Ezra  and  Nehemiah,  through 
whom  the  altar,  the  temple,  the  houses  and  walls 
of  Jems,  and  finally  the  worship  and  ceremony  of 
the  Jewish  people  were  regstablished,  the  people 
being  separated  from  foreign  admixtures,  customs 
and  idolatry,  and  their  religious  observances  puri- 
fied and  fixed  for  all  time. 

The  object  of  the  work  justifies  the  selection  and 
arrangement  of  the  matenal  and  the  plan  pursued 

by  the  composer,  or  composers;  all 
8.  Plan         matter    being    stringently    excluded 

which  does  not  bear  directly  upon  the 
purpose  in  view.  However  much  we  may  wish  that 
other  historical  records  had  been  included,  it  is  not 
proper  to  criticize  the  work  because  of  these  omis- 
sions, nor  is  it  fair  to  argue  that  the  writer  was 
ignorant  of  what  he  has  not  seen  fit  to  record. 

The  unity  of  the  combined  work  is  shown  by  the 
fact  that  they  have  the  same  common  object,  the  same 

plan,  and  a  similarity  of  language  and 
4.  Unity        style;  that  they  treat,  for  the  most  part, 

of  the  same  period  of  time;  and  that 
Ezra  is  one  of  the  most  prominent  persons  in  both. 
It  is  not  fair  to  deny  the  essential  unity  on  the 

f'ound  that  the  list  of  priests  and  others  foimd  in 
zr  2  is  repeated  in  Neh  7;  for  there  is  no  doubt 
that  Ezra  was  the  compiler  of  parts  at  least  of  the 
book  called  after  him,  and  that  Nehemiah  also  was 
the  original  writer  of  parts  of  the  book  that  bears 


his  name.  Whoever  was  the  final  editor  of  the 
whole  work,  he  has  simply  retained  the  two  almost 
identical  lists  in  their  appropriate  places  in  the  docu- 
ments which  lay  before  him. 

The  Books  of  Ezr  and  Neh  are  a  compilation  of 

genealogical  lists,  letters  and  edicts,  memoirs  and 

chronicles.    We  cannot  be  certain  as 

5.  Sources    to  who  was  the  composer  of  either  or 

both  books.  Many  think  that  Ezra 
compiled  both  the  books  out  of  preexisting  mate- 
rials, adding  parts  of  his  own  composition.  Others, 
suppose  that  Ezra  wrote  the  book  named  after  him, 
while  Nehemiah  composed  the  Book  of  Neh .  Others, 
again,  are  of  the  opinion  that  neither  Ezra  nor  Ne- 
hjBmiah,  but  some  other  unknown  editor,  most 
probably  the  compiler  of  the  Books  of  Ch,  put  to- 
gether the  Books  of  Ezr  and  Neh,  xisihg  largely  the 
memoirs  of  the  two  great  men  who  are  the  principal 
persons  in  the  records.  While  there  is  still  much 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  who  was  the  final  redactor, 
there  is  a  general  agreement  as  to  the  composite 
character  of  the  whole,  and  that  the  person  who 
wrote  the  parts  that  oind  together  the  original 
sources  was  the  same  as  he  who  wrote  the  canonical 
books  of  Chronicles. 

The  diversified  character  of  the  style,  languages 
and  other  literary  peculiarities  of  the  books  is  ac- 
counted for  by  the  large  number  and 

6.  Literary  the  variety  of  sources.  From  the  style 
Character  and  contents  of  the  first  chapter  it  has 
of  the  been  argued  with  great  plausibility 
Books  that  it  was  written  by  Daniel;    for 

similar  reasons  it  has  been  argued 
that  the  portion  of  Ezr  from  3  2  to  4  22  inclusive 
was  written  by  Haggai  the  prophet.  All  admit 
that  the  parts  of  Ezr  and  Neh  m  which  the  1st  per. 
is  employed  were  written  by  Ezra  and  Nehemiah 
respectively.  As  to  who  it  was  who  added  the  other 
connecting  portions  there  is  and  must  always  be 
preat  doubt  arising  from  the  fact  that  the  author 
18  not  mentioned.  The  style  points  to  the  same 
hand  as  that  which  composed  tne  Book  of  Chroni- 
cles. Those  who  believe  that  Ezra  compiled  the 
Book  of  Ch  will  believe  that  he  most  probably  com- 
posed also  the  Books  of  Ezr  and  Neh.  The  prin- 
cipal objection  to  his  authorship  arises  from  the 
inexplicable  change  from  the  1st  to  the  3d  per. 
occurring  in  both  Ezr  and  Neh.  Inasmuch  as  the 
3d  per.  is  the  proper  form  to  use  in  the  best  style  of 
Bib.  historical  composition;  inasmuch  as  Heroaotus, 
Thucydides  and  Aenophon  often  employ  it  in  their 
histories:  inasmuch  as  some  of  the  Bab  monuments 
mingle  tne  1st  and  3d  pers.  in  the  same  document; 
and  finally,  inasmuch  as  the  prophets  and  psalmists 
of  Israel  ufcewise  interchange  the  persons  in  what  is 
for  us  often  an  unaccountable  manner:  this  char- 
acteristic of  the  style  of  Ezr-Neh  seems  an  insuffi- 
cient reason  upon  which  to  base  the  denial  of  the 
claim  that  Ezra  may  have  been  the  author. 

The  facts  that  there  is  unevenness  in  the  treat- 
ment of  the  history,  and  that  there  are  long  periods 
on  which  the  narrator  is  silent,  do  not  militate 
against  the  authorship  of  Ezra  nor  do  they  imply  a 
date  long  after  his  age;  for  the  author  is  perfectly 
consistent  in  his  purpose  to  stick  to  the  object  and 
plan  which  he  had  in  view  for  himself,  that  is,  to 
give  an  accoimt  of  the  reestablishment  of  the  Israel- 
itish  people  and  of  their  Divinely  given  institutions. 
That  he  has  omitted  other  matters  does  not  imply 
that  he  was  ignorant  of  them. 

The  language  of  the  books  is  Heb,  except  Ezr 

4  7--6  18  and  7  12-26,  which  is  i^Titten  in  Aram. 

The   Heb   closely  resembles   that  of 

7.  Lan-         DnI,  Hag  and  Ch,  much  more  so  than 
guages  it  does  that  of  Ecclus,  which  was  writ- 
ten   probably    about    180   BC.    The 

Aram,  (formerly  called  Chaldee)  is  very  much  like 
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that  of  the  Egyp  papyri  which  are  dated  in  the  5th 
cent.  BC.  It  closely  resembles  also  the  Aram,  in 
Dnl. 

Neither  langua>ge  nor  style  can  be  assigned  as  a 
groimd  for  asserting  a  date  later  than  the  5th  cent. 
BC  as  the  time  of  the  composition  of 
8.  Histo-  the  book.  A  much  stronger  reason 
ricity  against  placing  the  final  redaction  of 

the  books  at  so  early  a  time  is  the 
mention  of  a  Jaddua  among  the  high  priests  in  Neh 
12  11.22,  it  being  assumed  that  this  is  the  same 
Jaddua  whom  Jos  mentions  {Antf  XI,  viii,  4)  as 
having  filled  the  high-priestly  office  in  the  time  of 
Alexander  the  Great.  ^  In  view  of  the  fact  that  Jos 
is  the  only  source  of  information  as  to  the  period 
between  ^X)  and  300  BC,  it  seems  unfair  to  accept 
what  he  says  as  to  the  existence  of  this  Jaddua, 
while  rejectmg  substantially  all  the  rest  of  the  same 
chapter  in  Jos  which  tells  about  Sanballat,  Manas- 
seh  and  Alexander's  meeting  with  Jaddua.  Inas- 
much as  the  Sachau  papyri,  written  in  the  17th  year 
of  Darius  Nothus,  that  is,  in  410-408  BC,  mention 
the  sons  of  Sanballat  the  governor  of  Samaria,  the 
Sanballat  who  was  their  father  must  have  lived 
about  450  BC.  The  same  papyrus  mentions  Je- 
hohanan  ( Johanan  of  Neh  12  22)  as  the  high  priest 
of  the  temple  at  Jems,  and  Bagohi  (Bagoas/  was 
the  Pers  governor  of  Jems  in  410-408  BC.  Since, 
according  to  Neh  13  6,  Nehemiah  was  governor  in 
434-433  BC,  the  32d  year  of  Artaxerxes,  Bagoas 
would  be  perhaps  his  immediate  successor.  If  we 
are  to  put  any  confidence  in  the  story  of  Jos,  then 
there  must  have  been  at  least  two  Sanballats,  and 
probably  two  Jadduas,  and  at  two  different  times  a 
son  of  a  high  priest  must  have  married  a  daughter 
of  a  Sanballat.  While  this  is  not  impossible,  it 
seems  better  to  suppose  that  Jos  has  confused  mat- 
ters beyond  any  possibility  of  disentanglement,  and 
we  might  be  Justified  in  throwing  over  entirely  his 
account  of  a  Sanballat,  a  Manasseh,  and  a  Jaddua  as 
living  in  the  year  330  BC,  when  Alexander  con- 
quered Syria.  As  far,  of  course,  as  the  Jaddua  of 
Neh  12  11.22  is  concerned,  he  may  well  have  been 
high  priest  as  early  as  406  BC,  and  have  continue 
to  serve  till  330  BC.  On  the  other  hand,  another 
of  the  same  name,  probably  a  grandson,  may,  for 
aU  we  know  to  the  contrary,  have  been  high  priest 
in  330  BC.  In  view  of  the  numerous  Oniases, 
Simons,  and  Johns  who  served  in  that  position  be- 
tween 600  and  150  BC,  and  in  view,  further,  of  our 
almost  absolute  lack  of  information  as  to  the  his- 
tory of  this  period,  it  will  be  a  bold  man  who  will 
dare  to  deny,  on  tne  ground  of  the  Jaddua  of  Jos, 
that  Ezr-Neh  might  have  been  written  as  early  as 
400  BC.    ^ 

The  objection  against  the  books  having  been 
composed  in  the  Pers  period,  based  upon  the  use  of 
the  titles  of  the  kings  of  Persia,  is  fully  answered  by 
the  fact  that  the  same  titles  as  those  used  in  these 
books  are  found  to  have  been  used  by  the  Pers  kin^s 
themselves.  (See  the  arts,  of  the  present  writer  m 
the  Presbyterian  Reformed  Review  for  1905-6.) 
The  "Darius  the  Persian"  of  Neh  12  22  is  shown 
by  the  Sachau  pap3rri  to  have  been  Darius  Nothus, 
as  Keil  long  ago  suggested.  The  author  may  have 
called  him  "the  Persian"  to  distinguish  him  from 
Darius  the  Mede.  At  any  rate,  it  is  best  for  us  to 
remember  that  our  inability  to  explain  why  the 
author  called  him  by  this  title  does  not  prove  that 
he  did  not  do  so.  Of  all  the  Dariuses  known  to 
history,  any  one  might  have  been  called  "the  Per- 
sian," except  Darius  the  Mede,  because  all  but  he 
were  Persians.  The  assertion  that  a  king  of  Persia 
could  only  have  been  called  a  Persian  "after  the 
Pers  period  was  past"  involves,  on  the  one  hand, 
the  assumption  oi  such  thorough  knowledge  of  the 
possibilities  of  the  v>8ii8  loquendi  of  that  time,  and, 


on  the  other  hand,  such  real  ignorance  of  the  usage 
of  all  times  in  such  matters,  as  well  as  of  the  usage 
of  the  Pers  and  Bab  monuments  of  the  Pers  era,  as 
almost  to  cause  one  to  believe  that  it  can  scarcely 
have  been  seriously  made.  (S^  the  writer's  arts, 
cited  above.)  Jos,  it  is  true,  apparently  confuses  in 
his  account  Darius  II  and  Darius  III. 

The  phrase  "the  days  of  Ndiemiah"  (ver  26) 
certainly  implied  that  the  filial  redactor  "looked 
back  upon  them  as  past."  But  there  is  no  intima- 
tion as  to  how  long  they  were  past.  According  to 
Neh  6  14,  Nehemiah  returned  to  Babylon  in  the 
32d  year  of  Artaxerxes,  that  is,  in  434  BC.  As 
Bagoas  was  already  governor  of  Jems,  and  Johanan 
hi^  priest  in  408  BC,  a  writer  living  about  400  BC 
can  very  well  have  referred  to  what  happened  "in  the 
days  of  Joiakim  •  •  .  •  and  in  the  days  of  Nehemiah 
the  governor,  and  of  Ezra  the  priest  and  the  scribe" 
as  having  occurred  "in  the  davs  of  Zerubbabel.  and 
in  the  days  of  Nehemiah"  (12  47).  From  all  we 
know  it  appears  that  these  were  the  only  Jews  who 
were  ever  governors  of  Jems  under  the  Pers  domi- 
nation. Certainly  Bagoas  is  not  a  Heb  name  any 
more  than  Sanballat,  and  it  looks  as  if  on  the  death 
of  Nehemiah  his  place  as  governor  of  Jems  had  been 
filled  by  a  native  Persian,  just  as  the  governorship 
of  Samaria  was  held  by  Sanballat,  a  Cuthean.  If 
we  can  trust  Jos,  Bagoas  treated  the  Jews  with 
harshness  and  even  desecrated  the  temple  itself 
(ArUf  XI,  vii,  1).    Already,  then,  in  405  BC,  any 

Patriotic  and  pious  Israelite  may  have  justly  looked 
ack  upon  the  days  of  their  native  governors  with 
longing  and  pride,  and  have  written  with  appro- 
priate eulogy  of  the  days  of  Zerubbabel,  Nehemiah 
and  Ezra — the  time  of  his  people's  semi-independ- 
ence and  of  the  glorious  and  unf orgetable  restora- 
tion of  the  temple  and  city,  just  as  we  today  refer 
to  the  time  of  Bismarck,  Victoria,  or  Lincoln  (cf 
1  Ch  IS  3).  Waiving  the  discussion  of  the  prob- 
ability of  Ezra's  having  called  himself  "a  ready 
scribe  in  the  law  of  Moses,"  and  one  who  had  pre- 
pared his  heart  to  seek  the  law  of  the  Lord,  etc^  it 
certainly  cannot  be  denied  that  someone  writing 
in  405  BC  may  have  employed  the  language  here 
used.  There  is  not  the  slightest  proof  that  any  of 
Ezr-Neh  is  unhistorical,  nor  the  least  indication 
that  all  of  it  may  not  have  been  written  as  early 
as  405  BC. 

The  section  Ezr  4  1-6  presents  difficulties  of 
date  and  composition.  The  section  may  have  been 
misplaced.  It  may  be  episodical.  It  may  be  ex- 
plained, as  suggested  by  Klostermann.  as  having 
been  inserted  here  as  a  sort  of  rdsum6  wnich  is  later 
expanded.  But  however  explained,  it  is  a  literary 
rather  than  a  historical  or  linguistic  problem  which 
it  presents,  and  may  safely  be  left  for  solution  to 
those  who  think  that  everything  in  literature  whose 
purpose  or  meaning  they  cannot  perceive  is  there- 
fore inexplicable. 

In  conclusion,  we  would  say  in  the  words  of  Pro- 
fessor Comill,  that  since  Ed.  Meyer's  demonstration 
of  the  authenticity  of  the  documents  in  Ezr  4-7, 
the  hypercritical  reconstruction  of  the  books  "has 
lost  all  claim  to  serious  consideration,  and  we  may 
rest  assured  that  in  Ezr-Neh  we  have  every  reason 
to  recognize  an  essentially  trustworthy  recital  of  the 
events  narrated  therein." 

The  most  thorough  investigation  of  the  text  of 
EzivNeh  has  been  made  by  Rrofessor  A.  Kloster- 
mann, his  results  being  published  in  the 
9.  Text  3d  German  ed  of  RE,  After  an  ex- 
amination of  the  Arab.,  Syr,  Gr  and 
Lat  VSS  and  a  comparison  of  them  with  the  Heb 
MT,  he  comes  to  the  conclusion  that  our  Heb 
text  as  a  whole  is  of  more  value  than  that  rep- 
resented by  the  VSS.  The  writer  of  this  art.  has 
noted  a  wonderful  accuracy  in  the  transmission  of 
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the  Aram,  part  of  Ezr,  the  spelling  or  writing  of  the 
words  resembling  in  many  of  the  smallest  particu- 
lars that  of  the  Aiam,  papyri  of  Elephantine,  which 
date  from  the  5th  cent.  BC. 

LiTKBATUBs. — Commentaries  and  Introductions:  A, 
Introductions:  Sayce,  Intro  to  Btr,  Neh,  Bat;  Angus- 
Suen.  The  Cyclopedic  HandrBook  to  the  Bible;  Ramu. 
Intro  to  the  OT;  Keil.  OT  Intro.  B.  Commentaries: 
Kell.  Ber,  Neh,  and  Bat;  Rawllnson,  in  the  Speaker'a 
Comm.,  and  In  the  Pulpit  Comm.;  and  in  Bzr  and  Neh 
C'Men  of  the  Bible"  series);  Lange's  Comm,;  Meyer, 
Entaiehung  dea  Judenthuma;   OTJC*;   RB*, 

R.  Dick  Wilson 
EZRAHTTE,  ez'ra-hlt  Onnf^J ,  'ezrOhl;  'Annfi^y, 

Aaeb^):  Foimd  in  1  K  4  31;  Pss  88,  89,  titles; 
from  which  it  appears  that  the  word  is  a  patron3rinic 


for  Ethan  and  Heman.  It  may  be  derived  from 
Zerah,  instead  of  Ezrah,  seeing  that  there  were  an 
Ethan  and  a  Heman  who  were  descendants  of 
Zerah,  head  of  a  Judahite  family  (1  Ch  8  6). 
There  were  also  an  Ethan  and  a  Heman  who  were 
Levites  (1  Ch  16  17). 

EZRI,  ez'rl  OTf^,  'ezrl,  "my  help";  'Etpa(,  Ezrai, 
or  /EtSpC,  EzdH):  "Ezri,  the  son  of  Chelub,"  ap- 
pointed by  David  to  be  superintendent  of  agriculture 
(1  Ch  27  26). 

EZRIL,  ez'ril  ('ElptX,  Ezril,  AV  Esril) :  One  who 
had  married  a  foreign  wife  (1  Esd  9  34);  called 
Azarel  in  Ezr  10  41. 


FABLE,  f &'b'l  (|i«eo«,  miUhos) : 

(1)  Primitive  man  conceives  of  the  objects  around 
him  as  possessing  his  own  characteristics.  Con- 
sequently in  his  stories,  beasts^  trees,  rocks,  etc, 
think,  talk  and  act  exactly  as  it  they  were  human 
beings.  Of  course,  but  little  advance  in  knowledge 
was  needed  to  put  an  end  to  this  mode  of  thought, 
but  the  form  of  story-telling  developed  by  it  per- 
sisted and  is  foimd  in  the  folk-tales  of  all  nations. 
More  particularly,  the  archaic  form  of  story  was 
used  for  the  purpose  of  moral  instruction,  and  when 
so  iised  is  termed  the  fable.  Modem  definitions 
distinguish  it  from  the  parable  (a)  by  its  use  of 
characters  of  lower  intelligence  than  man  (although 
reasoning  and  speaking  Bke  men),  and  (&)  by  its 
lesson  for  this  liie  only.  But,  while  these  distinc- 
tions serve  some  practical  purpose  in  distinguishing 
(say)  the  fables  of  Aesop  from  the  parables  of  Christ, 
they  are  of  little  value  to  the  student  of  folk-lore. 
For  fable,  parable,  allegory,  etc,  are  all  evolutions 
from  a  common  stock,  and  they  tend  to  blend  with 
each  other.    See  Allegory;  r arable. 

(2)  The  Sem  mind  is  peculiarly  prone  to  alle- 
gorical expression,  and  a  modem  Arabian  story- 
teller will  invent  a  fable  or  a  parable  as  readily  as 
he  will  talk.  And  we  may  be  entirely  certain  that 
the  very  scanty  appearance  of  fables  in  the  OT  is 
due  only  to  the  character  of  its  material  and  not  at 
all  to  an  absence  of  fables  from  the  mouths  of  the 
Jews  of  old.  Only  two  examples  have  reached  us. 
In  Jgs  9  7-15  Jotham  mocks  the  choice  of  Abime- 
lech  as  king  with  the  fable  of  the  trees  that  could 
find  no  tree  that  would  accept  the  trouble  of  the 
kingship  except  the  worthless  bramble.  And  in 
2  K  14  9  Jehoash  ridicules  the  pretensions  of 
Amaziah  with  the  story  of  the  thistle  that  wished 
to  make  a  royal  alliance  with  the  cedar.  Yet  that 
the  distinction  between  fable  and  allegory,  etc,  is 
artificial  is  seen  in  Isa  6  1.2,  where  the  vineyard 
is  assumed  to  possess  a  deliberate  will  to  be  per- 
verse 

(3)*  In  the  NT,  "fable"  is  found  m  1  Tun  1  4; 
4  7;  2  Tim  4  4;  Tit  1  14;  2  Pet  1  16,  as  the 
tr  of  muthos  ("myth").  The  sense  here  differs 
entirely  from  that  discussed  above,  and  "fable" 
means  a  (religious)  story  that  has  no  connection 
with  reality — contrasted  with  the  knowledge  of  an 
evewitness  in  2  Pet  1  16.  The  exact  nature  of 
these  "fables"  is  of  course  something  out  of  our 
knowledge,  but  the  mention  in  connection  with  them 
of  "endless  genealogies"  in  1  Tim  1  4  points  with 
high  probabilitv  to  some  form  of  gnostic  speculation 
that  mterposed  a  chain  of  aeons  between  God  and 
the  world.  In  some  of  the  gnostic  systems  that  we 
know,  these  chains  are  described  with  a  prolixity 
so  interminable  (the  Pisiis  Sophia  is  the  oest  ex- 
ample) as  to  justify  well  the  phrase  "old  wives' 


fables'"  in  1  Tim  4  7.  But  that  these  passages 
have  gnostic  reference  need  not  tell  against  the 
Pauline  authorship  of  the  Pastorals,  as  a  fairly  well 
developed  "Gnosticism"  is  recognizable  in  a  passage 
as  early  as  Col  8,  and  as  the  description  of  the  f  i^les 
as  Jewish  in  Tit  1  14  (cf  3  9)  is  against  2d-cent. 
references.  But  for  details  the  commentaries  on 
the  Pastoral  Epistles  must  be  consulted.  It  is 
worth  noting  that  in  2  Tim  4  4  the  adoption  of 
these  fables  is  said  to  be  the  result  of  dabbling  in  the 
dubious.  This  manner  of  losing  one's  hold  on 
reality  is,  unfortunately,  something  not  confined  to 
the  apostolic  age.  Burton  Scott  Eabton 

FACE,  ffis:  In  Heb  the  tr  of  three  expressions: 
(1)  D1J9 ,  pdnlm,  (2)  'pS ,  'ayin,  lit.  "eye,^'  and  (3) 
DS,  ^aphf  lit.  "nose,"  "nostril,"  already  noted  s.v. 
Countenance,  which  see.  The  first  and  second 
of  these  words  are  used  ssmonymously.  even  in 
metaphorical  expressions,  as,  e.g.  in  tne  phrase 
"the  face  of  the  earth, "  where  p&nim  is  used  (Dt  6  15 
et  passim)  and  ^ayin  (Nu  22  5  et  passim).  The 
third  expression  preserves  more  clearly  its  original 
meaning.  It  is  generally  used  in  the  phrases  "to 
bow  one's  self  to  the  earth,"  "to  fall  on  one's  face," 
where  the  nose  actually  touched  the  ground.  Often 
"my  face,"  "thy  face  is  mere  oriental  circumlo- 
cution for  the  personal  pronoun  "I,"  "me,"  "thou," 
"thee."  "In  thy  face"  means  "in  thy  presence," 
and  is  often  so  tr^.  A  very  large  number  of  idio- 
matic Heb  expressions  have  been  introduced  into 
our  language  throu^  the  medium  of  the  Bible  tr. 
We  notice  the  most  important  of  these  phrases. 

"To  seek  the  face"  is  to  seek  an  audience  with  a 
prince  or  with  God,  to  seek  favor  (Ps  24  6;  87  8 
Us;  106  4;  Prov  7  15;  Hos  6  15:  cf  Prov  29  26, 
where  RV  translates  "Many  seek  the  ruler's  favor," 
lit.  many  seek  the  face  [Hebp'ng]  of  a  ruler). 

If  God  "hides  his  face"  Bfe  withdraws  His  pres- 
ence, His  favor  (Dt  32  20;  Job  84  29;  Ps  13  1; 
30  7;  143  7:  Isa  54  8:  Jer  33  5;  Ezk  39  23.24: 
Mic  3  4).  Duch  withdrawal  of  the  presence  of 
God  is  to  be  understood  as  a  consequence  of  man's 
personal  disobedience,  not  as  a  wrathful  denial  of 
God's  favor  (Isa  59  2).  God  is  asked  to  "hide  his 
face,"  i.e.  to  disregard  or  overlook  (Ps  51  9;  cf 
10  11).  This  is  also  the  idea  of  the  prayer:  "Cast 
me  not  away  from  thy  presence"  Cut.  "face,"  Ps 
51  11),  and  of  the  promise:  "The  upright  shall  dwell 
in  thy  presence"  (lit.  "face,"  Ps  140  13).  If  used 
of  men,  "to  hide  the  face"  expresses  humility  and 
reverence  before  an  exalted  presence  (Ex  3  6;  Isa 
6  2);  similarly  Elijah  "wrapped  his  face  in  his 
mantle"  when  God  passed  by  (1  K  19  13).  The 
"covering  of  the  face"  is  a  sign  of  mourning  (2  S 
19  4=Ezk  12  6.12);  a  "face  covered  with  fatness" 
is  synonymous  with  prosperity  and  arrogance  (Job 


Fact 
Faith 
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15  27);  to  have  one's  face  covered  by  another 
person  is  a  sign  of  hopeless  doom,  as  if  one  were 
ahready  dead.  This  was  done  to  Haman,  when 
judnnent  had  been  pronounced  over  him  (Est  7  8). 

"To  turn  away  one's  face"  is  a  sign  of  insulting 
indifference  or  contempt  (2  Ch  29  6;  Ezk  14  6; 
Sir  4  4;  cf  Jer  2  27;  18  17;  82  33);  on  the  part 
of  God  an  averted  face  is  sjaionymous  with  rejec- 
tion (Ps  18  1;  27  9;  88  14). 

"To  harden  the  face"  means  to  harden  one's  self 
against  any  sort  of  appeal  (Prov  21  29;  Isa  60  7; 
Jer  6  3;  cf  Ezk  8  9).    See  also  Spit. 

In  this  connection  we  also  mention  the  phrase 
"to  respect  persons,"  lit.  to  "recognize  the  face" 
(Lev  19  15,  or,  slightly  different  in  expression,  Dt 
1  17;  16  19;  Prov  24  23;  28  21),  in  the  sense 
of  unjustly  favoring  a  person,  or  requiting  him  with 
undue  evil.  Compare  also  the  Heb  hddhar  (Ex 
28  3  AV),  "to  countenance"  (see  s.v.). 

Tlie  "showbread"  meant  lit.  "bread  of  the  face," 
"of  the  presence,"  Heb  lehem  pdnim;  Gr  drtai 
endpioi,  drtoi  tta  proihiaSos, 

H.   L.  E.   LUBRINQ 

FACT:  Lit.  "a  deed."  The  word  occurs  only 
in  the  heading  of  the  chapter,  2  K  10  AV,  "Jehu 
excuseth  the  fact  by  the  prophecy  of  Elijah,"  and 
in  2  Mace  4  36,  with  reference  to  the  murder  of 
Onias.  "certain  of  the  Greeks  that  abhorred  the  fact 
[the  aeed]  aIbo'*  (summisoponiroiinidnf  lit.  "hating 
wickedness  together  with  [others],"  RV  "the  Greeks 
also  joining  with  them  in  hatred  of  the  wickedness." 

FADE,  fad  (bSJ,  ndbhel;  |fcap«iCvM,  maraind): 
"To  fade"  is  in  the  OT  the  tr  of  nabhel,  "to  droop 
or  wither,"  fig.  "to  fade,"  or  "pass  way"  (Ps  18  45; 
Isa  1  30:  24  4:  28  1.4;  40  7.8);  once  it  is  the  tr 
of  hdlal,  "to  well  up,"  "to  overflow";  perhaps  from 
nahhcd  (Isa  64  6,  ''We  all  do  fade  as  a  leaf") ;  in  the 
NT  of  maraino^  "to  come  to  wither  or  to  fade  away" 
(Jas  1  11,  "So  also  shall  the  rich  man  fade  away 
in  his  ways,"  RV  "in  his  Koings");  cf  Wisd  2  8, 
"Let  us  crown  ourselves  wim  rosebuds,  before  they 
be  withered"  {maraind)]  OTnardn^inos  (amaranth;, 
"unfading,"  occurs  in  1  Pet  6  4,  "the  crown  ot 
glory  that  fadeth  not  away,"  and  amdrantoa  (1  Pet 
1  4),  "an  inheritance  ....  that  fadeth  not  away"; 
cf  Wisd  6  12,  "Wisdom  is  glorious  [RV  "radiant"], 
and  fadeth  not  away." 

For  "fade"  (Ezk  47  12),  RV  has  "wither";  for 
"fall,"  "falleth,"  "faUing^'  (Isa  84  4),  "fade," 
"fadeth,"  "fading."  W.  L.  Walker 

FAIL,  fal  (nby,  kdWi,  nnj,  haraJlh;    licX«Cir«, 

eklelpd):  "FaiF^  is  both  intrans,  "to  fall  short," 
"be  wanting,"  and  trans,  "to  be  wanting  to." 

Of  the  many  words  tr<»  "fail"  in  the  OT,  kOlOh  is  the 
most  frequent,  meaning  "to  be  consumed,"  "ended" 
(Job  11  20;  17  6;  Ps  69  3:  71  9,  etc;  Prov  22 
8;  Isa  16  6,  etc;  Jer  14  6:  Lam  2  11:  8  22; 
4  17);  it  is  the  tr  of  kdralh,  '^to  be  cut  off'^  (2  S  8 
29,  of  failure  in  succession;  so  1  K  2  4,  etc);  ^ddhar, 
"to  marshal,"  "to  be  missed"  or  "lacking"  (Isa  84 

16  AV;  40  26  AV;  69  15  AV:  Zeph  8  5);  of 
rdphdh,  "to  become  faint"  or  to  make  feeble" 
(Dt  81  6.8;  "I  will  not  fail  thee,  nor  forsake 
thee,"  Josh  15;  1  Ch  28  20);  of  'dbhadh,  "to 
perish,"  "be  lost"  (Ps  142  4,  "Refuge  hath  failed 
me";  Ezk  12  22,  "Every  vision  faifeth").  Many 
other  Heb  words  are  tr^  "fail,"  "faUeth,"  for  the 
most  part  in  single  instances. 

In  the  NT,  ekleipo,  "to  leave  out"  or  "off,"  is 
thrice  rendered  "fair'  (Lk  16  9,  "when  it  shall 
fail";  22  32,  "that  thy  faith  fail  not";  He  1  12, 
"Thy  years  shall  not  fail");  ekjApto,  "to  fall  off  or 
away'^  (1  C^r  18  8,  "Charity  [RV  "love"]  never 
faileth");  katargid,  "to  make  useless"  (18  8  AV, 
"Whether  prophecies,  they  shall  fail") ;  huster^f  "to 


be  behind,"  "to  lack"  (He  12  15  AV);  apopmkho, 
"to  swoon  away,"  "failing"  (Lk  21  26  AV). 

RV  has  "fail,"  in  a  new  tr  of  Jer  18  14,  for 
"faU"  (Lam  1  14,  m  "stumble") ;  "his  hand  faQ" 
for  "fallen  in  decay"  (Lev  26  35) ;  "I  will  in  no 
wise  fail  thee"  for  "I  will  never  leave  thee"  (He 
18  5;  cf  Dt  81  6;  Josh  1  5) :  "failed  to  enter"  for 
"entered  not"  (He  4  6);  ^'faUeth"  (ARV)  for 
"ceaseth"  (Ps  49  8),  ERV  "must  be  let  alone  for 
ever";  "failing"  for  "was  darkened"  (Lk  28  45); 
for  "fail"  (Ezr  4  22),  "be  sUck,"  "be  missing" 
(Isa  84  16):  "falleth  short  of"  (He  12  15,  m 
"falleth  back  from");  for  "failed,"  "was  all  spent" 
(Gen  47  15);  "wholly"  (Josh  8  16);  "fail  [in  look- 
ing]" (Lam  4  17):  for  "faileth,"  "is  lacking"  (Isa 
40  26;  69  15);  tor  "men's  hearts  failing  them" 
(Lk  21  26),  "men  fainting,"  m  "expiring.^' 

W.  L.  Walkbb 

FAIN,  fan  (advb.) :  Occurs  twice  in  EV,  in  the 
sense  of  "gladly":  (1)  in  Job  27  22  as  the  render- 
ing of  TT^a ,  bdraht  "to  flee  with  haste"  (from  any- 
thing), "He  would  fain  flee  out  of  his  hand,"  tit. 
as  in  m  of  AV,  "in  fleeing  he  would  flee";  (2)  in  Lk 
16  16,  as  the  tr  of  hri0vpJu>,  epithumSd,  "to  fix  the 
mind  or  desire  on,"  "He  would  fain  have  filled  his 
belly  with  the  husks  which  the  swine  did  eat."  RV 
adds  two  instances:  (1)  Lk  18  31,  "Herod  would 
fain  kiU  thee";  (2)  Acts  26  28,  ''Thou  Wouldest  fain 
make  me  a  Cluistian/'    See  Almost. 

FAINT,  fant  G^*!?,  'dySph,  OV,  'Uph,  D?^, 
yd^aphj  0^5',  ^dlaph,  0^5',  *d^ph,  "^J^,  dawtody, 

?j;,  ydghS^\  059,  ^^<^y  ^3"3>  rdkhakh,  nj^, 
pdghar,  HH^ ,  kdhdh;  IkX^m,  eMiiOf  Ikkok^oi,  ekkakiOj 
Kd|fcv«»,  kdmno) :  The  Heb  vocabularv  for  the  depress- 
ing physical  conditions  and  mental  emotions  which 
are  rendered  in  AV  by  the  Eng.  words  "faint," 
"faintness,"  and  other  compounds  of  that  stem,  is,  as 
will  be  seen  above,  wide  and  varied  in  derivation. 
The  11  Heb  and  3  Gr  words  and  their  derivatives 
are  used  in  62  passages  in  AV  to  express  these  con- 
ditions. 

^Ayeph  is  used  to  express  the  exhaustion  from 
fatigue  and  hunger  in  the  case  of  Esau  (Gen  26 
29.30).  This  and  its  variants  come  from  a  root 
which  primarily  means  "to  cover  or  conceal,"  there- 
fore "to  be  dark  or  obscure/'  and  so,  fig.  "to  be 
faint  or  depressed."  Israel's  helpless  state  when 
harassed  by  Amalek  (Dt  26  18)  and  the  plight  of 
Gideon's  weary  force  when  they  sought  in  vain 
for  help  at  Succoth  (Jgs  8  4)  are  described  by  the 
same  word.  Isaiah  also  uses  it  to  picture  the  dis- 
appointed and  unsatisfied  appetite  of  the  thirsty 
man  awakening  from  his  aream  of  refreshment 
(Isa  29  8).  In  2  S  16  14,  'dyephlm  is  probably  a 
proper  name  of  a  place  (RVm). 

^Uph  in  1  S  14  28-^1  describes  the  exhaustion  of 
Saul's  host  in  pursuit  of  the  Philis  after  the  battle 
of  Michmash.  The  same  word  expresses  the  failure 
of  David's  strength  when  in  conflict  with  the  same 
foes,  which  led  to  his  inmiinent  peril  and  to  the  con- 
sequent refusal  of  the  commander  of  his  army  to 
allow  him  to  take  part  personally  in  the  oombat 
(2  S  21  15). 

Yd^aph  is  used  by  Ziba  when  he  brought  refresh- 
ments to  David's  men  on  the  flight  from  Absalom 
(2  S  16  2) ;  see  also  its  use  in  Isa  40  28.  Cognate 
verbal  forms  occur  in  Isa  40  30.31;  Jer  2  24;  61 
58.64;  Hab  2  13,  as  also  in  Jgs  8  15,  meaning  in 
all  cases  the  faintness  or  exhaustion  of  fatigue  or 
weariness. 

^Alaph  expresses  the  faintness  from  thirst  in  Am 
8  13,  or  from  the  heat  of  the  sun  (Jon  4  8),  and 
fig.  the  despondency  which  was  the  result  of  the 
captivity  (Isa  61  20).    Ezekiel  uses  it  idlegorically 
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SiS  describing  the  withering  of  the  trees  for  grief  at 
the  death  of  the  Assyr  kings  (Ezk  81  15). 

^Aiaph  is  the  weariness  of  the  wanderers  in  the 
desert  (Ps  107  5),  the  faintness  from  hunger  (Lam 
2  19),  or  the  desroondency  of  Jonah  dispelled  by  his 
remembrance  of  God's  mercies  (Jon  2  7). 

Daww&yy  from  a  root  which  signifies  the  sickness 
produced  by  exhaustion  from  loss  of  blood,  is  used 
m  Isa  1  5  for  the  faintness  of  heart,  the  result  of 
remorse  for  sin,  and  in  Jer  8  18  for  the  prophet's 
sorrow  for  the  sins  of  Israel.  A  cognate  form  ex- 
presses his  sorrow  on  account  of  the  judgments  of 
God  which  were  incurred  as  punishments  for  the 
national  backsliding  (Lam  1  13.22;  6  17). 

ilfdfof,  lit.  ''dissolving  or  melting."  is  applied  to 
the  contagious  fear  which  the  example  of  a  cowardly 
soldier  produces  among  his  comrades  (Dt  20  8. 
RV  ''melt").  In  the  remarkable  passage  in  Isa  10 
18,  in  which  God  pronounces  the  doom  of  Assyria 
when  his  purposes  of  chastisement  on  Israel  have 
been  fulfilled,  the  collapse  of  Assyria  is  said  to  be 
"as  when  a  standard-bearer  fainteth."  For  this 
RVm  substitutes  "as  when  a  sick  man  pineth  away," 
which  is  probably  the  correct  rendering.  The  word 
md^a^  may  mean  either  a  sick  man,  or  else  some- 
thing glittering  and  seen  from  afar,  such  a^  a  stand- 
ard, but  the  former  sense  is  more  intelligible  and 
suggestive  in  the  context.  The  rarely  used  verbal 
form  cognate  to  md^a^  is  used  on  account  of  its 
assonance. 

Y&ghi^^  (y&qha*)y  which  is  usually  ti^  "grieved" 
or  "tormented"  or  "fatigued,"  is  rendered  a^ 
"fainted"  in  Jer  45  3.  This  passage,  "I  famted 
in  my  sibling"  AV,  b  in  Heb  the  same  as  that  which 
reads,  ''I  am  weary  with  my  groaning"  in  Ps  6  6, 
and  is  similarly  rendered  in  RV. 

R&khakh,  like  md^off  primarily  si^ifies  "to  melt" 
or  "to  become  soft,"  and  is  used  m  prophetic  ex- 
hortations in  which  the  people  are  encou^^sed  not  to 
be  panicH9tricken  in  the  presence  of  enemies  (Dt  20 
3,  and  also  Jer  61  4&;  Isa  7  4).  Another  related 
word,  mdrekk,  in  the  sense  of  despair  and  utter  loss 
of  courage,  is  used  in  expressing  the  consequences 
of  God's  wrath  against  Israel  (Lev  26  36).  In  its 
literal  sense  it  signifies  "blandness,"  as  of  the  words 
of  a  h3rpocritical  enemy  (Ps  66  21). 

POghar  is  the  prostration  of  utter  fatigue  whereby 
one  is  unable  to  raise  himself  or  to  proceed  on  a 
journey,  as  were  some  of  David's  little  band  (1  S 
30  10-21).  A  cognate  word  describes  the  prostra- 
tion of  amazement  and  incredulity  with  which 
Jacob  heard  of  Joseph's  condition  in  Egypt  (Gen 
46  26). 

K&hdh,  the  pining  of  earnest,  longing  desire,  is 
tr<i  "fainteth"  m  Ps  84  2;  119  81;  elsewhere  it  is 
rendered  by  words  expressing  wasting  or  languishing. 
The  panic  in  Canaan  due  to  famine  is  expressed 
(Gen  47  13)  by  the  word  iGhOh^  which  implies  a 
state  of  frenzy. 

The  only  records  of  actual  fainting  are  (1)  Daniel, 
in  Dnl  8  27,  where  the  word  used  is  the  Niphal  ot 
the  vb.  ftdydhf  lit.  "became,"  meaning  that  he  be- 
came weak:  (2)  swooning  is  mentioned  in  Ad  Est 
16  7-15. 

In  the  NT  "faint"  is  used  in  the  sense  of  physical 
exhaustion  (Mt  9  36  AV;  16  32;  Mk  8  3).  where 
it  is  part  of  the  vb.  efdiid,  "to  relax."  Otherwise 
it  is  used  fig.  of  discouragement  of  spirit.  The  same 
vb.  b  us^  in  Gal  6  9;  He  12  3.5;  but  in  Lk  18 
1:  2  Cor  4  1-16;  Eph  3  13  it  is  part  of  the  vb. 
ekkaked  (according  to  some  authorities  egkaked. 
pronounced  ekkaked,  meaning  "to  be  faint-hearted' 
or  "to  be  culpably  negligent").  In  Rev  2  3  it  is 
icoirtditf,  kopidOf  fit.  "to  be  tired." 

Alex.  Macalister 

FAIR,  fAr:  The  word  tr**  in  AV  from  9  Heb  and  4 
Gr  expressions  has  nbwhere  in  the  Bible  the  modern 


sense  of  "blond,"  "fab-skinned."  The  tr  of  Isa  64 
11,  "fair  colors,"  refers  to  the  cosmetic  use  of  ?^B , 
piikh,  stibium,  antimony  powder,  with  which  black 
margins  were  painted  around  the  eyelic^  so  as  to 
make  the  eyes  appear  large  and  dark.  The  stones 
of  rebuilt  Jerus,  oeautifulTy  laid  in  their  black  mor- 
tar, are  compared  with  such  eyes.  We  can  distin- 
guish the  following  varieties  of  meaning :  (1 )  Beauti- 
ful, attractive,  31X3^  fdbhf  H^J,  ydphdk,  Hp^, 
ydpheh;  Aram.  '^'^9© ,  shappir;  IXX  KoX6f ,  kalda; 
in  the  NT  d^rretos,  ctsteloa.  This  latter  word  is  in 
bothplaces  where  it  is  found  used  of  Moses  (Acts  7 
20;  He  11 23,  RV  "goodly"),  and  means  lit.  town  bred 
(as  opposed  to  boorish),  polite,  polished  in  manners, 
urbane,  then  nice,  pretty.  (2)  Pure,  free  of  defile- 
ment, RV  "clean,"  ^nnp,  tdhor  (Zee  8  6).  (3) 
"Fair  speech,"  plausible,  persuasive  (HJ^b,  leiahkf 
Prov  7  21;  tCXaXos,  edkdoa.  Sir  6  6;  cf  e*Xo7/a, 
enlogia,  Rom  16  18).  (4)  Making  a  fine  display 
Cedrpoffwrtty,  euprosdpein.  Gal  6  12.  "to  make  a 
lair  show").  (5)  Good  (of  weather)  (SHT,  zdhObhy 
"golden,"  "clear,"  Job  87  22,  RV  "golden  splendor") ; 
Mia,  eudia  (Mt  16  2).     '     H.  L.  E.  Luering 

FAIR  HAVENS,  f&rh&Vnz  (KaXoX  Ai|Um,  Kalol 
LinUnea):  A  roadstead  on  the  S.  coast  of  Crete, 
about  5  miles  E.  of  Cape  Matala,  the  most  southerly 
point  of  the  island.  The  harbor  is  formed  by  a  bay, 
open  to  the  E.,  and  sheltered  on  the  S.W.  by  two 
small  islands.  Here  Paul  waited  for  a  considerable 
time  (Acts  27  9);  but  while  it  afforded  i^ood 
anchorage  and  a  eiielter  from  N.  and  N.W.  winds, 
"the  haven  was  not  commodious  to  winter  in"  (vs 
8.12).    See  Cbetb. 

FAIRS,  f&rz:  Found  only  5  t  in  AV  (Ezk  27  12. 
14.16.19.27),  apparently  incorrect  tr  of  pS-T?, 
^ustdbharif  according  to  modern  Hebraists  (thoush 
Gesenius  gives  "fair"  as  one  of  its  meanings).  The 
LXX  tr«  the  Heb  of  the  above  five  passages  bv  two 
different  words,  dyopd,  agordf  "market-place''  (vs 
12.14.16.19).  and  fuffSfn,  misihda,  "hire,"  "pay"  (vs 
27.33).  AV  follows  the  Wyclif  version  in  ver  12 
and  the  Geneva  version  throughout,  although  it 
properly  tr«  "wares"  in  ver  33.  RV  gives  "wares" 
(q.v.)  throughout. 

FAITH,  f&th: 

1.  Etymology 

2.  Meaning:  a  Divergency 

8.  Faith  in  the  Sense  of  Creed 
4.  A  Leading  Passage  Explained 
6.  Remarks 
0.  Conclusion 

In  the  OT  (AV)  the  word  occurs  only  twice:  Dt 
38  20  (l^t32i$,  'emUn);  Hab  2  4  (HJItaX,  'hnUndh). 
In  the  latter  RV  places  in  m  the  alternative  render- 
ing, '^faithfulness.  In  the  NT  it  is  of  very  frequent 
occurrence^  always  representing  irlffTis^  pistiSf  with 
one  exception  in  AV  (not  RV),  He  10  23,  where  it 
rep»resents  At/j,  elpis,  "hope.' 

The  history  of  the  Eng.  word  is  rather  interesting 
than  important;  use  andf  contexts,  alike  for  it  and 
its  Heb  and  Gr  parallels,  are  the  surest 
1.  Ety-  guides  to  meaning.     But  we  may  note 

mology  that  it  occurs  in  the  form  "feyth,"  in 

Havdok  the  Dane  (13th  cent. ) ;  that  it  is 
akin  to  fides  and  this  again  to  the  Sanskrit  root  bhidh, 
"to  unite,"  "to  bind."  It  is  worth  while  to  recall  this 
primeval  suggestion  of  the  spiritual  work  of  faith, 
as  that  which,  on  man's  side,  unites  him  to  Ood  for 
salvation. 

Studying  the  word  "faith"  in  the  li^ht  of  use  and 
contexts,  we  find  a  bifurcation  of  significance  in  the 
Bible.  We  may  distinguish  the  two  senses  as  the 
passive  and  the  active;  on  the  one  side,  "fidelity," 
"trustworthiness" ;  and  "faith,"  "trust,"  on  the  other. 


Faith 
Faitfafiil 
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In  Gal  6  22,  e.g.  context  makes  it  clear  that  *'fidel> 
ity"  is  in  view,  as  a  quality  congruous  with  the 
associated  graces.  (RV  accordingly 
2.  Meaning:  renders  pistia  there  bv  ''faithfulness.  } 
a  Diver-  Again,  Rom  3  3  AV,  '^the  faith  of  God,'' 
gency  by  the  nature  of  the  case,  means  His 

fidelity  to  promise.  But  in  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  cases,  ''faith,"  as  rendering 
pistiSf  means  '*reliance,"  "trust."  To  illustrate 
would  be  to  quote  many  scores  of  passages.  It  may 
be  enough  here  to  call  attention  to  the  recorded  use 
of  the  word  by  Our  Lord.  Of  about  twenty  pas- 
sages in  the  Gospels  where  pistis  occurs  as  coming 
from  His  lips,  only  one  (Mt  23  23)  presents  it  in 
the  apparent  sense  of  "fidelity."  All  the  others 
conspicuously  demand  the  sense  of  "reliance," 
"trust."  The  same  is  true  of  the  apostolic  writings. 
In  them,  with  rarest  exceptions,  the  words  "reli- 
ance," "trust,"  precisely  fit  the  context  as  alter- 
natives to  "faith. 

Another  line  of  meaning  is  traceable  in  a  very  few 
passages,  where  pistiSf  "faith,"  appears  in  the  sense 

of  'creed,"  the  truth,  or  bodv  of  truth, 
8.  Faith  in  which  is  trusted,  or  which  justifies 
the  Sense  trust.  The  most  important  of  such 
of  Creed       places  is  the  paragraph  Jas  2  14-2^, 

where  an  apparent  contradiction  to 
some  great  Pauline  dicta  perplexes  many  readers. 
The  riddle  is  solved  by  observing  that  the  writer 
uses  "faith"  in  the  sense  of  creed,  orthodox  "belief." 
This  is  dear  from  ver  19.  where  the  "faith"  in  ques- 
tion is  illustrated:  "Thou  believest  that  God  is 
one.'*  This  is  the  credal  confession  of  the  orthodox 
Jew  (the  sh*ma^;  see  Dt  6  4),  taken  as  a  passport 
to  salvation.  Briefly,  James  presses  the  futility  of 
creed  without  life,  Paul  the  necessity  of  reliance  in 
order  to  receive  "fife  and  peace." 

It  is  important  to  notice  that  He  11  1  is  no  ex- 
ception to  the  rule  that  "faith"  normally  means 

"reliance,"  "trust."  There  "Faith 
4.  A  Lead-  if  the  substance  [or  possibly,  in  the 
ing  Passage  %ht  of  recent  inquiries  into  the  type 
Explained  of  Gr  used  by  NT  writers,  "the  guar- 
anty"] of  things  hoped  for,  the  evi- 
dence [or  "convmcing  proof"]  of  things  not  seen." 
This  is  sometimes  interpreted  as  if  faith,  in  the 
writer's  view,  were,  so  to  speak,  a  facility  of  second 
sight,  a  mysterious  intuition  into  the  spiritual  world. 
But  the  chapter  amply  shows  that  the  faith  illus- 
trated, e.g.  by  Abraham,  Moses,  Rahab,  was  simply 
rdiance  upon  a  God  known  to  be  trustworthy. 
Such  reliance  enabled  the  believer  to  treat  the  future 
as  present  and  the  invisible  as  seen.  In  short,  the 
phrase  here,  "faith  is  the  evidence,"  etc,  is  parallel  in 
form  to  our  fami'iar  saying,  "Knowledge  is  power." 
A  few  detached  remarks  may  be  added:  (a)  The 
history  of  the  use  of  the  Gr  pistis  is  instructive.    In 

the  LXX  it  normally,  if  not  always. 
6.  Remarks  bears  the  "passive"  sense,  "fidelity,'^ 

"good  faith,"  while  in  classical  Gr  it 
not  rarely  bears  the  active  sense,  "trust."  In  the 
koin^f  the  type  of  Gr  universally  common  at  the 
Christian  era,  it  seems  to  have  adopted  the  active 
meaning  as  the  ruling  one  ordy  just  in  time,  so  to 
speak,  to  provide  it  for  the  utterance  of  Him 
whose  supreme  message  was  "reliance,"  and  who 
passed  that  message  on  to  His  apostles.  Through 
their  lips  and  pens  faith,"  in  that  sense,  became  the 
supreme  watchword  of  Christianity.  See  Justifi- 
cation; Union  with  Christ. 

In  conclusion,  without  trespassing  on  the  ground 
of  other  arts.,  we  call  the  reader's  attention,  for 

his  Scriptural  studies,  to  the  central 
6.  Conclu-  place  of  faith  in  Christianity ^  and  its 
sion  significance.    As  being,  in  its  true  idea, 

a  reliance  as  simple  as  possible  upon 
the  word,  power,  love,  of  Another,  it  is  precisely 


that  which,  on  man's  side,  adjusts  him  to  the  livii^ 
and  merciful  presence  and  action  of  a  trusted  God. 
In  its  nature,  not  by  any  mere  arbitrary  arrange- 
ment, it  is  his  one  possible  receptive  attitude,  that 
in  which  he  brings  nothing,  so  that  he  mav  receive 
all.  Thus  "faitlr'  is  our  side  of  union  with  Christ. 
And  thus  it  is  our  means  of  possessing  all  EQs  bene- 
fits, pardon,  justification,  purification,  life,  peace, 
glory. 

As  a  commeiit  on  our  exposition  of  the  ruling  meaning 
of  "faith"  in  Scripture,  we  may  note  that  this  precisely 
oorresponds  to  its  meaning  in  common  life,  where,  for 
once  that  the  word  means  ansrthing  else,  it  means  "re- 
liance" a  hundred  times.  Such  correspondence  between 
religious  terms  (in  Scripture)  and  the  meaning  of  the 
same  words  in  oommon  lue,  will  be  found  to  be  invariable. 

Handley  Dunelm 
FAITHFUL,  fath'fd&l,  FAITHFULNESS,  f&th'- 
fd61-nes: 

1.  Faithfulness  of  God  in  the  OT 

2.  Faithfulness  of  God  in  the  NT 

LiTBBATCRB 

Faithfulness  is  a  quality  or  attribute  applied  in 
the  Scripture  to  both  God  and  man.  This  art.  is 
hmited  to  the  consideration  of  the  Scripture  teach- 
ing concerning  the  meaning  of  faithfulness  in  its 
application  to  Grod. 

Faithfulness  is  one  of  the  characteristics  of  God's 
ethical  nature.  It  denotes  the  firmness  or  con- 
stancyof  God  in  His  relations  with  men,  especially 
with  His  people.  It  is,  accordingly,  one  aspect  of 
God's  truth  and  of  His  unchangeableness.  God  is 
true  not  only  because  He  is  really  God  in  contrast 
to  all  that  is  not  Grod,  and  because  He  realizes  the 
idea  of  Godhead,  but  also  because  He  is  constant 
or  faithful  in  keeping  His  promises,  and  therefore 
is  worthy  of  trust  (see  Truth).  God,  likewise,  is 
unchangeable  in  His  ethical  natiu^.  Tlus  unchange- 
ableness the  Scripture  often  connects  with  God's 
goodness  and  mercy,  and  also  with  His  constancy 
in  reference  to  His  covenant  promises,  and  this  is 
what  the  OT  means  by  the  Faithfulness  of  God 
(see  Unchanqeablbness). 

In  the  OT  this  attribute  is  ascribed  to  God  in 
passages  where  the  Heb  words  denoting  faithful- 
ness do  not  occur.  It  is  imiuied  in  the 
1.  Faithful-  covenant  name  Jehovah  as  unfolded 
fulness  of  in  Ex  3  13-15,  which  not  only  ex- 
God  in  the  presses  God's  self-existence  and  un- 
OT  changeableness,   but,   as  the  context 

indicates,  puts  God's  immutability 
in  special  relation  to  His  gracious  promises,  thus 
denoting  Grod's  unchangeable  faithfulness  which  is 
emphasized  in  the  OT  to  awaken  trust  in  God  (Dt 
7  9;  Ps  36  6  [Heb  6];  Isa  11  5;  Hos  12  6.9). 
(For  fuller  remarks  on  the  name  Jehovah  in  Ex  8 
13-15,  see  art.  Unchangeableness.)  It  is,  more- 
over, Giod's  faithfulness  as  well  as  His  immutability 
which  is  implied  in  those  passages  where  God  is 
called  a  rock,  as  being  the  secure  object  of  religious 
trust  (Dt  32  4.15;  Ps  18  2  [Heb  3];  42  9  [Heb 
10];  Isa  17  10,  etc).  This  same  attribute  is  also 
implied  where  Grod  reveals  Himself  to  Moses  and  to 
Israel  as  the  God  of  Abraham,  Isaac  and  Jacob, 
and  their  fathers'  God  (Ex  3  6.15.16).  The  truth 
concerning  God  here  taught  is  not  simply  that  He 
stood  in  a  gracious  relation  to  the  Patriarchs,  but 
that  He  is  faithful  to  His  gracious  promise  to  their 
fathers,  and  that  what  He  was  to  them  He  will  con- 
tinue to  be  to  Moses  and  to  Israel.  This  is  the 
fundamental  idea  in  the  OT  concerning  the  faith- 
fulness of  Grod. 

This  can  be  seen  also  from  the  Heb  words  which 
are  used  to  express  this  quality  of  God's  nature  and 
activity.  These  words  are  ne'iman,  the  Niphal 
participle  of  the  vb.  'aman  used  as  an  adj. — "faith- 
ful"— and  the  nouns  'Smeth  and  'hnHnah — "faith- 
fulness."   The  verbal  stem  ^dman  means  "to  be 
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secure  or  firm."  In  the  $al  it  denotes  the  firmness 
of  that  which  supports  something,  beinff  used  in 
the  participle  of  a  nurse  who  carries  a  child  (Nu  11 
12;  2  S  4  4;  Isa  49  23).  In  the  Niphal  it  denotes 
the  firmness  of  that  which  is  supported,  for  example, 
a  child  which  is  carried  (Isa  60  4) ;  a  well-founded 
house  (1  S  2  35;  25  28);  a  wall  which  firmly 
holds  a  nail  (Isa  22  23.25);  a  kingdom  firmly 
established  (2  S  7  16);  persons  secure  in  political 
station  (Isa  7  9);  a  heart  which  is  faithful  (Neh 
9  8).  Hence  in  the  Niphal  the  vb.  comes  to  have 
the  meaning  of  being  true  in  the  sense  of  the  agree- 
ment of  words  and  assertions  with  reality;  for 
example,  of  words  and  revelations  (Gen  42  20; 
Hos  6  9);  and  of  persons  (Isa  8  2;  Jer  42  5). 
It  has  aJso  the  meaning  of  being  faithful,  being 
applied  to  men  in  Nu  12  7;  Ps  101  6;  Neh  IS 
13,  etc.  In  this  sense  the  term  is  apphed  to  the 
covenant-keeping  Jeh  to  express  the  truth  that  He 
is  firm  or  constant,  that  is,  faithful,  in  regard  to  His 
covenant  promises,  and  will  surely  fulfil  them  (Dt 
7  9;     Isa  49  7;    and   possibly   Hos  11  12   [Heb 

12  1]). 

A  similar  use  is  made  of  the  nouns  'Smeth  and 
^hnUndh.  Apart  from  the  instances  where  ^Ihneth 
denotes  the  idea  of  truth  or  the  correspondence  of 
words  and  ideas  with  reality,  and  the  instances 
where  it  denotes  the  agreement  of  acts  and  words 
with  the  inner  disposition,  that  is,  sincerity,  it  is 
also  used  to  denote  the  idea  of  faithfulness  as  above 
defined.  As  regards  the  noun  'hnundh,  apart  from 
a  few  passages  where  it  is  doubtful  whether  it 
means  truth  or  faithfulness,  it  usually  denotes  the 
latter  idea.  Both  these  nouns,  then,  are  used  to 
signify  the  idea  of  faithfulness,  that  is,  constancy 
or  firmness,  esp.  in  the  fulfilment  of  all  obligations. 
In  this  sense  these  words  are  not  only  applied  to 
men,  but  also  to  God  to  express  the  idea  that  He  is 
always  faithful  to  His  covenant  promises.  It  is 
this  attribute  of  God  which  the  Psalmist  declares 
(Ps  40  10  [Heb  11]),  and  the  greatness  of  which  he 
affirms  by  saying  that  God's  faithfulness  reacheth 
to  the  clouds  (36  5  [Heb  6]).  It  is  this  which  he 
makes  the  object  of  praise  (89  1.2  [Heb  2.3];  92  2 
[Heb  3]);  and  which  he  says  should  be  praised  and 
reverenced  by  all  men  (89  5.8  [Heb  6.9]).  And 
even  this  faithfulness  is  itself  characterized  by  con- 
stancy, if  we  may  so  speak,  for  the  Psalmist  says 
that  it  endures  to  all  generations  (100  5).  Being 
thus  a  characteristic  of  God,  it  also  characterizes 
His  salvation,  and  becomes  the  basis  of  confidence 
that  God  will  hear  prayer  (143  1).  It  thus  becomes 
the  security  of  the  rehgious  man  (91  4);  and  the 
source  of  God's  help  to  His  people  (31  6  [Heb  6]). 
Accordingly  in  the  teaching  of  prophecy,  the  sal- 
vation of  the  covenant  people  rests  upon  no  claim 
or  merit  of  their  own,  but  solely  upon  Jeh's  mercy, 
grace  and  faithfulness.  When  Israel  incurred 
God's  judgments,  it  might  have  appeared  as  if  His 
promise  was  to  fail,  but,  so  far  from  this  being  true, 
as  Jehovah  He  is  faithful  to  His  word  of  promise 
which  stands  forever  (Isa  40  8) .  Even  from  eternity 
His  counsels  are  characterized  by  faithfulness  and 
truth  (25  1) ;  and  this  is  not  because  of  Israel's  faith- 
fulness, but  it  is  for  His  own  sake  that  Jeh  blotteth 
out  their  transgressions  (43  22-25;  Mic  7  18-^). 
It  is,  moreover,  this  same  characteristic  of  Jeh  which 
is  asserted  in  many  cases  where  the  Heb  words 
'imeih  and  *Smundh  are  tr**  by  the  word  **truth"  in 
AV.  In  Ex  34  6  it  is  God's  faithfuhiess  {*Smeth) 
which  is  referred  to,  since  it  evidently  signifies  His 
constancy  from  generation  to  generation:  and  in 
Dt  32  4  it  is  also  God's  faithfuhiess  CSmundh) 
which  is  mentioned,  since  it  is  contrasted  with  the 
faithlessness  of  Israel.  The  same  is  true  of  'imeth 
in  Mic  7  20;  Ps  31  6  [Heb  6]);  91  4;  146  6. 
Tliis  is  cdso  true  of  the  numerous  instances  where 


God's  mercy  and  truth  Cometh)  are  combined,  His 
mercy  being  the  source  of  His  ^acious  promises, 
and  His  truth  the  faithfulness  with  which  He  cer- 
tainly fulfils  them  (Ps  26  10:  67  3  [Heb  4];  61  7 
[Heb  8];  86  10  [Heb  11]:  86  15).  And  since  the 
covenant-keeping  Jehovah  is  faithful,  faithfulness 
comes  also  to  be  a  characteristic  of  the  New  Cove- 
nant which  is  everlasting  (Ps  89  28  [Heb  29]);  cf 
also  for  a  similar  thought,  Isa  64  8  ff ;  Jer  31  35  ff; 
Hos  2  19  f ;  Ezk  16  60  ff. 

It  is  in  this  connection,  moreover,  that  God's 
faithfulness  is  closely  related  to  His  righteousness 
in  the  OT.  In  the  second  half  of  the  prophecy  of 
Isaiah  and  in  many  of  the  psalms,  righteousness  is 
ascribed  to  God  because  He  comes  to  ndp  and  save 
His  people.  Thus  righteousness  as  a  (quality  parallel 
with  grace,  mercy  and  faithfulness  is  ascribed  to 
God  (Isa  41  10;  42  6;  46  13.19.21;  63  1).  It 
appears  in  these  places  to  widen  out  from  its  exclu- 
sively judicial  or  forensic  association  and  to  become 
a  quality  of  God  as  Saviour  of  His  people.  Accord- 
ingly this  attribute  of  God  is  appealed  to  in  the 
Pss  as  the  basis  of  hope  for  salvation  and  dehv- 
erance  (Ps  31  1  [Heb  2];.  36  24;  71  2;  143  11). 
Hence  this  attribute  is  associated  with  God's  mercy 
aAd  grace  (Ps  36  5  [Heb  6].9  [Heb  10]:  89  14 
[Heb  15]);  also  with  His  faithfulness  (Zee  8  8; 
Ps  36  6  [Heb  7]);  40  10  [Heb  11];  88  11.12 
[Heb  12.13];  89  14  [Heb  15];  96  13;  119  137. 
142;  143  1;.  Accordingly  the  OT  conception  of 
the  righteousness  of  God  has  been  practicsdly  identi- 
fied with  His  covenant  faithfulness,  by  such  writers 
as  Kautzsch,  Riehm  and  Smend,  Ritsohl's  defini- 
tion of  it  being  very  much  the  same.  Moreover, 
Ritschl,  following  Diestel^  denied  that  the  idea  of 
distributive  and  retributive  justice  is  ascribed  to 
God  in  the  OT.  In  regard  to  this  latter  point,  it 
should  be  remarked  in  passing  that  this  denial  that 
the  judicial  or  forensic  idea  of  righteousness  is 
ascribed  to  God  in  the  OT  breaks  (fown,  not  only 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  OT  does  ascribe  this 
attribute  to  God  in  many  ways,  but  also  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  in  a  number  of  passages  the  idea  of 
retribution  is  specifically  referred  to  the  righteous- 
ness of  God  (see  RiQHTEonsNEss;  cf  against  Diestel 
and  Ritschl,  Dalman,  Die  richterliche  GerechtigkeU 
im  Alien  Testamenl), 

That  which  concerns  us,  however,  in  regard  to 
this  close  relation  between  righteousness  andfaith- 
f  ulness  is  to  observe  that  this  should  not  be  pressed 
to  the  extent  of  the  identification  of  righteousness 
with  covenant  faithfulness  in  these  passages  in  the 
Pss  and  the  second  half  of  Isa.  The  idea  seems  to 
be  that  Israel  has  sinned  and  has  no  claim  upon 
Jeh,  finding  her  only  hope  of  deliverance  in  His 
mercy  and  faithfulness.  But  this  very  fact  that 
Jeh  IS  merciful  and  faithful  becomes,  as  it  were, 
Israel's  claim,  or  rather  the  ground  oi  Israel's  hope 
of  deliverance  from  her  enemies.  Hence  in  the 
recognition  of  this  claim  of  Hispeople,  Giod  is  said 
to  be  righteous  in  manifesting  Hi«  mercy  and  faith- 
fulness, so  that  His  righteousness,  no  less  than  His 
mercy  and  faithfulness,  becomes  the  ground  of  His 
people's  hope.  Righteousness  is  thus  closely  related 
m  these  cases  to  faithfulness,  but  it  is  not  identi- 
fied with  it,  nor  has  it  in  all  cases  lost  entirely  its 
forensic  tone.  This  seems  to  be,  in  general,  the 
meaning  of  righteousness  in  the  Pss  and  the  second 
half  of  Isa,  with  which  may  also  be  oompiured  Mic 
6  9;   Zee  8  8. 

Tiie  emphasis  which  this  attribute  of  God  has 
in  the  OT  is  determined  by  the  fact  that  through- 
out the  whole  of  the  OT  the  covenant  relation  of 
Jeh  to  His  people  is  founded  solely  in  Ciod's  grace, 
and  not  on  any  merit  of  theirs.  If  this  covenant 
relation  had  been  based  on  any  claim  of  Israel, 
faithfulness  on  God's  part  might  have  been  taken 


Faithful 
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for  granted.  But  since  Jeh's  covenant  relation 
vnth  Israel  and  His  promises  of  salvation  spring 
solely  from,  and  depend  wholly  upon,  the  grace  of 
God,  that  which  gave  firm  assurance  that  the  past 
experience  of  God's  grace  would  continue  in  the 
future  was  this  immutable  faithfulness  of  Jeh.  By 
it  the  experience  of  the  fathers  was  given  a  religious 
value  for  Israel  from  generation  to  generation. 
And  even  a^  the  faithfulness  of  God  bridged  over 
the  past  and  the  present,  so  also  it  constituted  the 
connecting  hnk  between  the  present  and  the  future, 
becoming  thus  the  firm  basis  of  Israel's  hope;  cf 
Ps  89  which  sets  forth  the  faithfulness  of  God  in 
its  sreatness,  its  firmness  as  the  basis  of  the  covenant 
and  the  ground  it  affords  of  hope  for  future  help 
from  Jeh,  and  for  hope  that  His  covenant  shall 
endure  forever.  When  God's  people  departed  from 
Him  all  the  more  emphasis  was  put  upon  His  faith- 
fulness, so  that  the  only  hope  of  His  wayward  people 
lajr  not  only  in  His  grace  and  mercy  but  also  m  His 
faithfulness,  which  stands  in  marked  contrast  with 
the  faithlessness  and  inconstancy  of  His  people. 
This  is  probably  the  meaning  of  the  difficult  ver 
Hos  11  12  (Heb  12  1).  • 

In  the  NT  teaching  concerning  the  faithfulness 
of  God  the  same  idea  of  faithfulness  to  His  gracious 
promisee  is  emphasized  and  held  up 
2.  Faithful-  as  the  object  <k  a  confident  trust  in 
ness  of  God  God.  This  idea  is  usually  expressed 
In  the  NT  by  the  adj.  pistds,  and  once  oy  the 
noun  plstiSf  whicn  more  frequently 
has  the  active  sense  of  faith  or  trust. 

An  attempt  has  been  made  by  Wendt  (SK^  1883, 
611  f;  Teackina  of  Jmi8j  ET,  I,  259  f)  to  interpret 
the  words  amkeia  and  alethes  in  many  instances, 
especially  in  the  Johannine  writings,  as  denoting 
faithfulness  and  rectitude,  after  the  analogy  of  the 
LXX  rendering  Ueos  kai  Mtheia  for  the  Heb  phrase 
"mercy  and  truth,"  in  which  truth  is  eqmvalent 
to  faithfulness.  But  the  most  that  could  be  in- 
ferred from  the  fact  that  the  LXX  uses  the  word 
aUtheia  to  translate  the  Heb  word  *Smeihf  and  in 
about  one-half  the  cases  where  'hnundk  occurs, 
would  be  that  those  Gr  words  midit  have  been  pre- 
pared for  such  a  use  in  the  NT.  But  while  it  is  true 
that  there  is  one  usage  of  these  words  in  John's 
writings  in  an  ethical  sense  apparently  based  on  the 
OT  use  of  ^Smeth  and  ^hnUndky  the  Gr  words  do  not 
have  this  meaning  when  employed  to  denote  a  char- 
acteristic of  God.  Neither  is  the  adj.  alethinda  so 
used.    See  Truth. 

In  the  Epp.  of  Paul  the  word  cditheia  occurs  quite 
frequently  to  denote  the  truth  revealed  by  God  to 
man  through  reason  and  conscience,  and  to  denote 
the  doctrinal  content  of  the  gospel .  In  two  passages, 
however,  the  words  alelhes  and  aletheia  seem  to  sig- 
nify the  faithfulness  of  God  (Rom  3  4.7:  16  8). 
In  the  former  passage  Paul  is  contrasting  tne  faith- 
fulness of  God  with  the  faithlessness  of  men,  the 
word  aletheSf  ver  4,  and  aUtheia,  ver  7,  apparently 
denoting  the  same  Divine  characteristic  as  the 
word  pistiSf  ver  3.  In  the  latter  passage  fRom  15 
8),  the  vindication  of  God's  covenant  faithfulness, 
throu^  the  realization  of  His  promises  to  the 
fathers,  is  declared  to  have  been  the  purpose  of  the 
ministry  of  Jesus  Christ  to  the  Jews. 

This  faithfulness  of  God  to  His  covenant  promises 
IB  frequently  emphasized  by  Paul,  the  words  he 
employs  being  the  noun  piatis  (once)  and  the  adj. 
pifios.  The  noun  pistia  is  used  once  by  Paul  in  this 
sense  (Rom  3  3  ff).  In  this  place  Paul  is  arguing 
that  the  unbelief  of  the  Jews  cannot  make  void 
God's  faithfulness.  Both  Jew  and  Gentile,  the 
apostle  had  said,  are  on  the  same  footing  as  regards 
justification.  Nevertheless  the  Jews  had  one  great 
advantage  in  that  they  were  the  people  to  whom  the 
revelation  of  God's  gracious  promises  had  been  com- 


mitted. These  promises  will  certainly  be  fulfilled, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  some  of  the  Jews  were 
unfaithful,  because  the  fulfilment  of  these  promises 
depends  not  on  human  conduct  but  on  the  faith- 
fulness of  God,  which  cannot  be  made  void  by 
human  faithlessness  and  unbelief.  And  to  the  sup- 
position that  man's  faithlessness  could  make  of  none 
effect  God's  faithfulness,  Paul  replies  'let  God  be 
faithful  [aUthes]  and  every  man  a  liar*  (ver  4),  by 
which  Paul  means  to  say  that  in  the  fulfilment  of 
God's  promises^  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  men  are 
faithless,  the  faithfulness  of  God  will  be  abimdantly 
vindicated,  even  though  thereby  everv  noan  should 
be  proven  untrue  and  faithless.  And  not  only  so, 
but  human  faithlessness  will  give  an  opportunity 
for  a  manifestation  of  the  faithfulness  (alilheia)  of 
God,  abounding  to  His  glory  (ver  7).  God's  faith- 
fulness here  is  His  unchangeable  constancy  and 
fidelity  to  His  covenant  promises;  and  it  is  this 
fidehty  to  His  promises,  or  the  fact  that  God's  gra- 
cious gifts  and  election  are  without  any  change  of 
mind  on  His  part,  which  save  to  Paul  the  assurance 
that  all  Israel  should  finally  be  saved  (Rom  11  25- 
29).  Moreover  this  covenant  faithfulness  of  God 
is  grounded  in  His  very  nature,  so  that  Paul's  hope 
of  eternal  life  rests  on  the  fact  that  God  who  cannot 
lie  promised  it  before  the  world  began  (Tit  1  2); 
and  the  certainty  that  God  will  abide  faithful  not- 
withstanding human  faithlessness  rests  on  the  fact 
that  God  cannot  deny  Himself  (2  Tim  2  13).  It 
is  because  God  is  faithful  that  His  promises  in 
Christ  are  yea  and  amen  (2  Cor  1  18.20).  This 
attribute  of^God,  moreover,  is  the  basis  of  Paul's 
confident  assurance  that  God  will  preserve  the 
Christian  in  temptation  (1  Cor  10  13);  and  estab- 
lish him  and  preserve  him  from  evil  (2  Tliess  8  3). 
And  since  God  is  faithful  and  His  gracious  promises 
trustworthy,  this  characteristic  attaches  to  the 
^'faithful  sayings"  in  the  Pastoral  Epistles  whidi 
sum  up  the  gospel,  making  them  worthy  of  trust 
and  acceptance  (1  Tim  1  15;  4  9;  Tit  8  8). 

This  faithfulness  of  God  in  the  sense  of  fidelity 
to  His  promises  is  set  forth  as  the  object  of  sure 
trust  and  hope  by  the  writer  of  the  Epistle  to 
the  Hebrews.  It  was  the  basis  of  Sarah's  faith 
that  she  would  bear  a  child  when  she  was  past 
age  (He  11  11);  and  it  is  because  God  is  faith- 
ful to  His  promise  in  Christ  that  we  can  draw 
nigh  to  Him  with  full  assurance  of  faith,  holding 
fast  without  wavering  the  profession  of  hope  (He 
10  23). 

John  also  ascribes  this  attribute  to  God.  Since 
one  of  the  most  precious  of  God's  promises  through 
Christ  is  the  pcuxlon  of  sin  through  the  "blood  of 
Jesus  Chrbt '  John  says  that  God's  faithfulness, 
as  well  as  His  righteousness,  is  manifested  in  the 
formveness  of  sin  (1  Jn  1  9). 

The  faithfulness  of  God  is  viewed  from  a  slightly 
different  point  by  Peter  when  he  tells  his  readers 
that  those  who  suffer  as  Christians  and  in  accord- 
ance with  God's  will  should  ''commit  their  soul's 
in  well-doing  unto  a  faithful  Creator"  (1  Pet  4  19). 
The  quality  of  faithfulness,  which  in  the  Scrip- 
ture is  more  frequently  ascribed  to  God  in  His 
relation  to  man  as  gracious  Saviour,  and  as  the 
ground  of  hope  in  His  gracious  promises,  is  here 
applied  by  Peter  to  God  in  His  relation  to  man  as 
his  Creator,  and  is  made  the  ground  of  comfort 
under  persecution  and  suffering.  The  omission  of 
the  art.  before  the  words  ''faithful  Creator"  makes 
emphatic  that  this  is  a  characteristic  of  God  as 
Creator,  and  the  position  of  the  words  in  the  sentence 
throws  great  emphasis  on  this  attribute  of  God  as 
the  basis  of  comfort  under  suffering.  It  is  as  if 
Peter  would  say  to  suffering  Christians,  "You  suffer 
not  by  chance  but  in  accordance  with  God's  will; 
He,  the  almighty  Creator,  made  you,  and  since  your 
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Buffering  is  in  accordance  with  His  will,  you  ought 
to  trust  youraelves  to  Him  who  as  your  Creator  is 
faithful.  It  is,  of  couiae,  Christiaiia  who  are  to 
derive  this  comfort,  but  the  faithfulness  of  God  ia 
extended  here  to  cover  all  His  relations  to  His 
people,  ftnd  to  pledge  all  His  attributes  in  their 

This  attribute  is  also  ascribed  to  Christ  in  the  NT. 
Where  Jesus  ia  nailed  a  ftuthful  hiRh  priest,  the  idea 
expressed  is  His  fidelity  to  His  ODligations  to  God 
and  to  His  Baving  work  (He  2  17;  3  2.6).  But 
when  in  the  Book  of  Revelation  Jesus  Christ  is 
called  the  "faithful  witness"  or  al»olutely  the 
"Faithful  and  True,"  it  is  clear  that  the  (quality  of 
futhfulncsB,  in  the  most  absolute  sense  m  which 
it  is  characteristic  of  God  in  contrast  with  human 
changeableness,  ie  ascribed  to  Christ  (Rev  1  5; 
S  14;  19  11).  This  ia  esp.  clear  in  the  last-named 
passage.  The  heavens  themselves  open  to  disclose 
the  glorified  Christ,  and  He  appears  not  only  as  a 
victorious  warrior  whose  name  is  faithful  and  true, 
but  also  as  the  one  in  whom  these  attributes  have 


exalted  Lord.    This  clearly  imi^ea  the  Deity  <rf 

In  summing  up  the  Scripture  teaching  concerning 
God's  faithfulness,  three  things  are  notewortl^. 
In  the  first  place,  tliis  charact«ristic  of  God  is  usually 
connected  with  His  gracious  proniisee  of  salvation, 
and  is  one  of  those  attributes  which  make  God  the 
firm  and  secure  object  of  religioua  trust.  As  is  the 
case  with  all  the  Scripture  teaching  concerning  God, 
it  is  the  religious  value  of  His  faithfulness  which  ia 
made  prominent.  In  the  second  place,  the  so-oalled 
moral  attributes,  of  which  this  is  one,  are  essential 
in  order  to  constitute  God  the  lAject  of  religion, 
along  with  the  so-called  incommunicable  attributes 
such  as  Omnipotence,  Omnipresence  and  Un- 
changeableness.  Take  away  either  class  of  attri- 
butes from  God,  and  He  ceases  to  be  God,  the  object 
of  religious  veneration  sjid  trust.     And  in  the  third 

Slace,  while  these  moral  attributes,  to  which  faith- 
llneas  belongs,  have  been  called  communicable," 
to  distinguish  them  from  the  "incommunicable" 
attributes  which  distinguish  God  from  all  that  is 
finite,  it  should  never  be  forgotten  that,  acoording 
to  the  Scripture,  God  ia  faithful  in  such  an  absolute 
sense  as  to  contrast  Rim  with  men  who  are  faithful 
only  in  a  relative  sense,  and  who  appear  as  change- 
able and  faithless  in  comparison  with  the  faithful' 
ness  of  God.    See  Riohteousnesb;   Troth;    Un- 


er  aUtitt.  Thial..  268-70. 
in  NT.  21-22,  2GO-eO. 
!  subject  Is  treated  under 


S!.60b:  li\\iamoa,liattdbuc 


S69-T0;   Scb 


;   DtT  Qla^ 


w  or  God. 

On  the  relBtlon  at  Ood'a  truth  and  faithtulneaa.  see 

Wendt,  Der  Gebrauch  der  WBrlir.  sA^liis,  aAiifn  und 
iA.^»<k  in  ST.  SK.  1883,  Gil  t:  Htuiton.  art,  "Truth." 
In  HOB.  IV,  S16I:  and  the  above-mentioned  work  Ot 
ScMactor.  Oo  tho  relation  of  the  laltbfulneaa  to  the 
rlshteoiunesB  at  Ood,  nee  Dlcetet,  "  Die  Idee  der  Gerecb- 
Ugkelt  vorzUgllch  liQ  AT,"  Jahrbaditr  /Or  dtulicht  TKeo- 
haie.  1860.  lT3f :  Kaut»(di,  Utbf  die  Dtriiali  do  Stanmii 

E1S  <•>•  AT  avtchaebrauth:  Rletun,  AT  Thiol.,  27ir; 
mead,  AUIttt.  Rrliaiorueachichlt.  SeS  t;  Rltachl,  Juilifi- 
csfisn  and  Acconcifi'alion:  Dolman.  Dii  richiiriicki  Ot- 
ttchiiqktit  im  A  T;  »nd  the  above-mentloOBd  OT  Theolo- 
Idea  oi  DlUmuin  and  Oebler. 

Caspar  Wistar  Hodob 

FAITHFUL  SATINGS,   sa'ins   (wtrrit  i  Xtf^ott 

puUa  ho  Ugoa) :  "This  is  a  faithful  saying  and  worthy 
of  all  acceptation"  (AV).  These  words  form  a  striking 
formula  which  is  found — with  slight  variations — 
only  in  the  Pastoral  Epistles,  in  1  l^m  1  15;  3  1; 
4  9;  2  Tim  2  It;  Tit  S  8.  A  similar  expression 
occurs  in  Rev  (31  5  and  22  6  AV),"Theoesayings 
are  faithful  and  true." 


7Tk«  Fio*  "Sayinat, " — Paul's  faithful  sayings  are 
thus  five  in  number,  and  "were  no  doubt  rehearsed 
constantly  in  the  assemblies,  till  they  became  well- 
known  watchwords  in  the  various  churches  scattered 
over  the  Mediterranean-washed  provinces  of  the 
Romempire"(EUicott,iV7'C(nRTn.onl  Tim  1  15). 

The  Orst  of  the  Mthfnl  sajrlnga 
exlsMace  ot  OhrtaC.  ot  Hta  conilaB 


tor  o[  the  Kospel,  a  work 

._ always  full  ot  dlfflculty. 

The  omce  In  question  Is  honorable  and 
3.  The  2'^?'^^T_'f"^i  ^^-.'^P^J^'^^f'^iJi 


4.  The 
Fourth 
"Saying" 


edn«Ha  at  that  union.  The  Obriman  la 
"dead  with  Ohrlat,"  he  "miSen  with 
Chrlat."  But  the  union  with  Chilat  Is 
etonal;  "We  ihall  alw  live  with  him; 
....  we  aball  also  reign  irlth  him"  In 
life  that  Is  tidelen,   enllesa  and  full  of 

£or7.     Hurely  then,  no  one  will  draw  back,  for  "U  we 
my  him,"  "If  we  believe  not,"  "he  also  will  deny  iia." 
for  '•  he  Bbldeth  faithful,  he  cannot  deny  himself." 

The  fifth  and  last  of  the  faithful  raying*  ipeaks  ot 

our  former  unconverteil  rtate.  "for  we  also  onca  were 

foolish,  disobedient,  deed  ved ,  serving  divers 

8,  The  lu"!'  and  Dleanirea.     Bub  ....  the  klnd- 

■Bnt\.  neaa  and  love  of  Ood  ....  toward  man 

fi^      .      ..       appeared,   not   by  work*   which    we   did 

Saying"      ourselves,  but  acoording  to  his  mercy  be 

raved  uB."     nliaiiiiliii—  ta  now  the  Chrls- 

Uan'a  lot,  and  this  la  the  result  not  of  our  works;  we  owe 

It  all  to  the  tender  love  of  Ood.  to  Hta  Divine  pl^.  to  His 

redeeming  grace.    Yes.  this  la  a  faithful  saying. 

John  RvTuBBPtntD 

FAITHLESS,  fathles:  The  tr  of  (lw«rr»f ,  dpurfos, 
"without  faith,  having  the  sense  of  "unbelieving, 
"disbelieving,  Jesus  upbraids  the  people,  O 
faithless  and  perverse  generation!"  (Mt  IT  17; 
Mk  9  19:  Lk  9  41);  He  says  to  Thomas,  "Be  not 
faithless,  but  believing"  (Jn  30  27);  RV  adds,  "If 
we  are  faithless,"  instead  of  "believe  not"  (2  Tim 
2  13);  ct  1  Cor  7  12-15;  10  27;  U  22,24,  etc: 
Tit  1  15.  In  Lk  IS  46  apitios  has  the  sense  of 
"unfaithful,"  so  RV;  perhapa  also  Rev  31  8,  "un- 
believing." 

FALCON,  fft'k'n,  tfllTc'r^  fftl'kuni  The  Hebrews 
did  not  know  the  word.  Their  bird  corresponding 
to  our  falcon,  in  all  probability,  was  one  of  the 
snmller  kestrels  oovered  by  the  word  nlf,  which 
seemed  to  cover  all  lesser  birds  of  prey  that  we  in- 
clude in  the  hawk  family.  That  some  of  our  many 
divisions  of  species  were  known  to  them  is  indicated 
by  the  phrase  "after  its  kind,"  The  word  occurs 
in  RV  in  Job  38  7,  to  tr  'ayyOh,  Gr  tW',  ifupa  (rf 
Lev  11  14;   Dt  U  13): 
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ornithologists  know  that  eagles,  vultures  and  the 
large  hawks  have  such  range  of  vision  that  they  at 
once  descend  from  heights  at  which  we  cannot  see 
them  to  take  prey  on  earth  or  food  placed  to  tempt 
them.  The  falcons  and  sparrow  hawks  are  small 
members  of  the  family,  some  of  which  feed  on  little 
birds,  some  on  insects.  They  are  not  celebrated 
for  greater  range  of  vision  than  other  birds  of  the 
same  location  and  feeding  habits.  The  strength 
of  these  lines  lay  in  the  fact  that  if  the  path  to  the 
mine  were  so  well  concealed  that  the  piercing  eye 
of  the  vulture  failed  to  find  it,  then  it  was  perfectly 
hidden  indeed.  Gene  Stratton-Porteb 

FALL,  f61  (vb.) :  The  idea  of  falling  is  most  fre- 
quently expressed  in  Heb  by  bSJ ,  ndphaly  but  also 
by  many  other  words;  in  Gr  by  irlirr<a^  plptOf  and 
its  compounds.  The  uses  of  the  word  m  Scripture 
are  very  varied.  There  is  the  literal  falling  by 
descent;  the  falling  of  the  countenance  in  sorrow, 
shame,  anger,  etc  (Gen  4  5.6);  the  falling  in  battle 
(14  10;  Nu  14  3,  etc);  the  failing  into  trouble,  etc 
(Prov  24  16.17):  prostration  in  supplication  and 
reverence  (Gen  17  3;  Nu  14  5,  etc):  falling  of  the 
Spirit  of  Jeh  (Esk  11  6;  cf  8  24;  8  1);  of  apo&h 
tasy  (2  Thess  2  3;  He  6  6;  Jude  ver  24),  etc. 
RV  frequently  changes  "fall"  of  AV  into  other  words 
or  phrases,  as  "stumble"  (Lev  26  37;  Ps  64  8; 
2  Pet  1  10,  etc),  "fade"  (Isa  88  4),  etc;  in  Acts 
27,  RV  reads  "be  cast  ashore  on  rocky  ground"  for 
"have  fallen  upon  rocks"  (ver  29),  "perish"  for 
"fall"  (ver  34),  "Ughting  upon"  for  "falling  into" 
(ver  41).  W.  L.  Walker 

FALL,  f61,  THE: 

1.  Meaning  of  Gen  8 

2.  Gen  8  in  the  Old  and  Now  Testaments 
d.  The  Fall  and  the  Theory  of  Evolution 
4.  The  Character  of  the  Fall 

The  question  concerning  the  origin,  the  age  and 
the  written  record  of  the  histo^  of  the  Fall  in  Gen 
8  need  not  be  discussed  here.  For  in  the  first  place, 
science  can  never  reach  to  the  oldest  origins  ana 
the  ultimate  destinies  of  humanity,  and  historical 
and  critical  inquiry  will  neyer  be  able  to  prove  either 
the  veracity  or  the  unveracity  of  this  history.  And 
in  the  second  place,  exactly  as  it  now  lies  before 
us,  this  history  has  already  formed  for  centuries  a 
portion  of  holy  Scripture,  an  indispensable  element 
m  the  organism  of  the  revelation  of  salvation,  and 
as  such  has  been  accepted  in  faith  by  the  Heb  con- 
gregation (Jewish  people)^  by  Christ,  by  the  apostles, 
and  by  the  whole  Christian  church. 

That  Gen  8  gives  us  an  account  of  the  fall  of  man, 
of  the  loss  of  his  primitive  innocence  and  of  the 

misery,  i)articularly  death,  to  which 
1.  Meaning  he  has  since  been  subjected,  cannot 
of  Gen,  Ch  8  reasonably  be  denied.    The  opinion 

of  the  Ophites,  Kant,  Schiller,  Hegel, 
etc,  that  Gen  8  relates  the  awakening  of  man  to  self- 
consciousness  and  personality  (see  Adam  in  OT 
AND  Apoc),  and  therefore  does  not  tell  us  of  a  fall, 
but  a  marked  progression,  is  controverted  by  the 
name  which  the  forbidden  tree  bears,  as  indicat- 
ing  to  man  not  merely  a  tree  of  knowledge  in  the 
ordinary  way,  but  quite  specially  a  tree  of  knowl- 
edge of  good  and  evil. 

Gen  8  is  not  in  the  least  meant  to  relate  to  us  how 
man  obtained  the  idea  of  his  nakedness  and  sexual 
passions,  and  from  a  state  of  childlike  innocence 
changed  in  this  respect  to  manlike  maturity  (Eerd- 
man's  De  Beteekenis  van  het  Paradijsverhacd,  TT, 
1905,  485-511).  For  according  to  Gen,  man  was 
created  full-grown,  received  a  wife  immediately  as 
helpmeet,  and  at  the  same  time  saw  himself  allotted 
the  task  of  multiplying  and  replenishing  the  earth. 
Moreover,  the  idea  that  sexual  desire  is  something 


sinful  and  deserves  punishment  was  entirely  foreign 
to  ancient  Israel. 

Finally,  the  interpretation  of  Wellhausen  (G^ 
9chickie  Israels,  1878,  344)  cannot  be  accepted,  that 
man  in  Gen  3  should  obtain  ''die  intellektuelle 
Welterkenntniss,  die  metaphysische  Erkenntniss 
der  Dinge  in  ihrem  Zusammenhange,  ihrem  Werth 
Oder  Unwerth,  ihrem  Nutzen  oder  Schaden"  ("the 
intellectual  knowledge  of  the  world,  the  meta- 
physical knowledge  of  things  in  their  connection, 
their  worth  or  unworth,  their  utility  or  hurtf ulness' ' ) . 
For  in  the  first  place,  according  to  Gen,  this  was 
man's  peculiar  province  from  the  beginning;  he 
received  indeed  the  vocation  to  subdue  the  earth, 
to  keep  and  till  the  ground,  to  give  the  animals  their 
names.  And  in  the  second  place,  the  acquiring  of 
this  knowledge  among  the  Israelites,  who  esteemed 
practical  wisdom  so  highly,  is  difficult  to  represent 
as  a  fall,  or  as  a  punishment  deserved  for  disobe- 
dience. 

There  is  no  other  explanation  possible  of  Gen  8 
than  that  it  is  the  narration  of  a  fall,  which  consists 
in  the  transgression  of  an  explicit  command  of  God, 
thus  bearing  a  moral  significance,  and  therefore 
followed  by  repentance,  shame,  fear  and  punish- 
ment. The  context  of  the  chapter  places  this  inter- 
pretation beyond  all  doubt,  for  before  his  fall  man 
IS  represented  as  a  creature  made  after  God's  image 
and  receiving  paradise  as  a  dwelling-place,  and  after 
the  fall  he  is  sent  into  a  rough  world,  is  condemned 
to  a  life  of  labor  and  sorrow,  and  increases  more  and 
more  in  sin  until  the  judgment  of  the  Flood. 

It  is  indeed  remarkable  how  very  seldom  the  OT 
refers  to  this  history  of  the  Fall.  This  is  not  a 
sufficient  reason  for  pronouncing  it 
2.  Gen,  Ch8  of  later  origin,  for  the  same  peculiarity 
in  the  OT  presents  itselt  at  the  time  when,  ac- 
and  NT  cording  to  all  criticism,  it  was  recorded 
in  literature.  Prophets,  Psalms,  Prov- 
erbs never  quote  it;  at  the  most,  allusions  may  be 
found  to  it  in  Eos  6  7  and  Ecci  7  29:  and  even 
Jesus  and  His  apostles  in  the  NT  very  seldom  appeal 
to  Gen  8  (Jn  8  44;  Rom  6  12;  1  Cor  16  22; 
2  Cor  11  3;  1  Tim  2  14).  But  it  may  be  con- 
sidered that  the  Prophets,  Psalms  and  Proverbs 
only  mention  special  facts  of  the  past  by  way  of 
exception,  that  the  apostles  even  hardly  ever  quote 
the  words  and  deeds  of  Jesiis.  and  that  all  lived  at  a 
time  when  revelation  itsell  was  still  proceeding 
and  did  not  lie  before  them  as  a  complete  whole. 
With  us  it  is  quite  a  different  matter;  we  are  in  a 
certain  sense  outside  revelation,  make  it  a  subject  of 
our  study  and  meditation,  try  to  discover  the  unity 
wbich  holds  all  its  parts  together,  and  devote  our 
special  interest  to  Adam  as  a  figure  and  counterpart 
of  Christ.  The  creation  and  fall  of  man  occupy 
therefore  a  much  broader  place  in  the  province  of 
our  thoughts  than  they  did  among  the  writers  of 
the  books  of  the  Old  and  New  Testaments. 

Nevertheless,  the  Fall  is  the  silent  hypothesis  of 
the  whole  Bib.  doctrine  of  sin  and  redemption:  it 
does  not  rest  only  on  a  few  vague  passages,  but 
forms  an  indispensable  element  in  the  revelation  of 
salvation.  The  whole  contemplation  of  man  and 
humanity,  of  Nature  and  history,  of  ethical  and 
physical  evil,  of  redemption  and  tne  way  in  which 
to  obtain  it,  is  connected  in  Scripture  with  a  Fall, 
such  as  Gen  8  relates  to  us.  Sin,  for  example,  is 
conmion  to  all  men  (1  K  8  46;  Ps  14  3;  180  3; 
148  2),  and  to  every  man  from  his  conception  (Gen 
6  5;  8  21;  Job  14  4;  Ps  61  7).  It  arouses  God's 
anger  and  deserves  all  kinds  of  punishment,  not 
only  of  an  ethical  but  of  a  physical  nature  (Gen  8 
14-19;  4  14;  6  7.13;  11  8;  Lev  26  14  f;  Dt  28 
15;  Ps  90  7,  etc);  the  whole  of  Scripture  proceeds 
from  the  thought  that  sin  and  death  are  connected 
in  the  closest  degree,  as  are  also  obedience  and  life. 
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In  the  new  heaven  and  new  earth  all  suffering  ceases 
with  sin  (Rev  21  4).  Therefore  redemption  is 
possible  only  in  the  way  of  forgiveness  (rs  82  1; 
Isa  48  25,  etc),  and  circumcision  of  the  heart  (Dt 
10  16;  80  16;  Jer  4  4),  and  this  includes,  further, 
life,  joy,  peace,  salvation.  When  Paul  in  Rom  6 
12;  1  Cor  16  22  indicates  Adam  as  the  origin  of 
sin  and  death,  and  Christ  as  the  source  of  righteous- 
ness and  life,  he  develops  no  ideas  which  are  con- 
trary to  the  organism  of  revelation  or  which  might 
be  neglected  without  loss;  he  merely  combines  and 
formulates  the  data  which  are  explicitly  or  silently 
contained  in  it. 

Tradition  does  little  toward  the  confirmation  and 
elucidation  of  the  Bib.  narrative  of  the  Fall.  The 
study  of  mythology  is  still  too  little 
8.  The  Fall  advanced  to  determine  the  ideal  or 
and  the  historical  value  which  may  be  con- 
Theory  of  tained  in  the  legend  of  a  Golden  Age, 
Evolutioii  in  many  people's  obsequious  honoring 
of  the  serpent,  in  the  equally  wide- 
spread belief  in  a  tree  of  life.  The  Bab  representa- 
tion also  (a  seal  on  which  a  man  and  woman,  seated, 
are  figured  as  pluckine  fruit  from  a  tree,  while  a 
serpent  curls  up  behind  the  woman  as  if  whispering 
in  her  ear),  which  G.  Smith,  Lenormant  and  Fried- 
rich  Delitzsch  compare  with  the  Paradise  narrative, 
shows  no  similarity  on  nearer  view  (A.'  Jeremias, 
Das  AT  im  Ldchie  dea  alien  OnenU^^  Leipzig,  1906, 
203).  Indirectly,  however,  a  very  powerful  witness 
for  the  fall  of  man  is  liu*nished  by  the  whole 
empirical  condition  of  the  world  and  humanity. 
For  a  world,  such  as  we  know  it,  full  of  unrighteous- 
ness and  sorrow,  cannot  be  explained  without  the 
acceptance  of  such  a  fact.  He  who  holds  fast  to 
the  witness  of  Scripture  and  conscience  to  sin  as 
sin  (as  dvofda,  anomia)  cannot  deduce  it  from 
creation,  but  must  accept  the  conclusion  that  it 
began  with  a  transgression  of  God's  command  and 
thus  with  a  deed  of  the  will.  Pythagoras,  Plato. 
Kant,  Schelling,  Baader  have  all  understood  and 
acknowledged  this  with  more  or  less  clearness.  He 
who  denies  the  Fall  must  explain  sin  as  a  necessity 
which  has  its  origin  in  the  Creation,  in  the  nature  of 
things,  and  therefore  in  God  Himself;  he  justifies 
man  but  acciises  God,  misrepresents  the  character 
of  sin  and  makes  it  everlasting  and  indefeasible. 
For  if  there  has  not  been  a  fall  into  sin,  there  is  no 
redemption  of  sin  possible;  sin  then  loses  its  merely 
ethical  significance,  becomes  a  trait  of  the  nature  of 
man,  and  is  inexterminable. 

This  comes  out,  in  later  years,  in  the  manv  en- 
deavors to  unite  the  Fall  with  the  doctrine  of  evo- 
lution (cf  Tennant,  The  Origin  and  Propagation  of 
Sin\  1905;  A.  S.  Peake,  ChristianUy:  Its  Nature 
and  lU  Truth,  1908;  W.  E.  Orchard,  Modem  Theo- 
ries of  Sin,  1909;  Francis  J.  Hall,  Evolution  and  the 
Fall,  1910).  All  these  endeavors  lead  to  setting  on 
one  side  the  obiective  standard  of  sin,  which  is  the 
law  of  God,  and  determining  the  nature  and  impor- 
tance of  sin  subjectively  by  the  feeling  of  guilt,  which 
in  its  turn  again  depends  on  the  knowledge  of  and 
the  love  for  the  moral  ideal,  and  itself  forms  an  im- 
portant factor  in  moral  progress.  It  is  true  that 
the  strength  of  all  these  endeavors  is  drawn  from  the 
theory  of  the  descent  of  man  from  the  animal.  But 
as  to  this  theory,  it  is  worthy  of  notice:  (1)  that  it 
is  up  to  the  present  day  a  hypothesis,  and  is  proved 
by  no  single  observation,  whether  direct  or  indirect; 
(2)  that  the  fossils  of  prehistoric  men,  found  in  Grer- 
many,  Belgium,  France  and  elsewhere  have  demon- 
strated the  low  degree  of  culture  in  which  these 
men  have  lived,  but  in  no  sense  their  dissimilarity 
with  mankind  of  today  (W.  Branca.  Der  Stand 
unserer  Kenntnisse  vomfossHen  Menschen,  Leipzig, 
1910) ;  (3)  that  the  uncivilized  and  prehistoric  man 
may  be  as  little  identified  with  the  nrst  man  as  the 


unjustly  so-called  nature-people  and  children  under 
ag^i'  W  that  the  oldest  history  of  the  human  race, 
which  has  become  known  through  the  discoveries 
at  Babylon  in  the  last  century,  was  not  that  of  a 
state  of  barbarism,  but  of  hi^  and  rich  culture 
(D.  Gath  Whitley,  "What  was  the  Primitive  Con- 
dition of  Man  ?"  Princeton  Theol.  Review,  October, 
1906 ;  J.  Orr,  God's  Imaoe  in  Man.  1906) ;  (5)  that 
the  acceptance  of  the  theory  of  descent  as  a  uni- 
versal and  xmlimited  rule  leads  to  the  denial  of  the 
unity  of  the  human  race,  in  a  physical  and  also  in 
an  intellectual,  moral  and  religious  sense.  For  it 
ma^  be  possible,  even  in  the  school  of  Darwin,  to 
mamtain  the  unity  of  the  human  race  so  long  a  time 
as  tradition  exercises  its  influence  on  the  habit  of 
mind;  but  theory  itself  imdermines  its  foundation 
and  marks  it  as  an  arbitrary  opinion.  From  the 
standpoint  of  evolution,  there  is  not  only  no 
reason  to  hold  to  the  "of  one  blood"  of  Acts  17  26 
AV,  but  there  has  never  even  been  a  first  man ;  the 
transition  from  animal  to  man  was  so  slow  and  suc- 
cessive, that  the  essential  distinction  fails  to  be  seen. 
And  with  the  effacing  of  this  boundary,  the  unity  of 
the  moral  ideal,  of  religion,  of  the  laws  of  thought 
and  of  truth,  fails  also;  the  theory  of  evolution 
expels  the  absolute  everywhere  and  leads  necessarily 
to  psychologism,  relativism,  pragmatism  and  even 
to  pluralism,  which  is  literally  polytheism  in  a  reli- 
gious sense.  The  imity  of  the  human  race,  on  the 
other  hand,  as  it  is  taught  in  holv  Scripture,  is  not 
an  indifferent  physical  question,  but  an  important 
intellectual,  moral  and  religious  one;  it  is  a  "postu- 
late" of  the  whole  history  of  civilization,  and  express- 
ly or  silentlv  accepted  by  nearly  all  historians.  And 
conscience  Dears  witness  to  it,  in  so  far  as  all  men 
show  the  work  of  the  moral  law  written  in  their 
hearts,  and  their  thoughts  accuse  or  excuse  one 
another  (Rom  2  15) ;  it  shows  back  to  the  Fall  as 
an  "Urthatsache  der  Geschichte." 

What  the  condition  and  history  of  the  human 
race  could  hardly  lead  us  to  imagine,  holy  Scripture 

relates  to  us  as  a  tragic  fact  in  its  first 
4.  The  pages.    The  first  man  was  created  by 

Character  God  after  His  own  image^  not  there- 
of the  Fall    fore    in    brutbh    imconsciousness   or 

childlike  naiveti,  but  in  a  state  of  bodily 
and  spiritual  maturity,  with  understanding  and 
reason,  with  knowledge  and  speech,  with  knowledge 
esp.  of  God  and  His  law.  Then  was  given  to  him 
moreover  a  command  not  to  eat  of  the  tree  of  knowl- 
edge of  good  and  evil.  This  command  was  not  con- 
tamed  in  the  moral  law  as  such ;  it  was  not  a  natiu*al 
but  a  positive  commandment;  it  rested  entirely 
and  only  on  God's  will  and  must  be  obeyed  exclu- 
sively for  this  reason.  It  placed  before  man  the 
choice,  whether  he  would  be  faithful  and  obedient 
to  God's  word  and  would  leave  to  Him  alone  the 
decision  as  to  what  is  good  or  evil,  or  whether  he 
would  reserve  to  himself  the  right  arbitrarily  to 
decide  what  is  good  or  evil.  Thus  the  question  was : 
Shall  theonomy  or  autonomy  be  the  way  to  happi- 
ness? On  this  account  also  the  tree  was  called  the 
tree  of  knowledge  of  good  and  evil.  It  did  not  bear 
this  name  in  the  sense  that  man  might  obtain  from 
it  the  empirical  knowledge  of  good  and  evil,  for  by 
his  transgression  he  in  truth  lost  the  empirical 
knowledge  of  good.  But  the  tree  was  so  named, 
because  man,  by  eating  of  it  and  so  transgressing 
God's  commandment,  arrogated  to  himself  "die 
Fdhigkeit  zur  selbstdndigen  Wahl  der  Mittd,  durch 
die  man  sein  Gluck  schaffen  wiW^:  "the  capacity  of 
independent  choice  of  the  means  by  which  he  would 
attain  his  happiness"  (Koberle.  Sitnde  und  Gnade 
im  relig.  Leben  des  Volkes  Israel  his  auf  Christentum, 
1905,  64).  Theonomy,  as  obedience  to  God  from 
free  love,  includes  as  such  the  idea  and  the  possi- 
bility of  autonomy,  therefore  that  of  antinomy  also. 
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But  it  18  the  free  act  and  therefore  the  guilt  of 
man  that  has  changed  the  possibility  into  realitv. 
For  the  mind,  there  remains  nere  an  insoluble  prob- 


is  a  great  deal  of  truth  in  the  often-expressed 
thought,  that  we  can  give  no  account  of  the  origin 
of  sin,  because  it  is  not  logical,  and  does  not  result 
as  a  conclusion  drawn  from  two  premises.  But 
facts  are  brutal.  What  seems  logically  impossible 
often  exists  in  reality.  The  laws  of  moral  life  are 
different  from  those  of  thought  and  from  those  also 
of  mechanical  nature.  The  narrative  in  Gen  3» 
in  any  case,  is  psychologically  faithful  in  the  highest 
degree.  For  tne  same  way  as  it  appears  there  in 
the  first  man.  it  repeatedly  takes  place  among  our- 
selves (Jas  1  14.15).  Furthermore  we  ought  to 
allow  God  to  justify  Himself.  The  course  of  reve- 
lation discovers  to  faith  how,  through  all  the  ages. 
He  holds  sin  in  its  entire  development  in  His  own 
almighty  hands,  and  works  through  grace  for  a  con- 
siunmation  in  which,  in  the  dispensation  of  the  ful- 
ness of  times,  He  will  gather  together  in  one  all 
things  in  Christ  (Eph  1  10).  (J.  Orr,  Sin  aa  a 
Problem  of  Today,  London,  1910.) 

Herman  Bavinck 
FALLING  STARS.    See  Abtronobiy. 

FALLOW,  fal'6  (JO^l,  damam):  Damam  is  tr<> 
only  once  in  the  sense  of  ''fallow''  (Ex  23  11).  The 
law  reauired  that  the  Israelites  allow  their  cp*ound 
to  lie  fallow  one  vear  in  seven.  AV  is  (Dt  14  5) 
H^ ,  niry  and  is  tr^'  ^'fallow''  in  its  more  obsolete  sense 
of  "tilled  ground'' in  AV  (Jer  4  3;  Hos  10  12). 

FALSE,  f61s,  CHRIST3.    See  Christs,  Fause. 

FALSEHOOD,  f6l8'hd6d.    See  Ltinq. 

FALSE  PROPHETS.    See  Prophestings,  False. 

FALSE  SWEARING,  WITNESS.  See  Oath; 
Perjury;  Crimes. 

FAME,  ffim  (Dtp ,  ahhn,  TlffV ,  shSma';  dico^,  akot, 
^|fci|,  phhni):  "Fame"  has  the  twofold  meaning, 
(1)  of  report  or  rumor.  (2)  of  renown  or  reputation 
(in  the  OT  it  is  not  always  easy  to  distinguish  the 
two  senses).  "Fame,"  8hSma\  "fame,"  "rumor," 
"report"    (Nu  14  16;    Job  28  22,    RV    "rumor'') 

SroDably  means  "report";  but  in  1  K  10  1;  2  Ch 
1;  Isa  06  19,  it  is  most  probably  "renown,"  or 
"reputation":  ahlnH'Oh  (1  K  10  7;  2  Ch  9  6) 
may  have  eitner  meaning;  ahdma^  (Josh  6  27;  9  9: 
Est  9  4)  seems  to  mean  "fame"  in  the  sense  ot 
reputation;  but  in  Jer  6  24  (as  ARV)  "report": 
shintf  "name,"  has  the  sense  of  reputation  (1  K  4 
31:  1  Ch  14  17;  22  6;  Zeph  8  19,  RV  "name"); 
t«,  "voice,"  is  report  (Gen  46  16,  ARV  "report"). 
In  the  NT  akoi,  '^hearing,"  is  "report,"  so  RV  (Mt 
4  24;  14  1;  Mk  1  28);  phhni,  ^word,"  "rumor," 
is  report,  fame  in  this  sense  (Mt  9  26:  Lk  4  14); 
tcho8j  "a  sound,"  "noise"  (Lk  4  37,  RV  "rumor"), 
and  tdgoa,  "word"  (Lk  6  16,  RV  "report")  have  the 
same  meaning:  diaphSmUdf  "to  say  throughout," 
"to  report  publicly"  (Mt  9  31,  "they  ....  spread 
abroad  his  fame"),  seems  to  imply  fame  in  the  sense 
of  reputation. 

In  1  Mace  8  26,  we  have  "fame"  in  the  sense  of 
reputation.  *  'His  fame  [dnomaf  RV  "name"]  came  near 
even  to  the  king";  so  8  41,  "heard  the  fame  of 
them." 

ERV  has  "fame"  for  "report"  (ahima'),  Jer  60  43. 

W.  L.  Walker 

FAMILIAR,  fa-mil'yar :  Is  found  as  an  adj.  quali- 
fying "friend''  and  "spirit." 


(1)  Used,  in  a  number  of  OT  passages,  of  spirits 
which  were  supposed  to  come  at  the  call  of  one  who 

had  power  over  them.    SIK,  'dbh,  lit.  something 

"hollow":  of  aiK,  *6bh,  "bottle"  (Job  82  19  AV); 
because  tne  voice  of  the  spirit  might  have  been  sup- 
posed to  come  from  the  one  possessed,  as  from  a 
bottle,  or  because  of  the  hollow  sound  which  char- 
acterized the  utterance,  as  out  of  the  ground  (Isa 
29  4):  or,  as  some  have  conjectured,  akin  to  S^K, 
'iZ6A,  "return"  (ptxpS/Mpru,  nekr&mantU).  Probably 
called  "familiar"  because  it  was  regarded  as  a 
servant  (famidus),  belonging  to  the  family  {famUir 
ari8)j  who  might  be  summoned  to  do  the  commands 
of  the  one  possessing  it.  The  practice  of  consulting 
familiar  spirits  was  forbidden  by  the  Mosaic  law 
(Lev  19  31;  20  6.27;  Dt  18  11).  Kins  Saul  put 
this  away  early  in  his  reign,  but  consulted  the  witch 
of  Endor,  who  "had  a  famOiar  spirit"  (1  S  28  3.7. 
8.9;  1  Ch  10  13).  King  Manasseh  fell  into  the 
same  sin  (2  K  21  6;  2  Ch  88  6);  but  Josiah  put 
those  who  dealt  with  familiar  spirits  out  of  the  land 
(2  K  28  24). 

It  seems  probable,  however,  that  the  practice 
prevailed  more  or  less  among  the  people  till  the  exile 
(Isa  8  19;  19  3).  See  "Divination  by  the  'Ob"  in 
Expos  Tf  IX,  157;  Astrologt,  1;  Communion 
WITH  Demons. 

(2)  "Familiars,"  "famiUar  friend,"  fr  TV,  yddha\ 
"to  know,"  hence  "acquaintance,"  one  intimately 
attached  (Job  19  14):  but  more  frequently  of 
*ind8h  shdl6m,  "man  of  [my  or  thy]  peace,"  that  is, 
one  to  whom  the  salutation  of  peace  is  given  (Ps  41 
9;  Jer  20  10;  88  22;  also  in  Ob  ver  7,  rendered 
"the  men  that  were  at  peace  with  thee"). 

Edward  Baoby  Pollard 
FAMILY,  fam'i-li   (Hnj^,  tniahpOhah,   DIS, 
hayWi;  vorpid,  patrid): 


1.  The  Foundation 

2.  Monogamy  the  Ideal  Relation 

3.  Equality  of  the  Sexes 

4.  Polygamy 

6.  The  Commandments  and  the  Family  <5th  Com- 
mandment) 

6.  The  Commandments  and  the  Family  (7th  Com- 
mandment) 

7.  The  Commandments  and  the  Family  (10th  Com- 
mandment) 

8.  Primitive  Monogamic  Ideal         ' 

9.  Reforms  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah 

10.  The  NT 

11.  The  Teaching  of  Jesus 

12.  The  Teaching  of  Paul 

13.  Modem  Dangers 

LXTBBATURB 

The  Bible  is  the  world's  great  teacher  of  monog- 
amy— the  union  for  life  of  one  man  and  one  woman 

in  marriage  as  the  basis  of  the  family. 
1.  The  Whatever  may  be  said  about  the  time 

Foundatioii  of  the  writing  of  the  books  of  the  Bible, 

or  of  parts  of  them,  the  testimony  of 
the  whole  is  incontrovertibly  to  tne  point  that  mar- 
riage springs  from  the  choice  of  one  man  and  one 
woman  of  each  other  for  a  permanent  family  rela- 
tion. Over  and  through  the  whole  of  the  Bible  this 
ideal  is  dominant.  There  may  be  instances  shown 
here  and  there  of  violation  of  this  rule.  But  such 
cases  are  to  be  r^arded  as  contrary  to  the  under- 
lying principle  of  marriage — ^known  even  at  the 
time  of  their  occurrence  to  be  antagonistic  to  the 
principle. 

There  mav  be  times  when  moral  principle  is 
violated  in  high  places  and  perhaps  over  wide 
reaches  in  society.  The  Bible  shows  that  there  were 
such  times  in  the  history  of  man.  But  it  is  unde- 
niable that  its  tone  toward  such  lapses  of  men  and 
of  society  is  not  one  of  condonation  but  one  of 
regret  and  disapproval.  The  disasters  consequent 
are  faithfully  set  forth.  The  feelings  that  finds 
expression  in  its  whole  history  is  that  in  such  cases 
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there  had  been  violation  of  the  ideal  of  right  in  the 
sex  relation.  The  ideal  of  monogamic  relation  is 
put  in  the  forefront  of  the  history  of  man. 

The  race  is  introduced  synthetically  as  a  species 
in  the  incoming  of  life.  ^'And  God  created  man 
in  his  own  image^  in  the  image  of  God 
2.  Monog-  created  he  him:  male  and  female 
amy  Hie  created  he  them''  (Gen  1  27).  But 
Ideal  with  the  first  particularization  of  the 

Relation  relation  of  the  sexes  to  each  other  the 
great  charter  of  monogamy  was  laid 
down  so  clearly  that  Jesus  was  content  to  quote  it, 
when  with  His  limitless  ethical  scrutiny  He  explained 
the  marriage  relation.  ''And  the  man  said  [when 
the  woman  was  brought  to  him],  This  is  now  bone 
of  my  bones,  and  flesh  of  my  flesh :  she  shall  be  called 
Woman,  because  she  was  taken  out  of  Man.  There- 
fore shall  a  man  leave  his  father  and  his  mother, 
and  shall  cleave  unto  his  wife:  and  they  shall  be 
one  flesh"  (Gen  2  23.24).  It  is  well  to  pause  and 
look  at  the  grammatical  number  of  the  nouns:  ''a 
man,"  "his  wife."  The  words  of  the  charter  hold 
the  sexes  to  monogamy.  The  subsequent  words 
make  marriage  life-Tasting.  "They  twain  shall  be 
one  flesh."  A  dualism  becomes  an  individualism. 
So  said  Christ:  "Wherefore  they  are  no  more  twain 
but  one  flesh"  (Mt  19  6  AV).  Nothing  but  death 
separates  a  man  from  his  own  flesh.  Nothing  but 
life-monogamy  can  find  place  in  the  language  ot  this 
charter. 

There  is  much  in  the  setting  of  this  charter  in 
the  account  given  in  Gen  that  is  suggestive  of  the 
fine  sentiment  which  we  know  has  always  gone 
along  with  love  and  marriage.  That  this  account 
should  have  held  the  place  in  history  that  it  has 
had  adds  testimony  to  the  fine  perception  of  sen- 
timent and  the  strong  grasp  on  principle  out  of 
which  it  came. 

Eve,  "the  mother  of  all  living,"  comes  out  as 
distinctly  as  Adam  on  the  canvas  m  the  portraiture 
of  the  first  pair.  She  is  the  feminine 
8.  Eqiudity  representative — 'ishshok — of  the  race, 
of  the  as  Adam  is  the  masculine — *l8h  (Gen 

Sexes  2  23).    The  personality  of  Eve  is  as 

complete  as  that  of  Adam.  She  is  a 
rational  and  accountable  creature,  as  Adam  is.  In 
primitive  intellectual  and  moral  transactions  she 
has  share  on  ec|uality  with  Adam,  and  is  equally 
involved  in  their  resiilts.  Different  physical  conse- 
quences faU  on  her  for  "transgression,"  because  she 
is  "woman,"  "the  mother  of  all  living"  (Gen  8  16). 
But  Adam  does  not  escape  retribution  for  sin.  and 
it  may  be  questioned  whether  its  burden  did  not 
fall  hardest  on  him  (Gen  8  18.19),  for  motherhood 
has  its  joy  as  well  as  its  pain,  in  the  companionship 
of  new-bom  child-life;  out  the  wrestler  for  sub- 
sistence from  a  reluctant  earth  must  bear  his  hard- 
ship alone.  It  cannot  but  be  that  much  of  the 
primitive  conjugal  love  survived  the  fall. 

According  to  the  record,  monogamy  seems  long 
to  have  survived  the  departure  from  Eden.  It  is 
not  till  many  generations  after  that 
4.  Polygamy  event  that  we  fiind  a  case  of  polygamy 
—that  of  Lamech  (Gen  4  19-24). 
Lamech  is  said  to  have  had  "two  wives."  The 
special  mention  of  "two"  seems  to  show  that  man 
had  not  yet  wandered  far  away  from  monogamy. 
The  indications  seem  to  be  that  as  the  race  multi- 
plied and  went  out  over  the  face  of  the  earth  they 
forgot  the  original  kinship  and  exhibited  all  manner 
of  barbarities  in  social  relations.  Lamech  was  a 
polygamist,  but  he  was  also  a  quarrelsome  homicide : 
^'I  have  slain  a  man  for  wounding  me,  and  a  young 
man  for  bruising  me' '  (Gen  4  23) .  If  such  acts  and 
di^)ositions  as  are  disclosed  in  the  case  of  Lamech 
become  common,  it  will  certainly  not  be  a  long 
while  before  the  only  apt  description  of  the  condi- 


dition  of  society  must  be  that  upon  which  we  come 
in  Gen  6  5:  "And  Jeh  saw  that  the  wickedness  of 
man  was  great  in  the  earth,  and  that  every  imagina- 
tion of  the  thoughts  of  his  heart  was  only  evil  con- 
tinually." Out  of  such  condition  will  oome  war 
and  slavery,  and  polygamy — and  come  they  did. 
It  is  a  straight  road  from  Gen  6  5  to  "The  ICoran, 
tribute  or  the  sword,"  and  the  polygamy  of  Moham- 
medans. 

The  commandments  (Ex  20  12;  Dt  6  16)  are  a 
succinct  summary  of  the  supreme  moral  relations 

and  duties  of  man.  The  first  four  per- 
6.  The  tain  to  our  relationship  to  God.    The 

Command-  six  following  concern  human  relations. 
ments  and  Of  these  six,  three  have  considerations 
the  Family  of  the  family  involved  in  them.  Com- 
(6tfa  Com-  mandments  do  not  come  to  people 
mandment)  ignorant  of  the  subjects  to  which  they 

relate.  A  conmiandment  to  cover  an 
unknown  moral  relation  is  an  absurdity.  The  text 
of  the  Fifth  Conunandment  is,  "Honor  thy  father 
and  thy  mother."  This  refers  to  the  relation  of 
children  to  parents.  This  conmiandment  could 
scarcely  have  arisen  when  polygamy  was  a  common 
practice,  certainly  never  from  promiscuity.  The 
equality^ of  father  and  mother  is  stamped  on  its 
face.  That  idea  never  could  have  had  strength  and 
solemnity  enough,  except  in  a  prevailinjs  condition 
of  monogamy,  to  entitle  the  command  m  which  it 
appeared  to  rank  with  the  important  subjects 
covered  by  the  other  commands.  Before  the  gaze 
of  the  children  to  whom  this  commandment  came, 
the  family  stood  in  monogamic  honor — ^the  mother 
a  head  of  the  family  as  well  as  the  father.  There  is 
no  question  about  the  position  of  the  mother  in  this 
commandment.  She  stands  out  as  clear  as  Sinai 
itself.  There  is  no  cloud  on  her  majesty.  Such 
honor  as  goes  to  the  father  goes  to  the  mother.  She 
is  no  chattel,  no  property,  no  inferior  being,  but  the 
mother;  no  subordinate  to  the  father,  but  his  equal 
in  rank  and  entitled  to  equal  reverence  with  him. 
The  commandment  would  not  and  could  not  have 
so  pictured  the  mother  had  she  been  one  of  the 
inmates  of  a  harem. 

The   Seventh   Commandment    (Ex  20  14;     Dt 
6  18)  gives  the  family.    It  secures  the  home.    It 

says  that  whatever  children  are  bom 
6.  The  to  the  race  shall  be  bom  in  a  home  and 

Command-  of  the  home— shall  be  family-bom. 
ments  and  The  terms  adultery  and  fornication 
the  Family  have  now  become  synonymous.  Un- 
(7fh  Com-  der  the  influence  of  polygamous  prao- 
mandment)  tices  a  distinction  was  made  in  respect 

to  unlawful  sex  union  as  to  whether 
one  or  both  of  the  parties  thereto  were  married  or 
not,  or  whether  one  or  both  were  single.  Such  dis- 
tinction will  not  hold  in  morals.  AH  or  any  sex 
union  out  of  marriage  is  barred  by  the  family  idea. 
Outside  of  that  all  sex  union  is  sin. 

While  it  ifl  true  that  in  the  laws  of  Israel  sex  sin  out- 
side the  family  relation  was  treated  as  a  subject  by  itseU, 
}ret  when  we  remember  how  early  in  life  marriage  came 
n  those  ancient  dajrs,  and  that  Detrothal  in  childhood 
was  deemed  as  sacred  as  marriage  itself,  we  see  that  even 
then  the  sweep  of  the  commandment  was  well-nigh  uni- 
versal and  over  what  a  broad  range  it  protected  the 
family.  The  family  is  the  primal  eldest  institution  of 
man — the  greatest  and  the  noliest.  Over  this  institu- 
tion this  commandment  stands  sentry.  It  prevents 
men  from  breaking  up  in  complete  individual  isolation, 
from  reverting  to  solitary  savagery.  Think  to  what  a 
child  is  bom  outeide  of  the  family  relation  I  Then  think 
of  all  children  being  so  bom»  and  you  have  the  picture 
of  a  low  plane  of  animalism  from  which  all  trace  of  the 
moral  responsibility  of  fatherhood  has  disappeared,  and 
wliere  even  motherhood  will  be  reduced  to  simple  care 
during  the  short  period  of  helpless  infancy,  to  such  care 
as  belongs  to  animal  instinct.  Put  up  now  the  idea  that 
marriage  shall  be  imiversal  and  that  the  children  bom 
in  marriage  shall  belong  genuinely  to  it,  and  you  have 
a  new  heaven  and  a  new  earth  in  the  sex  relations  of  the 
race  of  man. 


Family 
Far,  Farther 
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The  Tenth  Commandment  seems  ahnost  out  of 

place  on  the  Ibt  of  the  commandments.    All  the 

others  enjoin  specific  acts.    This  tenth 

7.  The  seems  to  be  a  foregleam  of  the  Saviour's 
Command-  method — going  to  the  thoughts  and 
ments  and  intents  of  the  heart.  It  is  an  attempt 
the  Family  at  regulation  in  man.  It  goes  beyond 
(10th  Com-  outward  acts  and  deals  with  the  spirit, 
mandment)  Its  purpose  seems  not  regulation  of  man 

in  society  but  in  himself.  So  far  as  it 
has  outward  relation  it  seems  to  apply  primarily 
to  the  rights  of  property.  We  have  at  common  law 
the  expression,  '^rights  of  persons;  and  rights  of 
things,  i.e.  to  property.  But  the  list  of  things 
enumerated  in  the  commandment  comprises  the 
things  most  common  to  family  life:  house,  servants, 
animals.  One  is  forbidden  not  only  to  take  but 
even  to  desire  such  things.  They  are  necessary  to 
family  life.  In  this  list  of  things  belonging  to  a 
neighbor  that  a  man  is  forbidden  to  desire  occurs  the 
term  ''wife.''  To  first  thought  it  may  seem  strange 
that  she  should  be  listed  with  property  in  house 
and  chattels.  But  it  may  not  be  very  singular. 
One  of  woman's  greatest  blessings  to  man  is  help- 
fulness. Eve,  the  mother  of  all  living,  came  as  a 
helpmeet  for  Adam.  Sarah  is  mistress  of  domestic 
operations.  A  wife  quick  of  thought,  accurate  in 
judgment  and  deft  of  hand  is  usually  the  key  to  a 
man's  material  prosperity.  As  such  help  a  man's 
desire  might  stray  to  his  neighb^'s  wife  as  well  as 
to  his  cattle.  Even  on  this  Tower  plane  she  is  still 
a  constituent  element  of  the  family.  Here  the 
tiiought  of  sex  is  scarcely  discernible.  Covetousness 
unlimited  in  the  accumulation  of  property  is  what 
comes  imder  ban.  To  treat  of  that  matter  would 
lead  too  far  astray.    See  Covetousness. 

It  is  well  to  remember  in  taking  leave  of  the  com- 
mandments that  half  of  those  pertaining  to  human 
relations  hold  the  family  plainly  in  view.  This  is 
as  i  t  should  be.  The  race  is  divided  equally  between 
male  and  female,  and  their  relations  to  each  other, 
we  might  expect,  would  call  for  half  of  the  directions 
devoted  to  the  whole. 

The  laws  against  adultery  and  incest  (Lev  20 

and  the  like)  may  seem  barbarously  severe.    Be  it 

so;    that  fact  would  show  they  were 

8.  Primitive  carried  along  by  a  people  tremendously 
Monogamic  in  earnest  about  the  integrity  of  the 
Ideal  family.    Beneath  pioneer  severity  is 

usually  a  solemn  principle.  That  the 
children  of  Israel  had  a  tough  grasp  on  the  primitive 
monogamic  ideal  is  not  only  apparent  in  all  their 
history,  but  it  comes  out  clear  in  what  they  held  as 
history  before  their  own  began.  ^  Mr.  Gladstone 
said  the  tenth  chapter  of  Genesis  is  the  best  docu- 
ment of  ancient  ethnography  known  to  man.  But 
it  is  made  up  on  family  lines.  It  is  a  record  of  the 
settlement  of  heads  of  families  as  they  went  forth 
on  the  face  of  the  earth.  The  common  statement 
for  the  sons  of  Noah  as  they  filed  out  over  the  lands 
of  which  they  took  possession  is,  'these  are  the 
sons  of  ...  .  after  their  families,  after  their  tongues, 
in  their  lands,  in  their  nations.'  Mr.  Gladstone 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  modem  philology 
verifies  this  classification  of  the  nations  which  rests 
on  outgrowth  from  families. 

Turning  now  to  a  very  distant  point  in  history — 
the  return  of  the  Jews  from  captivity  in  Babylon — 

we  find  in  Ezr  and   Neh  the  most 

9.  Reforms  critical  regard  for  genealogy.  The 
of  Ezra  and  effort  to  establish  "pure  blood"  was 
Nehemiah    fairly  a  fanaticism  and  might  even  be 

charged  with  injustice.  Yet  this  effort 
was  ratified  by  the  people — sufferers  in  degraded 
name  though  many  of  them  must  have  been.  This 
could  never  have  been  done  had  not  the  monogamic 
family  idea  rested  in  their  hearts  as  just  and  right. 


Nehemiah  (18  28)  unsparingly  condenmed  the 
mighty  Solomon  for  his  polygamy,  and  Israel  a{>- 
proved  the  censure. 

When  we  come  to  the  times  of  the  NT,  contem- 
poraneous polygamy  in  Jewish  society  was  dead. 
Wherever  NT  iofluences  have  gone, 

10.  The  NT  contemporaneous  polygamy  has  ceased 

to  be. 

There  has  been  in  the  United  States  by  Mormonlsm  a 
belated  attempt  to  revive  that  crime  against  the  family. 
But  it  has  had  its  bad  day,  and.  if  it  lives  at  all.  it  Is 
under  the  ban  of  social  sentiment  and  is  a  crime  by  law. 
Consecutive  polygamy  still  exists  in  nations  that  are 
called  Christian  by  the  permission  of  divorce  laws.  But 
the  tide  of  Christian  sentiment  is  setting  strongly  against 
it.  and  it  takes  no  special  clearness  of  vision  to  see  that 
it  must  go  to  extinction  along  with  polygamy  contem- 
poraneous. 

Jesus  reaffirmed  the  original  charter  of  the  mon- 
ogamic famUy  (Mt  19  1-12;  Mk  10  2-12).  It  is 
to  be  noticed  that  He  affirmed  the  indissolubility  of 
the  family  not  only  against  the  parties  thereto  but 
against  the  power  of  society.    See  Divorce. 

At  first  sight  it  seems  a  little  strange  that  Jesus 

said  so  little  about  the  family.    But  as  we  reflect 

on  the  nature  of  His  mission  we  shall 

11.  The  catch  the  explanation  of  His  silence. 
Teaching  He  said,  "Think  not  that  I  came  to 
of  Jesus        destroy  the  law  or  the  prophets:    I 

came  not  to  destroy,  but  to  fulfil" 
(Mt  6  17),  that  is,  to  fill  out,  to  expound  and  ex- 
pand. He  also  said,  "For  the  Son  of  man  is  come 
to  save  that  which  was  lost''  (18  11 AV),  and,  "I 
came  not  to  call  the  ri^^teous,  out  sinners"  (9  13), 
that  is,  to  rectify  what  was  wron^.  To  what  was 
right  He  gave  the  right  of  wa^ — ^let  it  go  on  in  its  own 
course .  When  the  law  was  right,  He  said,  not  one  jot 
or  tittle  of  it  should  fail  (5  18) .  With  regard  to  the 
family.  He  held  the  old  charter  written  in  the  heart 
of  man,  before  it  was  burned  in  brick  or  committed 
to  manuscript,  was  right.  It  was  comprehensive, 
would  and  ought  to  stand.  So  He  stood  by  that, 
and  that  sufficed  His  purpose.  Christ  did  not  try 
to  regulate  the  family  so  much  as  to  regulate  the 
persons  who  entered  into  family  life.  This  may 
explain  why  we  have  no  utterance  from  Him  in 
regard  to  the  conduct  and  duties  of  children  toward 
parents.  Still  stood  the  ancient  statute,  "Honor 
thy  father  and  thv  mother."  He  came  not  to  de- 
stroy but  to  fulfil  that.  That  still  indicated  the 
right  relation  of  children  to  parents.  If  a  child  had 
asked  about  his  relation  to  his  parents,  Christ  would 
doubtless  have  referred  him  to  that  commandment, 
as  He  did  other  inquirers  about  duties  to  the  com- 
mandments that  cover  so  large  a  part  of  the  ethical 
realm. 

Paul,  who  particularizes  so  much  in  explanation 
of  duties  in  all  relations,  scarcely  gets  beyond  the 

old  commandment,  "Honor  thy  father 

12.  The  and  thy  mother,"  when  he  says,  "Chil- 
Teaching  dren,  obey  your  parents  in  all  things, 
of  Paul  for  this  is  well-pfeasins  in  the  Lord. 

It  has  always  been  well-pleasing  in  the 
Lord.  To  be  sure  there  was  new  inspiration  to 
obedience  from  the  new  revelation  of  duty  which 
came  to  them  in  Christ,  but  the  duty  was  enforced 
by  the  Fifth  Commanament,  and  that  was  copied 
from  the  deeper  revelation  in  the  heart  of  man. 

In  modem  society  the  two  great  foes  of  the  family  are 
Divorce  and  Migration.  Families  no  longer  live  a  con- 
4  .f  .  tinuous  life  together,  we  have  less 
IS.  Modem  family  life  than  the  old  pastoral  nomads. 
Dangers         They  had  to  keep  together  for  several 

^^  generations  in  order  to  protect  their  lives 

and  their  flocl^  and  herds.  So  arose  the  clan,  the  tribe 
and  the  nation.  Family  influence  can  be  detected  through 
them.  Modem  Industries  are  very  much  localized.  We 
should  easily  think  that  families  would  be  under  their  con- 
trolling influence.  But  they  are  not;  the  industries  are 
localized,  the  workers  are  becoming  rovers.  When  trouble 
comes  in  an  industry,  a  workman's  first  resort  la  to  try 
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Family 
Far,  Farther 


somewhere  else.  Cheapness  of  transporliatlon  gives  him 
the  opportunity  he  desires.  So  with  a  satchel  he  goes 
hunting,  much  as  a  barbarian  roams  the  forest  for  game, 
alone.  He  may  take  his  family  or  leave  it  behind.  He 
may  be  separated  from  his  family  for  months  or  years — 
possibly  abandon  it  forever.  A  very  common  cause  of 
divorce  is  abandonment  of  family  by  its  male  head. 

In  fact,  those  engaged  in  a  great  deal  of  legitimate 
industry  are  looking  out  for  a  better  place  quite  as  much 
as  to  develop  the  capacities  of  bunness  in  their  own 
locations.  The  signs  over  places  of  business  are  few  that 
carry  the  same  name  in  town  or  city  for  a  generation. 
Moving  is  perhaps  more  the  order  of  the  day  than  move- 
ment. The  families  are  few  that  can  be  found  in  the 
same  place  for  a  quarter  of  a  century.  The  wealthy 
cannof  stay  in  the  same  hoiise  six  months  at  a  time. 
They  have  a  house  in  the  city  for  the  winter  and  one  in 
the  country  for  the  summer,  and  then  forsake  both  and 
fly  over  the  sea,  perhaps  to  remain  for  years — traveling. 
How  can  family  ties  survive  under  such  migratory  life  ? 
Society  su];>«rsedes  the  family. 

Even  education  Is  subject  to  this  malign  influence.  At 
their  most  impressive  age,  when  they  need  family  influ- 
ence most  around  them,  children  are  sent  away  to  prepare 
for  or  to  enter  upon  higher  courses  of  education.  This 
fits  them  for  something  else  than  life  in  the  family  from 
which  they  sprang  and  they  rarely  return  to  it.  We 
may  not  be  able  to  check  this  drift,  but  we  ought  to  see 
its  tendency  to  degrade  the  estimate  of  the  value  of  the 
family. 

LiTBBATUBB. — ^Wolsoy,  DitoTce,  Scribners;  Publica- 
tions of  the  National  Divorce  Reform  League;  Reports 
State  and  National,  ad  rem;  Peabody,  Jesus  Christ  and 
the  Social  Question,  ch  Ui;  Oavemo,  Divorce,  Midland 
Pub.  Co..  Madison.  Wis.;  The  Ten  Words,  Pilgrim  Press, 
Boston. 

C.  Caverno 

FAMILY  RELATIONSHIPS.  See  Relation- 
ships, Family. 

FAMINE,  fam'in  p^n ,  rd'ahh;  Xi|mS«,  limda) : 

1.  Natural  Causes  3.  Divine  Relations 

2.  Famines  Mentioned  4.  Figurative  Uses 

The  common  OT  word  for  "famine"  is  rfi*56A; 
f'abhon  also  occurs  (Gen  42  19.33;  Ps  37  19),  and 
kdpk&n  (Job  5  22:  80  3),  all  meaning  "hunger'' 
and  "famine";  in  tne  NT  the  word  is limos,  meaning 
primarily  "failure,"  "want  of  food." 

In  early  times,  esp.  in  lands  dependent  on  their 

own   productions,   famines   were   not   infrequent. 

They  were  generally  caused  by  local 

1.  Natural  irregularities  of  the  rainfaU,  by  de- 
Causes  structive  hail  storms  (Ex  9  23.31.32). 

by  ravages  of  insects  (£x  10  15;  Joel 
1  4)  and  by  enemies  (Dt  28  51);  in  a  city  a  famine 
might  be  caused  by  a  si^e  (2  K  6  25);  pestilence 
often  followed  in  its  wake,  and  the  suffering  was 
great. 

Famines  are  recorded  in  the  time  of  Abraham 
(Gen  12  10,  etc),  of  Isaac  (26  1),  of  Jacob,  when 

Joseph  was  in  Egypt — seven  years  of 

2.  Famines  famine  even  in^gypt  after  seven 
Mentioned    of  plenty  (41  54),  which  also  affected 

Canaan  (42  I),  and,  indeed,  "was  over 
all  the  face  of  the  earth"  (41  56) ;  in  the  time  of  the 
Judges  (Ruth  1  1),  of  David,  for  three  years  (2  S 
21  1),  of  Ahab  and  Elijah  (1  K  17  1;  18  2;  Ecclus 
48  2.3),  of  Elisha  (2  K  4  38),  during  the  siege  of 
Samaria  (6  25),  the  seven  years  foretold  by  Elisha 
(8  1).  in  the  reign  of  Zedekiah  in  Jerus  when  be- 
sieg^  by  Nebuchadnezzar  (2  K  26  3;  Jer  62  6; 
cf  14  1),  its  great  severity  is  referred  to  (Lam  6  10; 
Bar  2  25);  a  "dearth"  is  also  mentioneid  after  the 
return  from  Captivity  (Neh  6  3);  when  the  city 
was  besieged  by  Antiochus  Eupator  (1  Mace  6  54), 
after  the  death  of  Judas  (9  24),  when  Jerus  was  be- 
sieged by  Simon  (18  49),  in  the  time  of  Claudius 
(Acts  11  28,  in  his  reign  there  were  frequent  fam- 
ines, one  of  which  in  45  AD  severely  affected  Pal; 
Jos,  Ant,  XX,  v) ;  Christ  predicted  "famines  .... 
in  divers  places"  as  characterizing  the  end  of  the 
aee  (Mt  24  7;  Mk  13  8:  Lk  21  11);  in  the  siege 
oi  Jerus  by  Titus  a  terrible  famine  raged,  the  conse- 
quences of  which  to  the  people  have  never  been 
surpassed. 


Famines  are  frequently  said  to  be  sent  as  punish- 
ments sometimes  threatened  as  such  (Lev  26  19  f; 
Dt  28  49-51;    2  K  8  1;    Ps  106  16; 

3.  Divine      Isa  14  30;   61  19;    Jer  14  12.15;   IS 
Relations      21,  etc;    Ezk  6  16,   etc;    Am  8  11; 

2  Esd  16  5.49;  16  19;  Tob  4  13; 
Ecclus  89  29;    40  9). 

The  righteous  or  ^odly  should  be  preserved  by 
God  in  time  of  famme  (Job  6  20,  "In  famine  he 
will  redeem  thee  from  death";  Ps  83  19,  "to  keep 
them  alive  in  famine" ;  87  19,  "In  the  days  of  famine 
they  shall  be  satisfied") ;  this  was  a  special  mark  of 
the  Divine  favor  and  power. 

A  famine  is  used  by  Amos  to  indicate  the  absence 

of  Divine  communications  as  a  punishment  that 

should  come  on  the  people,  a  "famine 

4.  Figura-     ....  of  hearing  the  words  of  Jeh" 
tive  Uses      (8  11;  cf  1  S  3  1;  28  6;  2  Ch  16  3: 

Ezk  7  26;  Mic  3  6);  by  Zephaniahof 
the  destruction  of  heathen  deities  (2  11). 

RV  has  "dearth"  for  "famine"  (Job  6  22); 
"famine"  for  "dearth"  (Gen  41  545;  2  Ch  6  28; 
Acts  7  11;  11  28);  for  "huneer"  (Jer  38  9;  Ezk 
H  29;  Rev  6  8);  "famines'^  for  "famines  and 
pestilences"  (Mt  24  7),  "famines  and  troubles" 
(Mk  18  8),  revised  texts.  W.  L.  Walkbb 

FAMISH,  fam'ish  (W^ ,  rd'Sbh,  TXn,  rOzdh) :  "To 
famish"  as  a  trans  vb.  is  the  tr  of  rd,^ebhy  "to  hunger" 
(Gen  41  55):  "All  the  land  of  Egypt  was  famished"; 
of  ra^Gbhj  "hunger"  (Isa  6  13),  "Their  honorable 
men  are  famish^,"  m  "Heb  their  glorv  are  men 
of  famine";  of  rOzdh,  "to  make  lean,"  "famish" 
(Zeph  2  11),  "For  he  will  famish  all  the  gods  of  the 
earth";  it  is  intrans  as  the  tr  of  Td>ebh  (Ih^v  10  3), 
"Jeh  will  not  suffer  the  soul  of  the  righteous  to 
famish." 

FAN,  FANNER,  fan'gr:  The  word  "fan"  occurs 
3  t  only  in  ARV  (Jer  16  7;  Mt  3  12;  Lk  3  17). 
In  Isa  80  24  mizrek  is  tr^  "fork,"  which  is  a  much 
better  tr  if  the  instrument  referred  to  was  shaped 
like  the  winnowing  fork  used  by  the  Syrian  farmer 
today  and  still  so  called.  In  Isa  41  16;  Jer  4  11; 
16  7,  the  vb.  zdrdh  is  rendered  "winnow"  in  ARV.  In 
Jer  61  2,  RV  substitutes  "strangers"  for  "fanners." 

FANCY,  fan'si  (^vrdt^,  pharUdzd,  "to  cause  to 
appear,"  "show") :  In  Ecclus  84  5,  '^And  the  heart 
fancieth,  as  a  woman's  in  travail"  (cf  Wisd  6  16; 
He  12  21). 

FAR,  f&r,  FARTHER,  far'thSr:  "Far"  (adj.), 
distant,  remote;  (advb.)  widely  removed,  is  most 
frequently  in  the  OT  the  tr  of  p^rTI ,  raho^,  and  in 
the  NT  of  uAKpdp^  makrdny  but  also  of  other  Heb  and 
Gr  words.  The  word  h^ildhf  an  exclamation  of 
abhorrence  or  aversion  (jLXX  m^  Qinoilo;  see  Fob- 
bid),  is  rendered  "far  from  me,"  "far  from  thee," 
etc  (Gen  18  25;  1  S  2  30;  20  9;  22  15;  2  S  20 
20;  23  17;  Job  84  10).  Besides  its  literal  sense, 
distance  in  a  spiritual  sense  is  expressed  by  "far,' 
as  "Salvation  is  far  from  the  wicked"  (Ps  119  155; 
cf  Prov  16  29),  "far  from  righteousness"  (Isa  46 
12),  "not  far  from  the  kingdom  of  God"  (Mk  12  34), 
etc.  For  "far"  RV  has  "aloof"  in  Job  80  10;  in 
several  places  the  word  in  AV  is  omitted  (Jgs  9  17; 
Ps  27  9;    Isa  19  6;    26  15;    Mk  13  34);    "a  far 


ARV,  Gen  ^  7.17;  1  S  12  23;  Job  27  5,  etc). 

The  comparative  "farther"  occurs  only  once  in 
the  OT  (Eccl  8  17),  and  thrice  in  the  NT  (Mt  26 
39;  Mk  1  19;  10  1),  and  in  each  case  is  replaced 
in  RV  by  another  word  or  phrase.  RV,  on  the 
other  hand,  has  "its  farthest  height"  for  "the  height 
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ofhiaborder"  (Isa  37  24),aiid  "hisfartheetlodging" 
place"  for  "the  lodgings  of  hia  borders"  (2  K  19  23). 
W.  L.  Walker 
FAR  HOUSE:  The  marginal  explnnation  in  RV 
of  Beth-merbak  (pPI'Tl^ri  IT'S,  blth  ha-merkef:, 
"house  of  distance"),  which  is  given  in  the  text  of 
2  S  16  17  instead  of  "a  place  that  waa  far  off." 
See  Beth-ueruak. 

FARE,  filr:  Occurs  twice  in  the  OT  as  the  tr  of 
two  Heb  words,  013^,  shSlom,  "peace,"  "prosper- 
ity," "completeness"  (1  S  17  18),  found  in  the 
section  on  David's  family,  history  omitted  bv  the 
LXX  translators,  and  T^"?  '  «^*^o''i  "hire,  "re- 
ward," LXX  wCXo*,  luniton,  "passage-money," 
"fare"  (Jon  1  3>.  In  Heb  both  words  are  sub- 
stantives! in  Eng.  the  former  is  a  vb.  meaning  "to 
go,"  or  "get  on  as  to  eircumstanees"  {Century 
IXet.),  the  latter,  a  subst.  meaning  the  price  which 
Jonah  paid  for  a  sea-voyage  to  Tarshish. 

In  Apoc  the  Eng.  vb.  "fare"  helps  in  the  tr  of  three 
Gr  words,  n>«A",  fcoMS,  "fare  evil"  (EV  "fare  ill"). 
Sir  3  26;  /Xarriu,  dalUa,  "fare  woibb"  (RV 
"suffer loss" ),M  24;  ii<iriviu,rhdnnu'mi,"beBtToag," 
"proBper,"in  2pers.  (sing.)  imperat.  (IpporQ,  irr^h]d9o) 
or  pi.  (IppuaSt,  6n\h\6tthei  as  a  farewell  salutation,  or 
at  the  close  of  a  letter,  or  to  describe  the  welfare 
(usually  physical  or  social)  of  a  friend  (2  Maco  9 
20;  11  21.28,  etc),    a  Acta  16  29;  28  30m. 

Id  the  NT  the  Eng.  vb.  "fare,"  in  addition  to  its 
occurrence  in  the  word  "farewell"  (which  see)  .occurs 
only  once  (Lk  16  19),  where  it  is  said  that  tne  rich 
man  "fared  sumptuously  every  day"  (RVm  "living 
in  mirth  and  splendor  every  day"). 

The  Or  1b  ■u^potvo^u,  eu^hralnomai,  "bo merry/'  uid 
occurs  14  t  In  the  NT.  10  In  k  good  seiue  (Lk  IS  23.34. 
20.32,  kll  referring  to  the  merry-makiiig  over  the  return 
of  the  lost  BOD :  Acts  3  26.  tr  of  Heb  rnjip  .  iSmah,  "  be 
glad":  Rom  IB  10,  tr  of  Heb  n^l.  rdndV  "to  siag"i 
2  Cor  2  2:  Gal  1  27,  tr  of  Heb  n3^.  rdndt,  "to  siaB"; 
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<f  which 

.     _  . _  jUAOlng 

of  "tare."  The  Aaiiipw.  lampri%.  "BUinptuoual7."Hhoirs 
that  the  rich  mao's  manner  of  living  was  "brlltlaat." 
"magnlOcent."  RV  has  "tare"  for  "do"  (Acta  IS  3Q|, 
■■larod"  for  "did"  (3  B  H  7).  "hath  fared"  tor  "was" 
(Gen  80  29). 

Chjjiles  B.  Williams 

FAREWELL,  f&r-wel'  (xolpa,  chairS),  Fare  ye, 
or  thou, well;  Origiiially  a  wish  at  parting  for  those 
faring  forth  (traveling): 

(1)  As  a  parting  wish  at  the  close  of  a  letter  it 
represents  the  Gr  ifi/iwo,  err[h]6so,  "Be  strong," 
imperat.  of  ^•iyn/n,  rlidnnumi,  "to  make  strong" 
(Acta  IS  29;  2S  30AV;  seeRVm;  2  Mace  11  21); 
once  xo^P"'*,  ehairete  (imp.  of  j;ot>"),  "Rejoicp!"  (2 
Cor  13  11,  RVm  "Rejoice:  be  perfected"). 

(2)  As  equivalent  to  our  saying  "good-bye,"  it 
represents  the  Gr  irordaaoiun,  apotiisaomai,  "to 
separate  one's  self,"  "to  take  leave,"  "to  bid  fare- 
well" (Lk  9  61,  "to  bid  farewell  to  them  that  are  at 
my  house";  Acts  18  21,  "bade  them  farewell,"  RV 
"taking  his  leave  of  them").     See  Fare;  Greetinu. 

W.  L.  Walker 
FARH,  f&rm:  Mt  22  5  is  the  only  passage  where 
drpit,  agrda,  has  been  rendered  "farm."     In  the 
many  other  passages  where  the  same  word  occurs 


it  is  rendered  "field"  or  "piece  of  ground."  Farms 
such  as  the  Occidental  is  accustomed  (u  ace,  namely, 
isolated  dwellings  with  their  groups  of  outbuildings, 
surrounded  by  walls  or  hedges  and  overlooking  the 
planted  fields,  were  probably  unknown  in  Pal.  For 
protection  against  wild  beasts  and  Arab  maraudera 
everyone  lived  in  a  village  and  went  out  to  his  fields, 
located  perhaps  miles  away,  only  as  occaaioa 
required.  Jambs  A.  Patch 

FARTHIKG,  fa/thing:  The  rendering  of  two 
words  in  the  Gr  of  the  NT,  ifadptor,  aga&rion,  and 
iraipctrrqt,  hodrArUet,  Lat  qaadra-M.  The  aaaarion 
was  the  tenth  part  of  the  denariut,  and  hence  in 
value  about  one  penny  or  two  cents.  The  qtiadrant 
was  the  fourth  part  of  the  Boman  as,  and  worth 
only  about  three  milla,  or  less  than  the  Eng.  far- 
thing, and  is  the  only  term  rendered  farthing  by 
ARV.  It  ocOTirs  in  Mt  B  26  and  Mk  13  42,  wlufe 
astarion,  which  occurs  in  Mt  10  29  and  Lk  12  6, 
is  rendered  "penny"  by  AAV. 

FASHION,  fash'un   (BV^,   misApdf.-    <nAf^ 

achlma,  the  make,  pattern,  shape,  manner  or  appear- 
ance of  a  thing  [from  Lat  faclionrem,  "a  making," 
through  Old  Ft.  /ofrni,  fachon]):  In  the  OT  the 
noun    fashion"  repreaenta  3  Heb  words: 

(]]  MishpHf—lit.  "judgment,"  hence  judicial  sen- 
tence, right,  custom,  manner;  usually  tr^  "judg- 
ment (very  frequent),  but  also  a  few  times  "sen- 
tence," "cause,  "charge,"  and  more  frequently 
"manner"  (nearly  40  t  in  AV).  In  3  passages  it  ta 
tr^  "fashion,"  in  the  sense  of  style,  shape,  make,  in 
each  case  of  a  building  or  part  of  a  building  (Ex  26 
30;  1  K  e  38:  Ezk  i3  11). 

(2)  T'khunSh  =  ]it.  "arrangement,"  "adjustment" 
(ct  WJiAon,  "to  set  right,  "adjust "  from  Aiin, 
hekhin,  "to  set  up,"  "establish"};  Etic  A3  11,  "the 
form  of  the  house,  and  the  faahion  thereof,"  A 
cognate  word  in  the  preceding  verse  is  tr*  "pat- 
tern" (RVm  "sum"). 

(3J  i>'mtHft- "resemblance"  (from  demOh,  "to 
be  Bimilar"),  generally  tr*  "likeness"  in  EV,  but 
"fashion"  in  2  K  1ft  10,  where  it  means  pattern  or 
model.  The  vb.  "to  fashion"  stands  for  («)  yOtar, 
"to  form,"  "fashion"  (Pa  33  15;  139  16  AV;  Isa 
22  11  AV:  44  12;  41  9);  (b)  'UsfiA,  "to  work," 
"make,"  form"  (Job  10  8);  (c)  fcSn,  "to  set  up," 
"establish."  "prepare"  (Job  81  15;  Ps  118  73; 
Elk  18  7);  (d)  filr,  "to  bind  up  together,"  "com- 
press" (£x  U  4,  of  Aaron  fashioning  the  golden 
calf  out  of  the  golden  rings). 

In  the  NT,  the  noun  represents  S  Gr  words: 

(1)  Of  these,  the  most  interesting  is  ukima, 
"figure,"  "shape,"  "fashion"  (from  'X'^',  scArfn, 
aor.  of  tx'iT,  ichein,  "to  have,"  cf  Lat  haintua,  from 
habeo.  "I  have").  SchSma  denol«a  a  transient,  ex- 
ternal semblance  or  fashion,  and  so  it  may  be  dis- 
tinguished from  ita  synonym  ^p^4,  morpht,  which 
denotes  the  eaaential  intrinsic  form  of  a  thing,  ex- 

Sressing  ita  real  nature.  (See  I.ightfoot,  Detached 
Tote  on  Phil  2;  Trench,  NT  Syn.,  252  ff :  Gifford, 
IjUMnuUion  22  ff.  The  distinction  is  rejected  by 
Meyer,  on  Rom  12  2,  and  by  others.)  In  the  NT, 
the  noun  schema  occurs  but  twice:  1  Cor  7  31, 
"The  fashion  of  this  world  paaseth  away,"  where 
there  seems  to  be  an  alluaion  to  theatrical  scenes, 
which  are  in  their  very  nature  transitory  (cf  2  Mace 
4  13):  and  Phil  2  8,  "being  found  in  fashion  aa  a 
man,  i.e.  having  the  outward  figure  and  bearing 
of  a  man,  auch  marka  of  human  nature  as  strike 
the  scnaea  (contraat  morphe  Theou,  "form  of  God," 
ver  6,  and  morphS  doiUou,  "form  of  servant,"  ver  7, 
which  describe  Christ's  real  inner  nature).  The 
word  achSma  is  found  in  compound  vbs,  in  the  follow- 
ing passages:  Rom  12  2,  "Be  not  fashioned  [sun- 
aehemaliiesUie]  according  to  this  world:  but  be  ye 
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transformed  [metamorphoiisthe]  by  the  renewing  of 
your  mind''  (so  RV),  paraphrased  by  Sanday  and 
Headlam,  "Do  not  adopt  the  external  and  fleeting 
fashion  of  this  world,  but  be  ye  transformed  in  your 
inmost  nature"  (Comm.  in  loc);  2  Cor  11  13  f, 
meta8<iiSmatizoinai,  AV  "transformed,"  better  RV 
"fashioned,"  the  reference  being  to  "the  fictitious, 
illusory  transformation  whereby  evil  assumes  the 
mask  of  good"  (Lightfoot,  Comm.  on  Phil,  131); 
1  Pet  1  14,  "not  fashioning  yourselves  according  to 
your  former  lusts,"  paraphrased  by  Lightfoot,  "not 
falling  in  with  the  capricious  guidance  of  the  pas- 
sions (ib).  In  Phil  3  21,  the  adj.  siimmorphos 
is  tr*  "fashioned"  in  AV,  but  better  "conformed" 
as  in  RV. 

(2)  EWot,  eidoSf  lit.  "thing  seen."  "external 
appearance^"  "shape,"  is  tr<*  "fashion'*  in  Lk  9  29, 
of  the  glorined  appearance  of  the  transfigured  Christ. 

(3)  Up6<runroPj  vrds&pony  lit.  "face,"  hence  look, 
appearance,  Jas  1  11,  "The  grace  of  the  fashion  of 
it  perisheth." 

(4)  TiJirof,  ttXpos,  type,  model,  tr^  "fashion"  in 
Acta  7  44  AV  (RV  "figure"),  the  Gr  word  being 
taken  from  the  LXX  of  the  quoted  passage.  Ex 
26  40.  The  same  phrase,  kaid  t6n  tdpon,  in  the  || 
passage.  He  8  5,  is  tr<^  "according  to  the  pattern." 

(5)  In  one  instance  the  phrase  on  this  fashion," 
"in  this  manner,"  represents  the  Gr  advb.  oPrwj, 
hoUtds,  "thus"  (Mk  2  12).     D.  Miall  Edwabds 

.  FAST,  fast,  FASTING,  fast'ing  (D^ ,  ^m;  HJ? 
tDpJ ,  Hnndh  nepheshf  "afflict  soul  or  self,"  i.e.  prac- 
tise self-denial;  yijcrriCa,  nestela,  vqcm^iv,  ne- 
aledein) :  It  is  necessary  to  get  rid  of  some  modem 
notions  associated  with  fasting  before  we  can  form 
a  correct  idea  of  its  origin  and  significance  in  the 
ancient  world.  For  instance,  in  the  case  of  many 
ailments  the  dieting  of  the  patient  is  an  essential 
part  of  the  remedy.  But  we  may  readily  assume 
that  originally  f  astmg  was  not  based  on  the  salutary 
influence  which  it  exercised  on  the  health  of  the  sub- 
ject. Considerations  of  therapeutics  played  no 
Eart  in  the  institution.  The  theory  that  fasting, 
ke  many  other  ancient  customs,  had  a  religious 
origin,  is  in  favor  with  scholars,  but  we  must  not 
assume  a  religious  origin  for  all  practices  which  in 
process  of  time  came  to  be  associated  with  religion. 

Many  custonLs,  purely  secular  in  their  origin,  have 
graduaUy  obtained  a  religious  si£p[ilflcance,  just  as  purely 
religious  customs  have  been  dissociated  from  religion. 
It  is  also  possible  and.  in  the  light  of  some  usages,  prob- 
able, that  different  motives  operated  in  the  association 
of  fasting,  as  of  some  other  customs,  with  religion. 
Scholars  have  been  too  ready  to  assume  that  the  original 
significance  of  f  astingwas  the  same  in  all  countries  and 
among  all  nations.  Robertson  Smith  in  his  Religion  of 
the  Semilee  advanced  and  defended  the  theory  that  fast- 
ing was  merely  a  mode  of  preparation  for  the  tribal 
meal  in  which  sacrifice  originated,  and  came  to  be  con- 
sidered at  a  later  stage  as  part  of  the  sacrificial  act.  This 
hypothesis  apparently  accounts  for  the  otherwise  strange 
fact  that  bom  faating  and  feasting  are  religious  acts,  but 
it  does  not  give  a  satisfactory  explanation  of  the  constant 
association  of  fasting  with  the  ^'wearing  of  sackcloth." 
the  "putting  of  ashes  on  the  head."  and  other  similar 
customs.  It  Is  obvious  that  very  different  motives 
operated  In  the  institution  of  fasting  and  of  feasting  as 
rdlgioua  observances. 

It  is  a  matter  of  conunon  observation  and  experi- 
ence that  great  distress  causes  loss  of  appetite  and 
therefore  occasions  abstinence  from  food.  Hannah, 
who  was  greatly  distressed  on  account  of  her  child- 
lessness, "wept,  and  did  not  eat"  (1  S  1  7).  Vio- 
lent anger  produces  the  same  effect  (20  34).  Ac- 
cording to  1  K  21  4,  Ahab,  "heavy  and  displeased" 
on  account  of  Naboth's  refusal  to  part  with  his 
estate,  sulked  and  "would  eat  no  bread."  Fasting, 
originally  the  natural  expression  of  grief,  became 
the  customary  mode  of  proving  to  others  the  inner 
emotion  of  sorrow.  David  demonstrated  his  grief 
at  Abner's  death  (2  S  3  35)  by  fasting,  just  as  the 


Psalmist  indicated  his  sympathy  with  his  adver- 
saries' Sony  plight  in  the  same  way  (Ps  35  13).  In 
such  passages  as  Ezr  10  6;  Est  4  3,  it  is  not  clear 
whether  fasting  is  used  in  its  religious  significance 
or  simply  as  a  natural  expression  of  sorrow  (cf  also 
Lk  6  33  and  see  below).  This  view  explains  the 
association  of  fasting  with  the  mourning  customs  of 
antiquity  (cf  1  S  31  13;  2  S  1  12).  As  fasting 
was  a  perfectly  natural  and  human  expression  and 
evidence  of  the  subject's  grief,  it  readily  claimed  a 
place  among  those  religious  customs  whose  main  ob- 
ject was  the  pacification  of  the  anger  of  God,  or  the 
excital  of  His  compassion.  Any  and  every  act  that 
would  manifest  the  distressful  state  of  the  suppliant 
would  appeal  to  the  Deity  and  move  Him  to  pity. 
The  interesting  incident  recorded  in  2  S  12  16-23 
suggests  the  twofold  significance  of  fasting  as  a 
religious  act  or  a  mode  of  appealing  to  the  Deity 
and  as  a  funeral  custom.  David  defends  his  fast- 
ing before  and  not  after  the  child's  death  on  the 
ground  that  while  the  child  was  alive  David's  prayer 
might  be  answered.  His  fasting  was  intended  to 
make  his  petition  effectual  (cf  al^  1  K  21  27;  Ezr 
8  21;  Est  4  16).  Occasionally  fasting  was  pro- 
claimed on  a  national  scale,  e.g.  in  case  of  war  (Jgs 
20  26;  2  Ch  20  3)  or  of  pestilence  (Joel  1  13 f). 
Fasting  having  thus  become  a  recognized  mode  of 
seeking  Divine  favor  and  protection,  it  was  natural 
that  it  should  be  associated  with  confession  of  sin,  as 
indisputable  evidence  of  penitence  or  sorrow  for  sin. 

Fasting  might  be  partial,  i.e.  abstinence  from 
certain  kinds  of  food,  or  total,  i.e.  abstinence  from 
all  food  as  well  as  from  washing,  anointing,  sleeping. 
It  might  be  of  shorter  or  longer  duration,  e.g.  for 
one  day.  from  sunrise  to  sunset  (Jgs  20  26;  1  S  14 
24;  2  S  1  12;  8  35).  In  1  S  31  13  allusion  is 
made  to  a  seven  days'  fast,  while  Daniel  abstained 
from  "pleasant  bread  "  flesh,  wine  and  anointing 
for  three  weeks  (Dnl  10  3).  Moses  (Ex  34  28) 
and  Elijah  (1  K  19  8)  fasted  for  40  days.  It  is 
probable  that  these  last  three  references  presuppose 
a  totally  different  conception  of  the  significance 
of  fasting.  It  is  obvious  that  dreams  made  a  deep 
impression  on  primitive  man.  They  were  commu- 
nications from  the  departed  members  of  the  family. 
At  a  later  stage  they  were  looked  upon  as  revelations 
from  God.  During  sleep  there  is  total  abstinence 
from  food.  It  was  easy  to  draw  the  inference  that 
fasting  might  fit  the  person  to  receive  these  com- 
munications from  the  world  of  spirits  (Dnl  10  2). 
The  close  connection  between  fasting  and  insight-- 
intellectual  and  spiritual — ^between  simple  living 
and  high  thinking  is  universally  recognized.  See 
further  imder  Abstinence;  Feasts  and  Fasts. 

LiTBBATURB. — Nowack.  Hehraiache  Archaologie;  Ben- 
zlnger,  Hebrdieehe  Archaologie;  Robertaon  Sxnith,  Re- 
ligion  of  the  Semites. 

T.  Lewis 
FASTS  AND  FEASTS.    See  Feasts  and  Fasts. 

FAT  (ibll,  helebh,  ibn,  helebh):  The  layer  of 
subcutaneous  fat  and  the  compact  suet  surround- 
ing the  viscera  and  imbedded  in  the  entrails,  which, 
like  the  blood,  was  forbidden  as  food  in  the  Mosaic 
code  (Lev  3  17).  It  was  to  be  sacrificed  to  God  by 
being  burnt  upon  the  altar  (3  16;  7  30).  This  had 
to  be  done  on  the  very  day  on  which  a  beast  had 
been  slaughtered,  to  remove  tenmtation  from  the 
Israelite  to  use  it  otherwise  (Ex  23  18).  The  law 
was  probably  a  sanitary  restriction,  for,  at  an  early 
date,  leprosy,  scrofula  and  disfiguring  cutaneous 
diseases  were  thought  to  be  caused  by  the  use  of 
fat  as  food.  It  was,  moreover,  an  important  peda- 
gogical provision  teaching  the  idea  of  self-denial, 
and  the  maxim  that  the  richest  and  best  meat  ot 
the  edible  animal  belonged  to  Jeh.  See  also  Fat- 
unq;  Fowl,  Fatted. 


Fftt  (Vftt) 
Fftnlt 
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The  expression  "fat"  is  often  used  in  figurative 
senses,  e.g.  abundant,  exuberant,  lusty,  fertile, 
robust,  outwardly  successful  (Dt  32  15;  Ps  02 
14  AV;  119  70;  Prov  11  25;  13  4,  etc). 

H.   L.  £.   LUEBING 

FAT  (VAT).    Wine,  Wine  Press,  II. 

FATHER,  fa'thgr  (AS  FcBder;  Ger.  Valer;  Heb 
2K ,  *dbh,  etymology  uncertain,  found  in  many  cog- 
nate languages;  Gr  irar^p,  pa^,  from  root  pdt, 
"nourisher,"  "protector,"  "upholder"): 

Immediate  male  ancestor.    The  father  in  the  Heb 

family,  as  in  the  Rom,  had  supreme  rights  over  his 

children,  could  aispose  of  his  daugh- 

1.  Imme-  ter  in  marriage  (Gen  29),  arrange  his 
diate  Male  son's  marriage  (Gen  24),  sell  his  chil- 
Ancestor       dren  (Ex  21  7),  but  not  his  daughter 

to  a  stranger  (Neh  6  5),  had  power  of 
life  and  death,  as  in  the  case  of  Isaac  (Gren  22), 
Jephthah's  daughter  (Jgs  11  34fif),  the  sacrificing 
of  his  children  to  Molech  (Lev  18  21;  20  3-5),  etc. 
Respect,  reverence  and  aiffection  for  fathers  (and 
equally  for  mothers)  is  most  tenderly,  explicitly 
and  sternly  prescribed  from  the  earliest  times  (Ex 
20  12;  Lev  19  3;  Dt  6  16;  Mic  7  6;  Ezk  22  7, 
etc).  A  svmmetrical  and  beautiful  picture  of  the 
duties  and  character  of  the  ideal  human  father  may 
be  built  up  from  the  OT,  with  added  and  enlarged 
touches  from  the  NT.  He  loves  (Gen  37  4) ;  com- 
mands (Gen  50  16;  Prov  6  20);  instructs  (1  8, 
etc);  guides,  encourages,  warns  (Jer  3  4;  1  Thess 
2  ll)j  trains  (Hos  11  3);  rebukes  (Gen  34  30); 
restrains  (EU,  by  contrast,  1  S3  13);  punishes 
(Dt  21  18);  chastens  (Prov  8  12;  Dt  8  5);  nour- 
ishes (Isa  1  2):  delights  in  his  son  (Prov  3  12), 
and  in  his  sons  wisdom  (10  1);  is  deeply  pain^ 
by  his  folly  (17  25) ;  he  is  considerate  of  his  chil- 
dren's neeos  and  requests  (Mt  7  10) ;  considerate  of 
their  burdens,  or  sins  (Mai  3  17,  "As  a  man  spareth 
his  own  son");  tenderly  familiar  (Lk  11  7,  "with 
me  in  bed");  considerately  self-restrained  (Eph  6 
4,  'Trovoke  not  your  children  to  wrath");  having 
in  view  the  highest  ends  (ib,  "Nurture  them  in  the 
chastening  and  admonition  of  the  Lord");  pitiful 
(Ps  103  13,  "as  a  father  pitieth  his  children");  the 
last  human  friend  (but  one)  to  desert  the  child  (Ps 
27  10:  "When  [a  thing  to  the  psalmist  incredible] 
my  father  and  my  mother  forsake  me,  then  Jeh  will 
take  me  up"). 

(a)  Ancestor,  immediate  or  remote:  Gen  28  13, 

"Abraham  thy  father"  (grandfather);  1  K  22  50, 

Jehoshaphat  ....  David  his  father" ; 

2.  Ances-  Jer  36  6,  "Jonadab,  the  son  of  Rechab, 
tors,  Imme-  our  father";  Dnl  6  11,  "Nebuchad- 
<Uate  or  nezzar  thy  father"  ^personal  or  offi- 
Remote         cial  ancestor);  Gen  16  15,  "Go  to  thy 

fathers  in  P^^''  (and  so  [in  the  pi.] 
in  over  500  passages).  The  expressions  "slept  with 
his  fathers,"  "go  down  to  his  fathers,"  "buried  with 
his  fathers,"  "gathered  to  his  fathers,"  are  self- 
e^mlanatory  euphemisms.  (6)  The  founders  of  the 
(Heb)  race,  specifically  the  patriarchs:  Rom  9  5, 
"whose  are  the  fathers,"  considered  here  also  as  in 
a  sense  the  religious  ancestors  of  all  believers,  (c) 
Progenitors  of  clans,  i.e.  (RV)  "fathers'  houses": 
Ex  6  14;  1  Ch  27  1,  etc.  {d)  Gods  as  progenitors 
of  men:  Jer  2  27,  ''Who  say  to  a  stock,  thou  art 
my  father." 

Figurative  and  derived  uses:  (a)  A  spiritual 
ancestor,  one  who  has  infused  his  own  spirit  into 

others,  whether  good,  as  Abraham,  the 

3.  Figura-  father  of  the  faithful,  Rom  4  1 1 ;  or  bad, 
tive  and  as  Jn  8  44.  "Ye  are  of  jrour  father 
Derived  the  devil.  (6)  Indicatm^  closest 
Uses  resemblance,    kinship,    affimty:     Job 

17  14,  "If  I  have  said  to  corruption. 
Thou  art  my  father."     (c)  A  source:    Eph  1  17, 


"Father  of  gloiy";  Job  38  28,  "Hath  the  rain  a 
father?"  (d)  Creator:  Jas  1  17,  "the  Father  of 
lights."  (e)  The  inventor  or  originator  of  an  art  or 
mode  of  life:  Gen  4  20,  "father  of  such  as  dwell 
in  tents"  (a  hint  here  of  hereditaiy  occupations? 
Probably  not).  (J)  One  who  exhibits  the  fatherly 
characteristics:  Ps  68  5,  "a  father  of  the  father- 
less." ig)  One  who  occupies  a  position  of  counsel, 
care,  or  control  (frequently  applied  bv  sultans  to 
their  prime  ministers):  Gen  46  8,  ''a  father  to 
Pharaoh";  Jgs  17  10,    "Be  unto  me  a  father  and  a 

griest."  {h)  A  revered  or  honored  superior:  2  K 
13,  "My  father,  if  the  prophet  had  bid  thee"; 
but  esp.  applied  to  prophets:  2  K  2  12,  "My 
father,  my  father!"  also  to  elderly  and  venerable 
men:  1  Jn  2  13,  "I  write  unto  you,  fathers";  hence 
also,  with  perhaps  an  outlook  on  (2)  (a),  deceased 
early  Christians:  2  Pet  3  4,  "from  the  day  that 
the  fathers  fell  asleep."  (i)  An  ecclesiastical  title, 
condemned  (in  principle)  by  Our  Lord:  Mt  23  9, 
"Call  no  man  your  father  on  the  earth";  but 
applied,  under  the  power  of  the  Spirit,  to  members 
of  the  Sanhedrin  (probably)  by  Stephen:  Acts  7 
2;  and  by  Paul:  22  1,  but  the  latter,  perhaps  also 
the  former,  may  simply  refer  to  the  elderly  among 
his  hearers.  Christ's  condenmation  is  clearly  of  the 
praise-seeking  or  obsequious  spirit,  rather  than  of  a 
particular  custom. 

"Father,"  used  by  Mary  of  Joseph,  in  relation 
to  Jesus,  equals  "putative  father,  a  necessary 
reserve  at  a  time  wnen  the  virgin  Birth  could  not 
yet  be  proclaimed  (Lk  2  49).  But  note  Jesus' 
answer:  "my  Father's  house." 

Philip  Wendell  Crannell 

FATHER,  GOD  THE:  In  the  Christian  religion 
Godisconceivedof  as  "Father,"  "Our  Father  .... 
in  heaven"  (Mt  6  9.14.26,  etc),  "the  God  and 
Father  of  the  Lord  Jesus"  (2  Cor  11  31,  etc).  The 
tenderness  of  relation  and  wealth  of  love  and  grace 
embraced  in  this  profound  designation  are  peculiar 
to  Christ's  gospel.  Pagan  religions  also  could  speak 
of  God  as  "Father"  {Zeus  PatSr),  and  in  the  general 
sense  of  Creator  God  has  a  universal  father^  rela- 
tion to  the  world  (Acts  17  24-28).  In  the  OT  God 
was  revealed  as  Father  to  the  chosen  nation  (Ex  4 
22),  and  to  the  special  representative  of  the  nation, 
the  king  (2  S  7  14),  while  fatherly  love  is  de- 
clared to  be  the  image  of  His  pity  for  those  who 
fear  Him  (Ps  103  13).  In  the  gospel  of  Jesus  alone 
is  this  Fatherhood  revealed  to  be  of  the  very  essence 
of  the  Godhead,  and  to  have  respect  to  the  indi- 
vidual. Here,  however,  there  is  need  for  great  dis- 
crimination. To  reach  the  heart  of  the  truth  of 
the  Divine  Fatherhood  it  is  necessary  to  begin,  not 
with  man,  but  with  the  Godhead  itself,  in  whose 
eternal  depths  is  found  the  spring  of  that  Fatherly 
love  that  reveals  itself  in  time.  It  is  first  of  all  in 
relation  to  the  eternal  Son — before  all  time — ^that 
the  meaning  of  Fatherhood  in  God  is  made  clear 
(Jn  1  18).  In  "God  the  Father"  we  have  a  name 
pointing  to  that  relation  which  the  first  Person  in 
the  adorable  Trinity  sustains  to  "Son"  and  "Holy 
Spirit"— also  Divine  (Mt  28  19).  From  this  eternal 
fountain-head  flow  the  relations  of  God  as  Father 
(1)  to  the  world  by  creation;  (2)  to  believers  by 
grace.  Man  as  created  was  designed  b^  affinity 
of  nature  for  sonship  to  God.  The  reahzation  of 
this — ^his  true  creature-destiny — waa  frustrated  by 
sin,  and  can  now  only  be  restored  by  redemption. 
Hence  the  place  of  sonship  in  the  gospel,  as  an  un- 
speakable privilege  (1  Jn  3  1),  obtainea  by  grace, 
through  regeneration  (Jn  1  12.13),  and  adoption 
(Rom  8  14.19).  In  this  relation  of  nearness  and 
privilege  to  the  Father  in  the  kingdom  of  His  Son 
(Col  1  13),  believers  are  "sons  of  God"  in  a  sense 
true  of  no  others.  It  is  a  relation,  not  of  nature, 
but  of  grace.    Fatherhood  is  now  the  determinative 
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fact  in  God's  relation  to  them  (Eph  S  14  B).  It  is 
an  error,  nevertheleaa,  to  speak  of  fatherhood  aa  if 
the  whole  character  of  God  was  therein  sufficiently 
eicpressed.  God  is  Father,  but  equally  fundamental 
is  Hie  relation  to  His  world  ae  its  Moral  Ruler  and 
Judge.  From  eternity  to  eternity  the  holy  God 
mustpronounce  Himself  against  sin  (Rom  1  18); 
and  His  fatherly  grace  cannot  avert  judgment  where 
the  heart  remains  liard  and  impenitent  (3  1-0). 
For  the  fuller  diseussioa  of  these  points  see  God; 
Children  op  God;  Tbinttt.  Jaueb  Orb 


FATHERLESS,  fa'tfaEr-les  (Din^,  vdlft^m;  op- 
^Kvtfii  orphanda):  The  fatherless  are  frequently 
mentioned  in  the  OT,  generally  in  association  with 
the  widow  and  the  etranger,  as  typical  instances  of 
the  unprotected  and  necessitous,  who  are  specially 
subject  to  oppression,  and  also  to  God's  special 
protection.  Great  philanthropic  r^rd  is  bestowed 
on  this  class  tliroughout.  In  early  legislation  there 
is  a  special  clause  to  guard  them  against  affliction  (Ex 
23  22-24).  They  have  a  still  more  prominent  place 
in  the  Deuteronomic  legislation,  which  gives  instruc- 
tions that  a  charitable  fund  be  form^  out  of  the 
tithe,  once  every  three  years,  for  the  reUef  of  the 
destitute  (Dt  M  28.29;  2S  12-14),  and  that 
gleanings  be  left  in  the  cornfield,  the  olive  garden, 
and  the  vineyard  for  the  benefit  of  this  class  (34 
19-22;  cf  Lev  19  Of;  83  22,  where, however, the 
"fatherless"  are  not  specially  mentionai).  The 
Deutaronomist  declares  that  God  is  on  their  side 
(10  18),  and  strongly  condemns  those  who  would 
oppress  them  (M  17;  27  10).  The  prophets  and 
psalmists  are  equally  emphatic  in  pleading  for 
mercy  and  justice  to  the  fatherless,  and  in  declaring 
that  God  is  their  special  guardian  (Isa  1  17;  Jer  7 
6f;  23  3;  Hos  14  3;  Zee  7  10;  Ps  10  14;  68 
5;  82  3;  146  9;  cf  Prov  28  10).  Oppressing  the 
fatherless  is  frequently  mentioned  as  a  typical  act 
of  cruelty  and  injustice  (cf  Job  8  27;  33  9;  24  3. 
9;  20  12f;  81  16.17.21;  Ps  »4  6;  Isa  1  23;  10 
2;  Jer  B  28;  Ezk  22  7;  Mai  8  5).  Here  we 
have  instances  of  the  prophetic  passion  for  rights 
eousness  and  compassion  for  the  helpless,  inspired 
by  a  profound  sense  of  the  value  of  human  life. 
Passages  in  the  Apoc  reflect  the  same  spirit  (2  Esd 
2  20;  Ecclus  4  10). 

In  the  NT  the  word  "fatherless"  occurs  but  once, 
where  James  declares,  in  the  spirit  of  the  OT  proph- 
ets, that  true  religious  ritual  consists  in  visitation 
of  the  fatherless  and  widows  and  in  moral  purity 
(Jas  1  271.  Here  the  word  for  "fatherless"  is 
orpAanos  ("bereft,"  "orphaned"),  which  is  the  LXX 
tr  of  the  OT  yaih6m.  In  the  NT  the  Gr  word  is 
found  beeides  only  in  Jn  14  18,  where  it  means 
destitute  of  a  teacher  or  guide  (cf  Ijim  6  3). 

D.  MiALL  Edwards 

FATHERS'  BROTHER.  See  Relationships, 
Fauilt. 

FATHER'S  HOUSE,  FATHERS'  HOUSE  (P-'S 
He,  6aA  'abh,  nia?  rr'?,  huh  'Shheihy.  Father's 
house  in  the  OT  is  (1)  a  dwelling,  the  family  home 
(Gen  13  1;  31  14.30;  88  U;  1  S  IS  2);  (2)  a 
family  or  household  (Gen  41  51;  46  31;  Eit  12 
3,  RV  "fathers'  houses");  (3)  the  group  of  house- 
holds, of  several  of  which  the  "family  or  "clan" 
was  constituted,  aggregations  of  which  formed  the 
"tribe,"  generally  "fathers'  houses"  (Nu  1  18.205; 
17  2;  Eir  3  59;  Neh  10  34,  etc);  (4)  the  "family'' 
(clan),  misApd^ah,  "fathers'  houses"  (Ex  6  14  f  i 
Nu  8  20ff);{5)the tribe, "fatherB'hou8e,""houses" 
(Nu  7  2;  17  1-3,  etc). 

In  the   NT   "father's  house"   (atxn   mS  nrpit, 


otfcoa  fani  patrds)  occurs  in  the  sense  of  dwelling, 
house  (Lk  IS  27;  cf  16  4).  Our  Lord  also  uses 
the  phrase  (1)  of  the  earthly  temple-dwelling  of 
God  at  Jerus  (Jn  3  16,  "Make  not  my  Father's 
house  a  house  of  merchandise";  cf  Ps  11  4;  Isa 
S3  15) ;  (2)  of  heaven  as  the  abode  of  God  and  His 
children  (Jn  14  2,  "In  my  Father's  house  are  many 
manaions,"  RVm  "abiding  places,"  otMa,  "house, 
"dwelling,"  also  household,  family;  cf  Ps  88  13; 
Isa  S3  15;  Mt  6  9).  The  phrase  occurs  also  (Acts 
7  20)  of  Kfoses,  "nourished  ....  in  his  father's 
house"  (oikos). 

BV  1 
(I  Ch 


FATHOM,  fath'um  {optuii,  orguid):  The  lit. 
meaning  is  the  length  of  the  outstretched  arms, 
and  it  was  regardeaas  equal  to  4  cubits,  or  about 
6  ft.  (Acts  27  28}.    See  Weights  and  Meaacres. 

FATLING,  FATTED.    See  Calf. 

FATNESS,  fat'nes  fp^'l ,  dethen;  ntffi|ti  pidUs): 

The  tr  of  desfcen  ( Jgs  9  9,  "But  theolive-treesaid  un- 
to them,  Should  I  leave  my  fatness?"; 

1.  Literal      Job  86  16  |of  food]),  "full  of  fatnew"; 

of  hSkbh,  "fat,"  "the  best  part,"  "the 
marrow"  (Job  IB  27;  Ps  73  7;  Isa  34  6.7);  of 
mitkman,  "fatness,"  "fertility"  (Gen  27  28,  "the 
fatness  of  the  earth";  Isa  17  4,  the  fatness  of  his 
flesh");  of  ahemen,  "fatness,"  "oil"  (Ps  109  24); 
of  pioUt,  "fat,"  "fatness"  (Rom  11  17,  "partaker 
....  of  the  root  of  the  fatness  of  the  olive  tree"). 
"Fatness"  is  used  fig.  for  the  richness  of  God  a 
goodness;  as  such  it  is  the  tr  of  deshen  ("They  shall 
be     abundantly    satisfied     [m     "Heb 

2.  Figoia-     watered"!^  with   tJie    fatness  of   thy 
tivo  house"   (Ps  36  8);  "Thy  paths  drop 

fatness"    (6fi  11;     of    Isa  SS  2;     Jer 
81  14). 

"With  tatnen"  Is  Bupplled,  DC  8S  15  AY.  "covered 
wltb  I&tjiam":  RV  has ^'>ei»me  Hleek";  tor  "The  yoke 
shall  be  deatfoyed  because  of  the  uiolnUnK"  (In.  10  27) 
ARV  baa  "bj  reBson  ot  latnosB."  m  "Heb  oil":  ERV 
u  AV.  with  m  as  ARV;  the  text  U  believed  to  l>e  oai^ 
rapt;    1.XX  has  "Irom  your  Bhoulders." 

FAUCmON,  fft'shun.    See  Scimitar. 


FAULT,  fAlt(Kyri,$<I^',-  alrCa,  oifia,  p 
mimphomai):  Implies  defect,  of  less  moral  weight 
than  crime  or  sin.  It  is  the  tr  of  Jfifa',  "error," 
"failure."  "sin"  (Ex  S  IS);  of  hif',  same  meaning 
(Gen  41  9,  "I  do  remember  ai^  faults  this  day"); 
of  'duTfln,  "perversity,"  "iniquity"  (2  S  8  8;  Ps 
69  4);  of  mA'aA,  "wrongness,"  wickedness"  (Dt 
26  2j  RV  "wickedness");  of  sh'hath  (Aram.)  "cor- 
ruption" (Dnl  6  4W*);  WiimaA,  "anything  (1  S 
29  3,  "no  fault  in  him,"  ht.  "not  anything");  of 
aitia,  "cause,"  "case  "  "guilt"  (Jn  18  38:  10  4.6; 
Pilate  of  Jesus,  "  I  find  no  fault  in  him,''  RV  "no 
crime";  the  same  word  is  rendered  "accusation," 
i.e.  '\egBi  cause  for  prosecution,'  Mt  27  37;  Mk 
IB  26;  cf  Acts  36  18.27);  of  allum,  same  meaning 

S[.k  23  4.14;  ver  22  aition  Ihandlou  "cause  of 
eath");  of  hittema,  a  worse  condition,"  "defect" 
{I  Cor  8  7,  RV  "a  defect,"  m  "a  loss  to  you");  of 
poniptdma,  "a  falUng  aside"  (Gal «  1,  "If  a  man  be 
overtaken  m  a  fault,"  RV  "in  any  tresjMiss,"  m  "by": 
Jas  6  16,  "Confess  your  faults  one  to  another,' 
RV  "Confess  tjierefore  your  sins  one  to  another"); 
hamarl&nd,  "to  miss,"  "err,"  "sin,"  is  tr*  "your 
faults"  (1  Pet  3  20  RV,  "when  ye  sin");  mem- 
phomai,  "to  blame,"  is  tr*  "W  find  fault"  (Mk  7  2 
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omitted  RV;  Rom  9  19;  He  8  8);  eligchd,  "to 
convict,"  "to  tell  one's  fault"  (Mt  18  15,  RV 
"ahow  him  his  fault") ;  dmdmos,  "without  blemish," 
"spotless,"  is  tr<>  "without  fault"  (Rev  14  5,  RV 
"without  blemish,"  "faultless";  Jude  ver  24,  ^'able 
to  present  you  faultless,"  RV  "without  blemish"); 
dmempto8t  "blameless,"  "without  reproach"  (He 
8  7,  for  if  that  first  covenant  had  been  faultless"). 
"Faulty"  is  the  tr  of  'dsh^,  "guilty"  (2  S  14  13, 
"as  one  which  is  faulty,"  RV  "guilty"):  of  'dshaniy 
"to  be  or  become  guilty"  (Hos  10  2,  RV  "guilty"). 

W.  L.  Walker 

FAVOR,  fa'vSr  00 ,  hen,  yiT^ ,  rOgan,  with  other 
Heb  words;  x^^i  chdris):  Means  generally  good 
will,  acceptance,  and  the  benefits  flowing  from  these; 
in  older  usage  it  meant  also  the  countenance,  hence 
appearance.  Alternating  in  EV  with  "grace,"  it 
is  used  chiefly  of  man,  but  sometimes  al»>  of  God 
(Gen  18  3;  80  27:  39  21;  Ex  8  21;  2  8  16  25, 
"in  the  eyes  of  Jeh,  etc).  It  is  used  perhaps  in  the 
sense  of  "countenance"  in  Prov  31  30,  "Favor  is 
deceitful,  and  beauty  is  vain"  (AV),  where  for 
"favor"  RV  has  "grace";  the  reference  is  to  ex- 
ternal appearance.  "Favored"  is  used  in  the  sense 
of  "appearance"  in  the  phrase  "well-favored"  (Gen 
29  17;  39  6;  41  2.4);  conversely,  "ill-favored" 
(Gen  41  3.4).  For  "favor"  RV  has  "have  pity 
on"  (Ps  109  12),  "good  will"  (Prov  14  9),  "peace^' 
(Cant  8  10);  ERV  "grace"  (Ruth  2  13),  ARV 
^Idndness"  (Est  2  17;  Dnl  1  9),  etc.  In  ARV 
"the  acceptable  year  of  the  Lord"  (Isa  61  2)  is 
changed  into  "the  year  of  Jeh's  favor'*;  "Do  I  now 
persuade  men"  (Gal  1  10)  into,  "Am  I  now  seeking 
the  favor  of  men,"  and  there  are  other  RV  changes. 

W.  L.  Walker 

FAWN,  fdn.    See  Deer. 

FEAR,  f6r  (H^n*) ,  yir'dh,  Kn^ ,  yOri*;  ^nSpot ,  phd- 

hos,  ^P^»t  phobid) :  "Fear"  is  the  tr  of  many  words 
in  the  OT;  the  chief  are:  ytr'flA,  "fear," 
Terms,  "terror,"    "reverence,"    "awe,"    most 

etc  often   ^'the  fear  of  God,"   "of  Jeh" 

(Gen  20  11;  2  Ch  19  9,  etc);  also 
of  "fear"  generally  (Job  22  4;  Isa  7  25:  £zk  80 
13,  etc);  ydrS*,  "to  be  afraid,"  "to  fear,'*  "to  rev- 
erence" (Gen  16  1;  Lev  19  3.14;  Dt  8  2,  etc); 
pafiadh,  "fear,"  "terror,"  "dread"  (Gen  31  42.63; 
Dt  11  25;  1  S  11  7  AV;  Job  4  14;  Isa  2  10  AV, 
etc). 

'Tetffnl"  (timid)  is  the  tr  of  ydrr  (Dt  80  8;  Jgs 
7  8):  "to  be  feared."  ydri*  (Ex  16  11;  Dt  88  68;  cf 
Pb  ISO  4);  in  Isa  86  4.  it  is  the  tr  of  mdhar,  "hasty." 
"them  that  are  of  a  fearful  heart,"  m  " Heb  hasty";  per- 
haps, ready  to  flee  ^or  fear). 

^Mrfutty**  (Ps  189  14):  ydre',  "I  am  fearfuUy  [and] 
wonderfully  made,"  so  RV;  "and"  is  not  in  the  text,  so 
that  "fearfully"  may  be  equivalent  to  "extremely,"  to  an 
awesome  degree;  cf  Ps  6o  5.  "by  terrible  things  .... 
in  righteousness";  88  3,  "How  terrible  are  thy  works 
(yari'  "fearful"):  the  LXX,  Pesh.  Vulg  have  "Thou 
art  fearfully  wonderful." 

'Teaxfidness*'  occurs  in  Ps  66  6  (yir'dh):  Isa  81  4 
iwilldcuth),  RV  "horror";  Isa  88  14  ir*'adhdh,  "trem- 
bling ).  'Tearfulness  hath  surprised  the  hypocrites," 
RV^' Tremblhig  hath  seized  the  godless  ones. 

In  the  NT  the  chief  words  are  phobos,  '*fear," 
"terror,"  "affright"  (Mt  14  26;  28  4.8;  li  21  26; 

1  Jn  4  18,  etc),  and  phobed,  "to  put  in  fear"  (both 
used  of  ordinary  fear)     (Mt  1  20;   10  26;  28  5; 

2  Cor  12  20,  etc);  of  the  fear  of  God,  the  noun 
(Rom  3  18;  2  Cor  7  1),  the  vb.  (Lk  18  4;  28  40, 
etc);  deUia,  "timidity,"  "fear,"  occurs  in  2  Tim  1 
7,  "God  hath  not  given  us  the  spirit  of  fear,"  RV 
"a  spirit  of  fearfuhiess";  Skphoboa.  "frightened  out 
[of  one's  senses],"  "greatly  terrified"  (He  12  21; 
cf  Dt  9  19;  Wisd  17  9  AV);  apd  tU  eulabeias  is  ti^ 
(He  6  7)  "[of  Christ]  who  was  heard  in  that  he 
feared,"  RV  "having  been  heard  for  his  godly  fear" ; 
so  all  the  Gr  commentators  |  euldbeia,  properly, 
"caution,"  "circumspection,"  is  used  in  the  NT  for 


godly  fear  (He  12  28,  RV  "reverence  and  awe," 
m  as  AV);  cf  eulabes  (Lk  2  25 ;  Acts  2  5;  8  2); 
eulabiamai,  "to  act  with  caution"  (Acts  28  10). 
Deilda,  "fearful,"  "timid,"  occurs  in  Mt  8  26;  Mk 
4  40;  Rev  21  8,  "Their  part  shaU  be ....  the 
second  death";  phoberda,  "fearful,"  "terrible"  (He 
10  27.  31);  phdhStron,  "somethiM  fearful,"  "a  ter- 
rible sign  or  portent"  (Lk  21  ll^lV  "terrors"). 

Fear  is  a  natural  and,  in  its  purpose,  beneficent 
feeling,  arising  in  the  presence  or  anticipation  of 
danger,  and  moving  to  its  avoidance;  it  is  also 
awakened  in  the  presence  of  superiors  and  of  striking 
manifestations  of  power,  etc,  taldng  the  form  of 
awe  or  reverence.  Fear  has  been  said  to  be  the 
source  of  religion,  but  religion  can  never  have  origi- 
nated from  fear  alone,  since  men  are  impelled  to 
draw  nigh  with  expectation  to  the  object  of  worship. 

"Fear"  is  oertamly  a  prominent  element  in  OT 
religion;  the  "fear  of  God"  or  of  Jeh,  "the  fear  of 
the  Lord,"  is  indeed  s3monymous  with  religion  itself 
(Ps  84  11;  Prov  1  7;  Isa  11  2.3;  Jer  2  19;  Eccl 
12  13,  "the  whole  duty  of  man,"  RVm  "the  duty 
of  all  men").  But  although  the  element  of  dread,  or 
of  "fear"  in  its  lower  sense,  is  not  always  absent 
and  is  sometimes  prominent  in  the  earlier  stages 
especially,  though  not  exclusively  (Ex  28  27, 
*emdh;  1  S  11  7;  2  Ch  20  29;  Ps  119  120;  Isa 
2  10.19.21),  it  is  more  the  feeling  of  reverent  regard 
for  their  God,  tempered  with  awe  and  fear  of  the 
punishment  of  disobedience.  As  such  it  is  a  senti- 
ment commanded  and  to  be  cherished  toward  Jeh 
(Ex  20  20;  Dt  8  13;  Josh  4  24;  1  S  12  24; 
Job  6  14;  Ps  88  8;  84  9;  Prov  28  17;  Eccl  6 
7,  etc).  It  is  an  essential  element  in  the  worship 
and  service  of  Jeh  (2  K  17  often;  Ps  2  11,  etc); 
it  is  a  Divine  qualification  of  the  Messiah  (Isa  11 
2.3).  This  "fear  of  Jeh"  is  manifested  in  keeping 
God's  commandments,  walking  in  His  ways,  doing 
His  will,  avoiding  sin,  etc  (Ex  20  20;  Dt  8  13.24; 
2  S  28  3;  Ps  84  4.9  ||  Prov  8  13;  18  6).  It  is 
the  true  wisdom  (Job  28  28;  Ps  26  14;  Prov  1  7; 
16  33);  it  gives  life  (Prov  10  27,  etc),  blessedness 
(Ps  128  1.4),  sufficiency  (84  9),  Divine  friendship 
(26  14),  protection  (84  7),  deliverance  (86  9),  for- 
giveness (180  4).  In  Ps  90  11  A V  has '^According 
to  thy  fear  so  is  thy  wrath^"  RV  "and  thy  wrath 
according  to  the  fear  that  is  due  unto  thee";  the 
meaninjp;  probably  is  "thy  wrath  is  in  proportion 
to  thy  fear." 

The  "fear  of  the  Lord"  is  a  frequent  phrase  in 
Apoc,  and  is  highly  exalted,  e.g.  Ecclus  1  11-30; 
the  idea  of  it  berime  gradually  more  and  more  ele- 
vated; in  2  15.16  it  is  joined  with  the  love  of  God. 

"Fear"  is  the  natural  consequence  of  sin  (Gen  3 
10;  4  13.14;  Prov  28  1);  it  comes  as  a  punish- 
ment (Dt  28  25.28).  The  fear  of  man  and  of  evils 
are  dangers  to  be  avoided,  from  which  the  fear  of 
God  deUvers  (Nu  14  9;  21  34;  Ps  28  4;  31  14, 
etc). 

"Fear"  sometimes  stands  for  the  object  of  fear 
(Prov  10  24;  Isa  66  4);  for  the  object  of  worship 
(Gen  81  42.53,  "the  God  of  Abraham,  and  the  Fear 
of  Isaac,"  vahadh). 

In  the  NT  dread,  or  fear  of  God  in  the  lower  sense, 
is  removed;  He  is  revealed  as  the  loving  and  for- 
giving Father,  who  gives  to  men  the  spirit  of  son- 
ship  (Rom  8  15;  2  Tim  17:  1  Jn  4  18);  we 
are  invited  even  to  come  "with  boldness  unto  the 
throne  of  ^race,"  with  confidence,  assurance  Ipar- 
rhesia),  which,  however,  may  have  its  literal  mean- 
mg  of  free  "utterance"  (He  4  16;  10  19);  but 
there  remains  a  filial  fear  and  sense  of  awe  and 
of  the  greatness  of  the  issues  involved  (Rom  11  20; 
Eph  6  21,  RV  "of  Christ";  1  Tim  6  20;  He  4  1); 
all  other  fears  should  be  dismissed  (Mt  8  26;  10 
26-28.31;  Lk  12  32);  in  Mt  10  28;  Lk  12  5, 
"fear"  is  used  in  the  sense  of  "stand  in  awe  of,"  so 
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perhaps  Lk  23  40;  to  "fear  God"  is  sometimes 
used  in  the  NT  as  equivalent  to  religion  (Lk  18  4; 
Acts  10  2.35;  13  16.26,  used  of  prosel3rtes) ;  in  He 
10  27,  it  is  said  that  if  Christ  be  wilfully  rejected, 
nothing  remains  but  "a  fearful  looking  for  [RV 
"expectation"]  of  jud^ent,"  and  ver  31,  "It  is  a 
fearful  thing  to  fall  mto  the  hands  of  the  livins 
God,"  in  wMch  places  "  fearful "  means  "terrible." 
something  well  to  be  feared.  RV  gives  frequently 
a  more  literal  rendering  of  the  woros  tr^  "fear." 

W.  L.  Walkbb 

FEASTS,  fSsts,  AND  FASTS  nfm ,  mlfidh,  "an 
appointed  day"  or  "an  assembling,"  3i? ,  hagk,  Sidrt , 
from  h&ghagh,  "to  dance,"  or  possibly  "to  make  a 
pilgrimage";  0*12,  f5m,  "fast,"  fT^J^C,  ta'&nlth, 
"a  day  of  affliction") : 

I.    PrbAzilic 

A)  Apmm.1 

1.  Passoyer,  16th-22d  Ni^an  \ 

2.  Pentecost,  dth  $!wan  /  Pilgrimage 

3.  Tabernacles.  15th-22d  Tishri  (  Festtyals 

4.  Shemlnl  'Afereih,  23d  liahri  ) 

5.  New  Year,  Feast  of  Trumpets,  Ist  Tishri 
e.  Atonement,  lOth  Tishri 

B)  Periodic 

1.  Weekly  Sabbath 

2.  New  Moon 

3.  Sabbath  Year 

4.  Jubilee  Year 

II.      POBT-BZILIC 

1.  Feast  of  Dedication,  25th  KlflSw 

2.  Fast  of  Esther,  13th  'Adhar 

3.  Feast  of  Purim,  14th  'Adhar 

4.  Fast  of  the  Fourth  Month,  17th  TanmiilB 

6.  Fast  of  the  Fifth  Month.  9th  'Ibh 

?.  Fast  of  the  Seventh  Month,  3d  Tishri 
.  Fast  of  the  Tenth  Month.  lOth  T^bheth 

8.  Feast  of  Acra.  23d  lyar  „ 

9.  Feast  of  Nicanor.  13th  'Adhar 

10.  Feast  of  Woodcarrying.  Midsummer  Day, 
15th  'Abh 

11.  New  Year  for  Trees.  15th  Shebhat 

12.  Bi-weekly  Fasts,  Mondays  and  Thursdays 
after  Festivals 

13.  Second  Days  of  Festivals  Instituted 

14.  New  Modes  of  Observing  Old  Festivals  In- 
stituted 

The  Hebrews  had  an  abundance  of  holidays,  some 
based,  according  to  their  tradition,  on  apiculture 
and  the  natural  changes  of  tunes  and 
The  Nature  seasons,  some  on  historical  events  con- 
of  tiie  nected  with  the  national  or  religious 

Hebrew  life  of  Israel^  and  still  others  simply 
FestiTals  on  immemorial  custom.  In  most  in- 
stances two  or  more  of  these  bases  co- 
exist, and  the  emphasis  on  the  natural,  the  agricul- 
tural, the  national,  or  the  religious  phase  will  vary 
with  different  writers,  different  context,  or  different 
times.  Any  classification  of  these  feasts  and  fasts 
on  the  basis  of  original  significance  must  therefore 
be  imperfect. 

We  should  rather  classifjr  them  as  prefixilic  and 
post-exilic,  because  the  period  of  the  Bab  captivity 
marks  a  complete  change,  not  only  in  the  kmds  of 
festivals  instituted  from  time  to  time,  but  also  in  the 
manner  of  celebrating  the  old. 

/.  FrmmxUie  Lut, — ^The  prefodlic  list  includes  the 
three  pilgrimage  festivals,  the  Passover  week, 
Pentecost,  and  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles,  together 
with  the  Eishth  Day  of  Assembly  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  last  of  these  feasts,  and  New  Year  and  Atone- 
ment Days,  the  weekly  Sabbath  and  the  New  Moon. 
The  preSxilic  festivals  were  "holy  convocations" 
(Lev  28;  Nu  28).  Special  sacrifices  were  offered 
on  them  in  addition  to  the  daily  offer- 
1.  Observ-  ings.  These  sacrifices,  however,  varied 
ances  Com-  according  to  the  character  of  the 
mon  to  All  festival  (Nu  28,  29).  On  all  of  them 
trumpets  (hAgd^Gth)  were  blown  while 
the  burnt  offerinm  and  the  peace-offerings  were 
being  sacrificed  (Nu  10  10).  They  were  all  likened 
to  the  weekly  Sabbath  aa  days  of  rest,  on  which 


there  must  be  coniplete  suspension  of  all  ordinary 
work  (Lev  16  29;  23  7.8.2L24.25.28.35.36). 

The  three  pilgrimage  festivals  were  known  by 
that  name  because  on  them  the  Israelites  gathered 
at  Jems  to  gjve  thanks  for  their  doubty 
2.  Signifl-  joyful  character.  They  were  of  agn- 
cance  of  the  cultural  significance  as  well  as  com- 
FestivalB  memorative  of  national  events.  Tlius 
the  Passover  is  connected  with  the 
barley  harvest;  at  the  same  time  it  is  the  Tfman 
kiriUhf  recalling  the  Exodus  from  Egypt  (Ex  12  6; 
Lev  23  6.8;  ISu  28  16-25;  Dt  16  1-8). 

Pentecost  has  an  a^cultural  phase  as  JjjMgh  hor 
bikhiXprlmy  the  celebration  of  the  wheat  harvest;  it 
has  a  religious  phase  as  T^man  mcUtan  TJidrdh  in  the 
Jewish  liturgy,  based  on  the  rabbinical  calculation 
which  makes  it  the  day  of  the  giving  of  the  Law,  and 
this  religious  side  has  so  completely  overshadow^ed 
the  agricultural  that  among  modern  Jews  the  Pente- 
cost nas  become  ''confirmation  day^'  (Ex  34  26; 
Lev  23  10-14;   Nu  28  26-31). 

The  Feast  of  Tabernacles  is  at  once  the  general 
harvest  festival,  fuigh  he-*d^ph,  and  the  anniversary 
of  the  beginnings  of  the  wanderings  in  the  wilder- 
ness (Ex  23  16;  Lev  23  33  ff;  Dt  16  13-15). 
The  Eighth  Day  of  Assembly  immediately  following 
the  last  day  of  Tabernacles  (Lev  23  36;  Nu  20 
35  ff;  Jn  7  37)  and  closing  the  long  cycle  of  Tishri 
festivals  seems  to  have  been  merely  a  final  day  of 
rejoicing  before  the  pilgrims  returned  to  their  homes. 

New  Year  (Lev  23  2^-25;  Nu  29  1-6)  and  the 
Day  of  Atonement  (Lev  16  1  ff ;  23  26-32;  Nu  29 
7-11)  marked  the  turning  of  the  year;  primarily, 
perhaps,  in  the  natural  phenomena  of  Pal,  but  also 
m  the  inner  life  of  the  nation  and  the  individual. 
Hence  the  religious  sifpificance  of  these  days  as 
days  of  judgment,  pemtence  and  forgiveness  soon 
overshadowed  anv  other  significance  they  mav  have 
had.  The  temple  ritual  for  these  days,  which  is 
minutely  described  in  the  OT  and  in  the  Talm,  was 
the  most  elaborate  and  im^essive  of  the  year.  At 
the  same  time  Atonement  Day  was  socially  an  im- 
portant day  of  rejoicing. 

In  addition  to  these  annual  festivals  the  preexilic 
Hebrews  celebrated  the  Sabbath  (Nu  28  9.10;  Lev 
23  1-3)  and  the  New  Moon  (Nu  10  10;  28  11-15). 
By  analogy  to  the  weekly  Sabbath,  every  seventh 
year  was  a  Sabbath  Year  (Ex  23  11;  Lev  25  1-7; 
Dt  16  1),  and  every  cycle  of  seven  Sabbath  years 
was  closed  with  a  Jubilee  Year  (Lev  25  8-18)  some- 
what after  the  analogy  of  the  seven  weeks  counted 
before  Pentecost. 

For  further  details  of  all  of  these  pre6xilic  festivals 
see  the  separate  articles. 

//•  Thm  Po&t'mxIBc  U&t, — In  post-exilic  times 
important  historical  events  were  niade  the  basis  for 
the  institution  of  new  fasts  and  feasts.  When  the 
first  temple  was  destroyed  and  the  people  were  car- 
ried into  captivity,  "the  sacrifice  of  tne  body  and 
one's  own  fat  and  blood"  were  substituted  for  that 
of  animals  (see  Talm,  BTOkhdth  17a).  With  such 
a  view  of  their  importance,  fasts  of  all  sorts  were  as 
a  matter  of  course  rapidly  multiplied.  (Note  that 
the  Day  of  Atonement  was  the.  only  preexilic  fast.) 
Of  these  post-exilic  fasts  and  ifeasts,  the  Feast  of 
Dedication  (1  Mace  4  52-59;  Jn  10  22;  Mish, 
Ta'dnith  2  10;  Mo'gdh  ^<i(on  3  9;  Jos,  Ant,  XII, 
vii;  CAp,  II,  xxxix)  and  the  Feast  of  Purim  (Est 
3  7;  9  24ff;  2  Mace  15  36);  and  the  fasU  of  the 
fourth  (Zee  8  19;  Jer  39,52;  Mish,  Ta'&nUh  4  6), 
the  fifth  (Zee  7  3.4;  8  19;  Ta'dnUh  4  6),  the 
seventh  (Zee  7  5;  8  19;  Jer  41  1  ff;  2  K  26  25; 
l^idher  'Oldm  Rabba*  26;  M'ghiUath  Ta^dnlth  c. 
12),  the  tenth  months  (Zee  8  19;  2  K  25),  and  the 
Fast  of  Esther  (Est  4  16  f ;  9  31)  have  been  pre- 
I  served  by  Jewish  tradition  to  this  day,    (The  Feast 


?!8?"a!51S«*'  the  international  standard  bible  encyclopaedia 


Felix  Antonittt 


1104 


of  Dedication,  the  Feast  of  Purim  and  the  Fast  of 
Esther  are  described  in  separate  articles.) 

The  fasts  of  the  fourth,  fifth,  seventh  and  tenth 
months  are  based  on  historical  incidents  connected 

with  one  or  more  national  calamities. 
Significance  In  several  instances  the  rabbis  have 

by  close  figuring  been  able  to  connect 
with  the  dates  of  the  fasts  as  well  as  the  feasts  other 
important  national  events  than  those  for  which  the 
days  were  primarily  instituted.  Not  less  than  four 
incidents  are  connected  with  the  fasts  of  the  fourth 
month  (17th  of  Tanundz) :  (a)  on  this  day  the  Israel- 
ites made  the  golden  calf;  (6)  Moses  broke  the  tables 
of  law;  (c)  the  daily  sacnfices  ceased  for  want  of 
cattle  when  the  city  was  closelv  besieged  prior  to 
the  destruction  of  Jems;  and  (a)  on  this  day  Jerus 
was  stormed  by  Nebuchadnezzar.  The  fast  of  the 
fifth  month  (9th  day  of  '£bh)  receives  its  signifi- 
cance from  the  fact  that  the  First  Temple  was  de- 
stroyed upon  this  day  by  Nebuchadnezzar,  and  the 
Second  Temple  on  the  same  day  of  the  year  bv 
Titus.  In  addition  it  is  said  that  on  this  day  Jen 
decreed  that  those  who  left  Egypt  should  not  enter 
the  kmd  of  promise;  the  day  is  also  the  anniversary 
of  the  capture  of  the  city  of  Bether  by  the  Emperor 
Hadrian.  The  fast  of  the  seventh  month  (the  3d 
dav  of  llshrl)  conmiemorates  the  murder  of  Geda- 
liah  at  Mizpah.  That  of  the  tenth  month  (10th 
day  of  Tebheth)  commemorates  the  beginning  of 
the  siege  of  Jerus  by  Nebuchadnezzar. 

Other  fasts  and  feasts  no  doubt  were  instituted 
on  similar  occasions  and  received  a  local  or  tempo- 
rary observance,  for  example,  the  Feast  of  Acra  (1 
Mace  18  50-52;  cf  1  33),  to  celebrate  the  recapture 
of  Acra  ("the  citadel")  on  the  23d  of  'lyftr  141  BC, 
and  the  Feast  of  Nicanor,  in  celebration  of  the  vic- 
tory over  Nicanor  on  the  13th  day  of ' AdhSr  160  BC 
(1  Mace  7  49). 

Several  other  festivals  are  mentioned  in  the  Talm 
and  other  post-Biblical  writings  which  may  have 
been  of  even  greater  antiquity.  The  Feast  of 
Woodcarrying  (Midsummer  Day:  Neh  10  34; 
Jos,  BJ,  II,  vii,  6;  M'ghiOath  Ta^dnUh  c.v,  p.  32, 
Mish,  Ta^dnUh  4  8a),  for  example,  is  referred  to  as 
the  greatest  day  of  rejoicing  of  the  Hebrews,  rank- 
ixig  with  Atonement  Day.  It  was  principally  a 
picnic  day  to  which  a  religious  touch  was  given  by 
making  it  the  woodgatherers'  festival  for  the  Temple. 
A  New  Year  for  trees  is  mentioned  in  the  Talm  (Ro^sh 
horShdnSh  11).  The  pious,  according  both  to  the 
Jewish  tradition  and  tne  NT,  observed  many  pri- 
vate or  semi-public  fasts,  such  as  the  Mondays. 
Thursdays  and  following  Monday  after  Nl$&n  ana 
Tishrl  (the  festival  months:  Lk  18  12;  Mt  9  14; 
6  16;  Mk  2  18;  Lk  5  33:  AcU  10  30;  M'gkiUah 
31a;  Ta'&nUh  12a;  Bdbhd*  ^amd'  8  2).  The 
day  before  Passover  was  a  fast  day  for  the  firstborn 
(l^dph^rlm  21  3). 

In  post-Biblical  times  the  Jews  outside  of  Pal 
doubled  each  of  the  following  days:  the  opening 
and  closing  day  of  Passover  and  Tabernacles  and 
Pentecost,  oecause  of  the  fdp/iejp,  or  doubt  as  to  the 
proper  day  to  be  observed,  growing  out  of  the  delays 
m  the  transmission  of  the  official  decree  of  the  9an- 
hedhrin  in  each  season.  Differences  in  hours  of 
sunrise  and  sunset  between  Pal  and  other  countries 
may  have  had  something  to  do  at  least  with  the 
perpetuation  of  the  custom.  New  Year's  Day 
seems  to  have  been  doubled  from  time  immemorial, 
the  forty-eight  hours  counting  as  one  'long  day." 

Many  new  modes  of  observance  appear  in  post- 
exilic  tunes  in  connection  with  the  old  established 
festivals,  esp.  in  the  high  festival  season  of  Tishrl. 
Thus  the  ^mf^h  betk  fia^hd*  Sbhdhf  '  Vater  drawing 
festival,"  was  celebrated  during  the  week  of  Taber- 
nacles with  popular  games  and  dances  in  which  even 


the  elders  took  part,  and  the  streets  were  so  bril- 
liantly illuminated  with  torches  that  scarcely  an 
eye  was  closed  in  Jerus  during  that  week  (Talm, 
HuUln), 

The  last  day  of  Tabernacles  was  known  in  Tal- 
mudic  times  as  yom  fkibbut  ^drdbhUthf  from  the  custom 
of  beating  willow  branches,  a  custom  clearly  ante- 
dating the  various  s3rmbolical  explanations  offered 
for  it.  Its  festivities  were  connect^  with  the  dis- 
mantling of  the  booth.  In  later  times  the  day  was 
known  as  hosfia^  nd*  rabbd\  from  the  liturgical  pas- 
sages beginning  with  the  word  lidshd^nd*,  recited 
throughout  the  feast  and  "gathered"  on  that  day. 
The  day  after  Tabernacles  has  been  made  ^mhaih 
Tordh,  the  Feast  of  the  Law,  from  the  custom  of 
ending  on  that  day  the  cycle  of  fifty-two  weekly 
portions  read  in  the  synagogues. 

In  general  it  may  be  said  that  although  the  actual 
observance  has  changed  from  time  to  time  to  meet 
new  conditions,  the  syna^ogal  calendar  of  today  is 
made  up  of  the  same  festivals  as  those  observed  in 
NT  times.  Ella  Davis  Isaacs 

FEASTS,  SEASONS  FOR,  regulated  by  the  sun 
and  moon.    See  Astbonomy,  I,  5. 

FEATHERS,  feth'Srz  (n^b ,  nd^dA;  Lat  penna): 
"Gavest  thou  the  goodly  wings  unto  the  peacocks? 
or  wings  [RV  "pinions'*]  and  feathers  [ARV  "plum- 
age"] unto  the  ostrich?"  (Job  39  13  AV);  "He 
shall  cover  thee  with  his  feathers,  and  under  his 
wings  shalt  thou  trust;  his  truth  shall  be  thy 
shidd  and  buckler"  (Ps  91  4  AV).  In  RV  this  is 
again  changed  to  pinions.  In  Dnl  4  33  the  word 
"feathers"  is  left.  The  wonderful  plumage  of  birds 
was  noted  and  prized  in  those  days,  just  as  now. 
Old  ostriches  were  too  tough  and  rank  of  flesh  for 
food.  They  were  pursued  for  their  feathers,  which 
were  used  for  the  headdressing  and  shield  orna- 
ments of  desert  princes.  No  one  doubts  that  the 
ships  of  Solomon  introduced  peacocks  because  of 
their  wonderful  feathers.  Those  of  the  eagle  were 
held  in  superstitious  reverence  as  late  as  the  days 
of  Pliny,  who  was  ten  years  old  at  the  time  of  the 
crucifixion  of  Christ.  Pliny  wrote  that  the  eagle 
was  so  powerful  that  if  its  feathers  be  laid  in  a  tox 
with  those  of  other  birds,  the  eagle  feathers  would 
"devour  and  consume  all  the  rest. 

Gene  Stratton-Porter 

FEEBLE  KNEES,  fg'b'l  nez:  The  expression 
is  found  in  three  places  (one  being  a  free  quotation 
of  another):  Job  4  4.  "Thou  hast  made  firm  the 
feeble  [T":);?,  kdra\  "bending,"  "bowing"]  knees," 
and  He  12  12,  "Wherefore  lift  up  the  hands  that 
hang  down,  and  the  palsied  [AV  "feeble"]  knees." 
The  Gr  word  used  here  (xapaXeXv/ti^ya,  parale- 
lumhfMj  "paralyzed,"  "motionless")  implies  the 
loss  of  junction,  interrupted  articulation,  the  cutting 
off  of  vital  strength:  cf  Gr  x«^^»,  chdl6Sf  "lame," 
and  see  DeUtzsch  in  nis  Comm.  on  He,  loc.  cit. 

Such  an  affection  of  the  knees  may  be  due  to 
different  causes.  It  is,  e.g.,  a  veiy  frequent  symp- 
tom of  the  disease  known  in  the  Orient  as  beriberi^ 
when  the  muscles  of  the  lower  leg  shrink  to  such  a 
degree  as  to  render  voluntary  locomotion  impossible. 
It  always  disables  its  victim,  and  is  therefore  often 
expressive  of  general  debility,  e.g.  in  Ps  109  24, 
where  such  weakness  is  described  as  the  outcome  of 
protracted  fasting.  In  Ezk  7  17  and  21  7,  "Ail 
knees  shall  be  weak  as  water,"  the  expression  indi- 
cates a  complete  relaxation  of  the  muscles.  Fear 
effected  the  same  condition  in  Belshazzar's  case, 
when  he  saw  the  writing  on  the  wall  (Dnl  5  6),  "The 
joints  of  his  loins  were  loosed,  and  his  knees  smote 
one  against  another"  (cf  Nah  2  10). 

The  "sore  boil  ....  In  the  knees,  and  in  the  legs,"  a 
disease  announced  in  Dt  28  35  as  a  punishment  upon 
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IsTftel  for  difiobedlenoe,  cannot  now  be  fully  determined. 
Driver  (in  his  commentary  on  the  passage)  thinks  of 
elephantiasis,  which  is  possible  but  not  probable  on 
account  of  the  additional  statement,  "whereof  thou 
canst  not  be  healed,  from  the  sole  of  thy  foot  unto  the 
crown  of  thy  head"  which  would  be  unexplained,  as 
elephantiasis  rarely  presents  a  form  in  which  the  whole 
body  is  sympathetically  affected.  I  rather  think  of 
some  form  of  bubonic  plague,  which  causes  very  high 
fever  all  over  the  body.  In  ver  27  in  the  enumeration 
of  plagues  mention  is  made  of  the  "boll  of  Egypt."  and 
some  commentators  have  explained  this  as  ''^bubonic 
plague."  There  is,  however,  no  doubt  that  the  "boil 
or  botch  of  Egypt"  is  identical  with  the  disease  known  to 
modem  medicine  as  bouton  du  Nil,  Biskra  button, 
Bagdad  or  Alepix)  sore. 

H.   L.   E.   LUERINQ 

FEEBLE-MINDED,  fe'b'l-mln'ded  (oXi7<Si|nixof, 
oligdpsuchos):  Only  in  1  Theas  5  14  AV,  in  the 
sense  of  * 'fainthearted,"  as  in  RV.  In  LXX  it  is 
used  as  the  equivalent  of  koshelf  the  tottering  or 
feeble-kneed  in  Isa  35  3;  54  6;  oliffopsuchia  occurs 
in  LXX  twice  (Ex  6  9;  Ps  54  7),  for  "anguish 
of  spirit"  and  "trouble."  The  term  refers  to  weak- 
ness of  will  and  vacillation  of  purpose  rather  than 
to  idiocy  or  morbid  imbecility. 

FEELING,  fel'ing:  The  following  varieties  of 
meaning  are  to  be  noted:  .  . 

(1)  "To  touch,"  "handle,"  "grope  after"  {WW? , 
mOahaah  (Gen  27  12.22;  Ex  10  21;  tD^'Q,  mush, 
Gen  27  21;  Jgs  16  26;  \^v>A4>dta,  pselaphdo,  Acts 
17  27). 

(2)  "To  know,"  "understand,"  "experience" 
CI"*?,  bin,  Ps  58  9;  rij,  yddha',  Pro v  23  35; 
yivib<rKWj  gindskd,  Mk  5  29). 

(3)  "To  have  a  fellow  feeling,"  "to  place  one's 
self  into  the  position  of  another/'  esp.  while  suffer- 
ing, "to  have  compassion"  (<rvfiira$€tv,  sumpaUieln, 
He  4  15;  cf  10  34;  which  is  to  be  carefully  dis- 
tinguished from  the  similar  vb.  ffvfAird<rx€iy,  sum" 
pdMiein,  which  means  "to  share  in  the  same  suffer- 
ing with  another,"  Rom  8  17;  1  Cor  12  26).  See 
Dditzsch,  Comm.  on  He  4  15. 

(4)  "To  feel  harm,"  "pain,"  "grief,"  "to  be  sen- 
sitive" (xdo-xctv,  pdsckeiuj  with  the  roots  path-  and 
perUhr,  Acts  28  5);  or  with  the  negation:  "to  have 
ceasea  to  feel,"  "to  be  apathetic,"  "past  feeling," 
"callous,"  dtrri\yinKt&s,  apetgikds,  perf .  part,  of  <liraX7^w, 
apalgid  (Eph  4  19)  which  describes  the  condition 
of  the  sinner,  who  by  hardening  his  heart  against 
moral  influences  is  left  without  a  sense  of  his  high 
vocation,  without  an  idea  of  the  awfulness  of  sin, 
without  reverence  to  God,  without  an  appreciation 
of  the  salvation  offered  by  Him,  and  without  fear 
of  His  judgment.  H.  L.  E.  Luering 

FEET,  WASHING  OF.  See  Foot;  Washing 
OP  Feet. 

FEIGN,  fan  (Knn,  hadM,  npj,  ndkhdr;  vXcurnSt, 
plastds):  Occurs  (1)  in  the  sense  of  "to  devise," 
'invent"  as  the  tr  of  badha\  "to  form,"  "to  fashion" 
(Neh  6  8,  "Thou  feignest  them  out  of  thine  own 
heart":  cf  1  K  12  33.  EV  "devised  of  his  own 
heart");  of  plastos,  "formed,"  "molded"  (2  Pet 
2  3,  "with  feigned  words  make  merchandise  of 
you") ;  (2)  in  the  sense  of  ''pretense,"  ndkhdr,  "to 
be  foreign,"  "strange"  (1  K  14  5,  "feign  herself 
to  be  another  woman,"  ver  6;  cf  Gen  42  7;  Prov 
26  24);  'dbhal,  "to  mourn,"  "to  act  as  a  mourner" 
(2  S  14  2);  hdUd,  "to  make  a  show,"  Hithpael, 
"to  be  mad,"  "to  feign  madness"  (of  David,  1  S 
21  13;  cf  Jer  25  16;  60  38);  hupokrinomai,  "to 
give  judgment,  or  act,  under  a  mask"  (Lk  20  20, 
who  feigned  themselves  to  be  righteous");  (3)  in 
the  sense  of  "deceit,"  "fraud,"  "insincerity,"  mir-' 
mdh,  "prayer,  that  goeth  not  out  of  feigned  lips" 
(Ps  17  1);  shelter,  "falsehood,"  "a  lie."  "Judah 
hath  not  returned  unto  me  with  her  wnole  heart, 
but  feignedly"  (Jer  3  10;  cf  2  Esd  8  28);  kdhash, 


"to  lie,"  "to  feign,  or  flatter"  (2  S  22  45;  Ps  18 
44;  66  3;  81  15),  where  the  text  of  AV  and  RV, 
"shall  submit  themselves^"  is  rendered  m,  AV  and 
RV,  "yield  feigned  obedience,  Heb  Zie."  RV  has 
"feign"  for  "make"  (2  S  13  5),  and  "feigned"  for 
"made"  (ver  6).  W.  L.  Walkeb 

FELIX,  fe'liks,  ANTONIUS,  an-to'ni-us  (*i|- 
Xi{,  PhHix,  from  Lat  felix,  "happy"):  A  Rom 
procurator  of  Judaea,  appointed  in  succession  to 
Cumanus  by  the  emperor  Claudius.  The  event 
which  led  to  the  introduction  of  Felix  into  the  narra- 
tive of  Acts  was  the  riot  at  Jems  (Acts  21  27). 
There  Paul,  being  attacked  at  the  instigation  of  the 
Asiatic  Jews  for  alleged  false  teaching  and  profana- 
tion of  the  temple,  was  rescued  with  difl5culty  by 
Lysias  the  chief  captain.  But  Lvsias,  finding  that 
Paul  was  a  Rom  citizen,  and  that  therefore  the 
secret  plots  against  the  life  of  his  captive  might 
entail  serious  consequences  upon  himself,  and  find- 
ing also  that  Paul  was  charged  on  religious  rather 
than  on  political  grounds,  sent  him  on  to  Felix 
at  Caesarea  for  trial  (Acts  21  31—28  34).  On 
his  arrival,  Paul  was  presented  to  Felix  and  was 
then  detained  for  five  days  in  the  judgment  hall  of 
Herod,  till  his  accusers  should  also  reach  Caesarea 
(Acts  23  33-35).  The  trial  was  begun,  but  after 
hearing  the  evidence  of  Tertullus  (see  Tbrtullus) 
and  the  speech  of  Paul  in  his  own  defence,  Felix 
deferred  judgment  (Acts  24  1-22).  The  excuse 
he  gave  for  delay  was  the  non-appearance  of  Lysias, 
but  his  real  reason  was  in  order  to  obtain  bribes 
for  the  release  of  Paul.  He  therefore  treated  his 
prisoner  at  first  with  leniency,  and  pretended  along 
with  Drusilla  to  take  interest  in  his  teaching.  But 
these  attempts  to  induce  Paul  to  purchase  his  free- 
dom failed  ignominiously;  Paul  sought  favor  of 
neither  Felix  nor  Drusilla,  and  made  the  frequent 
interviews  which  he  had  with  them  an  opportunity 
for  preaching  to  them  concerning  rignteousness 
and  temperance  and  the  final  judgment.  The  case 
dragged  on  for  two  years  till  Felix,  upon  his  retire- 
ment, "desiring  to  gain  favor  with  the  Jews  .... 
left  Paul  in  bonds"  (Acts  24  27).  According  to  the 
Bezan  text,  the  continued  imprisonment  of  Paul 
was  due  to  the  desire  of  Felix  to  please  Drusilla. 

Felix  was  the  brother  of  Pallas,  who  was  the  in- 
famous favorite  of  Claudius,  and  who^  according  to 
Tacitus  (Annals  xiii.l4),  fell  into  disgrace  in  55 
AD.  Tacitus  implies  that  Felix  was  joint  proc- 
urator of  Judaea,  along  with  Cumanus,  before 
being  appointed  to  the  sole  command,  but  Jos  is 
sileiit  as  to  this.  Both  Tacitus  and  Jos  refer  to  his 
succeeding  Cumanus,  Jos  stating  that  it  was  at  the 
instigation  of  Jonathan  the  high  priest.  There  is 
some  doubt  as  to  the  chronology  of  Felix'  tenure  of 
office.  Hamack  and  Blass,  following  Eusebius  and 
Jerome,  place  his  accession  in  51  AD,  and  the  im- 
prisonment of  Paul  in  54r-56  AD;  but  most  modem 
commentators  incline  to  the  dates  52  AD  and  56- 
58  AD.  These  latter  interpret  the  statement  of 
Paul,  "Thou  hast  been  of  many  years  a  judge  unto 
this  nation"  (Acts  24  10),  as  referring  to  some 
judicial  office,  not  necessarily  that  of  co-procurator 
(see  Tac),  previously  held  by  Felix  in  the  time  of 
Cumanus,  and  argue  that  this  earlier  connection 
of  Felix  with  Judaea  supplied  a  reason  for  the  ad- 
vocacy by  Jonathan  of  Felix*  claims  to  theprocura- 
torship  on  the  deposition  of  Cumanus.  The  testi- 
mony of  Acts  as  to  the  evil  character  of  Felix  is 
fully  corroborated  by  the  writings  of  Jos  (BJ,  II. 
xiii).  Although  he  suppressed  the  robbers  ana 
murderers  who  infested  Judaea^  and  among  them 
the  "Egyptian"  to  whom  Lysias  refers  (Acts  21 
38),  yet  "he  himself  was  more  hurtful  than  them  all." 
When  occasion  offered,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  employ 
the  sicarii  (see  Assassins)  for  his  own  ends.    Trad- 
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ing  upon  the  iufiuence  of  his  brother  at  court,  his 
cruelty  and  rapacity  knew  no  bounds,  and  during  his 
rule  revolts  became  continuous,  and  marked  a  dis- 
tinct stage  in  that  seditious  movement  which,  cul' 
minated  m  the  outbreak  of  70  AD  (so  Schllrer). 
His  leaving  Paul  in  bonds  was  but  a  nnal  instance 
of  one  who  sacrificed  duty  and  justice  for  the  sake 
of  bis  own  unscrupulous  Belfiahnees.  For  more 
detailed  information  as  to  dates,  etc,  cf  Knowling 
(Expos  Gt  Tea.,  U,  477  ff).  C.  M.  Kerk 

FELLOES,  fel'Oz  (1  K  7  33).    See  Wheel. 

FELLOW,  tel'O  rQTJ,  iymOr,  T\,  rS"';  »™tpo», 
htUiirot):    Meant  originally  a  "partner,"  from  /e 


Ps'W  7,  "db^  hath'anointe^  thee  .  ." .  .  above 
thy  teUowa";  of  AofiAnlA  (Eccl  4  10;  Dnl  7  20);  of 
r8"',  "companion,"  "friend,"  "another"  (Ex  3  13; 
Jkb  7  13.14.22);  rgOh.  {or  ra'yUh),  "a  female 
tnend"  (JgB  11  37,  "I  and  my  fellows,"  RV 
"companions";  here  AV  applies  "fellow"  to  a  fe- 
male; cf  Bar  6  43,  "She  reproacheth  her  fellow," 
hS  pleslon);  in  Jgs  11  38,  ''companions"  is  the  tr 
of  '«ntKA,  "fellowship":  'amUh  (Zee  U  7,  "the 
man  that  is  my  fellow,"  lit.  "the  man  of  my  fellow- 
ship"); helairos,  "companion"  (Mt  11  18);  mi- 
tocnoa,  "partner";  (cf  Lk  8  7;  He  1  9,  quoted 
from  Pa  46  7,  LXX  for  ftdJft*). 

(2)  As  an  individual  or  person  "fellow"  is  the  tr 
of '{(A,  "a  man,"  "an  individual":  "make  this  fellow 
return*'  (1  S  »  4  AV,  RV  "the  man");  in  the 
same  ver  "fellow"  is  supplied  instead  of  "he"; 
"fellow"  in  161 1  meant  amiply  "a  man,"  and  it  is 
difficult  to  say  in  what  passages  the  ideas  of  "worth- 
less," etc,  are  meant  ia  be  implied;  probably,  how- 
ever, in  JgB  18  25,  where  the  Heb  is  simply  Miah, 
"man,"  and  the  test  is  ahnost  the  only  deviation 
from  the  rendering  "man,"  "men,"  "lest  angry  (m, 
RV  "bitter  of  soiil"]  fellows  fall  upon  vou  ;  also 
Acta  17  5,  artir,  "a  man,"  "certain  lewa  fellows  of 
the  baser  sort,''  RV  "vile  fellows";  cf  2  S  6  20, 
"vain  Jrs^I  fellows"  (supphed);  1  Mace  10  61, 
"contain  pestilent  fellows  ianir);  Ecclus  8  15, 
"a  bold  tdlow"   (toimfrda),  RV  "a  rash 


eomethiog  of  worthlessness  or  contempt  implied 
(1  S  SlISbM.aC  21;  1  K  23  27;  2  K  9  11,  and, 
as  before,  1  S  W  4  RV);  in  the  NT  also  "fellow'* 
often  repreeent«  AoiUoi,  "this,"  and  in  most  of  these 
cases  AV  seems  to  intend  something  depreciato^ 
to  be  undetBtood:  RV  givea  simply  "man"  (Mt 
12  24:  Se  61.71;  Lk  22  50;  33  2;  Jn  9  29;  Acts 
18  13);  BO  Ecclus  13  23,  "If  the  poor  man  spraks, 
they  say,  What  fellow  is  thiaT"  RV  "who  is  this?'' 
1  Mace  4  6,  "These  fellows  flee  from  us,"  RV 
"these  men.  RV  has  "fellows"  for  "persons"  (Jgs 
9  4),  for  "men"  (II  3);  "base  fellows"  tor  "men 
the  children  of  Belial"  (Dt  IS  13),  m,  "sons  of 
worthlessness";  ARV  "worthless  fellow"  for  "son 
of  Belial"  (1  8  26  17.25),  "base  fellows"  for  "sons 
of  Belial"  (Jkb  19  22:  SO  13,  etc);  RV  has  also 
"companionfi'  for  "fellows"  (Jgs  11  37,  as  above; 
Ezk  87  19;  Dnl  3  13),  "each  man  his  fellow"  for 
"one  another"  (2  K  8  23);  "fellow  by"  for  "neigh- 
bor in"  (I  K  20  35). 

Fellow-dtizen,  Fellow-disciple,  Pellow-heiis, 
Yokefellow,  etc.  In  composition,  "fellow"  always 
means  partner  or  companion. 

W.  L.  Walker 


FELLOWSHIP,  fet'6-ship.    See  Comuttnion. 

FBBULE,  fe'mSl:  Two  Heb  words  are  thus  tr>: 

(1)  njp^ ,  n'IfibhSA,  which  is  merely  a  physio- 
logical description  of  the  sexual  characteristic  (from 
3^] ,  TiOifobk,  "to  perforate"),  and  which  corresponds 
to  If  T ,  xOkhOr,  "male"  (see  b.v.). 

(2)  n^!|C,  'iahthah,  with  the  irregular  [d.  O^VJ, 
nSehim  (only  Gen  7  2,  in  all,  other  places  "wife," 
"woman"),  the  fem.  form  of  TC'ftt,  'uk,  "man."' 

The  Gr  word  is  9fj\iit,  thiltit,  Ut.  "the  nuraing 
one,"  "the  one  giving  suck"  (from  9i)Mtw,  th&di6, 
"to  suckle"). 

Israelitic  law  seems  frequently  guilty  of  unjust 
partiality  in  favor  of  the  male  sex,  out  we  have  to 
consider  that  most  of  these  legal  and  religious  dis- 
abilities of  women  can  be  explained  from  the  social 
conditions  prevailing  at  the  time  of  legislation. 
They  are  therefore  found  also  in  contemporaneous 
gentile  religions.  Though  traces  of  this  prejudice 
against  the  weaker  sex  are  found  in  the  NT,  the 
religious  diaerimination  between  the  sexes  has  prac- 
tically ceased,  as  is  evident  from  Gal  3  28:  "There 
can  be  no  male  and  female:  for  ye  all  are  one  man 
in  Christ  Jesus";  cf  also  1  Pet  3  7. 

H.  L.  E.  LuEBiNO 

FENCE,  fens  (TJ? ,  bOfm;  T??ia ,  mtftAtdr) :  Com- 
monly used  in  AV  in  the  description  of  fortified 
places,  as  the  tr  of  bfifor,  "to  cut  off,"  "to  separate," 
''to  fortify"  (and  forms)  (Dt  3  5;  9  1;  38  52,  etc); 
m^hsar,  fenced  city,"  is  a  fortified  place  (Nu  83 
17.36;  Josh  10  20;  IB  35,  etc);  TnOtBr,  "fenced 
cities,"  means  "bulwark,"  "citadel"  (2  Ch  8  5); 
m'sarOlL  "fortification"  (2  Ch  11  23;  13  4;  14  6; 
21  3);  for  "fenced"  ARV  substitutes  "fortified"  in 
all  these  instances;  inDnl  11  15,  mibAcor  is  "a  well- 
fortified  city,"m  ''the  fortified  cities,''  ERV  "well- 
fenced";  "fence"  is  also  the  tr  of  gOdhir,  "a  wall" 
or  "fence"  (Job  19  8  ARV,  "walled  up''  [g/ldhar\; 
Ps  63  3):  ^&za)f,  "to  loosen"  (the  ground)  as  with 
a  mattock  (Isa  6  2^  where  AV  has  "fenced"  it  [the 
vineyard!,  ARV  "diffied  it,"  ERV  "made  a  trench 
about  it,  m  "diggeifit"):  «ajth,  "to  interweave"  or 
"interlace"  (Job  10  11,  RV  "clothed");  mOig,  "to 
be  or  become  fuU"  (2  S  28  7,  RV  ''armed,"  m 
"Heb  filled"). 


FERRET,  fer'et  (HRJ^,  •AnS^Oh,  RV  GECKO): 
Occurs  only  in  Lev  11  30  AV,  in  the  list  of  animals 
which  are  unclean  "among  the  creepinK  thin^  that 
creep  upon  the  earth."  RV  has  "gecko"  with  the 
marginal  note,  "Words  of  uncertain  meaning,  but 
prot^bly  denoting  four  kinds  of  Uzards."  l^e  list 
of  animals  in  Lev  11  29.30  includes  (1)  ksUdh, 
EV  "weasel";  (2)  'akhhar,  EV  "mouse";  (3)  iObh, 
AV"tortoiBej  RV  "great  lizard";  (4) 'dndifiA,  AV 
"ferret,"  RV  "gecko";  (5)  fc5"A  AV  "chameleon," 
RV  "land  crocodile";  (6)  Z'US'dJi,  EV  "Uzard";  (7) 
^ome{,  AV  "snail,"  RV"sandLzard";  (8)  lirahanelh, 
AV  "mole,"  RV  "chameleon."  It  will  be  noted 
that  while  RV  makes  the  first  two  mammals  and 
the  remaining  six  reptiles,  AV  makes  not  only  (1) 
and  (2)  but  also  (4)  and  (8)  mammals,  and  (7)  a 
mollusk.  So  far  as  this  general  classification  is  con- 
cerned AV  follows  the  CXX,  except  in  the  case  of 
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FaOoM 
Fow 


(7).  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  all  these  words 
except  (2)  and  (8)  occur  onlv  in  this  passage,  while 
(2)  and  (8)  occur  each  in  only  a  few  passages  where 
the  context  throws  but  imcertain  ug^t  upon  the 
meaning.  Under  these  circumstances  we  ought  to 
be  content  with  the  rendering  of  the  LXX,  unless 
from  philology  or  tradition  we  can  show  good  reason 
for  differing.  For  'dn&lfSh,  LXX  has  f*vyd\ii,  mu- 
gdli,  which  occurs  in  Herodotus  and  Aristotle  and 
may  be  a  shrew  mouse  or  a  field  mouse.  Just  as 
the  next  word,  kd^fi,  is  found  in  other  passages 
(see  Chameleon)  witn  the  meaning  of  ''strength," 
so  'dndj^  occurs  in  several  places  signifying  "moan- 
ing'' or  ''sighing"  (Pb  12  6;  79  11;  102  20;  Mai 
2  13).  It  seems  to  be  from  the  root,  'dnc^.  "to 
choke,"  "to  be  in  ansuish"  (cf  'dndj;,  "a  collar"; 
fi&nalpf  "to  choke":  Arab.  S«nj;,  "neck";  Arab. 
khanafpf  "to  strangle";  Gr  dpdyni;  Lat  angusttu; 
Ger.  enge,  Nacken;Eng.  "anxious,"  "neck").  Some 
creature  seems  to  be  meant  which  utters  a  low  crv 
or  squeak,  and  neither  "ferret"  (AV)  nor  "gecko 
(RV)  seems  to  have  a  better  claun  than  the  older 
LXX  rendering  of  a(v7^i7= "shrew  mouse"  or  "field 

Alfred  Ely  Day 


mouse. 


FERRY-BOAT,  fer'i-bdt  (2  S  19  18).  See  Ships 
AND  Boats. 

FERVENT,  filr'vent  (pb^^,  datoj;  licnWit,  eib- 
ten&,  lim,  zS6):  "Fervent"  (from  Lat  fervSre,  "to 
boil")  does  not  occur  in  AV  of  the  OT,  but  RV  gives 
it  as  the  tr  of  dOlai,  "to  bum"  (Prov  26  23),  in- 
stead of  "burning."  "fervent  lips  and  a  wicked 
heart."  In  the  NT  it  is  the  tr  of  ektenis,  "stretched 
out,"  hence  intent,  earnest  (1  Pet  4  8,  "being  fer- 
vent in  your  love  among  yourselves");  of  zed,  "to 
boil,"  "to  be  hot"  (Rom  12  11,  "fervent  in  spirit " 
Acts  18  25);  of  iilos,  "zeal,"  '^fervor"  (2  Cor  7  7. 
RV  "zeal"),  m  Jas  6  16  AV  has:  "The  effectual 
fervent  prayer  of  a  righteous  man  availeth  much," 
where  the  Gr  is:  vom  isckdei  diSsis  dikaiou  ener- 
goumMi,  which  Rv  renders.  "The  supplication  of  a 
righteous  man  availeth  mucn  in  its  working." 

TenrenUy'*  Is  the  tr  of  <igonizomai,  '*to  strive  or 
struggle"  (agonize).  Ool  4  12  AV.  BY  "Bpaphras 
....  Btriying  for  you  In  his  prayers**;  of  ektenoM,  lit. 
In  an  outstretched  manner  (1  Pet  1  22,  BY  "Love  one 
another  from  the  heart  fervently";  of  1  Pet  4  8.  ''fer- 
vent in  your  love  among  yourselves'*).  Christian  love 
too  often  lacks  this  fervency,  but  Christ's  love  for  us  was 
"stretched  out"  to  the  uttermost. 

BY  has  "fervenUy"  for  "earnestly"  (Jas  5  17.  m 
"with  prayer"). 

W.  L.  Walker 
FESTIVAL,  fes'ti-val.    See  Feasts  and  Fasts. 

FESTIJS,  fes'tus.  PORCIUS,  pdr'shi-us  (n^pxtot 
^fkoTToty  P&rkio8  PhUtoa):  The  Rom  governor  or 
procurator  who  succeeded  Felix  in  the  province  of 
Judaea  (Acts  24  27),  and  was  thus  brought  into 
prominence  in  the  dispute  between  Paul  and  the 
Sanhedrin  which  continued  after  the  retirement  of 
Felix  (chs  26^  26).  Upon  the  arrival  of  Festus  in 
Jems,  the  official  capital  of  his  province,  the  Jews 
brought  of  him  to  send  Paul  from  Caesarea  to 
Jems  to  appear  before  them,  intending  to  kill  him 
on  the  way  (26  3).  Festus  at  first  refused  their 
request,  and  upon  his  return  to  Caesarea  proceeded 
himself  to  examine  Paul  (ver  6^.  But  on  finding 
that  the  evidence  was  conflicting,  and  reflecting 
that,  as  the  accused  was  apparently  charged  on 
religious  rather  than  on  political  grounds,  the  Banhe- 
drin  was  a  more  suitable  court  for  his  case  than  a 
Rom  tribunal,  he  asked  Paul  if  he  were  agreeable 
to  make  the  journey  to  Jems  (vs  7-9).  But  Paul, 
who  knew  well  the  nefarious  use  that  the  Jews 
would  make  of  the  pleasure  which  Festus  was  will- 
ing to  grant  them,  made  his  appeal  unto  Caesar 
(vs  10.11).      To  this  request  of  a  Rom  citizen  ac- 


cused on  a  capital  charge  (cf  ver  16),  Festus  had  per- 
force to  give  his  consent  (ver  12).  But  the  manner 
of  his  consent  indicated  his  pique  at  the  apparent 
distrust  shown  by  Paul.  By  the  words  ''unto 
Caesar  shalt  thou  go."  Festus  unplied  that  the  case 
must  now  be  proceeaed  with  to  the  end:  otherwise, 
had  it  been  left  in  his  own  hands,  it  might  have 
been  quashed  at  an  earlier  stage  (cf  also  26  S2). 
Meantmie  King  Agrippa  and  Bermce  had  arriv^ 
in  Caesarea,  and  to  these  Festus  gave  a  brief  ex- 
planation of  the  circumstances  (26  13-21).  The 
previous  audiences  of  Festus  with  Paul  and  his 
accusers  had,  however,  served  only  to  confuse  him 
as  to  the  exact  nature  of  the  charge.  Paul  was 
therefore  summoned  before  the  re^l  court,  in  order 
both  that  Axrippa  might  hear  lum^  and  that  the 
^vemor  ungbt  obtain  more  definite  information  for 
msertion  in  the  report  he  was  required  to  send  along 
with  the  prisoner  to  Rome  (vs  22-27).  The  au- 
dience which  followed  was  brought  to  an  abrupt 
conclusion  by  the  interruption  of  Paul's  speech 
(26  1-23)  by  Festus:  'Taul,  thou  art  mad;  thy 
much  learning  is  turning  thee  mad"  (ver  24).  Yet 
the  meeting  was  sufficient  to  convince  both  Agrippa 
and  Festus  that  "this  man  doeth  nothing  worthy  of 
death  or  of  bonds"  (ver  31).  While  Festus  dis- 
played a  certain  contempt  for  what  he  regarded  as 
the  empty  delusions  of  a  harmless  maniac,  his  con- 
duct throughout  the  whole  proceeding  was  marked 
by  a  strict  impartiality;  and  his  straightforward 
dealing  with  Paul  formed  a  marked  contract  to  the 
dilatoriness  of  Felix.  The  praise  bestowed  upon  the 
latter  by  TertuUus  (24  2)  might  with  better  reason 
have  been  bestowed  on  Festus,  in  that  he  freed  the 
country  from  many  robbers  (JSioarii:  Jos,  Ant, 
XX,  viii-x;  BJ,  II,  xiv,  1);  but  his  procuratorship 
was  too  short  to  undo  the  harm  wrought  by  his 
predecessor.  The  exact  date  of  his  accession  to 
office  is  uncertain,  and  has  been  variously  placed  at 
5&-61  AD  (cf  Knowling  in  Expo8  Gr  Test,,  II,  488- 
89;  see  also  Felix).  C.  M.  ICbbb 

FRTCHt  fech  (np^,  IdJMf).  Has  generally  the 
meaning  of  "to  bring";  it  is  commonly  the  tr  of 
Heb  M*afr,  "to  take"  or  "lay  hold  of,"  Hoph.  "to  be 
brought,  seised  or  snatched  away"  (Gen  18  4, 
etc;  27  9,  etc;  42  16:  1  S  4  3;  1  K  17  10,  etc): 
twice  of  nas&\  "to  lift  up"  (2  Ch  12  11,  ARV 
"bare";  Job  86  3);  of  65',  "to  come  in"  (2  Ch  1  17: 
Neh  8  16);  of  ^GlOh.  "to  cause  to  come  up"  (1  S 
6  21;  7  1);  of  yflffi*.  "to  cause  to  come  out"  (Nu 
20  10,  ARV  *^ring  forth";  Jer  26  23),  and  of  a 
number  of  other  words. 

In  the  NT  it  is  the  tr  of  eacdgd,  "to  lead  out" 
(Acts  16  37,  "Let  them  come  themselves  and  fetch 
us  out,"  RV  •'bring");  "to  fetch  a  compass"  is  the 
tr  of  ^dbhabh  (Nu  84  6;  Josh  16  3,  RV  "turn," 
"turned  about":  2  S  6  23,  RV  "make  a  circuit^'; 
2  K  8  9,  RV  ''made  a  circuit");  of  periirchomai 
(aor.  2,  periUthon),  "to  go  about,"  "to  wander  up 
and  down"  (of  a  ship  driven  about;  Acts  28  13, 
RV  "made  a  circuit,  m  "some  ancient  authorities 
read  cast  looee"). 

RV  has  "fetch"  for  "bring"  (1  K  8  24),  for  "call 
for"   (Acts  10  5;    11  13);    "fetched"  for  "called 
for"     (Est  6  10),   for    "took  out"     (Jer  87  17); 
"fetched"  for  "took"  (2  Ch  8  18). 

W.  L.  Walkeb 

FETTER^  fet'Sr:  Found  only  in  the  pi.  in  both 
OT  and  NT;  fetters  of  iron  (Ps  106  18;  149  8;  so 
probably  Mk  6  4;  Lk  8  29)  or  brass  (Jgs  16  21;  2 
K  26  7)  were  frequently  used  for  securing  prisoners. 
See  Chain. 

Figurative:  of  trouble  (Job  86  8). 

FEVER,  fS'vSr  (Hrf'^p ,  Ipaddahath,  r\'^ri ,  daUe- 
Jfeth;  wpiT6f,  puretds,  derived  from  a  root  signi- 


Perer 

Fisnre 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDLA 


1108 


fying  ''to  bum"):   A  generic  term,  applied  to  all 
diseases  characterized  by  high  temperature  of  body. 
Several  forms  of  febrile  disease  are  among  the  com- 
monest of  all  maladies  in  Pal  today,  as  they  were  also 
in  the  period  covered  by  the  Bible  history.    Of  these 
the  most  prevalent  is  ague  or  intermittent  malarial 
fever,  which  is  conmaon  in  all  parts  but  esp.  in  low- 
lying  districts  or  places  where  there  are  pools  or 
marshes  in  which  mosquitoes  breed,  these  insects 
being  the  commonest  carriers  of  the  malaria  bacillus. 
These  fevers  are  generally  more  severe  in  late  sum- 
mer and  autunm,  when  the  mosquitoes  are  most 
numerous,  and  when  there  is  a  liability  to  chill, 
owing  to  the  sudden  drop  of  temperature  at  sunset. 
During  the  day  one  uses  as  light  clothing  as  possible, 
but   immediately    after  sunset  the    air    oeoomes 
chilly  and  damp,  and  the  physiological  resistance 
to  the  influence  of  the  parasite  is  remarkably  di- 
minished.   On  this  account  travelers  in  Pal  at  this 
season  should  be  particular  to  avoid  exposure  to 
these  evening  damps,  and  to  use  mosquito  curtains 
invariably   at  night.    In   most  tropical  countries 
now  houses  are  rendered  mosquito-proof  by  close 
wire  netting,  and  thereby  the  risk  of  infection  is 
much  diminished.    In  Pal  the  marshes  of  the  north 
about  Banias  and  the  Water  of  Merom,  the  Shephe- 
lahj  and  the  Jordan  valley  are  the  most  fever-stricken 
regions  of  the  country.    The  word  fpaddahath  is  tr«* 
bumine  ague  in  Lev  26  16  AV  (RV  "fever"),  and  is 
coupled  with  dallel^ethf  tr^  inflammation  in  Dt  28 
22.    LXX  renders  the  former  word  furetoa,  and  the 
latter  rHgos  in  this  passage,  a  collocation  which  is 
interesting  as  Galen  uses  these  words  together 
rhigopilretos  in  his  description  of  a  fever  identical 
with  that  common  in  Pal.    In  Lev  the  word  in  LXX 
iaikleroa  which  lit.  means  jaundice,  a  disease  other- 
wise not  mentioned  in  the  Bible.    In  Pal  as  in  other 
malarious  countries  the  condition  of  jaundice  or 
yellowing  of  the  skin  frequently  accompanies  re- 
peated  and   protracted    attacks  of    fever  which 
cause  organic  disease  of  the  liver.    On  this  account 
Hippocrates  describes  all  fevers  as  due  to  a  perverted 
secretion  of  bile.    These  fevers  begin  with  severe 
shivering  fits,  hence  the  name  rhigos  which  is  used 
by  Hippocrates.    This  is  followed  by  a  period  of 
burning  dry  heat,  ending  in  a  period  of  profuse 
perspiration.    Such  attacks  may  take  place  daily, 
a  few  hours  of  interval  with  normal  temperature 
separating  the  end  of  one  fit  from  the  onset  of 
the  next.     The  commonest  type  however  is  that 
called  tertian,  in  which  a  whole  day  separates  one  fit 
from  the  next.    In  some  of  the  severe  fevers  which 
are  rife  in  the  Jordan  valley  the  temperature  never 
faUs  to  the  normal,  and  while  there  is  a  short  remis- 
sion between  the  attacks  with  a  body  heat  a  little 
above  the  normal,  there  is  no  intermission.    Rarer 
febrile  conditions  which  have  been  met  with  in  Pal, 
such  as  the  Malta  fever,  present  the  same  charac- 
teristics and  may  continue  for  months.    Cases  also* 
of  genuine  blackwater  fever  have  been  recorded  by 
several  authorities.     It  is  probable  that  in  former 
da3rs  these  fevers  were  even  worse  than  they  are 
now,  as  ancient  medicine  knew  of  no  certain  remedy 
for  them.     At  present  they  generally  yield  at  once 
to   treatment  by   quinine,   and  in   my  own  ex- 
perience I  believe  that  the  administration  of  this 
remedy  in  large  and  repeated  doses  is  the  most  effect- 
ual treatment. 

Other  febrile  diseases  are  rife  in  certain  districts 
in  Pal,  and  probably  existed  in  Bible  times.  Ty- 
phoid is  common  in  some  crowded  towns  and  vil- 
lages, and  considering  how  little  protected  the  wells 
are  from  contamination,  the  wonder  is  that  it  is  not 
much  more  prevalent.  It  is  probable  also  that 
ty^us  then,  as  now,  was  present  as  an  occasional 
epidemic  in  the  more  crowded  cities,  but  even  the 
physicians  of  Greece  and  Rome  did  not  differentiate 


these  diseases.  All  these  fevers  seem  also  to  have 
existed  in  Egypt  to  much  the  same  extent  as  in  Pal. 
The  Papyrus  Ebers  speaks  of  "a  fever  of  ^e  gods" 
(46)  and  another  called  "a  burning  of  the  heart" 
(102).  Its  causation  is  attributed  to  the  influence 
of  the  "god  of  fever,"  and  the  evil  sequelae  of 
the  disease  as  it  affects  the  heart,  stomach,  eyes 
and  other  organs  are  described  in  terms  wmch 
remind  us  of  the  minatory  passages  in  Lev  26  and  Dt 
28.  The  conditions  there  mentioned,  such  as  con- 
suming the  eyes  and  causing  sorrow  of  heart  or 
pining  away  of  the  soul>  graphically  describe  the 
state  Irequently  seen  affecting  those  in  the  Shephelah 
villages  who  have  suffered  from  frequent  returns  of 
fever,  and  who  in  consequence  have  developed 
serious  local  affections  of  the  liver,  spleen  and  other 
organs.  Before  the  introduction  of  quinine,  cases 
of  this  kind  must  have  been  much  more  commonly 
met  with  than  they  are  now.  It  is  probable  that 
this  state  is  that  caUed  shafiepheth,  or  consumptiony 
in  these  passages. 

Another  form  of  fever,  harhur,  the  ''extreme 
burning"  of  AV  or  "fiery  heat"'  of  RV,  is  coupled 
with  the  other  forms  of  fever  in  Dt  28  22.  This 
is  called  in  LXX  erethismds  or  irritation,  and  may 
have  been  a  feverish  condition  with  a  reddened 
skin,  possibly  erysipelas  or  else  one  of  the  eruptive 
fevers.  At  present  outbreaks  of  scarlatina,  measles 
and  erysipelas  are  of  fairly  frequent  occurrence  and 
are  often  very  severe. 

In  the  NT  fever  is  mentioned  eight  times.  The 
disease  which  affected  Simon's  wife's  mother  is 
called  a  "great  fever"  (Lk  4  38),  and  that  which 
nearly  proved  fatal  to  the  nobleman's  son  in  the 
same  district  was  also  a  fever  (Jn  4  52).  Cases 
of  the  kind  are  common  all  round  the  Sea  of  Galilee 
at  the  present  day.  Alex.  Macalister 

FIELD,  fsld.    See  Agriculture. 

FIERY  HEAT,  fl'er-i,  fir'i  hSt:  In  Dt  28  22, 
where  AV  has  "an  extreme  burning."    See  Fever. 

FIERY  SERPENT.    See  Serpent. 

FIG,  FIG-TREE,  fig'trS  (HJSn,  if'endh,  pL 
D'^5SI?,  tf^enlm,  specially  "figs";    O'^JB,  pagglnif 

"green  figs"  only  in  Cant  2  13;  vwc^ 
1.  Fig-Trees «i^,  "fi«-tree'^  o-Okov,  sukon.  "fig"): 
in  the  OT     The  earliest  OT  reference  to  tne  fig  is 

to  the  leaves,  which  Adam  and  Eve 
converted  into  aprons  (Gen  8  7).  The  promised 
land  was  described  (Dt  8  8)  as  "a  land  of  wheat 
and  barlev,  and  vines  and  fig-trees  and  pome- 
granates," etc.  The  spies  who  visited  it  brought, 
Besides  the  cluster  of  grapes,  pomegranates  and  figs 
(Nu  13  23).  The  Israelites  complained  that  the 
wilderness  was  "no  place  of  seed,  or  of  figs,  or  of 
vines,  or  of  pomegranates' '  (Nu  20  5) .  When  Egsrpt 
was  plagu^,  the  fig-trees  were  smitten  (Ps  105  33) : 
a  similar  punishment  was  threatened  to  unfaithful 
Israel  (Jer  5  17;  Hos  2  12;  Am  4  9).  It  is  only 
necessary  to  ride  a  few  miles  among  the  mountain 
villages  of  Pal,  with  their  extensive  fig  gardens,  to 
realize  what  a  long-lasting  injury  wo^d  be  the 
destruction  of  these  slow-growing  trees.  Years  of 
patient  labor — such  as  that  brie%^  hinted  at  in  Lk 
13  7 — must  pass  before  a  newly  planted  group  of 
fig-trees  can  oear  profitably.  ^  Plenitude  of  fruitful 
vines  and  fig-trees,  specially  individual  ownership, 
thus  came  to  be  emblematical  of  long-continued 
peace  and  prosperity.  In  the  days  of  Solomon 
"Judah  and  Israel  dwelt  safely,  every  man  under 
his  vine  and  under  his  fig-tree"  (1  K  4  26).  Of 
also  2  K  18  31;  Isa  36  16;  Mic  4  4;  Zee  3  10; 
1  Mace  14  12.  Only  a  triumphal  faith  in  Jeh 
could  rejoice  in  Him  "though  the  fig-tree  shall  not 
flourish'^  (Hab  3  17). 


There  are  n 
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13  28.32;  Lk  31  20-33),  and  at  Ike  saTM 
ItTne,  ia  the  leaf  axils,  appear  the  tjuy  figs.  They 
belong  to  the  early  signs  of  spring : 

"The  voice  of  tlie  turtle-dove  Ib  beud  In  our  Und ; 
The  fls-treertpeneU)  her  green  flgs"  (paasim} 

— CoDt  S  12.13. 

These  tiny  figs  develop  along  with  the  leaves  up  to 

a  certain  point — to  about  the  eixe  of  a  small  cherry 

— and  then  the  great  majority  of  them 

4.  Earl;  fall  to  the  ground,  carried  down  with 
Pigs  every  gust  of  wind.    These  are  the 

"unripe  figs"  (dlunihos) — tr*.  more 
appropriately  in  AV,  as  "untimely  figs" — of  Rev 
«  13.  Cf  ^  Isa  84  4  AV— in  RV  ''leaf"  haa 
been  supplied  instead  of  "fig."  These  immature 
figa  are  known  to  the  fellahln  as  iaksh,  by  whom  they 
are  eaten  as  they  f  all ;  they  may  even  sometimes  be 
seen  exposed  for  sale  in  the  markets  in  Jems.  In 
the  case  of  many  trees  the  whole  of  this  first  crop 
may  thus  abort,  so  that  by  May  no  figs  at  all  are 
to  be  found  on  the  tree,  but  with  the  best  varieties 
of  fig-trees  a  certaia  proportion  of  the  early  crop  of 
figs  remains  on  the  tree,  and  this  fruit  reaches  ripe 
perfection  about  June.  Such  fruit  is  known  m 
Arab,  as  dafur,  or  "early  figs,"  and  in  Heb  as  bik- 
karah,  "the  first-ripe"  (laa  38  4;  Jer  34  2;  Hoa 
9  10).  They  are  now,  as  of  old,  esteemed  for  their 
delicate  flavor  (Mic  7  1,  etc). 

The  miracle  of  Our  Lord  (Mt  31  18-20;  Mfc  11 
13.13.20.21)  which  occurred  m  the  Passover  season, 

about  April,  will  be  understood  (as  far 
B.  Hie  as  the  natural  phenomena  are  con- 

Cursing  of  cemed)  b^  the  account  given  above 
the  Barren  of  the  fruiting  of  the  fig-tree,  asrepeat^ 
Fig-Tree       ediy  observM  by  the  present  writer 

in  the  neighborhood  of  Jerus.  When 
the  young  leaver  are  newly  appearing,  in  April, 
every  fig-tree  which  is  going  to  bear  fruit  at  all  will 
have  some  lakah  {"immature  figs")  upon  it,  even 
though  "the  time  of  figa"  (Mk  11  13  AV),  i.e.  of 
ordinary  edible  figs — either  early  or  late  crop — "was 
not  yet."  This  laksh  is  not  only  eaten  today,  but 
it  is  sure  evidence,  even  when  it  falls,  that  the  tree 
bearing  it  is  not  barren.  This  acted  parable  must 
be  compared  with  Lk  18  6.9;  nmo  the  time  of 
judgment  was  surety  coming,  the  fate  of  the  fruit- 
less Jewish  nation  was  forcibly  foretold. 

While  fresh  figs  have  always  been  an  important 
article  of  diet  in  their  season  (Neh  IS  15),  the  dried 

form  is  even  more  used.     They  are 

5.  Dried  today  dried  in  the  sun  and  threaded 
Figs  on  strings  Qi^e  long  necklaces}  for 

convenience  of  earriage.  A  "cake  of 
figs"  (d^bhilah,  lit.  "pressed  together")  is  mentioned 
(1  S  30  12);  Abigail  gave  200  such  cakes  of  figs  to 
David  (36  18);  the  people  of  N.  Israel  sent,  with 
other  things,  "cakes  of  figs"  as  a  present  to  the  newly 
crowned  David  (1  Ch  13  40).  Such  masses  of  figs 
are  much  used  today — they  can  be  cut  into  slices 
with  a  knife  like  cheese.  Such  a  mass  was  used 
externally  for  Hezekiah's  "boil"  (Isa  38  21;  2  K 
30  7);  it  was  a  remedy  famihar  to  early  medical 
writers.  E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

FIGHT.    SeeWAB:  Games. 

FIGURE,  fig'Cr,  fig-yur  (bip^.^ipp,  kernel,  timd; 
Tinot,  tapoa):  The  tr  of  ^emel,  or  pemei,  "a  like- 
ness or  image":  perhaps  a  transposition  of  selem, 
the  usual  word  lor  likeness;  it  is  elsewhere  tr*' 
"idol"  and  "image"  (Dt  4  16,  "the  similitude  of 
any  figure,"  RV  "in  the  form  of  any  figure");  of 
labhrnik,  "form  or  likeness"  (Isa  44  13,  "shapeth 
it[theidol]  ....  afterthefigureof aman";  cfDt 


The  FicuB  oarica,  which  produces  the  common  fig, 
is  a  tree  belonging  to  the  N.O.  Urticaceae,  the 
nettle  family,  which  includes  also  the 
3.  Natural  banyan,  the  India  rubber  fig-tree,  the 
History  of  sycamore  fig  and  other  useful  plants. 
the  F^-  Fig-trees  are  cultivated  all  over  the 
Tree  Holy  Land,  esp.  in  the  mountain  re- 

gions. Wild  fig-trees — usually  rather 
shrubs  than  trees— occur  also  everywhere:  they  are 
usually  barren  and  are  described  by  the  JeUahin  as 
"male  trees;  it  is  generally  supposed  that  their 
presence  is  beneficial  to  the  cultivated  variety. 
The  immature  flowers  harbor  small  insects  which 
convey  pollen  to  the  female  flowers  and  by  their 
irritatine  presence  stimulate  the  growth  of  the  fruit. 
Artificial  fertilisation  has  been  understood  since 
ancient  times,  and  there  may  be  a  reference  to  it  in 
Am  7  14. 

Fig-trees  are  usually  of  medium  height,  10  or  \5 
ft.  for  full-grown  trees,  yet  individual  specimens 
sometimes  attain  as  much  as  25  ft.  The  summer 
foliage  is  thick  and  surpasses  other  trees  of  its  size 
in  its  cool  and  dense  shade.  In  the  summer  owners 
of  such  trees  may  be  seen  everywhere  sitting  in  their 
shadow  (Jn  1  48).  Such  referenoes  as  Mio  4  4; 
Zeo  S  10.  etc,  probably  are  to  this  custom  rather 
than  to  tne  not  uncommon  one  of  having  a  fig-tree 
overhanging  a  dwelling. 

The  fniib  of  the  fig-tree  b  peculiar.    He  floral 
axis,  instead  of  expanding  outward,  as  with  most 
flowers,  closes,  as  the  flower  develops, 
3<  Figs  upon  the  small  internal  flowers,  leaving 

finally  but  a  small  opening  at  the 
apex;  the  axis  itself  becomes  succulent  and  fruiU 
like.  The  male  flowers  lie  around  the  opening,  the 
female  flowers  deeper  in;  fertihzation  is  brou^t 
about  by  the  preeenoe  of  small  hymenopteious  m- 


lg(K«u.eor« 


my  varieties  of  figa  in  Pal  differing 
1  color  and  consistence;  some  are 
piod  and  some  are  bad  (cf  Jer  34  1.8;  89  17).  In 
Pal  and  other  warm  climates  the  fig  yields  two  crops 
annually — an  earlier  one,  ripe  about  June^  growing 
from  the  "old  wood,"  i.e.  from  the  midsummer 
s|xouts  of  the  previous  year,  and  a  second,  more 
important  one,  npe  about  August,  which  grows  upon 
the  "new  wood,    i.e.  upon  the  spring  shoots. 

By  December,  fig-trees  in  the  mountainous  regions 
of  Pal  have  shed  all  their  leaves,  and  they  remain 
bare  until  about  the  end  of  March,  when  they  com- 


FUe 

Fir,  Fir-Tree 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


1110 


round  about  with  carved  figures  of  cherubim  and 
palm-trees  and  open  flowers,  within  and  without/' 
only  here  and  in  ver  32.  7  31  where  the  word  is  tr** 
"carving"  and  "graving^');  in  the  NT  "figure"  is  the 
tr  of  tupo8f  primarily  "a  mark,"  "print,"  "impres- 
sion," "something  made  by  blows,' ^  hence,  "figure," 
"statue,"  tropically  "form,"  "manner";  a  person 
bearing  the  form  or  figure  of  another,  having  a  cer- 
tain resemblance,  preceding  another  to  come,  model, 
exemplar  (Acts  l  43),  "the  figures  [images]  which 
ye  niiade  to  worship  them";  Rom  5  14,  "who  is 
the  figure  [RV,  "a  figure"]  of  him  that  was  to  come," 
that  is,  the  first  Adam  was  a  type  of  the  second 
Adam,  Christ;  of  antitupon,  that  which  corresponds 
to  a  type  or  model  (He  9  24  AY,  "Christ  is  not 
entered  mto  the  holy  places  made  with  hands,  which 
are  the  figures  of  the  true;  but  into  heaven  itself") ; 
the  meaning  is  simply  the  correspondence,  or 
likeness  (of  the  tabernacle  to  heaven),  therefore  RV 
renders  "like  in  pattern  to  the  true"  (1  Pet  3  21, 
"the  like  figure  wnereunto  [even]  baptism  doth  also 
now  save  us,"  i.e.  baptism  is  the  antitype  of  the 
ark  "wherein  ....  eight  souls  were  saved  [or 
brought  safely]  thiouui  water,"  RV  "which  also 
after  a  true  likeness  [m  "in  the  antitype"]  doth 
now  save  you.  even  baptism");  of  paraboli,  "a  plac- 
ing alongside,"  a  "comparison,"  "similitude,"  hence, 
image,  figure,  type  (He  9  9.  "which  was  a  fipire 
for  the  time  then  present,"  ARV  "which  is  a 
figure  for  the  time  present,"  ERV  "parable"  and 
"[now]  present,"  viz.  the  entrance  of  the  high  priest 
into  the  Holy  of  Holies  was  a  type  of  Christ's  en- 
trance into  heaven;  11  19,  "from  whence  [from  the 


dead]  also  he  received  him  in  a  fisure,"  i.e.  Ab- 
raham received  Isaac  back  from  the  dead  <w  it 
toere,  in  the  likeness  of  a  resurrection,  he  not  being 
actually  dead,  ARV  "from  whence  he  did  also  in 
a  figure  receive  him  back,"  ERV  "in  a  parable"): 
metaschimatizd,  "to  change  the  form  or  appearance," 
"to  transfer  figuratively"  (1  Cor  4  6,"Thesethin^ 
brethren,  I  have  in  a  figure  transferred  to  myself 
and  Apollos";  the  Geneva  version  reads  "I  have 
figuratively  described  in  my  own  person").  Paul 
is  "substituting  himself  and  Apollos  for  the  teachers 
most  in  repute  at  Corinth  that  he  might  thus  avoid 
personality." 

"Figure^'  is  supplied  in  Ecdus  49  9,  with  en 
dmbrdf  "He  made  mention  of  the  enemies  under 
the  figure  of  the  rain  "  RV  "He  remembered  the 
enemies  in  storm,"  m    Gr  rain." 

RV  has  "a  figure"  m  "an  interpretation,"  for  "the 
interpretation"  (Prov  1  6;  the  word  is  mHlQdhy 
only  here  and  Hab  2  6,  meaning  properly  what  is 
involved  and  needs  interpretation;  in  Hab  2  6  it 
is  trd  "taunting  proverb,"  RVm  "riddle");  "fig- 
ured stone"  for  "image  of  stone"  (Lev  26  1);  "fig- 
ured stones"  for  "pictures"  (Nu  33  62). 

"TO"      T       WaT^TTIBH 

FILE,  fO:  Found  only  in  1  S  13  21,  but  the  text 
here  is  obscure.  The  Heb  {p'QlrGh  phim)  simifies 
"bluntness  of  edge,"  and  is  so  rendered  in  KVm. 
See  Tools. 

FILLET,  fil'et  (Wn ,  hHi,  ptn ,  hosht^) : 

(1)  HiU,  from  a  root  not  used,  meaning  probably 
"to  sew,"  therefore  a  string  or  a  measuring  rod  or 
cord,  and  so  a  line,  tape,  thread,  fillet.  Jer  62  21 
tr^  "line"  (AV  **fillet'Oi  measuring  12  cubits  long, 
encircling  brass  pillars  standing  18  cubits  high, 
part  of  the  temple  treasure  phmdered  by  the  Chal- 
daeans;  and  many  other  things  "that  were  in  the 
house  of  Jeh,  did  the  Chaldeans  break  in  pieces." 
Tr<»  "thread,"  used  by  Rahab,  in  Josh  2  18,  and 
"cord,"  "three  fold  ....  is  not  quickly  broken," 
in  Eccl  4  12. 

(2)  HOshuIfy  from  a  root  meaning  "to  join"  and 
therefore  something  joined  or  attached,  and  so  a 


rail  or  rod  between  pillars,  i.e.  a  fillet.  The  hang- 
ings of  the  court  of  the  tabernacle  were  supported 
by  brass  pillars  set  in  brass  sockets,  "The  hooks  of 
the  pillars  and  their  fillets  shall  be  of  silver"  (Ex 
27  10.11).  The  embroidered  screen  for  the  door 
of  the  Tent  was  supported  by  five  pillars  socketed 
in  brass:  "And  he  overlaid  their  capitals  and  their 
fillets  with  gold"  (Ex  36  38).  The  pillars  for  the 
court  and  the  gate  of  the  court  had  nllets  of  silver 
(Ex  38  10  ff).  The  vb.  is  used  in  Ex  27  17;  38 
17,  "All  the  pillars  of  the  court  were  filleted  with 
silver."  Wiluam  Edward  Raffbtt 

FILTH^  filth,  FILTHINESS,  fil'thi-nes,  FILTH7, 
fil'thi(n^*lS,f5'dA,  r^i^PP,  turn' ah;  ^vv&m,rhup6^): 
The  word  once  tr*»  "filth"  in  the  OT  is  fo'dA,  "excre- 
ment" or  "dung,"  elsewhere  tr**  "dung"  (Isa  4  4, 
used  figuratively  of  evil  doings,  sin,  "the  filth  of  the 
daughters  of  Zion";  cf  Prov  SO  12);  in  the  NT 
we  have  perUcdlharma,  "cleansings,"  "sweepings," 
"offscourings"  (1  Cor  4  13,  "We  are  made  as  the 
filth  of  the  world,"  RVm  "or  refuse");  rhUpos, 
"filth,"  "dirt,"  LXX  for  co*ah  in  Isa  4  4  (1  Pet 
3  21.  "the  filth  of  the  flesh"). 

"Filthiness"  is  the  tr  of  tum'dh.  "uncleanness" 
(ritual,  Lev  6  3;  7  20,  etc),  usea  figuratively  of 
moral  impurity,  tr^  "fiithiness"  (Ezr  6  21;  Lam 
1  9;  Ezk  22  15:  24  11.13  bis;  36  25);  niddoh, 
"impurity"  (2  Ch  29  6);  flfuratively  (Ezr  9  11); 
RV  nas  "uncleanness,"  but  "nlthiness"  for  unclean- 
ness  at  close  of  verse  (nidd&h);  n'lidshethf  "brass," 
figuratively  (for  "impurity"  or  "impudence")  (Ezk 
16  36);  aischrdtesy  primarily  "ughness,"  tropical 
for  unbecomingness,  indecency  (only  Eph  6  4, 
"nor  filthiness,  nor  foolish  talking":  Alford  has 
"obscenity,"  Weymouth,  "shameful");  <ikathdrles, 
"uncleanness"  (Rev  17  4  AV),  corrected  text,  td 
akdiharUif  "the  unclean  things,    so  RV. 

"Filthy"  is  the  tr  of  'fiio^i,  "to  be  turbid,"  to  be- 
come foul  or  corrupt  in  a  moral  sense  (Job  16  16 
AV;  Ps  14  3;  63  3);  ^iddtm,  pi.  of  'idddh,  from 
^ddhadhf  "to  number  or  compute  [monthly  courses]" ; 
Isa  64  6,  "All  our  righteousnesses  are  as  filthy 
rags."  RV  "as  a  poDuted  garment";  cf  Ezk  36  17; 
aischroSy  "ugly,"  tropical  for  unbecoming,  shame- 
ful (Tit  1  11,  "for  filthy  lucre's  sake":  cf  ver 
7);  shameful  discourse  aisckrologia  (Col  8  8  AV); 
rhupod,  "filthy,"  in  a  moral  sense  polluted  (Rev 
22  11.  "He  that  b  filthy,  let  him  be  filthy  stiU," 
RV  "let  him  be  made  filthy  still"  [corrected  text], 
m  "yet  more";  Alford,  "Let  the  filthy  [morally  pol- 
luted] pollute  himself  still"  [in  the  constant  middle 
sense  of  passive  vbs.  when  the  act  depends  on  the 
man's  self]). 

In  Apoc  we  have  (Eodus  82  1):  "A  dothful  man  Is 
compared  to  a  filthy  [ardaldo]  stone,'*  RV  '*a  stone  that 
is  defiled,"  ver  2  "A  slothful  man  Is  compared  to  the  filth 
[bdlbiton]  of  a  dunghill";  97  4  "So  the  filth  [akiibalon]  of 
a  man  hi  hJs  talk  [RV  *'of  man  In  his  reasoning"]  re- 
maineth."     See  Unclbannkss. 

W.  L.  Walker 

FIN.    See  Fish. 

FINE,  fin  (adj.,  from  Lat /inirc,  "to finish") :  Indi- 
cates superior  quality.  Only  in  a  few  instances  does 
"fine"  represent  a  separate  word:  (1)  tobh,  "good," 
quahfiesgold  (2  Ch  8  6.8,* "fine gold";  cfGen  2  12. 
"good");  fine  gold  (Lam  4  1,  AV  "most  fine  gold,'* 
RV  "most  pure  gold,"  lit.  "good  fine  gold"),  copper 
(Ezr  8  27,  RV  "fine  bright  brass");  iabL  Aram. 
(Dnl  2  32,  "fine  gold").  (2)  p&.  "refined*'  (Cant 
6  11,  "the  most  fine  gold").  (3)  helebh,  "fatness," 
"the  best  of  any  kind^ ;  cf  Gen  4t  18:  Dt  32  14, 
etc  (Ps  81  16,  "the  finest  of  the  wheat,"  RVm 
Heb  "fat  of  wheat").  (4)  afirf*,  "fiine  combed" 
(Isa  19  9,  "finefiax,"  RV  "combed  flax"). 

In  other  places  it  expresses  a  quality  of  the  sub- 
stantive: keihem,  "fine  gold"  (Job  81  24;  Dnl  10 
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fi,  RV  "pure  gold");  pdt,  used  aa  a  noun  for  refined 
gold  (Job  2S  17;  Fb  IS  10;  Prov  8  19;  Isa  13 
12:  Lam  4  2);  ftdnif,  "fine  gold"  (Prov  3  14; 
cf  Pa  68  13,  ''yellow  gold");  fSteth,  "flour,"  rend- 
ered "fioe  flour,"  rolled  or  crushed  small  (Lev  2  1. 
4.5.7,  etc);  temidatu,  "the  fiueBt  wheaten  flour" 
(Rev  18  13);  ixmafy  fdteth,  "fine  meal"  (Gen  18 
6);  fOdAln,  "linen  garment"  (LXX  tind^n,  Pror 
81  24  AV;  laa  8  23);  ahish,  "white,"  "fine  linen" 
{Gen  41  42;  Ex  SS  4,  etc);  m  Prov  31  22  AV  has 
"ailk";  ahlshl  (Ezk  IS  13,  "fine  flour");  '«filn, 
"what  is  twisted  or  spun,"  yam"  (Prov  7  16  AV, 
"fine  linen  of  Egypt."  RV  "yam  of  %ypt"):  bUe, 
"fine  white  clotE,"  ''cotton  or  linen,''^'finB  linetf' 
(1  Ch  4  21;  Ezk  27  16,  etc;  2  Ch  8  12.  AV 
"white,"  RV  "fine");  (nisaoB,  "bysBUS,"  "linea" 
from  Mf  (LXX  tor  which,  2  Ch  8  14;  S  14), 
deemed  vei^  fine  and  precious,  worn  only  by  the 
rich  (Lk  16  19;  Rev  IB  12);  t»issino»,  "bysdne," 
made  of  fine  linen,  LXX  for  bUe  (1  Ch  IS  27) 
(Reyl8  16,  "clothed  in  fine  linen,'' RV  "arrayed," 
18  8.14):  HTiddn,  "fine  linen"  (Mk  16  46,  "He 
bought  fine  Unen,"  RV  "a  linen  doth";  cf  Mk  14 
51.52;  Mt  37  59;  Lk  33  53);  it  was  used  for 
wrapping  the  body  at  night,  also  for  wrapping 
round  dead  bodies;  mndin  is  LXX  for  t^Idhln  (Jge 


axpreued  by  the  ■econd  half  oi  tha  Ql  word.    8«e 
Thayer'a  Luicon  <B.v.). 

Id  Apoo  we  have  "fine  linen,"  buatinos  (1  Esd  8 
6),  "fine  bread";  the  adj.  kalhardt,  separate  (Jth 
10  5,  RVm  "pure  bread");  "fine  flour"  (Ecclus 
8S  2;  SB  11);  tenOdatU  (Bd  ver  3;  2  Mace  1  8, 
RV  "meal  offering").  W.  L.  Wai.kbb 


FIKES,  fini.    See  FtmiaHKENTB. 

FINGER,  fi^'ger  (Heb  and  Aram.  73TM,  'efba'; 
8&imiXoi,  diktuku):  The  fingers  are  to  the' Oriental 
essential  in  conversation:  their  language  19  fre- 
quently very  eloquent  and  expressive.  Tney  often 
show  what  the  mouth  does  not  dare  to  utter,  esp. 


ii^  signs  with  his  fingers."    Such  ioisultmg  |;eeti 
(compare  e.g.  thegesture  of  Shimei  in  throwmg  dust 
or  stones  at  David,  2  S  16  6)  are  even  now  not 
infrequent  in  Pal.    The  same  habit  is  alluded  to  in 
Isa  So  9  by  the  expreaaion,  "putting  forth  of  fin- 

The  finders  were  decorated  with  rings  of  precious 
metal,  which,  with  other  jewelry  worn  ostentatiously 
on  the  body,  often  formed  the  only  poeseaaion  of  the 
wearer,  and  were  therefore  carefuflv  guarded.  In 
the  same  way  thelawof  Jeh  was  to  oeKept:  "Bind 
them  [my  commandments]  upon  thy  fingers;  write 
them  upon  the  tablet  of  thy  heart"  (Prov  7  3). 

Figurative:  In  1  K  12' 10  and  2  Ch  10  10 
Rdioboain  gives  tlie  remarkable  answer  to  hia  dis- 
satisfied people,  which  ia,  at  the  same  time,  an 
excellent  example  of  the  use  of  figurative  language 
in  tha  Orient:  "My  little  fin^  is  thicker  than  my 
father's  loins,"  a  figure  explained  in  the  next  verse: 
"Whereas  my  father  did  lade  you  with  a  heavy  yoke. 


I  will  add  to  your  yoke:  my  father  chastised  you 
with  whips,  but  I  will  chastise  you  with  scorpions." 
The  Heb  word  used  here  for  little  finger  is  ]V^> 
Jafen,  lit.  "pettiness,"  "unimportant  thing." 

The  "finger  of  God,"  like  the  "hand  of  God,"  is 
synonymous  with  power,  omnipoteuce,  sometmies 
with  the  additional  meaning  of  the  irifallible  evi- 
dence of  Divine  authorship  visible  in  all  His  wor^ 
(Pa  8  3:  Lk  11  20),  esp.  in  Hia  law  (Ex  8  19: 
81  18;  Dt  9  10;  cf  Ex  33  15.16). 

Thefinger  or  digit  as  a  linear  measure  is  mentioned 
in  Jer  63  21  (Gr  dakluloa;  Jos,  Anl,  VUl  iii,  4). 
It  is  equal  to  one  finger-breadth,  1  of  a  hand-breadth 
(pahn)=>lg.6  millimeters  or  .73  m. 

H.  L.  E.  LtTBoiHO 

FINGER,fin'ger(T5?«,'efba'):  The  smallest  of 
the  Heb  linear  measures.  It  was  equal  to  the 
breadth  of  the  finger,  or  about  }  in.,  four  of  which 
made  a  palm  (Jer  63  21).  See  WniaHTB  and 
Measures. 

FINISH,  fin'ish  (nb^,  kalah;  -MXit,  teUd,  with 
other  Heb  and  Gr  words):  The  proper  sense  of 
"finish"  is  to  end  or  complete;  so  for  ''fininh,"  "fin- 
ished," in  AV,  there  is  sometimes  met  with  in  RV 
the  change  to  "complete"  (Lk  14  28;  2  Cor  8  6), 
"accomplish"  fJn  4  34;  5  36;  17  4),  "made  an 
end  of  doing"'  (2  Ch  4  11;  cf  24  141,  etc.  In 
Jas  1  15,  for  "sin,  when  it  is  finished.''  RV  reads 
"wn,  when  it  is  fuU-gtown,"  corresponding  to  "con- 
ceived" of  the  previous  clause.  On  the  other  hand, 
RV  has  frequently  "finished"  for  other  words,  as 
"ended"  (Gen  S  2;  Dt  81  30),  "accomplished" 
(Jn  19  28),  "filled  up,"  "fulfilled"  (Rev  16  1.8), 
etc.  The  grandest  Scnptural  example  of  the  wo«i 
is  the  cry  upon  the  cross,  "It  ia  finished"  (Tetiie^ai, 
Jn  19  30).  W.  L.  Walkbr 

FINISHER,  fin'isb-er  (raXaiwrAt,  tdeidtta):  This 
word  is  apphed  to  Jesus  (He  12  2),  and  comes  from 
letei^S,  "lo  complete,"  "to  make  perfect";  hence 
it  means  finisher  in  the  sense  of  completing;  AV 
"the  author  and  finisher  of  our  faith,"  RV  "the 
author  [m  "captain"]  and  pCTfecter  of  our  faith"; 
but  "our"  is  aupplied,  and  in  the  connection  in 
which  the  passage  atands — after  the  examples  which 
have  been  adduced  of  the  power  of  faith—most 
probably  the  best  rendering  is  "the  Leader  [or  Cap- 
tain] and  Ferfecterof  the  Faith,"  that  b  of  the  faith 
which  has  been  illustrated  by  those  mentioned  in 
ch  11,  who  are  as  "a  great  cloud  of  witnesses" 
to  the  power  of  faith;  but  above  ail  "looking  to 
JesuB,  our  Leader"  in  whom  it  was  perfected,  as 
is  shown  in  what  follows:  "who  for  the  joy  that 
was  set  before  him  endured  the  cross,"  etc.  "In 
His  human  nature  He  exhibited  Faith  in  its  highest 
form,  from  first  to  last,  and  placing  Himself  as  it 
were  at  the  head  of  the  great  army  of  heroes  of 
Faith,  He  carried  Faith,  the  source  of  their  strength, 
lo  its  moat  complete  perfection  and  to  its  loftiest 
triumph"  (Westcott).  W.  L.  Walkkb 

FIR,  fdr,  FIR-TREE  (RVm  "cypress";  SJ^T?, 
bTOsh,  2  S  6  5;  I  K  6  8.10,  etc;  mp""!?,  b-rd- 
(Aim  [pi.  only),  an  Aram,  form.  Cant  1  17):    This 

tree  was  one  of  the  chief  trees  of  Leb- 
1.  OT  anon  (Isa  60  13);  one  of  usefdneas 

References    (11  19;    66  13);    associated  with  the 

cedar  (2  K  19  23;  Ps  104  17;  Isa 
14  8;  Zee  11  2);  its  boughs  were  wide  and  great 
(Ezk  31  8):  it  was  evergreen  (Hoa  14  8);  it 
oould  supply  boards  and  timber  for  doors  (1  K 
6  15.24);  beams  for  roofingthe  temple  (2  Ch  8  5);  ■ 
planks  for  shipbuilding  CEzk  37  6).  In  2  S  6  6 
we  read :  "David  and  all  the  house  of  Israel  played 
brfore  Jeh  with  all  manne"  "" '  '     ' 


Fire 
Firstborn 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


1112 


fir-wood/'  etc.  It  is  practically  certain  that  the 
reading  in  the  ||  passage  in  1  Ch  13  8  is  more  cor- 
rect: "David  and  all  Israel  played  before  God  with 
all  their  might,  even  with  songs,"  etc.  This  view 
is  supported  by  the  LXX  tr  (iv  vdaji  dvydfuif  en 
jxisS  dundmei).  There  is  therefore  no  necessit}^  to 
suppose  that  &*rd«A  was  a  wood  used  for  musical 
instruments. 

The  identity  of  b'rdah  is  uncertain.  It  was  a  name 
applied  either  to  several  of  the  Coni/erae  in  common  or 

to  one  or  more  outstanding?  species.     If 

2.  The  ^^^  latter  is   the  case  we  can   only  seek 

T/«A..«j4^  A«     for  the  most  suited  to  OT  requirements. 

rS?      X.?       The  Aleppo  phie.   Pinut  HaUpentU,  is  a 

B^6sn  '       fine  tree  which  flourishes  in  the  Lebanon. 

but  its  wood  is  not  of  special  excellence 
and  durability.  A  better  tree  (or  couple  of  trees)  Is  the 
Mherbin  of  the  Syrians*  this  name  includes  two  distinct 
vuieties  in  the  suborder  Cupretsineae,  the  fine  tall  Jim- 
iper.  Juniveria  exeelaa  and  tne  cypress,  Cyvreaaua  aemper- 
tirena,  Tney  both  still  occur  in  oonsideraDle  niunbers  in 
the  Lebanon  and  An tl- Lebanon;  they  are  ma«nlflcent 
trees  and  produce  excellent  wood — resinous,  n'agrant, 
durable.  If  these  trees  were  not  classed  locally,  as  now. 
under  one  name,  then  the  cypress  is  of  the  two  more 
probably  the  b^rdah.  The  coffins  of  Egyp  mummies  were 
made  of  cypress;  a  compact  variety  oi  this  cypress  is 
cultivated  all  over  the  Turkish  empire  by  the  Moslems 
as  an  ornament  in  cemeteries.  From  early  times  the 
cypress  has  been  connected  with  mourning. 

In  the  Apoc  there  are  two  definite  references  to 
the  cjrpress  {Kwdpunros^  kupdrissos).  In  Sir  24  13, 
Wisdom  says: 

I  was  exalted  like  a  cedar  in  Libanus, 

And  as  a  cypress  tree  on  the  mountains  of  Hermon." 


tl 


And  in  Sir  60  10  the  high  priest  Simon  is  said  to 
be 

''As  an  olive  tree  budding  forth  fruits. 
And  as  a  cypress  growing  high  among  the  clouds.'' 

These  passages,  esp.  the  former,  certainly  favor  the 
idea  that  h'roah  was  the  cypress;  the  name  may, 
however,  have  included  allied  trees. 

E.  W.  G.  Mabterman 
FIRE,  fir  (tJS,  'esk;  wOp,  piir)'.  These  are  the 
conmion  words  for  fire,  occurring  very  frequently. 

'Ur,  ''light''  (Isa  24  15  AV:  cf  RV;  81  9,  and  see 
Fires),  nur  (Aram.)  (Dnl  8  22  flf)  are  found  a  few 
times,  also  ^eshshah  (Jer  6  29),  and  b*^erah  (Ex  22 
6),  once  each.  Acts  28  2.3  has  purd.  "pyre,"  and 
Mk  14  64;  Lk  22  56,  phds,  "light,''  RV  "in  the 
light  [of  the  fire]."  "To  set  on  fire,"  yOgath  (2  8  14 
31),  laha(  (Dt  82  22,  etc),  phlogizo  (Jas  8  6). 

Fire  was  regarded  by  primitive  peoples  as  super- 
natural in  origin  and  specially  Divine.  Molech, 
the  fire-god,  and  other  deities  were  worshipped  by 
certain  Canaanitish  and  other  tribes  with  human 
sacrifices  (Dt  12  31;  2  K  17  31;  Ps  106  37), 
and,  although  this  was  specially  forbidden  to  the 
Israelites  (Lev  18  21;  Dt  12  31;  18  10),  they 
too  often  lapsed  into  the  practice  (2  K  16  3;  21  6; 
Jer  7  31;  Ezk  20  26.31).  See  Molech;  Idol- 
atry. 

Fire  in  the  OT  is  specially  associated  with  the 
Divine  presence,  e.g.  in  the  making  of  the  Covenant 
with  Abraham  (Gen  15  17),  in  the 
1.  Literal  burning  bush  (Ex  8  2-4).  in  the  pillar 
Usage  of  fire  (18  21),  on  Sinai  (19  18),  in 

the  flame  on  the  altar  (Jgs  18  20). 
Jeh  was  "the  God  that  answereth  by  fire  (1  K  18 
24.38).  In  the  Law,  therefore,  sacrifices  and  offer- 
ings (including  incense)  were  to  be  made  by  fire 
(Ex  12  8.9.10;  Lev  1).  Fire  from  Jeh  signified  the 
acceptance  of  certain  special  and  separate  sacrifices 
(Jgs  6  21:  1  K  18  38;  1  Ch  21  26).  In  Lev  9  24 
the  sacrificial  fire  "came  forth  from  before  Jeh." 
The  altar-fire  was  to  be  kept  continually  burning 
(6  12.13);  offering  by  "strange  fire"  (other  than 
the  sacred  altar-fire)  was  punished  by  "fire  from 
before  Jeh"  (10  1.2).  Fire  came  from  heaven  also  at 
the  consecration  of  Solomon's  Temple  (2  Ch  7  1). 


According  to  2  Maoc  1  19-22.  at  the  time  of  the  Cap- 
tivity priests  hid  the  sacred  fire  in  a  well,  and  Nehemlah 
found  It  a^ain.  In  a  miraculous  way,  for  the  second 
Temple.  Later,  Maccabaeus  is  said  to  have  restored 
the  fire  by  "striking  stones  and  taking  fire  out  of  them'* 
(10  8). 

Fire  was  a  frequent  instrument  of  the  Divine 
primitive  wrath  (Gen  19  24;  £x  9  23  [lightning]; 
Nu  11  1;  16  35,  etc;  Ps  104  4,  ARV  "WTio 
maketh  ....  flames  of  fire  his  ministers").  Fire 
shall  yet  dissolve  the  world  (2  Pet  8  12).  It  was 
frequently  used  by  the  Israelites  as  a  means  of  de- 
struction of  idolatrous  objects  and  the  cities  of  their 
enemies  (Dt  7  5.25;  12  3;  18  16;  Josh  6  24; 
Jgs,  frequently);  sometimes  also  of  punishment 
(Lev  20  14;  21  9;  Josh  7  25;  2  Mace  7  5). 

The  domestic  use  of  fire  was,  as  among  other 
peoples,  for  heating,  cooking,  lighting,  etc,  but  ac- 
cording to  the  Law  no  fire  could  be  kindled  on  the 
Sabbath  day  (Ex  85  3).  It  was  employed  also 
for  melting  (32  24),  and  refining  (Nu  31  23;  Mai 
8  2.3,  etc).  For  the  sacrificial  fire  wood  was  used 
as  fuel  (Gen  22  3.6;  Lev  6  12);  for  ordinary  pur- 
poses, also  charcoal  (Prov  25  22;  Isa  6  6,  RVm 
"or  hot  stone";  Hab  8  5,RV  "fiery  bolts,"  m  "or 
burning  coals";  Jn  21  9,  "a  fire  of  coals"  RVm 
"Gr,  a  fire  of  charcoal";  Rom  12  20);  branches 
(Nu  15  32;  1  K  17  12);  thorns  (Ps  58  9;  118 
12;  Eccl  7  6;  Isa  83  12);  grass  and  other  herb- 
age (Mt  6  30;  Lk  12  28). 

Fire  was  an  emblem  (1)  of  Jeh  in  His  glory  (Dnl 
7  9);  (2)  in  His  holiness  (Isa  6  4);  0)  m  His 
jealousy  for  His  sole  worship  (Dt  4  24; 
2.  Figura-  He  12  29 :  Ps  79  5;  perha]>s  also  Isa 
tive  Use  88  14);  (4)  of  His  protection  of  His 
people  (2  K  6  17;  Zee  2  5);  (5)  of 
His  righteous  judgment  and  purification  (Zee  13  9; 
Mai  8  2.3;  1  Cot  3  13.15);  (6)  of  His  wrath 
against  sin  and  punishment  of  the  wicked  (Dt  9  3; 
Ps  18  8:  89  46;  Isa  5  24;  80  33,  "a  Topheth  is 
prepared  of  old";  Mt  8  10-12;  5  22,RV^theheU 
of  fire,"  m  "Gr,  Gehenna  of  fire":  see  Isa  80  33; 
Jer  7  31;  Mt  18  40.42;  25  4L  "eternal  fire"; 
Mk  9  45-49;  see  Isa  66  24;  2  Thess  1  7;  He  10 
27;  Jude  ver  7) ;  (7)  of  the  word  of  God  in  its  power 
(Jer  5  14;  28  29);  (8)  of  Divine  truth  (Ps  89  3; 
Jer  20  9;  Lk  12  49):  (9)  of  that  which  guides 
men  (Isa  50  10.11);  (10)  of  the  Holy  Spirit  (Acts 
2  3);  (11)  of  the  glorified  Christ  (Rev  1  14);  (12) 
of  kindness  in  its  melting  power  (Rom  12  20);  (13) 
of  trial  and  suffering  (Ps  66  12:  Isa  48  2;  1  Pet 
1  7;  4  12);  (14)  of  evil  (Prov  6  27;  16  27;  Isa  9 
18;  65  5);  lust  or  desire  (Hos  7  6;  Sir  28  16;  1 
Cor  7  9):  greed  (Prov  80  16);  (15)  of  the  tongue 
in  its  evil  aspects  (Jas  8  5.6);  (16)  of  heaven  in  its 
purity  and  glory  (Rev  15  2;  see  also  21  22.23). 

W.  L.  Walker 

FIRE  BAPTISM.  Sec  Baptism  of  Fire  ;  Molech. 

FIRE,  LAKE  OF.    See  Lake  of  Fire. 

FIRE,  STRANGE.    See  Fire. 

FIRE,  UNQUENCHABLE.  See  Unquench- 
able Fire. 

FIREBRAND,  flrlbrand  C^IX ,  'udh,  used  for  a 
burning  stick  taken  out  of  the  fire):  In  Jgs  15 
4.5  describing  the  "brands"  (m  "torches")  which 
Samson  tied  to  the  foxes'  tails,  the  word  is  lappidh 
("lamp";  see  Jgs  7  16.20  RV,  "torches").  Other 
words  are  2ij;j;im.  "sparks,"  "flames"  (fiery  darts; 
Prov  26  18),  and  zit^oth  (Isa  50  11);  ^ud^isused 
figuratively  of  angry  men  (Isa  7  4),  and  of  those 
mercifully  rescued  from  destructiou  (Am  4  11; 
Zee  8  2;  RV  "brand").  RV  gives  '^firebrand"  as 
tr  of  mol^edh  (AV  "hearth")  in  Ps  102  3,  "My 
bones  are  burned  as  a  firebrand"  (m  "as  a  hearth"). 
See  Brand.  W.  L.  Walker 
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FIREPAN,  fir'pan  (5^J?H^,  mahiOh,  '^firepan," 
"censer,"  "snuffdish,"  from  H^n ,  halhdh^  "to  snatch 
up"):  A  vessel  for  carrying  coals.  Brazen  firepans 
were  part  of  the  furnishings  of  the  altar  of  burnt 
ofTerings  (Ex  27  3;  38  3,  and  in  Nu  4  14,  where 
AV  ^Tongly  reads  "censers,"  the  context  indicating 
a  vessel  belonging  to  the  brazen  altar). 

The  same  word  is  ii^  "snuffdishes"  in  Ex  26  38; 
37  23;  Nu  4  9,  where  it  refers  to  golden  firepans 
which  belonged  to  the  golden  candlestick  or  lamp 
stand,  and  were  used  to  receive  the  burnt  ends  of  the 
wicks.  In  1  K  7  50  and  2  Ch  4  22,  although  AV 
reads  "censers,"  the  context  points  to  the  firepans 
belonging  to  the  candlestick;  as  also  in  2  K  25 
16  and  Jer  52  19,  tr«»  "firepans"  m  AV  and  RV.  A 
similar  firepan  designated  by  the  same  Heb  word 
but  tr**  "censer"  was  used  to  carry  the  burning 
coals  upon  which  the  incense  was  thrown  and  burned 
(Lev  10  1;  16  12;  Nu  16  6.17 ff).    SeeCENSER. 

The  firepan  or  censer  of  the  Hebrews  was  doubt- 
less similar  to  the  censer  of  the  Egyptians,  pictures 
of  which  have  been  found.  It  consisted  oi  a  pan  or 
pot  for  the  coals,  which  was  held  by  a  straight  or 
slightly  curved  long  handle.  The  style  of  censer 
used  in  recent  centuries,  swung  by  three  chains,  came 
into  use  about  the  12th  cent.  AD. 

Geobqe  Rice  Ho  vet 

FIRES,  firz:  In  Isa  24  15  AV  translates  D'^nijC, 
^urlm  ("lights,"  esp.  Urim  in  the  phrase  "Urim  and 
Thiunmim")  "fires."  ■  RV,  understanding  the  word 
to  mean  the  region  of  light,  translates  "east,"  which 
satisfies  the  context  far  better,  and  is  adopted  by 
many  modem  scholars.  In  Ezk  39  9.10  RV  has 
**fires";  in  ver  9  "make  fires"  is  a  tr  of  a  vb.  of 
different  root;  in  ver  10  "fires"  translates  the  com- 
mon sing,  noun  for  fire. 

FIRKIN,  ftlirldn  (iMrprrH^,  metrSta) :  The  liquid 
measure  used  in  Jn  2  6  to  indicate  the  capacity 
of  the  water-pots  mentioned  in  the  narrative  of  the 
miracle  of  turning  the  water  into  wine.  It  is  re- 
garded as  equivalent  to  the  Heb  bathf  and  thus  con- 
tained about  nine  gallons.  See  Weights  and 
Measures. 

FIRMAMENT,  fiir'ma-ment.  See  Abtbonomt, 
III,  3. 


FIRST,  f  Arst  (nn^ ,  'ehsdh,  ptDKn ,  ri'ah&n; 
Tov,  prdlon,  r6  irpArov,  id  pr(^Umy  irp«*ros,  prdtos) :  Of 
these  words,  which  are  those  most  frequently  used 
for  **first,"  ri^shon  is  from  roshy  "the  head,"  and  is 
used  for  the  highest,  chief,  etc;  also  of  time,  the 
beginning,  e.g.  Gen  8  13,  in  the  first  month  ;  in 
Isa  44  6;  48  12,  it  is  used  of  Jeh  as  Eternal  and 
solely  Supreme — the  First  and  the  Last  (cf  41  4). 
Special  iisages  are  in  connection  with  '^firstborn," 
**nr8t-fruit,  etc;  prdUm  is  used  of  that  which  is 
first  in  order;  but  also  of  that  which  is  first  or  chief 
in  importance,  etc  (Mt  6  33;  Jas  3  17).  In  1 
Tim  1  15,  Paul  says  Jesus  came  "to  save  sinners; 
of  whom  I  am  chief,"  lit.  **fir8t";  the  same  word  is 
used  by  Jesus  of  the  "first"  of  the  commandments 
(Mk  12  29);  where  we  read  in  1  Cor  15  3,  "I 
delivered  unto  you  first  of  all,"  it  is  «n  prdloia  ("in 
the  foremost  place");  "The  first  and  the  last"  is 
applied  to  Christ  as  Eternal  and  Supreme  (Rev  1 
17;  2  8;  22  13);  protoa  is  "the  first  day"  (Mt  26 
17;  Mk  16  9);  in  Mt  28  1;  Mk  16  2:  Lk  24  1; 
Jn  20  1.19;  Acts  20  7,  it  is  mia  ("one'*). 

W.  L.  Walker 

FIRST-BEGOTTEN,  f<h«t-b^got"n  (vp«»t6toicos, 
protdtokos) :  This  Gr  word  is  tr<*  in  two  passages  in 
AV  by  "first-begotten"  (He  I  6;  Rev  1  6),  but 
in  all  other  places  in  AV,  and  always  in  RV,  by 
"firstborn."    It  is  used  in  its  natural  literal  sense 


of  Jesus  Christ  as  Mary's  firstborn  (Lk  2  7;  Mt 
1  25  AV) ;  it  also  bears  the  literal  sense  of  the  first- 
bom  of  men  and  animals  (He  11  28).  It  is  not 
used  in  the  NT  or  LXX  of  an  only  child,  which  is 
expressed  by  monogenta  (see  below). 

Metaphorically,  it  is  used  of  Jesus  Christ  to  ex- 
press at  once  His  relation  to  man  and  the  universe 
and  His  di£ference  from  them,  as  both  He  and  thev 
are  related  to  God.  The  laws  and  customs  of  all 
nations  show  that  to  be  "firstborn"  means,  not  only 
priority  in  time,  but  a  certain  superiority  in  privi- 
lege and  authority.  Israel  is  Jeh  s  firstborn  among 
the  nations  (Ex  4  22;  cf  Jer  31  9).  The  Mes- 
sianic Kins  is  God's  firstborn  (LXX  prdtatokoa),  "the 
highest  of  the  kings  of  the  earth"  (Ps  89  27). 
Philo  applies  the  word  to  the  Logos  as  the  archetypal 
and  governing  idea  of  creation.  Similarly  Christ, 
as  "the  firstborn  of  all  creation"  (Col  1  15),  is  not 
only  prior  to  it  in  time,  but  above  it  in  power  and 
authority.  "All  things  have  been  created  through 
him,  and  unto  him"  (ver  16).  He  is  "sovereign 
Lord  over  all  creation  by  virtue  of  primo-geniture" 
(Lightfoot).  It  denotes  His  status  and  character 
and  not  His  origin;  the  context  does  not  admit  the 
idea  that  He  is  a  part  of  the  created  universe.  So 
in  His  incarnation  He  is  brought  into  the  world  as 
"firstborn,"  and  God  summons  all  His  angels  to  wor- 
ship Him  (He  16).  In  His  resurrection  He  is 
"firstborn  from  the  dead"  (C:k)l  1  18)  or  "of  the 
dead"  (Rev  1  5),  the  origin  and  prince  of  life.  And 
finally  He  is  '^rstbom  among  many  brethren"  in 
the  consummation  of  God's  purpose  of  grace,  when 
all  the  elect  are  gathered  home.  Not  only  is  He 
their  Lord,  but  also  their  pattern,  God's  ideal  Son. 
and  men  are  "foreordained  to  be  conformed  to  [his] 
image"  (Rom  8  29).  Therefore  the  saints  them- 
selves, as  growing  in  His  likeness,  and  as  possessing 
all  the  privileges  of  eldest  sons,  including  the  king- 
dom and  the  priesthood,  mav  be  called  the  "churdi 
of  the  firstborn  who  are  enrolled  in  heaven"  (He  12 
23).  See  also  Begotten,  and  Lightfoot  on  Col 
1  15.  T.  Rees 

FIRSTBORN,  fiirstlbdm,  FIRSTLING,  fiirstling 
(yo^t  h'khSr;  vp«t6tokos,  protdtokos):  The  Heb 
word  denotes  the  firstborn  of  human  beings  as  well 
as  of  animals  (£x  11  5),  while  a  word  from  the  same 
root  denotes  first-fruits  (Ex  23  16).  All  the  data 
point  to  the  conclusion  that  among  the  ancestors 
of  the  Hebrews  the  sacrifice  of  the  firstborn  was  prac- 
tised, just  as  the  firstlings  of  the  flocks  and  the  first- 
fruits  of  the  jwwluce  of  the  earth  were  devoted  to 
the  deity.  The  narrative  of  the  Moabite  war 
records  the  sacrifice  of  the  heir  to  the  throne  by 
Mesha,  to  Chemosh,  the  national  god  (2  K  8  27). 
The  barbarous  custom  must  have  become  extinct  at 
an  early  period  in  the  religion  of  Israel  (Gen  22  12). 
It  was  probably  due  to  the  influence  of  surrounding 
nations  that  the  cruel  practice  was  revived  toward 
the  close  of  the  monarchical  period  (2  K  16  3; 
17  17;  21  6;  Jer  7  31;  Ezk  16  20;  23  37;  Mic 
6  7).  Jeremiah  denies  that  the  offering  of  human 
beings  could  have  been  an  instruction  from  Yahweh 
(7  31 ;  19  5).  The  prophetic  conception  of  God  had 
rendered  such  a  doctrine  inconceivable.  Clear  evi- 
dence of  the  spiritualization  and  humanization  of 
religion  among  the  Israelites  is  fiunished  in  the 
replacement,  at  an  early  stage,  of  the  actual  sacri- 
fice of  the  firstborn  by  their  dedication  to  the  service 
of  Yahweh.  At  a  later  stage  the  Levites  were  sub- 
stituted for  the  fiirstborn.  Just  as  the  firstlings  of 
unclean  animals  were  redeemed  with  money  (Ex 
13  13;  84  20),  for  the  dedication  of  the  firstborn 
was  substituted  the  consecration  of  the  Levites  to 
the  service  of  the  sanctuary  (Nu  8  11-13.45).  On 
the  30th  day  after  birth  the  firstborn  was  brought 
to  the  priest  by  the  father,  who  paid  five  shekels 


First-Frnits 
Fisher 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


1114 


for  the  child's  redemption  from  service  in  the  temple 
(cf  Lk  2  27;  Mish  B'kh&roth  viu.8).  For  that 
service  the  Levites  were  accepted  in  place  of  the 
redeemed  firstborn  (Nu  3  45).  See  note.  Accord- 
ing to  Ex  22  29-31  the  firstoom  were  to  be  given 
to  Yahweh.  (The  firstborn  of  clean  animals,  if  free 
from  spot  or  blemish,  were  to  be  sacrificed  after  eight 
days,  Nu  18  16  ff.)  This  allusion  to  the  sacrifice 
of  the  firstborn  as  part  of  the  religion  of  Yahweh  has 
been  variously  explained.  Some  scholars  suspect 
the  text,  but  in  all  probability  the  verse  means  no 
more  than  similar  references  to  the  fact  that  the 
firstborn  belonged  to  Yahweh  (Ex  18  2;  84  19). 
The  modifying  clause,  with  regard  to  the  redemption 
of  the  firstborn,  has  been  omitted.  The  firstborn 
possessed  definite  privileges  which  were  denied  to 
other  members  of  the  family.  The  Law  forbade 
the  disinheriting  of  the  firstborn  (Dt  21  15-17). 
Such  legislation,  in  polygamous  times,  was  necessary 
to  prevent  a  favorite  wife  from  exercising  imdue 
influence  over  her  husband  in  distributing  his  prop- 
erty, as  in  the  case  of  Jacob  (Gen  25  23).  The 
oldest  son's  share  was  twice  as  large  as  that  of  any 
other  son.  When  Elisha  prayed  for  a  double  por- 
tion of  Elijah's  spirit^  he  simply  wished  to  be  con- 
sidered the  firstborn,  i.e.  the  successor,  of  the  dying 
prophet.  Israel  was  Yahweh's  firstborn  (Ex  4  22; 
cf  Jer  81  9  [Ephraim]).  Israel,  as  compared  with 
other  nations,  was  entitled  to  special  privileges. 
She  occupied  a  unique  position  in  virtue  of  the 
special  relationship  between  Yahweh  and  the  nation. 
In  three  passages  (Rom  8  29;  Col  1  15;  He  1  6), 
Jesus  Christ  is  the  firstborn — among  many  brethren 
(Rom  8  29);  of  every  creature  (Col  1  16).  This 
application  of  the  term  to  Jesus  Christ  may  be 
traced  back  to  Ps  89  27  where  the  Davidic  ruler, 
or  perhaps  the  nation,  is  alluded  to  as  the  firstborn 
of  Yahweh.  See  Child:  Circumcision;  J^rst- 
beootten;   Plagues  op  Egypt. 

NoTB. — The  custom  of  redeeming  the  firstborn  son 
Ib  preserved  among  the  Jews  to  this  day.  After  thirty 
days  the  father  invites  the  "Kohen."  i.e.  a  supposed 
descendant  of  Aaron,  to  the  house.  The  child  is  brought 
and  shown  to  the  "  Kohen."  and  the  father  declares  the 
mother  of  the  child  to  be  an  Israelite.  If  she  is  a  "  Ko- 
hen." redemption  is  not  necessary.  The  "Kohen"  asks 
the  father  which  he  prefers,  his  child  or  the  five  shekels; 
the  father  answers  that  he  prefers  his  son,  and  pays  to 
the  "Kohen"  a  smn  equivalent  to  five  shekels.  After 
receiving  the  redemption-money,  the  "Kohen"  puts  hJs 
hands  on  the  child's  head  and  pronounces  the  Aaronlte 
blessing  (Nu  6  22-27).  _    _ 

,  T.  Lewis 
FIRST-FRUITS,  f Arst'-froots  (tT^tpKI ,  re'shlth, 
U^yO^ ,  bikkHrim;  diropx^t  aparcM,  LXX  trans- 
lates re^shUh  by  aparchSf  but  for  bikkHrfm  it  uses  the 
word  protogennhnata;  d  Philo  22  33) :  In  acknowl- 
edgment of  the  fact  that  the  land  and  all  its  prod- 
ucts were  the  gift  of  Jeh  to  Israel,  and  in  thank- 
fulness for  His  bounty,  all  the  first-fruits  were  offered 
to  Him.  These  were  offered  in  their  natural  state 
(e.g.  cereals,  tree  fruits,  grapes),  or  after  preparation 
(e.g.  musk,  oil,  flour,  dough),  after  which  the  Israelite 
was  at  liberty  to  use  the  rest  (Ex  23  19;  Nu  15  20; 
18  12;  Dt  26  2;  Neh  10  35.37).  No  absolute  dis- 
tinction can  be  made  between  rS^shUh  and  bikkurlm. 
but  re^shuh  seems  generally  to  mean  what  is  prepared 
by  human  labor,  and  bikkilrlm  the  direct  product  of 
Nature.  The  phrase  **the  first  of  the  m^t-fruits" 
(Ex  23  19;  34  26;  Ezk  44  30),  Heb  re'shltk  bih- 
kuriy  Gr  aparchai  tdn  prdtogennemdtdny  is  not  quite 
clear.  It  may  mean  the  first-ripe  or  the  choicest  of 
the  first-fruits.  The  re^shUh  offerings  were  indi- 
vidual, except  that  a  re^ahlth  of  dough  was  to  be 
offered  as  a  heave  offering  (Nu  15  17-21).  The 
priest  waved  a  re^skUh  of  com  before  the  Lord  on  the 
morrow  after  the  Sabbath  in  the  week  of  unleavened 
bread  (Lev  23  9-11).  These  offerings  all  fell  to 
the  priest  (Nu  18  12).  Bikkurlm  refers  s]3ecially 
to  things  sown   (Ex  23  16;    Lev  2  14).    At  the 


Feast  of  Weeks,  seven  weeks  after  the  offering  of 
the  sheaf,  bikkwrim  of  com  in  the  ear,  parched  with 
fire  and  bruised,  were  brought  to  the  House  of  the 
Lord  as  a  meal  offering  (Ex  34  22-26;  Lev  2  14- 
16).  The  bikkurim  also  fell  to  the  priest,  except  a 
portion  which  was  burned  as  a  memorial  (Lev  2 
8-10.16).  The  beautiful,  ceremony  of  the  offering 
of  the  re^shith  in  the  House  of  God  is  described  in 
Dt  26  1-11,  and  is  enlarged  upon  in  the  Talm 
{Bikkufim  3  2).  According  to  the  Talm  (T*mmdih 
4  3)  a  sixtieth  part  of  the  first-fruits  in  a  prepared 
form  was  the  minimum  that  could  be  offered;  the 
more  generous  brought  a  fortieth  part,  and  even  a 
thirtieth.  The  fruits  of  newly  planted  trees  were 
not  to  be  gathered  during  the  first  three  years;  the 
fruits  of  the  fourth  year  were  consecrated  to  Jeh, 
and  from  the  fifth  year  the  fruits  belonged  to  the 
owner  of  the  trees  (Lev  19  23-25).  According 
to  Mish,  ^Orlah  i.lO,  even  the  shells  of  nuts  and 
pomegranates  could  not  be  used  during  the  first 
three  years  as  coloring  matter  or  for  the  lighting  of 
fires.  It  is  held  by  some  scholars  that  the  institu- 
tion of  the  tithe  (see  Tithe)  is  a  later  development 
from  the  first-fruits. 

Figurative:  In  the  OT,  in  Jer  2  3,  Israel  is  called 
*'the  r^ahith  of  his  increase.''  In  the  NT  aparchB 
is  applied  fig.  to  the  first  convert  or  converts  in  a 
particular  place  (Rom  16  5;  1  Cor  16  15);  to  the 
Christians  of  that  age  (Jas  1  18;  2  Thess  2  13, 
WHm),  and  to  the  144,000  in  heaven  (Rev  14  4) ; 
to  Christ,  as  the  first  who  rose  from  the  dead  (1  Cor 
15  20.23) :  also  to  the  blessings  which  we  receive  now 
through  tne  Spirit,  the  earnest  of  greater  blessings 
to  come  (Rom  8  23).  Paul  Levertoff 

FIRSTLING.    See  Firstborn. 

FISH  (1^1,  dOgh,  nj"!,  ddghOh,  aX"^,  da'gh; 
^X^»   ic/U/ii^,    (x^iSiov,    ichthiidion.    oi|rdpu>v,   op- 

adrion):  Fishes  abouna  in  the  inland 
1.  Natural  waters  of  Pal  as  well  as  the  Mediter- 
History         ranean.    They  are  often  mentioned  or 

indirectly  referred  to  both  in  the  OT 
and  in  the  NT^  but  it  is  remarkable  that  no  particu- 
lar kind  is  distinguished  by  name.  In  Lev  11  ^12 
and  Dt  14  9  f,  ''whatsoever  hath  fins  and  scales  in 
the  waters"  is  declared  clean^  while  aU  that  "have 
not  fins  and  scales"  are  forbidden.  This  excluded 
not  only  reptiles  and  amphibians,  but  also,  among 
fishes,  siluroids  and  eels,  sharks,  rays  and  lampreys. 
For  our  knowledge  of  the  inland  fishes  of  Pal  we 
are  mainly  indebted  to  Tristram,  NHB  and  Fauna 
and  Flora  of  Pal;  Lortet,  Poissona  et  reptiles  du 
Lac  de  Tzb&riade;  and  Russe^Ker,  Reiaen  in  Europa, 
Aaien,  AJrikat  1835-1841.  The  most  remarkaole 
feature  of  the  fish  fauna  of  the  Jordan  valley  is  its 
relationship  to  that  of  the  Nile  and  of  E.  Central 
Africa.  Two  Nile  fishes,  Chromis  nHotica  Hassel- 
quist,  and  Clariaa  macracanthus  Gunth.,  are  found 
in  the  Jordan  valley,  and  a  number  of  other  species 
found  only  in  the  Jordan  valley  belong  to  genera 
(Chromia  and  Hemichromia)  which  are  otherwise 
exclusively  African.  This  seems  to  indicate  that 
at  some  time,  probably  in  the  early  Tertiary,  there 
was  some  connection  oetween  the  Paleastiman  and 
African  river  systems.  No  fish  can  live  in  the  Dead 
Sea,  and  many  perish  through  being  carried  down  by 
the  swift  currents  of  the  Jordan  and  other  streams. 
There  are,  however^  several  kinds  of  small  fish 
which  five  in  salt  springs  on  the  borders  of  the  Dead 
Sea,  springs  which  are  as  salt  as  the  Dead  Sea  but 
which,  according  to  Lortet,  lack  the  magnesium 
chloride  which  is  a  constituent  of  the  Dead  Sea 
water  and  is  fatal  to  the  fish.  CapoUa  damaadna 
Cuv.  and  Val.,  one  of  the  commonest  fishes  of  Syria 
and  Pal,  has  been  taken  by  the  writer  in  larp^e  num- 
bers in  the  Amon  and  other  streams  flowing  into 
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FIAea  <rf  the  Sot  ot  Oalllee  (PBF  Dnwlng). 

fishes  without  reference  to  the  different  kinds  ia 
well  illustrated  by  the  numerous  paasagea  in  which 
"the  fishes  of  the  aea,  the  birds  of  tiie  heavens,  and 
the  beasts  of  the  field,"  or  some  equivalent  expres- 
Mon,  ia  used  to  denot«  all  living  creatures,  e.g.  Gen 
1  26;  9  2;  Nu  11  22;  Dt  4  18;  1  K  4  33;  Job 
IS  S;  I^  8  8;  Esk  S8  20;  Hos  4  3;  Zeph  1  3; 
i  Cor  16  39. 

An  unusually  large  shark  might  fulfil  the  condi- 
tions of  Jonah's  fish  (dOgh,  dOghUh;  but  Mt  13  40, 

ic^ot.  kitoi,  "whale"  or  "sea  mon- 
3.  Tonab's  ster").  The  whale  that  is  found  in  the 
K^  Mediterranean  (_Balaerta  auslralia)  has 

a  narrow  throat  and  could  not  swallow 
a  man.  No  natural  explanation  is  possible  of  Jo- 
nah's remaining  alive  and  conscious  for  three  dava 
in  the  creature's  belly.  Those  who  oonader  the 
book  historical  must  regard  the  whole  event  as 
miraculous.  For  those  who  consider  it  to  be  a  story 
with  a  purpose,  no  explanation  is  required. 


The  pitMenb  inhabitaati  of  Moab  and  Eklom  make  no 
use  of  the  Sib  tbat  awarm  In  the  Amoa.  the  Qua  ma 
Otbar  itreama.  but  Oahlns  Is  an  Important 
•  ln.t.in.  Industry  In  Galileo  and  WMtern  Pal.  Now, 
S.  nsnmg  ^g  fomwrly.  spear  hooka  and  nets  are  em- 
ptoTod.  The  fldi-apear  ( Job  41  7)  Is  lltlte 
used.  Most  of  the  OT  raferencca  to  net*  have  to  do  with 
the  takliw  of  birds  and  beast*  and  not  of  fishes,  and.  while 
Id  Hab  I  16  hinm  to  rendered  "net"  and  mikhmtrrth 
"drag."  It  I*  not  clear  that  then  and  the  other  words 
rendered  "net"  reler  to  particular  Idnds  of  nets.  In  the 
NT.  however,  nyi").  •ant'H  (Mt  13  47).  ts  clearly  the 
dragneL  and  iMi-P^T^f*'.  onpiffcU.lroii  (Mt  <  18). 
Is  aearly  the  casting  net.     The  word  ottanest  used  u 


:   Jn  ai  1 


several  hundred  Ket  long.    The 


The  dragnet 

is  let  down  from  a'boat  in  a  lino  , 

la  then  pulled  In  by  ropes  attaiAed  (o  tne  iwu  v 
ftrroral  men  and  boys  usually  pulling  at  each  end. 


use  ot  the  castiDS  net  requires  much  skill.  It  forms  a 
drele  ot  from  10  to  30  leet  tn  diameter  with  numerous 
smaU  leaden  weights  at  the  drcumterence.  It  to  lifted 
by  the  center  and  carefully  gathered  over  the  right  arm. 
when  well  thrown  it  goes  to  some  distance,  at  Uk  same 
time  spreadiiig  out  into  a  wide  drde.  A  cord  may  be 
attached  toWe  center  but  thto  to  not  always  the  case. 
When  lifted  again  by  the  center,  the  leads  come  togethm'. 
dragging  over  the  bottom,  and  aomeUmeB  a  large  number 
ot  San  may  be  iDClosed.  The  novice  has  only  to  try.  to 
realise  the  dexterity  ol  the  practised  fishermen. 

Figurative:  The  fact  that  so  many  of  Our  Lord's 
disciples  were  fishermen  lends  a  profound  interest 
to  their  profession.  Christ  tells  Simon  and  Andrew 
(Mt  4  19;  Mk  1  17)  that  He  will  make  tbcm 
fishers  of  men.  The  Kingdom  of  Heaven  (Mt  13 
47)  is  likened  unto  a  net  that  was  cast  into  the  sea, 
and  gathered  of  every  kind;  which,  when  it  wae 
filled,  they  drew  up  on  the  beach;  and  they  sat 
down  and  gathered  the  good  into  vessels,  but  the 
bad  they  cast  away,  "nistTam  (NHB)  say^  that 
he  has  seen  the  fishermen  go  through  their  net  and 
throw  out  into  the  sea  those  that  were  too  small  for 
the  market  or  were  considered  unclean.  In  Jer  16 
16,  we  read:  "Behold,  I  will  send  for  many  fishers, 
s:iith  Jeh,  and  they  shall  fish  them  up:  and  after- 
ward I  will  send  for  many  hunters,  and  they  shall 
hunt  them  from  every  mountain,  and  from  every 
hill,  and  out  of  the  clefts  of  the  rocks."  In  the 
vision  of  Ezekiel  (£>k  47  9f),  the  multitude  of 
flih  and  the  nets  spread  from  En-gedi  to  En-tglaim 
are  marks  of  the  marvelous  change  wrought  in  the 
Dead  Sea  by  the  stream  issuinf;  from  the  temple. 
The  same  sign,  i.e.  of  the  spreading  of  Dct«  (Ezk  36 
6.  14),  marks  the  desolation  of  Tyre.  It  is  a  piece 
of  broiled  fish  that  the  risen  Lord  eats  with  the 
Eleven  in  Jems  (Lk  34  42),  and  by  the  Sea  of  Gali- 
lee (Jn  31  13)  He  gives  the  disciples  bread  and  fish. 
Alfred  Ely  Dat 

FISHER,  fish'er,  FISHERMAN,  fiah'Sr-man 
(iP''l ,  dayyOgh,  ^^"^ ,  daimeOgh;  iXuit,  haliei»;  WH 
htieeUt) :  Although  but  few  references  to  fishermen 
are  made  in  the  Bible,  these  men  and  their  call- 
ing are  brought  into  prominence  by  Jesus'  call  to 
certain  Galilee  fishermen  to  become  His  disciples 
(Mt  4  18.19;  Mkl  16.17).  Fishermen,  then  as 
now,  formed  a  distinct  clsss.  The  strenuousness  of 
the  work  (Lk  S  2)  ruled  out  the  weak  and  indolent. 
They  were  crude  in  manner,  rough  in  speech  and 
in theirtreatmentof others  (Lk  9  49.54;  Jn  18  10). 
James  and  John  before  they  became  t«mpered  by 
Jesus'  influence  were  nicknamed  the  sons  of 
thunder"  (Mk  S  17).  The  fishenneD's  exposure 
to  all  Idnds  of  weather  made  them  hardy  and  fear- 
less. They  were  accustomed  to  bear  with  patience 
many  trym^  circumstances.  They  often  toiled 
for  hours  witbout  success,  and  yet  were  always 
ready  to  try  once  more  (Lk  S  5;  Jn  31  3).  Such 
men,  when  mtpelled  by  the  same  spirit  as  filled  their 
Master,  became  indeed  "fishers  of  men"  (Ml  4  19; 
Mk  1  17). 

One  of  the  striking  instances  of  the  fulfilment  of 
prophecy  is  the  use  by  the  Syrian  fishermen  today 
of  the  site  of  ancient  Tyre  as  a  place  for  the  spreading 
of  their  nets  (Elk  36  5.14). 

Kguntive:  Rsh  were  largely  used  as  food  (Hab 
1  16),  hence  the  lamentation  of  the  fishermen,  who 
provided  for  all,  typified  general  desolation  (Isa  10 
8).  On  the  other  hand,  abundance  offish  and  many 
fishermen  indicated  general  abundance  (Ezk  47  10). 
Our  modem  expression,  "treated  like  a  dog,"  had 
ita  counterpart  in  the  language  of  the  OT  writers, 
when  they  portrayed  the  punished  people  of  Judah 
as  being  treated  like  fish.  Jeh  would  send  many 
fishers  to  fish  them  up  and  put  sticks  or  hooks 
through  their  cheeks  as  a  fisherman  strings  his  fish 
(Jer  16  10;  Job  11  2).  Such  treatment  of  the 
people  of  Judah  is  depicted  on  some  of  the  hmyt 
monuments.  Jaueb  A.  Patch 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


1116 


FISHER'S  COAT,  k9t:  This  expreesion  is  found 
in  Jq  21  7  where  RV  and  ARV  have  "coat."  John 
here,  after  representing  Peter  aa  "naked"  (yvfirit. 
ffumnds),   pictures   him   as  girding  on   his   "coat 


FISH  GATE.    See  Jerusaleu. 


present  day  aloi^  the  eeaehores  of  Pal.  Two  of 
these,  dynamitii^  and  poisoning  with  the  juice 
of  cyclamen  bulba  or  other  poisonous  ptanU,  can 
be  passed  over  as  having  no  bearing  on  andent 

metnods. 

(1)  With  hooks:  Some  fishing  is  done  with  hooks 
and  Linefi,  either  on  poles  when  fishing  from  shore, 
or  on  trawls  in  deep-eea  fishing.  The  fishhooks 
DOW  used  are  of  European  origin,  but  bronze  fish- 


FtBHBBI    MlKDINO  TbIIB  K 

FISHHOOK,  fiah'hd&k  (nf^l  115 ,  Sir  du^hsh, 
n?n,  Ifakkah):  The  word  "fishhooks"  occurs  but 
twice  in  ARV  (Job  41  1 ;  Am  4  2).  In  other  pas- 
sages the  word  "hook"  or  "angle"  is  applied  to  this 
instrument  forfishing  (Isa  19  8;  Job  41  2).  The 
ancient  Egyp  noblemen  used  lo  amuse  themselves 
by  fishing  from  their  private  fishpoob  with  hook 
and  line.  The  Egyp  monuments  show  that  the 
hook  was  quite  commonly  used  far  catching  fish. 
The  hook  is  Btill  used  in  Bible  lands,  although  not 
as  commonly  as  nets.  It  is  called  a  jtnTidroi,  prob- 
ably from  the  same  root  as  finnSh,  the  pi.  of  which 
ia  tr''  hooks  in  Am  4  2.  In  Mt  17  27,  iyxtrrpt,, 
dgkUtran  (lit.  "fishhook"),  ia  rendered  "hook." 

James  A.  Patch 

FISHING,  fish'ing  (&Xm«n,  kolieai):  Several 
methods  of  securing  fish  are  resorted  to  at  the 


ra    BT    TBB   9%t,    or  OlLILIB. 

hooks  of  a  very  early  date  have  been  discovered. 
That  fishing  with  hooks  was  known  in  Jesus'  time 
is  indicated  by  the  Master's  command  to  Pettf 
(Mt  17  27).     See  Fishhook. 

(2)  Wilh  spears:  Job  41  7  probably  refers  to  an 
instrument  much  like  the  barbed  spear  still  used 
along  the  Syrian  coast.  It  is  used  at  night  by 
torchlight, 

(3)  With  nets:  In  the  most  famiUar  Bible  stories 
of  fisherman  life  a  net  was  used,  '^od^  most  of 
the  fishing  is  done  in  the  same  way.  'These  nets 
are  homemade.  Frequently  one  sees  the  fishermen 
or  members  of  their  families  making  nets  or  repair- 
ing old  ones  during  the  stormy  days  when  G^ng  is 
impossible. 

Nets  are  used  in  three  ways:  (a)  A  circular  net, 
with  small  meehes  and  leaded  around  the  edge,  is 
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cast  from  the  shore  into  the  shallow  water  in  such 
a  manner  that  the  leaded  edge  forms  the  base  of  a 
cone,  the  apex  being  formed  by  the  fisherman  hold- 
ing the  center  of  the  net  in  his  hand.  The  cone 
thus  formed  incloses  such  fish  as  cannot  escape  the 
quick  throw  of  the  fisher,  (b)  A  long  net  or  seine 
of  one  or  two  fathoms  depth,  leaded  on  one  edge 
and  provided  with  floats  on  the  other,  is  payed  out 
from  boats  in  such  a  way  as  to  surround  a  school  of 
fish.  Long  ropes  fastened  to  the  two  ends  are 
carried  ashore  many  yards  apart,  and  from  five  to 
ten  men  on  each  rope  gradually  draw  in  the  net. 
The  fish  are  then  landed  from  the  shallow  water 
with  small  nets  or  by  hand.  This  method  is  com- 
monly practised  on  the  shore  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee, 
(c)  In  aeeper  waters  a  net  similar  to  that  described 
above,  but  four  or  five  fathoms  deep,  is  cast  from 
boats  and  the  ends  slowly  brought  together  so  as 
to  form  a  circle.  Men  then  dive  down  and  bring 
one  portion  of  the  weighted  edge  over  under  the 
rest,  so  as  to  form  a  bottom.  'The  compass  of  the 
net  is  then  narrowed,  and  the  fish  are  emptied  from 
the  net  into  the  boat.  Sometimes  the  net  with  the 
fish  inclosed  is  towed  into  shallow  water  before 
drawing.  The  above  method  is  probably  the  one 
the  disciples  used  (Mt  4  18;  Mk  1  16;  Lk  5 
J^IO;  Jn  21  3-11).  Portions  of  nets  with  leads 
and  floats,  of  early  Egyp  origin,  may  be  seen  in  the 
British  Musemn.    See  Net. 

The  fishermen  today  usually  work  with  their 
garments  girdled  up  about  their  waists.  IVequently 
they  wear  only  a  loose  outer  garment  which  is  wet 
much  of  the  time.  This  garment  can  be  quickly 
removed  by  pulling  it  over  the  head,  when  occasion 
requires  the  fisherman  to  jump  into  the  sea.  If 
methods  have  not  changed,  Feter  had  probably  just 
climbed  back  into  the  boat  after  adjusting  the  net 
for  drawing  when  he  learned  that  it  was  Jesus  who 
stood  on  the  shore.  He  was  Uterally  naked  and 
pulled  on  his  coat  before  he  went  ashore  (Jn  21  7). 

James  A.  Patch 

FISHPOOLS,  fish'pools:  This  is  a  mistransla- 
tion. The  Heb  n^Dli,  b^ikhoth  (Cant  7  4)  simply 
means  "pools"  (RV);  "fish"  is  quite  unwarrant- 
ably introduced  in  AV.  In  Isa  19  10,  again,  in- 
stead of  "all  that  make  sluices  and  ponds  for  fish" 
(AV),  we  should  certainly  read,  with  RV,  "All  they 
that  work  for  hire  shall  be  grieved  in  soul." 

FIT,  FITLY,  fit'U:  The  word  "fit"  (adj.  and  vb.) 
occurs  a  few  times,  representing  nearlv  as  many 
Heb  and  Gr  words.  RV  frequently  alters,  as  in 
Lev  16  21  CiUu  "timely,"  "opportune,"  "ready"), 
where  for  "fit  it  reads,  "in  readiness,"  m  "ap- 
pointed." In  1  Ch  7  11  RV  has  "that  were  able'*; 
m  Isa  44  13,  "shapeth";  in  Prov  24  27,  "ready,'^ 
etc.  "Fitly^'  m  Prov  26  11  is  in  RVm  "in  due 
season";  in  Cant  6  12,  "fitly  set"  is  in  RVm  "sitting 
by  full  streams."  In  the  NT  "fit"  is  the  tr  of 
eUthetos,  'VeU  placed"  (Lk  9  62;  14  35),  of  kaih^ 
kan,  "suitable''^  (Acts  22  22),  and  of  katartizo,  "to 
make  quite  ready"  (Rom  9  22,  "vessels  of  wrath 
fitted  unto  destruction").  W.  L.  Walker 

FITCHES,  fich'iz  (the  Eng.  word  "fitch"  is  the 
same  as  "vetch"): 

(1)  nSJJ,  kegah  (Isa  28  26.27;  RVm  has  "black 
cummin"  [Nigella  sativa]).  This  is  the  "nutmeg 
flower,"  an  annual  herb  (N.O.  Ranunadaceae),  the 
black  seeds  of  which  are  sprinkled  over  some  kinds 
of  bread  in  Pal.  They  were  used  as  a  condiment 
by  the  ancient  Greeks  and  Romans.  These  seeds 
have  a  warm  aromatic  flavor  and  are  carminative 
in  their  properties,  assisting  digestion.  They,  like 
all  such  plants  which  readilyyield  their  seed,  are 
still  beaten  out  with  rods.    The  contrast  between 


the  stouter  staff  for  the  "fitche§,"  and  the  lighter 
rod  for  the  cummin  is  all  the  more  noticeable  when 
the  great  similarity  of  the  two  seeds  is  noticed. 

(2)  n-^V?^,  kuf^mlm  (pi.)  (Ezk  4  9)  RV  "spelt" 
(which  see).  E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

FIVE,  f!v  (thgn,  kamesh;  irrfvrf,  pirUe).  See 
Number. 

FLAG:  Two  Heb  words: 

(1)  D'lO,  ^uph  (Ex  2  3.5,  "flags";  Isa  19  6, 
"flags";  Jon  2  5,  "weeds").  This  is  apparently  a 
general  name  which  includes  both  the  fresh-water 
weeds  growing  along  a  river  bank  and  "seaweeds." 
The  R^  Sea  was  known  as  Yam  9uph. 

(2)  'inif ,  'ahu  (Gen  41  2.18,  AV  ^^meadow,"  RV 
"reed-grass";  Job  8  11,  "Can  the  rush  grow  up 
without  mire?  Can  the  flag  [m  "reed-grass")  grow 
without  water?").  Some  such  general  term  as 
"sedges"  or  "fens"  would  better  meet  the  require- 
ments. 

FLAGON,  flag'un:  Thetrof  n^?^«,  'dshuhdh, 
in  AV  in  2  S  6  19;  1  Ch  16  3;  Cant  2  5;  Hos 
8  1.  In  all  these  passages  RV  reads  "cake  of 
raisins"  or  "raisins.  It  was  probably  a  pressed 
raisin  cake.    AV  and  RV  read  "flagons,"  in  Isa 

22  24  as  a  rendering  of  D*^?np ,  n'bhdilm,  which  is 
elsewhere  (1  S  1  24;  10  3;  2  S  16  1,  etc)  rendered 
'Tx)ttle8,"  RVm  "skins."  These  were  the  bags  or 
bottles  made  of  the  whole  skin  of  a  kid,  goat  or  other 

animal.    RV  has  "flagons"  in  Ex  26  29  and  87  16 

.  . . 

as  tr  of  tyyfp^ ,  ti'shdwdthy  a  golden  jug  or  jar  used 
in  the  tabernacle  from  which  the  drink  offerings 
were  poured  out.  The  same  word  is  tr**  "cups"  in 
Nu  4  7.  George  Rice  Hovet 

FLAKE,  flSk  (^9*0 ,  mappdlf  a  word  of  uncertain 
meaning):  It  is  used  in  the  sense  of  "refuse  [husks] 
of  the  wheat"  in  Am  8  6.  With  regard  to  the  body 
we  find  it  used  in  Job  41  23  in  the  description  of 
leviathan  (the  crocodile) :  "The  flakes  of  his  flesh 
are  joined  together:  they  are  firm  upon  him;  they 
cannot  be  moved."  Baethgen  in  E^utzsch's  tr  of 
the  OT  translates  ''Wamperif^*  i.e.  the  collops  or 
lateral  folds  of  flesh  and  armored  skin.  A  better 
tr  would  perhaps  be:  "the  homy  epidermic  scales" 
of  the  body,  differentiated  from  the  bony  dermal 
scutes  of  the  back  (Heb  "channels  of  shields," 
"courses  of  scales"),  which  are  mentioned  in  ver 
15  m.  H.  L.  E.  LuERiNQ 

FLAME,  flSm  (Snb ,  lahabhf  and  other  forms  from 
same  root;  ^Xd(,  phldx):  In  Jgs  13  20  bia;  Job 
41  21;  Isa  29  6;  Joel  2  5.  the  word  is  lahabh. 
Various  other  words  are  tr*"  "flame";  mas^ethj  "a 
lifting  or  rising  up"  (Jgs  20  38.40  AV),  RV  "cloud" 
(of  smoke);  kdlUf  "completeness"  (Jgs  20  406 
AVm,  "a  holocaust,  or  offermg  wholly  consumed  by 
fire";  cf  Lev  6  15);  shalhebheth  (Job  16  30;  Cant 
8  6;  ARV  "a  very  flame  of  Jeh  "  m  "or,  a  most 
vehement  flame":  Ezk  20  47,  RV  "the  flaming 
flame");  shabhlbh  (Job  18  5;  RVm);  ah^bhibh, 
Aram.  (Dnl  8  22;  7  9).  In  Ps  104  4  ARV  has 
"maketh  ....  flames  of  fire  his  ministers";  RV 
"flame"  for  "snare"  (Prov  29  8). 

Figuratively:  "Flame"  is  used  to  denote  excite- 
ment (Prov  29  8  RV),  shame,  astonishment,  "faces 
of  flame"  (Isa  18  8);  in  Rev  1  14.  the  glorified 
Christ  is  described  as  having  eyes  as  a  name  of 
fire,"  signifying  their  searching  purity  (cf  2  18; 
19  12).  Flame  is  also  a  symbol  of  God's  wrath 
(Ps  88  14;   Isa  6  24;  10  17).    See  also  Fire. 

W     L     V^ALKER 

FLAT  NOSE  (C^n,  hdrum;  LXX  KoXo^iSpiv, 
kolob&rin) :  Used  only  in  Lev  21  18  as  the  name  of 


Burn 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


a  deformity  which,diBqualified  a  member  of  apriestly 
family  for  Berving  the  altar.  The  root  of  the  word 
ugnifiea  "to  cut  off"  or  "to  cut  flat,"  and  in  RVm 
"slit  noee"  is  Bubatituted.  The  condition  indicated 
is  moBt  probabEy  the  depressed,  flattened  nose  which 
BO  often  accompanies  harelip,  eap.  in  ita  double  form. 
A  mere  anub-noee  can  scarcely  be  regarded  aa  a 
bleroieh  of  sufficient  importance  to  unfit  a  prieat 
for  the  service  of  "offering  the  bread  of  God";  but 
harelip,  like  blindness  or  the  other  congenital  mal- 
formationa  or  deformities  enumerated  in  this  passage, 
might  well  render  a  son  of  Aaron  unfit  or  unsuitaEle 
for  public  religious  duty.         Alex.  Macalisteb 

FLAX,  flaka  (Pf^ ,  petheik,  also  n^1p9 ,  puhtoh; 
Xtvo*,  linon  (Mt  12  201):  The  above  Heb  words 
are  applied  (1)  to  the  plant:  "The  ll&x  was  in 
bloom''  (AV  ''boiled";  Ex.  9  31);  (2)  the  "stalks 
of  flax,"  lit.  "flax  of  the  tree,"  put  on  the  roof  to  dry 
(Josh  a  6);  (3)  to  the  fine  fibers  used  for  lighting: 
AV  "tow,    "flax,"RV.    "Adimly  burning  wickwOl 


"combed  flax,"  i.e.  flax  hackled  ready  for  spiiming 
(cf  Hob  2  6.9;  Prov  31  13).  The  reference  in 
Jgs  IS  14  is  to  flax  twisted  into  cords.  (5)  In 
Jgs  16  9;  Isa  1  31,  mention  is  made  of  tVp}, 
w'Sreth,  "tow,"  lit.  aometh!ng''shaken  off" — as  the 
root  implies — from  flax.  (6)  The  pi.  form  pisklim  is 
used  in  many  passages  for  Unen,  or  linen  garments, 
e.K.  Lev  18  47.48.52.59;  Dt  23  II;  Jer  13  1 
(''linen  girdle");  Ezk  M  17 f.  Linen  was  in  the 
earliest  historic  times  a  favorite  material  for  clothes. 
The  Jewish  priestly  garments  were  of  pure  linen. 
Ekyp  mummies  were  swathed  in  linen.  Several 
other  Heb  words  were  used  for  linen  garments.  See 
Linen. 

Flax  is  the  product  of  Linum  uxUalUHmum,  a 
herbaceous  plant  which  has  been  cultivated  from  the 
dawn  of  history.  It  is  perennial  and  grows  to  a 
height  of  2  to  3  ft.;   it  has  blue  flowers  and  very 


gummy  material,  make  up  the  crude  "flax."  Lin- 
seed, Imaeed  oil  and  oilcalce  are  useful  products  of 
the  same  plant.  E.  W.  G.  Mastebman 


FLAYING,  fl&'ing.    See  Punibhmbnts. 

FLEA,  fle  (tiriS,  par'SA;  cf  Arab.  bargUU, 
"flea,"  and  barghtuk,  "mosquito"  [1  S  21  14;  26 
20];  V'K,  kinnim  [Ei  S  18],  "Hce,"  RVm  "sand- 
flies" or  "fleas";  LXX  vwC^in,  aktAphei,  probably 
best  rendered  "gnat";  see  Gnat;  Lice);  In  1  8 
2i  Saul  seeks  David  m  the  wilderness  of  Brt-gedt, 
and  David,  after  cutting  off  the  skirt  of  Saul's  robe 
in  the  cave,  colls  out  to  him,  "After  whom  is  the 
king  of  Israel  come  out?  aft«r  whom  dost  thou 
pursue?  after  a  dead  dog,  aft«r  a  flea"  (ver  14). 
Agun  in  1  S  26  20  Saul  seeks  David  in  the  wilder- 
ness of  Ziph,  and  David  after  taking  the  spear  and 
cruse  from  be^de  Saul  while  he  slept,  cries  out  to 
him,  ".  .  .  .  the  king  of  Israel  is  come  out  to  seek 
a  flea,  as  when  one  doth  hunt  a  partridge  in  the 
mountains."  The  flea  is  here  used  as  a  symbol  of 
David's  insignificance,  coupled  perhaps,  in  the  sec- 
ond poss^,  with  a  thought  of  the  difliculty  that 
Saul  had  in  laying  hands  on  him.  In  EB  Cheyne 
finds  fault  with  a  similar  interpretation  ^ven  in 
DB  on  the  ground  that  it  is  aosurd  that  David 
should  refer  to  bunting  "a  single  flea,"  and  pro- 
poses to  change  par'Sah  'e^Mh,  "a  flea,"  to  perc* 
midhMr,  "wild  ass  of  the  desert."  The  writer  will 
only  say  that  no  observant  resident  of  Pal  would 
consider  the  textual  alteration  to  be  called  for. 

Uunaeua  recogniied  two  spedea  of  He*.  PuUi  irritaiw, 
the  cominoD  pvHlte  of  duu,  and  PiUtx  iSarcepiiMa) 
penMrani.  Cbe  tropical  uid  Bub-troplol  Jigger  llMt.  More 
than  ■  hundred  ipedea  we  now  liittn.  uid  tbe  recent 
dlscoverr  tbat  certain  fleu  are  InatrumeDtal  In  the  trans- 
"  'sslon  ot  (he  plngue  hu  Blyea  s  new  Impetus  to  the 

idy  of  these  thiy  peetB.     A  Bea  Chat  la  often  commoner 


FLEE,  fie.    See  Flt. 


Alfreu  Elt  Dat 


I.    SeeGinEON;  Sheep;  Wool. 

FLESH  C^9,  bOeSr,  18^,  «A''fr):  Used  in  all 
senses  of  the  word,  the  tatter,  however,  most  fre- 
quently in  the  sense  of  kjn,  family, 

1.  Ety-         itlationship  (cf  ni(J^J ,  sha'Orilh,  "kins- 
molog7  woman,"  Lev  18  17):    Lev  IS  6;   SS 

48;  Prov  11  17;  Jer  61  35,  and 
probably  Ps  78  26.  In  all  other  phicea  ak"Sr  means 
'^esh"=body  (Prov  6  11)  or=food  (Ps  78  20.27; 
Mic  8  2.3).  nn^Q ,  tibkhah,  is  "[slaughtered!  flesh 
for  food,"  "butcher's  meat"  (1  S  26  11),  The 
word  19^,  'ethpOr,  found  only  in  two  \  passages 
{2  S  6  19=-1  Ch  16  3),  is  of  very  uncertain  mean- 
ing. The  Eng.  V8S  translate  it  with  "a  good  piece 
[portion]  of  flesh,"  the  Vulg  with  "a  piece  of  roast 
meat,"  others  with  "a  portion  of  flerfi"  and  "a 
measure  of  wine."  It  probably  means  simply  "a 
measured  portion,"  Dn5,D^n3,iaAiI»i,  lit.  "eaten," 
then  food  (cf  Dn? ,  lekem,  "bread"),  has  been  rarely 
nKciolized  as  flesh  or  meat  (cf  Arab,  lahm,  "meat," 
'flesh,"  BO  in  Zeph  1  17,  where  it  stands  in  pand- 
lelism  with  "blood").  The  Gr  terms  are  ffdpf, 
adrx,  and  'p^i,  kria»,  the  latter  always  meaning 
"butcher's  meat"  (Rom  14  21;    1  Cor  8  13). 

We  can  distingutah  the  following  varieties  of 
meaning  in  Bib.  language: 

In  a  physical  sense,  the  chief  substance  of  the 

animal  body,  whether  used  for  food  and  sacrifice, 

or  not;   also  the  flesh  of  man  (Gen  3 

2.  Ordinary  21;    Ex  21  10m;    Isa  81  3;    Ezk  23 
Sense  20;    I  Cor  16  39;   Rev  18  18.21). 

The  whole  body.  This  meaning 
is  the  extension  of  the  preceding  (par>  pro  ioio). 
This  is  indicated  by  the  LXX,  where  bOtSr  is  often 
tr*  by  the  pi.  ol  «ipm,  hoi  lirku  (Gen  40  10; 
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Flax 
Flint 


Nu  12  12;    Job  88  25),  and  occasionally  by  ffQ/M^ 
s&ma,  i.e.  "body"  (Lev  16  2;    IK  21  27).    This 

meaning  is  also  yery  clear  in  passages 
8.  The  Body  like  the  following:  Ex  4  7;  Lev  17  14; 

Nu  8  7;  2  K  4  34;  Prov  6  11,  where 
hOadr  and  ah'^er  are  combined;  and  Prov  14  30; 
Eccl  12  12. 

Flesh,  as  the  common  term  for  living  things, 
animals  and  men,  esp.  the  latter  (Gen  6  13.17.19; 

Nu  16  22;  Jer  12  12;  Mk  13  20); 
4.  The  often  in  the  phrase  "all  flesh''  (Ps  66 

Term  <<A11    2;    Isa  40  5.6;    Jer  26  31;    Ezk  20 
Flesh"  48:  Joel  2  28;  Lk  8  6). 

flesh  as  opposed  to  the  spirit,  both 
of  which  were  comprised  in  the  precedmg  mean- 
ing  (Gen  6  3;   Ps  16  9;  Lk  24  39,  where  "flesh 

and  bones"  are  combined;  Jn  6  63). 
6.  As  Op-  Thus  we  find  in  Jn  1  14,  "The  Word 
posed  to  became  flesh";  1  Tim  8  16,  "He  who 
the  Spirit      was  manifested  in  the  flesh";    1  Jn 

4  2,  and  aU  passages  where  the  incamsk- 
tion  of  Christ  is  spoken  of.  llie  word  in  this  sense 
approaches  the  meaning  of  "earthly  life,"  as  in  Phil 
1  22.24,  "to  live  in  the  flesh,"  "to  abide  in  the  flesh" ; 
cf  Philem  ver  16  and  perhaps  2  Cor  5  16.  Under 
this  meaning  we  may  enumerate  expressions  such 
as  "arm  of  flesh"  (2  Ch  82  8;  Jer  17  5).  "eyes  of 
flesh"  (Job  10  4),  etc.  Frequently  the  distinction 
is  made  to  emphajsize  the  weakness  or  inferiority  of 
the  flesh,  as  opposed  to  the  superiority  of  the  spirit 
(Isa  81  3;  Mt  26  41;  Mk  14  38;  Rom  6  19). 
In  this  connection  we  mention  also  the  expression 
"flesh  and  blood,"  a  phrase  borrowed  from  rabbin- 
ical writings  and  phraseology  (see  also  Sir  14  18, 
"the  generation  of  flesh  and  blood,"  and  17  31, 
"man  whose  desire  is  flesh  and  blood"  AV).  The 
expression  does  not  convey,  as  some  have  supposed, 
the  idea  of  inherent  sinfulness  of  the  flesh  (a  doc- 
trine borrowed  by  gnostic  teachers  from  oriental 
sources),  but  merely  the  idea  of  ignorance  and  frailty 
in  comparison  with  the  possibilities  of  spiritual  na- 
ture. The  capabilities  of  our  earthly  constitution 
do  not  suffice  to  reveal  unto  us  heavenly  truths; 
these  must  always  come  to  us  from  above.  So  St. 
Peter's  first  recognition  of  the  Divine  sonship  of 
Jesus  did  not  proceed  from  a  logical  conviction  based 
upon  outwara  facts  acting  upon  his  mind,  but  was 
based  upon  a  revelation  from  Okxl  vouchsafed  to 
his  inner  consciousness.  Christ  says  therefore  to 
him:  "Blessed  art  thou,  Simon  Bar-Jonah:  for 
flesh  and  blood  hath  not  revealed  it  unto  thee,  but 
my  Father  who  is  in  heaven"  (Mt  16  17).  Simi- 
larly the  kingdom  of  God,  being  a  realm  of  perfect 
Spiritual  submission  to  Okxl,  cannot  be  inhented  by 
esh  and  blood  (1  Cor  16  50),  nor  was  the  richly 
endowed  mind  a  competent  tribunal  to  which  St. 
Paul  could  refer  his  heaven-wrought  conviction  of 
his  great  salvation  and  the  high  calling  to  be  a  wit- 
ness and  apostle  of  Christ,  so  he  did  well  that  he 
"conferred  not  with  flesh  and  blood"  (Gal  1  16). 
Tliat  "flesh  and  blood"  does  not  imply  a  sense  of 
inherent  sinfulness  is  moreover  shown  in  all  passages 
where  Christ  is  declared  a  partaker  of  such  nature 
(Eph  6  12;  He  2  14,  where,  however,  we  find  in 
the  original  text  the  inverted  phrase  "blood  and 
flesh"). 

Flesh  in  the  sense  of  carnal  nature  (<rdp«rimf, 
ndrkikas,  "carnal";  AV  uses  sarkinds  in  Rom  7  14). 
Human  nature,  being  inferior  to  the 
6.  Applied  spiritual,  is  to  be  in  subjection  to  it. 
to  the  Car-  If  man  refuses  to  be  under  this  higher 
nal  Nature    law,  and  as  a  free  agent  permits  the 

lower  nature  to  gain  an  ascendancy 
over  the  spirit,  the  "flesh"  becomes  a  revolting  force 
(Gen  6  3.12;  Jn  1  13;  Rom  7  14;  1  Cor  8  1.3: 
Col  2  18;  1  Jn  2  16).  Thus  the  fleshlv  or  carnal 
mind,  i.e.  a  mind  in  subjection  to  carnal  nature,  is 


opposed  to  the  Divine  spirit,  who  alone  is  a  suffi- 
cient corrective,  Christ  having  secured  for  us  the 
power  of  overcoming  (Rom  8  3),  if  we  manifest  a 
deep  desire  and  an  earnest  endeavor  to  overcome 
(Gal  6  17.18). 

Flesh  in  the  sense  of  relationship,  tribal  con- 
nection, kith  and  kin.    For  examples,  see  what  has 
been  said  above  on  Heo  sh'^er.    The 

7.  In  the  following  passages  are  a  few  of  those 
Sense  of  in  which  b&s&r  is  used:  Gen  2  24; 
Relationship  87  27;  Job  2  5;  cf  the  NT  passages: 

Mt  19  5.6;  Rom  1  3;  9  3.5.8.  The 
expresnons  "bone"  and  "flesh"  are  found  in  com- 
bination (Gen  2  23;  29  14;  Jgs  9  2;  2  S  6  1; 
19  12.13;  Eph  6  31,  the  latter  in  some  MSS  only). 
Some  other  subdivisions  of  meanings  might  be 
added,  for  example  where  "flesh"  takes  almost  the 

place  of  "person,"  as  in  Col  2  1:  "as 

8.  Other       many  as  have  not  seen  my  face  in  the 
Meanings     flesh,"  i.e.  have  not  known  me  person- 
ally, or  ver  5,  "absent  in  the  flesh,  yet 

am  I  with  you  in  the  spirit,"  etc. 

H.   L.   E.   LUERINQ 

FLESH  AND  BLOOD.    See  Flesh,  5. 

FLESH-HOOK,  flesh'hd6k  (^bTQ ,  mazligk,  and 
pi.  ni^ppp ,  middghdih) :  One  of  the  implements  used 
around  the  sacritidal  altar.  According  to  Divine 
direction  given  to  Moses  (Ex  27  3;  88  3),  it  was 
to  be  made  of  brass^  but  later  David  felt  impelled 
by  "the  Spirit"  or  "m  his  spirit"  to  determine  that 
for  use  in  the  magnificent  Temple  of  Solomon  it 
should  be  made  of  gold  (1  Ch  28  17).  But  Huram 
made  it.  with  other  altar  articles,  of  "bright  brass" 
(2  Ch  4  16).  In  Samuel's  time,  it  was  made  with 
three  hook-diaped  tines,  and  was  used  in  taking  out 
the  priests'  share  of  the  meat  offering  (1  S  2  13.14). 
With  the  other  altar  utensils,  it  was  in  the  special 
chargpe  of  the  Kohathites  (Nu  4  14).  The  hooks 
mentioned  in  Ezk  40  43  were  altogether  different 
and  for  another  purpose.    See  Hook. 

Leonard  W.  Doolan 

FLESH-POT,  flesh'pot  OP??!^  "^"^P ,  *ir  ha-hOsOr, 
"pot  of  the  flesh") :  One  of  the  six  kinds  of  cooking 
utensils  spoken  of  as  pots  or  pans  or  caldrons  or 
basins.  Probably  usually  made  of  bronze  or  earth- 
enware. The  only  mention  of  flesh-pots,  specifi- 
cally so  named,  is  in  Ex  16  3.    See  Food. 

FLIES,  fliz.    See  Flt. 

FLINT,  flint  (tinv)r\ ,  f^aUdmUh  [Dt  8  15;  82 
13;  Job  28  9;  Ps  114  8].  n!t,  c^h-  [Ex  4  25;  Ezk 
8  9],  nj,  ger  [Isa  6  28],  "t^X,  fur  [Job  22  24; 
Ps  89  43],  n'»-»,  gurim  [Josh  6  2  f];  icdxXai 
[=icAxXi|{,  "pebble"],  kdchlax  [1  Mace  10  73]): 
The  word  haUdmiah  si^iifies  a  hfurd  stone,  though 
not  certainly  flint,  and  is  used  as  a  figure  for  hard- 
ness in  Isa  60  7,  "Therefore  have  I  set  my  face  like 
a  flint."  A  similar  use  of  gar  is  found  in  Ezk  8  9, 
"As  an  adamant  harder  than  flint  have  I  made  thy 
forehead,"  and  Isa  6  28,  "Their  horses'  hoofs  shaU 
be  accounted  as  flint" ;  and  of  ^ela^  in  Jer  6  3,  "They 
have  made  their  faces  harder  than  a  rock."  The 
same  three  words  are  used  of  the  rock  from  which 
Moses  drew  water  in  the  wilderness:  haUdmUh  (Dt 
8  15;  Ps  114  8);  gUr  (Ex  17  6;  Dt'8  15;  Ps  78 
20;  Isa  48  21);  ^da'  (Nu  20  8;  Neh  9  15;  Ps 
78  16).  QUr  and  ^da^  are  used  oftener  than  ^- 
Idmiah  for  great  rocks  and  cliffs,  but  gur  is  used  also 
for  flint  knives  in  Ex  4  25,  "Then  Zipporah  took 
a  flint  [AV  "sharp  stone"],  and  cut  off  the  foreskin 
of  her  son,"  and  in  Josh  6  2  f ,  "Jeh  said  unto 
Joshua,  Make  thee  knives  of  flint  [AV  "sharp 
knives"],  and  circumcise  a^in  the  children  of  Israel 
the  second  time."    Surgical  implements  of  flint 


Float  (Flote) 
Food 
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were  used  by  the  ancient  Egyptians^  and  numerous 
flint  chippings  with  occasional  flint  implements  are 
found  associated  with  the  remains  of  early  man  in 
Syria  and  Pal.  Flint  and  the  allied  mineral,  chert, 
are  found  in  great  abundance  in  the  limestone  rocks 
of  Syria,  Pal  and  Egypt.    See  Rock. 

Alfred  Ely  Day 
FLOAT  (FLOTE),  flot.    See  Raft;  Ships  and 
Boats. 

FLOCK.    See  Cattle. 

FLOOD,  flud:  In  AV  not  less  than  13  words  are 
rendered  * 'flood,"  though  in  RV  we  find  in  some  pas- 
sages **river,"  "stream,"  "tempest,"  etc.    The  word 

is  used  for:  the  deluge  of  Noah,  ^^39,  mabbiil 
(Gen  6  17  ff) ;  KaraKKwrfiM,  kalMusmda  (Mt  24 
38.39;  Lk  17  27);  the  waters  of  the  Red  Sea, 
bl5 ,  nazal  (Ex  16  8) ;  the  Euphrates,  "^HJ , 
nikdr,  "Your  fathers  dwelt  of  old  time  on  the 
other  side  of  the  flood"  (RV  "beyond  the  River" 
Josh  24  2) :  the  Nile,  niS"; ,  2/-'dr,  "the  flood  [RV 
"River"!  of  Egypt"  (Am  8  8);  the  Jordan,  ^Tl} , 
nSh&Ty  "They  went  through  the  flood  [RV  "river'] 
on  foot"  (Ps  66  6);  torrent,  D^T,  zerem,  "as  a 
flood  [RV  "tempest"]  of  mi^ty  waters"  (Isa  28 
2);  ToraftAty  potatnds,  "The  ram  descended  and  the 
floods  came"  (Mt  7  25);  TrXtimubpa^  plemmdra, 
"When  a  flood  arose,  the  stream  brake  against  that 
house"  (Lk  6  48). 

Figurative:  ^nS ,  nahalj  "The  floods  of  ungodly 
men  [RV  "ungodliness,"  RVm  "Heb  BeUal"!  made 
me  afraid"  (2  S  22  5;  Ps  18  4);  also  n«,  'or 
(Am  8  8  [AV]);  nbiaip,  shibbdleth  (Ps  69  2); 
Oipip,  aheieph  (Dnl  11  22  [AV]);  DOTS,  ah^eph 
(Ps  32  6[AV]);  TOTafuxpSpirroty  potamophdretoa  (Rev 
12  15  [AV]).    See  Deluge  op  Noah. 

Alfred  Ely  Day 

FLOOR,  flor.    See  House;    Threshing-Floor. 

FLOTE  (FLOAT).    See  Raft;  Ships  and  Boats. 
FLOUR,  flour.    See  Bread;   Food. 

FLOURISH,  flur'ish  (nn^,  p&rah,  "pX,  gug; 
&va6dXX«,  anathdUo):  The  tr  of  parah,  "to  break 
forth"  (Ps  72  7;  92  12.13;  Prov  14*  11;  Isa  66 
14;  Cant  6  11;  7  12;  RV  "budded");  of  giig,  "to 
bloom"  (Ps  72  16;  90  6:  92  7:  103  15;  132  18); 
ra*dndn,  "green,"  "fresh,  is  tr**  "flourishing"  in  Ps 
92  14,  RV  "green,"  and  ra^dnaUf  Aram,  in  Dnl  4 
4;  nuhh,  "to  sprout"  (Zee  9  17,  AV  "cheerful"). 

In  an  interesting  passage  (Eccl  12  6  AV),  the 
Hiphil  fut.  of  nd*.<ig.  meaning  properly  "to  pierce  or 
strike,"  hence,  to  slight  or  reject,  is  tr**  "flourish": 
it  is  said  of  the  old  man  "The  almond  tree  shall 
flourish,"  RV  "blossom"  (so  Ewald,  Delitzsch,  etc) ; 
nd*ag  has  nowhere  else  this  meaning;  it  is  frequently 
rendered  "contemn,"  "despise,"  etc.  Other  render- 
ings are,  "shall  cause  loathing"  (Gesenius,  Knobel, 
etc),  "shall  be  despised,"  i.e.  the  hoary  head;  "The 
almond  tree  shall  shake  off  its  flowers,"  the  silvery 
hairs  falling  like  the  fading  white  flowers  of  the 
almond  tree;  by  others  it  is  taken  to  indicate  "sleep- 
lessness," the  name  of  the  almond  tree  {ahdf^edh) 
meaning  the  wateher  or  early  riser  (cf  Jer  1  11,  "a 
rod  of  an  almond-tree,"  lit.  "a  wakeful  [or  earlyl 
tree"),  the  almond  being  the  first  of  the  trees  to  wake 
from  the  sleep  of  winter.    See  Almond. 

"Flourish"  appears  once  only  in  the  NT,  in  AV,  as 
tr  of  anaihaUoy  "to  put  forth  anew,"  or  "to  make 
put  forth  anew"  (Phil  4  10):  "Your  care  for  me 
hath  flourished  again,"  RV  "Ye  have  revived  your 
thought  for  me."  W.  L.  Walker 


FLOWERS,  flou'erz  (BLOOM,  BLOSSOM,  etc) : 

(1)  ^IriUl,  gibh^oly  lit.  "a  small  cup,"  hence  calyx 
or  corolla  of  a  flower  (Ex  9  31,  "The  flax  was  in 
bloom"). 

(2)  p ,  nef  (Gen  40  10,  HSJ ,  niggdhy  "a  flower" 
or  "blossom";  Job  16  33;  Isa  18  5).  These  words 
are  used  of  the  early  berries  of  the  vine  or  olive. 

(3)  1S5,  niggany  "a  flower";  pi.  only,  D"*?^,  ni^ 
gdnlm  (Cant  2  12,  "The  flowers  appear  on  the 
earth"). 

(4)  rr\^ ,  perahy  root  to  "burst  forth"  expresses 
an  early  stage  of  flowering;  "blossom"  (Isa  6  24; 
18  5);  "flower"  (Nah  1  4,  "The  flower  of  Lebanon 
languisheth").  Used  of  artificial  flowers  in  candle- 
sticks (Ex  25  31  ff). 

(5)  r»,  ftf,  "flower"  (Isa  40  6);  pi.  D-'W, 
giggtiriy  flowers  as  architectural  ornaments  (1  K  6 
18);  nS'^S,  fffd/i,  "the  fading  flower  of  his  glorious 
beauty'^  (Isa  28  1.4;  also  Nu  17  8;  Job  14  2, 
ete). 

(6)  &p9oSy  dnthoSy  in  LXX  equivalent  of  all  the 
Heb  words  (Jas  1  10.11;  1  Pet  1  24). 

The  beauty  of  the  profusion  of  flowers  which  cover 
Pal  every  spring  receives  but  scant  reference  in  the 
OT;  Cant  2  12  is  perhaps  the  only  clear  reference. 
It  is  noticeable  that  the  native  of  Syria  thinks  little 
of  flowers  unless  it  be  for  their  perfume.  Our 
Lord's  reference  to  the  flowers  ("ulies")  is  well 
known  (Mt  6  28;  Lk  12  27).  For  details  of  the 
flowers  of  modem  Pal,  see  Botany.  The  aptness  of 
the  expression  "flower  of  the  field"  for  a  type  of  the 
evanescence  of  human  life  (Job  14  2;  Ps  108  15; 
Isa  40  6;  Jas  1  10)  is  the  more  impressive  in  a 
land  like  Pal  where  the  annual  display  of  wild 
flowers,  so  glorious  for  a  few  short  weeks,  is  followed 
by  sucn  desolation.  The  fresh  and  brilliant  colors 
fade  into  masses  of  withered  leaves  (not  uncom- 
monly cleared  by  burning),  and  then  even  these  are 
blown  away,  so  that  but  bare,  cracked  and  baked 
earth  remains  for  long  months  where  once  all  was 
beauty,  color  and  life.       E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

FLUE,  floo,  NET  (AVm  Hab  1  15).  See  Fish; 
Fishing. 

FLUTE,  floot.    See  Music. 

FLUX,  fluks.    See  Bloody   Flux;  Dysentery. 

FLY,  fli,  FLIES,  fliz  (nhj,  'drobh  [Ex  8  21  IT; 
Ps  78  45;  105  31;  LXX  Kw^i^vta,  kundmuia; 
"dog-fly"],  niar,  z-bhUbh  [Eccl  10  1;    Isa  7  18; 

LXX  ifcvtoi,  muiaiy  "flies"];  cf  n^nf  bj3,  ha'cd- 
z'bhiibhy  "Baal-zebub"  [2  K  1  2  ff],  and  (UtkU- 
poiiX,  bedzeboiU,  ''Beelzebul,"  or  pccX^po^p,  bed- 
zebauby  ''Beelzebub"  [Mt  10  25;  12  24.27;  Lk  11 

15. 18. 191;  cf  Arab.  oLSS ,  dhvbdby  ''fly"  or  *'bee"; 

N.B.  dh  for  Arab,  dhdly  pronounced  like  d  or  ;;  or 
like  Ih  in  "the"):  The  references  in  Pss  as  well  as 
in  Ex  are  to  the  plague  of  flies,  and  the  word  *5r56A 
is  rendered  "swarm  of  flies"  throughout,  except  in 
Ps  78  45;  106  31  AV,  where  we  find  "oivers  sorts 
of  flies"  (cf  Vulg  omne  aenua  miiscarum).  In  Ex 
8  21  we  read,  "I  will  send  swarms  of  flies  upon  thee, 
and  upon  thy  servants,  and  upon  thy  people,  and 
into  thy  houses:  and  the  houses  of  the  Egyptians 
shall  be  full  of  swarms  of  flies,  and  also  the  ground 
whereon  they  are";  in  Ex  8  24,  ...  .  "the  land 
was  corrupted  by  reason  of  the  swarms  of  flies"; 
in  Ps  78  45,  "He  sent  among  them  swarms  of  flies, 
which  devoured  them."  There  has  been  much 
speculation  as  to  what  the  insects  were,  but  all  the 
texts  cited,  including  even  Ps  78  45,  may  apply 


perfectly  well  to  the  common  house  fly   (Af u«ca 


'  api 
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domestica).    Some  species  of  blue-bottle  fly  {CaUi- 
phora)  might  also  suit. 

The  other  word,  sfbhUbh.  occurs  in  Eccl  10  1. 
''Dead  flies  cause  the  oil  of  the  perfumer  to  send 
forth  an  evil  odor;  so  doth  a  little  folly  outweigh 
wisdom  and  honor'';  and  Isa  7  18.  ''And  it  shall 
come  to  pass  in  that  day,  that  Jen  will  hiss  for 
the  fly  that  is  in  the  uttermost  part  of  the  rivers  of 
Ecypt,  and  for  the  bee  that  is  in  the  land  of  Assyria." 
The  house  fly  would  fit  perfectly  the  reference  in 
each,  but  that  in  Isa  would  seem  to  suggest  rather 
one  of  the  horse  flies  (Tabamdae)  or  gad  flies  (Pe&- 
Iridae),  Whatever  fly  may  be  meant,  it  is  used  as 
a  symbol  for  the  military  power  of  Egypt,  as  the 
bee  for  that  of  Assyria. 

Owing  to  deficiencies  in  public  and  private  hygiene, 
and  also  for  other  reasons,  house  flies  and  others  are 
unusually  abundant  in  Pal  and  Egypt  and  are 
agents  in  the  transmission  of  cholera,  typhoid  fever, 
ophthalmia  and  anthrax.  Gloasina  mortitanSf  the 
tsetse  fly,  which  is  fatal  to  many  domestic  animals, 
and  Glo88ina  palpaliSf  which  transmits  the  sleeping 
sickness,  are  abundant  in  tropical  Africa,  but  do 
not  reach  Egypt  proper.    See  Plagues. 

Alfred  Ely  Day 

FLT  (vb.;  WP,  ^Uph;  irrdM>|uu,  petdamai.  or. 
contracted,  ptdomai):  Used  in  preference  to  'flee 
when  great  speed  is  to  be  indicated.  "To  fly"  is 
used:  (1)  Literally,  of  birds,  'uph  (Gen  1  20;  Ps 
66  6);  da' ah  (Dt  28  49),  of  sparks  (Job  6  7);  of 
the  arrow  (Ps  91  6);  of  the  seraphim  (Isa  6  2.6); 
of  an  angel  (Dnl  9  21,  ya^aphy  ''to  be  caused  to 
fly");  of  swift  action  or  movement  (Ps  18  10;  Jer 
48  40);  of  people  (Isa  11  14);  of  a  fleet  (Isa  60  8; 
1  S  16  19,  '«;  14  32,  'fi«aA,  "to  do,"  etc).  (2) 
Figuratively,  of  a  dream  (Job  20  8);  of  man's 
transitory  life  (Ps  90  10);  of  riches  (Prov  23  5); 
of  national  glory  (Hos  9  11). 

For  "fly"  RV  has  "soar"  (Job  39  26),  "fly  down" 
(Isa  11  14);  for  "flying"  (Isa  31  5)  ARV  has 
"hovering."  W.  L.  Walker 

FOAL,  f5l.    See  Coi/r. 

FOAM,  fGm  (92^ ,  Ife^eph  [Hos  10  7];  &<|»P<^> 
aphrds  [Lk  9  39],  d^pq;«,  apkrizo  [Mk  9  18.20], 
4ira^p(lw,  epaphrizd  [Jude  ver  13]):  ^egeph  from 
^Ogapkj  "to  break  to  pieces,"  or  "to  break  forth 
into  anger,"  "to  be  angry,"  occurs  often  in  the  sense 
of  "wrath"  or  "anger'*^  (e.g.  Nu  1  63;  Ps  38  1. 
etc),  and  in  this  passage  has  been  rendered  "twigs' 
or  "chips,"  "As  for  Samaria,  her  kins  is  cut  off,  as 
foam  [RVm  "twigs")  upon  the  wateP'  (Hos  10  7). 
The  other  references  are  from  the  NT.  In  Jude, 
evil-doers  or  false  teachers  are  compared  to  the 
"wild  waves  of  the  sea,  foaming  out  their  own 
shame."  In  Mk  and  Lk  the  references  are  to 
the  boy  with  a  dumb  spirit  who  foamed  at  the 
mouth.  Alfred  £lt  Day 

FODDER,  fod'Sr.    See  Provender. 

FOLD,  fold,  FOLDING,  fold'ing  (vb.;  p^n, 
f^hai;,  tf39,  BGbhakh;  Hkignrm^  helisso):  The  vb. 
occurs  only  3  t  in  AV,  and  in  each  instance  repre- 
sents a  different  word;  we  have  habfiat  "to  clasp" 
(Eccl  4  6),  "The  fool  foldeth  his  hands  together" 
(cfProv  6  10);  ^fifc^oA;,  "to  interweave"  (Nah  1  10. 
"folden  together  as  thorns,"  ERV  "like  tangled 
thorns,"  ARV  "entangled  like  thorns";  see  En- 
tangled); hdisao  "to  roll  or  fold  up"  (He  1  12, 
quoted  from  Ps  102  26  [LXX],  RV  "As  a  mantle 
shalt  thou  roll  them  up")- 

Folding  occurs  as  tr  of  galiL,  "turning"  or  "roll- 
ing" (1  R  6  34  &t«,  folding  leaves  of  door).  See 
al^  House.  W.  L.  Walker 


FOLK,  f 6k :  The  tr  of  D J ,  ^am,  DJ ,  *<Ito,  "a  people 
or  nation"  (Gen  33  15,  "some  of  the  folk  that  are 
with  me";  Prov  30  26,  "The  conies  are  but  a  feeble 

folk");  of  D^b,  {''dm,  with  the  same  meaning  (Jer 
51  68,  "the  folk  in  the  fire,"  RV  "the  nations  for 
the  fire") ;  "sick  folk"  is  the  tr  of  A^wttos,  drrhdstosj 
"not  strong"  (Mk  6  5);  of  rQv  d^eevaOtn-up,  tdn 
asthenoiinidn,  part,  of  AffOtyha^  cathefUo,  "to  be 
without  strength,"  "weak."  "sick"  (Jn  5  3,  RV 
"them  that  were  sick");  "sick  folks,"  of  d<rtfems. 
pi.  of  do-^ei^t,  aslhen^f  "without  strength,"  RV 
^'sick  folk"  (Acts  5  16).  W.  L.  Walker 

FOLLOW,  fol'C  (nnX,  'oAar,  DTJ,  radhaph; 
dicoXovM«,  akoUnUhSOf  8u&k«»,  didko):  Frequently 
the  tr  of  'a/iar,  "after,"  e.g.  Nu  14  24,  "hath  fol- 
lowed me  fully,"  lit.  "fulfilled  after  me"  (Nu  32  11. 
12;  Dt  1  36;  Am  7  15);  radiiapk  is  "to  pursue," 
and  is  often  so  tr«*;  it  is  tr»  "follow"  (,Ps  23  6;  Isa 
6  11,  etc);  "follow  after"  (Gen  44  4;  Ex  14  4); 
reghd.  "foot,"  is  several  times  tr»  "follow"  (lit.  "at 
the  loot  ot";  Ex  11  8;  Jgs  8  5,  etc);  halakh 
'ahar,  "to  go  after"  (Dt  4  3;  1  K  14  8,  etc);  yO- 
lakh  ^ahar,  "to  go  on  after"  (Gen  24  5:  Jgs  2  19, 
etc);  dabhel^,  "to  cause  to  cleave  to"  is  'follow  hard 
after"  (1  S  14  22;   Ps  63  8,  etc). 

In  the  NT,  in  addition  to  akdouthed  (Mt  4  20. 
22.25,  etc)  various  words  and  phrases  are  rendered 
"follow,"  e.g.  DeiUe  oplso  mou,  "Come  after  me" 
(Mt  4  19,  "Follow  me,"  RV  "Come  ye  after  me"): 
didko,  "to  pursue"  (Lk  17  23;  1  Thess  5  15,  RV 
"follow  after,"  etc);  minUomaif  "to  imitate"  (He 
13  7,  "whose  faith  foUow,"  RV  "imitate  their 
faith";  2  Thess  3  7.9;  3  Jn  ver  11);  compoimds 
of  akoloiUheo  with  ex,  pard,  sun,  etc  (2  Pet  1  16; 
Mk  16  20;  Acts  16  17:  Mk  5  37.  etc). 

ERV  "Follow  after  faithfulness  makes  an  im- 
portant change  in  Ps  37  3,  where  AV  has  "and 
verily  thou  shalt  be  fed" ;  but  ARV  has  "feed  on  his 
faithfulness,"  m  "feed  securely  or  verily  thou  shalt 
be  fed."  For  "attained"  (1  Tim  4  6)  RV  gives 
"followed  until  now."  W.  L.  Walker 

FOLLOWER,  fol'6-gr  duifctiT^,  mimet^) :  "Fol- 
lowers" is  in  AV  the  tr  of  mimeles,  "to  imitate"  (in 
the  NT  in  the  good  sense  of  becoming  imitators,  or 
following  an  example),  rendered  by  RV  "imitators" 
(1  Cor  4  16;  11  1;  Eph  5  1;  1  Thess  1  6;  2  14; 
He  6  12);  eummimetaL  "joint  imitators"  (Phil  3 
17);  in  1  Pet  3  13,  AV  "followers  of  that  which  is 

food,"  the  word,  according  to  a  better  text,  is  zelotU, 
LV  "if  ye  be  zealous  of  that  which  is  good. 

FOLLY,  fol'i.    See  Fool. 


3.  Leguminoua  Plants 

4.  Food  of  Trees 
Animal  Food 


FOOD,  food: 

I.    Yeobtablb  Foods 

1.  Primitive  Habits 

2.  Cereals  II. 

LiTBBATUBB 

In  a  previous  art.  (see  Bread)  it  has  been  shown 
that  in  the  Bible  "bread"  usually  stands  for  food  in 
general  and  how  this  oame  to  be  so.  In  a  comple- 
mentary article  on  Meals  the  methods  of  preparing 
and  serving  food  will  be  dealt  with.  This  article 
is  devoted  specifically  to  the  foodstuffs  of  the  Orient, 
more  esp.  to  articles  of  food  in  use  among  the  He- 
brews in  Bible  times.  These  are  divisible  into  two 
main  classes. 

/.  Vegetable  Foode. — Orientals  in  general  are 
vegetarians,  rather  than  flesh  eaters.  There  is 
some  reason  to  believe  that  primitive 
1.  Primitive  man  was  a  vegetarian  (see  Gren  2  16; 
Habits  3  2.6).     It  would  seem,  indeed,  from 

a  comparison  of  Gen  1  29f  with  9 
3  f  that  Divine  permission  to  eat  the  flesh  of  animals 
was  first  given  to  Noah  after  the  Deluge,  and  then 
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only  on  condition  of  drawing  off  the  blood  in  a  pre- 
scrioed  way  (cf  the  kosher  [kOsher]  meat  of  the  Jews 
of  today). 

The  chief  place  among  the  foodstuffs  of  Orientals 
must  be  accorded  to  the  cereals,  included  in  ARV 
under  the  seneric  term  "grain,"  in  AV 
8.  Cereals  and  ERV  "com."  The  two  most  im- 
portant of  these  in  the  nearer  East  are 
wheat  (hitidn)  and  barley  (g'^drlm).  The  most 
primitive  way  of  using  the.  wheat  as  food  was  to 
pluck  the  fresh  ears  (Lev  23  14:  2  K  4  42),  re- 
move the  husks  by  rubbing  in  the  hands  (Dt  23 
25;  Mt  12  1),  and  eat  the  grains  raw.  A  conunon 
practice  in  all  lands  and  periods,  observed  by  the 
fellaheen  of  Syria  today,  has  been  to  parch  or  roast 
the  ears  and  eat  the  grain  ungroimd.  This  is  the 
parched  com  (ARV  "grain")  so  often  mentioned  in 
the  OT,  which  with  bread  and  vinegar  (sour  wine) 
constituted  the  meal  of  the  reapers  to  which  Boaz 
invited  Ruth  (Ruth  2  14). 

Later  it  became  customarv  to  grind  the  wheat 
into  flour  (kemah),  and,  bv  bolting  it  with  a  fine 
sieve,  to  obtain  the  ''fine  flour"  (j^dleth)  of  our  EV, 
whicn,  of  course,  was  then  made  into  "bread"  (which 
see),  either  without  leaven  (maogOh)  or  with  {lefiem 
t^meg,  Lev  7  13). 

Meal,  both  of  wheat  and  of  barley,  was  prepared 
in  very  early  times  by  means  of  the  primitive  rub- 
bingHstones,  which  excavations  at  LEUshish,  Gezer 
and  elsewhere  show  survived  the  introduction  of  the 
hand-mill  (see  Mill;  cf  PEPS,  1902,  326).  Bar- 
ley (g'^drim)  has  always  furnished  the  principal  food 
of  the  poorer  classes,  and,  like  wheat,  has  been  made 
into  bread  (Jgs  7  13;  Jn  6  9.13).  Less  frequently 
millet  (Ezk  4  9)  and  spelt  (ku^femeih:  see  Fitches) 
were  so  used.  (Fordetailsof  baking,  bread-making, 
etc^  see  Bread,  III,  1,2,3.) 

Vegetable  foods  of  the  pulse  family  (leguminosae) 
are  represented  in  the  OT  chiefly  by  lentils  and  beans. 
The  pulse  of  Dnl  1  12  (zfrd'lm)  de- 
3.  Legumi-  notes  edible  "herbs"  in  general  (RVm, 
nous  Plants  cf  Isa  61  11,  "thinss  that  are  sown"). 
The  lentils  Cddhdanlm)  were  and  are 
considered  verv  toothsome  and  nutritious.  It  was 
of  "red  lentils  that  Jacob  brewed  his  fateful  pot- 
tage (Gen  25  29.34),  a  stew,  probably,  in  which 
the  lentils  were  flavored  with  onions  and  other  in- 
ients,  as  we  find  it  done  in  Syria  today.  Lentils, 
cereals,  etc,  were  sometimes  eround  ana 
nuxea  and  made  into  bread  (Ezk  4  9).  I  found 
them  at  Gaza  roasted  also,  and  eaten  with  oil  and 
salt,  like  parched  com. 

Tlie  children  of  Israel,  when  in  the  wilderness, 
are  said  to  have  looked  back  wistfully  on  the  "cu- 
cumbers ....  melons  ....  leeks  ....  onions, 
and  the  garlic"  of  Cgypt  (Nu  115).  All  these  things 
we  find  later  were  srown  in  Pal.  In  addition^  at 
least  four  varieties  of  the  bean,  the  chickpea,  vanous 
species  of  chickory  and  endive,  the  bitter  herbs  of 
the  Passover  ritual  (Ex  12  8),  mustard  (Mt  13  31) 
and  many  other  things  available  for  food,  are  men- 
tioned in  the  Mish,  our  richest  source  of  information 
on  this  subject.  Cucumbers  (Jpishshu^lm)  were 
then,  as  now,  much  used.  The  oriental  variety 
is  much  less  fbrous  and  more  succulent  and  digest- 
ible than  ours,  and  supplies  the  thirsty  traveler 
often  with  a  fine  substitute  for  water  where  water 
is  scarce  or  bad.  The  poor  in  such  cities  as  Cairo. 
Beirut  and  Damascus  live  largely  on  bread  ana 
cucumbers  or  melons.  The  cucumbers  are  eaten 
raw,  with  or  without  salt,  between  meals,  but  iJso 
often  stuffed  and  cooked  and  eaten  at  meal  time. 
Onions  (&«(dZ{m),  garlic  (^Aummlm)  and  leeks  (hac^r) 
are  still  much  used  in  Pal  as  in  Egypt.  They  are 
usually  eaten  raw  with  bread,  though  also  used  for 
flavoring  in  cooking,  and.  like  cucumbers,  pickled 
and  eaten  as  a  reliifii  witn  meat  (ZDPVj  IX,  14). 


Men  in  utter  extremity  sometimes  "plucked  salt- 
wort" (maUu^h)  and  ate  the  leaves,  either  raw  or 
boiled,  and  made  "the  roots  of  the  broom"  their 
food  (Job  30  4). 

In  Lev  19  23  f  it  is  implied  that,  when  Israd 
came  into  the  land  to  possess  it,  they  should  ^'pl^nt 
all  maimer  of  trees  for  food."    They 
4.  Food  of    doubtless  found  such  trees  in  the  goodly 
Trees  land  in  abundance,  but  in  the  natural 

course  of  things  needed  to  plant  more. 
Many  olhre  trees  remain  fruitful  to  extreme  old  age, 
as  for  example  those  shown  the  tourist  in  the  garden 
of  Gethsemane,  but  many  more  require  replanting. 
Then  the  olive  after  planting  requires  ten  or  fifteen 
years  to  fruit,  and  trees  of  a  quicker  growth,  like 
the  fig,  are  planted  beside  them  and  depended  on 
for  fruit  in  the  meantime.  It  is  significant  that 
Jotham  in  his  parable  makes  the  olive  the  first 
choice  of  the  trees  to  be  their  king  (Jgs  9  9),  and 
the  olive  tree  to  respond,  "Should  I  leave  my  fat- 
ness, which  God  and  man  honor  in  me,  and  go  to 
wave  to  and  fro  over  the  trees?"  (ARVm).  The 
berries  of  the  olive  (layiih)  were  doubtless  eaten, 
then  as  now,  thou^  nowhere  in  Scripture  is  it  ex- 
pressly so  stated.  The  chief  use  of  the  bezries,  now 
as  ever,  is  in  furnishing  "oil"  (q.v.),  but  they  are 
eaten  in  the  fresh  state,  as  also  after  being  soaked  in 
brine,  by  rich  and  poor  alike,  and  are  shipped  in 
great  quantities.  Olive  trees  are  still  more  or  less 
abundant  in  Pal,  esp.  aroimd  Bethlehem  and 
Hebron,  on  the  borders  of  the  rich  plains  of  Esdrae- 
lon,  Phoenicia,  Sharon  and  Philistia,  in  the  vale  of 
Shechem,  the  plain  of  Mord^,  and  in  the  trans- 
Jordanic  regions  of  Gilead  and  Bashan.  Iliev  are 
esteemed  as  among  the  best  possessions  of  ihe 
towns,  and  the  culture  of  them  is  being  revived 
around  Jems,  in  the  Jordan  valley  and  elsewhere 
throughout  the  land.  They  are  beautiful  to  behold 
in  all  stages  of  their  growth,  but  esp.  in  spring. 
Then  they  bear  an  amazing  wealth  of  blossoms, 
which  in  the  breeze  fall  in  showers  like  snowflakes. 
a  fact  that  gives  point  to  Job's  words.  "He  shall 
cast  off  his  flower  as  the  olive-tree"  (15  33).  The 
mode  of  gathering  the  fruit  is  still  about  what  it  was 
in  ancient  times  (cf  Ex  27  20). 

Next  in  rank  to  the  olive,  according  to  Jotham's 
order,  though  first  as  an  article  of  f<x>d,  is  the  fig 
(in  the  OT  f'SnOh,  in  the  NT  suJO),  whose  "sweet- 
ness" is  praised  in  the  parable  (Jgs  9  11).  It  is 
the  orincipal  shade  and  fruit  tree  of  Pal,  growing 
in  all  parts,  in  manv  spontaneously,  and  is  the 
emblem  of  peace  and  prosperity  (Dt  8  8;  Jgs  9 
10;  1  K  4  25;  Mic  4  4;  Zeo  9  10;  1  Mace  14 
12).  The  best  fig  and  ohve  orchards  are  carefullv 
plowed,  first  in  the  spring  when  the  buds  are  swell- 
mg,  sometimes  agam  when  the  second  crop  is 
sprouting,  and  again  after  the  first  rains  in  the 
autunm.  The  "first-ripe  fig"  (bikburdh,  Isa  28  4; 
Jer  24  2),  i.e.  the  early  fig  which  grows  on  last 
year's  wood,  was  and  is  esteemed  as  a  great  delicacy, 
and  is  often  eaten  while  it  is  young  and  green. 
The  late  fig  (t^^enlm)  is  the  kind  dried  in  the  sun 
and  put  up  m  Quantities  for  use  out  of  season. 
Among  the  GreeKs  and  the  Romans,  as  well  as 
among  the  Hebrews,  dried  figs  were  most  exten- 
sively used.  When  pressed  in  a  mold  they  formed 
the  ''cakes  of  figs"  (d'bhelOh)  mentioned  in  the  OT 
(1  S  25  18;  1  Ch  12  40),  doubtless  about  such 
as  are  found  today  in  Syria  and  Smyrna,  put  up  for 
home  use  and  for  shipment.  It  was  sucn  a  fig-cake 
that  was  presented  as  a  poultice  (AV  "plaster  )  for 
Hezekiah's  boil  (Isa  38  21;  cf  2  K  20  7).  As  the 
fruit-buds  of  the  fig  appear  before  the  leaves,  a  tree 
full  of  leaves  and  without  fruit  would  be  counted 
"barren"  (Mk  11  12  f;  cf  Isa  28  4:  Jer  24  2;  Hoe 
9  10;  Nah  3  12:  Mt  21  19;  Lk  18  7). 

Grapes  C^n6bhlm),  often  called  "the  fruit  of  the 
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vine"  (Mt  26  29),  have  always  been  a  much-prized 
article  of  food  in  the  Orient.  They  are  closely 
associated  in  the  Bible  with  the  fig  (cf  ''every  man 
under  his  vine  and  under  his  fig-tree/'  1  K  4  25). 
Like  the  olive,  the  fig,  and  the  date-palm,  grapes 
are  indigenous  to  Syria,  the  soil  and  climate  bemg 
most  favorable  to  their  growth  and  perfection. 
Southern  Pal  esp.  yields  a  rich  abundance  of  choice 
grapes,  somewhat  as  in  patriarchal  times  (Gen  49 
11.12).  J.  T.  Haddad,  a  native  Syrian,  for  many 
years  in  the  emplo3anent  of  the  Turkish  government, 
tells  of  a  variety  in  the  famous  valley  of  Eshcol  near 
Hebron,  a  bunch  from  which  has  oeen  known  to 
weigh  twenty-ei^t  pounds  (cf  Nu  13  23).  Of  the 
grapevine  there  is  nothing  wasted :  the  young  leaves 
are  used  as  a  green  vegetable,  ana  the  old  are  fed  to 
sheep  and  goats.  The  branches  cut  off  in  pruning, 
as  well  as  the  dead  trunk,  are  used  to  make  charcoal, 
or  for  firewood.  The  failure  of  such  a  fruit  was 
naturally  regarded  as  a  judgment  from  Jeh  (Ps 
105  33;  Jer  6  17;  Hos  2  12;  Joel  1  7).  Grapes, 
like  figs,  were  both  enjoyed  in  their  natural  state, 
and  by  exposure  to  the  sun  dried  into  raisins 
{ffimmi2fplm)f  the  ''dried  grapes"  of  Nu  6  3.  In  this 
form  they  were  esp.  wellsuited  to  the  use  of  travel- 
ers and  soldiers  (1  S  25  18;  1  Ch  12  40).  The 
meaning  of  the  word  rendered  "raisin-cake,"  ARV 
"a  cake  of  raisins"  (2  S  6  19  and  elsewhere),  b  un- 
certain. In  Bible  times  the  bulk  of  the  grape  prod- 
uct of  the  land  went  to  the  making  of  wine  (q.v.). 
Som6  doubt  if  the  Hebrews  knew  grape-syrup,  but 
the  fact  that  the  Aram.  dibSf  corresponding  to  Heb 
d^bhash,  is  used  to  denote  both  the  natiual  and  arti- 
ficial honey  (grape-syrup),  seems  to  indicate  that 
thev  knew  the  latter  (cif  Gen  48  11;  Ezk  27  17; 
and  see  Honey). 

L^s  prominent  was  the  fruit  of  the  mulberry  fig- 
tree  (or  sycomore)  (shilpndh)^  of  the  date-palm 
(tdmdr)f  the  dates  of  which,  according  to  the  Mish. 
were  both  eaten  as  they  came  from  the  tree,  ana 
dried  in  clusters  and  pressed  into  cakes  for  trans- 
port; the  pomegranate  (toppu«J),  the  "apple"  of  AV 
(see  Applb),  or  quinchf  according  to  others;  the 
husks  (Lk  15  16),  i.e.  the  pods  of  the  carob  tree 
{npdTutp)^  are  treated  elsewhere.  Certain  nuts 
were  favorite  articles  of  food — ^pistachio  nuts  (6of- 
nlin)y  almonds  (sh^l^edhim)  and  walnuts  {^^hdz): 
and  certain  spices  and  vegetables  were  much  used 
for  seasoning:  cummin  {kamml^),  anise,  dill  (AV) 
(fefoA),  mint  {hd^wrfioy)  and  mustard  (<rlwaTi), 
which  see.  Salt  (melcJi),  of  course,  played  an  im- 
portant part,  then  as  now,  in  the  cooking  and  in  the 
life  of  the  Orientals.  To  "eat  the  salt  of  a  person 
was  synonymous  with  eating  his  bread  (Ezr  4  14), 
and  a  "covenant  of  salt"  was  held  inviolable  (Nu  18 
19;  2  Ch  13  5). 

IL  Animal  Food, — ^Anciently,  even  more  than 
now  in  the  East,  flesh  food  was  much  less  used  than 
among  western  peoples.  In  the  first  place^  in 
Israel  and  among  other  Sem  peoples,  it  was  connned 
by  law  to  the  use  of  such  animals  and  birds  as  were 
regarded  as  "clean" (see  Clean;  UNCLEANNE8s),or 
speaking  according  to  the  categories  of  Lev  11  2.3; 
ut  14  4-20.  domestic  animals  and  game  (see 
Driver  on  Dt  14  4-20).  Then  the  poverty  of  the 
peasantry  from  time  immemorisd  has  tended  to 
limit  the  use  of  meat  to  special  occasions,  such  as 
family  festivals  (/ia^^m),  the  entertainment  of  an 
honored  guest  (Gen  18  7;  2  S  12  4),  and  the  sacri- 
ficial meal  at  the  local  sanctuary. 

The  goat  Qez,  etc),  esp.  the  "kid  of  the  goats" 
(Lev  4  23.28  AV),  was  more  prized  for  food  by  the 
ancient  Hebrews  than  bv  modem  Orientals,  by 
whom  goats  are  kept  chiefly  for  their  milk — most  of 
which  they  supply  (cf  Prov  27  27).  For  this 
reason  thev  are  still  among  the  most  valued  pos- 
sessions of  rich  and  poor  (cf  Gen  30  33;    32  14 


with  1  S  26  2).  A  kid,  as  less  valuable  than  a 
lamb,  was  naturally  the  readier  victim  when  meat 
was  required  (cf  Lk  16  29). 

The  sheep  of  Pal,  as  of  Egypt,  are  mainly  of  the 
fat-tailed  species  {Ovis  caries),  the  tail  of  which  was 
forbidden  as  ordinary  food  and  had  to  be  offered 
with  certain  other  portions  of  the  fat  (Ex  29  22; 
Lev  3  9).  To  kill  a  lamb  in  honor  of  a  guest  is 
one  of  the  highest  acts  of  Bedouin  hospitality.  As 
a  rule  only  the  lambs  are  killed  for  meat,  and  they 
only  in  honor  of  some  guest  or  festive  occasion  (cf 
1  S  25  18;  1  K  1  19).  Likewise  the  "calves  of 
the  herd"  supplied  the  daintiest  food  of  the  kind, 
though  the  flesh  of  the  neat  cattle,  male  and  female, 
was  eaten.  The  "fatted  calf"  of  Lk  15  23  will  be 
recalled,  as  also  the  "fatlings"  and  the  "stalled" 
(stall-fed)  ox  of  the  OT  (Prov  15  17) .  A  sharp  con- 
trast suggestive  of  the  growth  of  luxury  in  Israel  is 
seen  by  a  comparison  of  2  S  17  28  f  with  1  K  4 
22  f.  The  food  furnished  David  and  his  hardy 
followers  at  Mahanaim  was  "wheat,  and  barlev, 
and  meal,  and  parched  grain,  and  beans,  and  lentils, 
and  parched  pulse,  and  honey,  and  butter,  and 
sheep,  and  cheese  ot  the  herd,"  while  the  daily  pro- 
vision for  Solomon's  table  was  "thirty  measures  of 
fine  flour,  and  threescore  measures  of  meal,  ten  fat 
oxen,  and  twenty  oxen  out  of  the  pastures,  and  a 
hundred  sheep,  besides  harts,  and  gazelles,  and  roe- 
bucks, and  fatted  fowl."  Nehemiah's  daily  portion 
is  ^ven  as  "one  ox  and  six  choice  sheep"  (Neh  5  18). 

Milk  of  large  and  small  animals  was  a  staple  article 
of  food  (Dt  82  14;  Prov  27  27).  It  was  usuaUy 
kept  in  skins,  as  among  the  Syrian  peasants  it  is 
today  (Jgs  4  19).  We  find  a  generic  term  often 
used  Qfem^ah)  which  covers  also  cream,  clabber  and 
cheese  ^Prov  80  33).  The  proper  designation  of 
cheese  is  ff'bhtnOh  (Job  10  10),  but  f^OlObh  also  is 
used  both  for  ordinary  milk  and  for  a  cheese  made 
directly  from  sweet  milk  (cf  1  S  17  18,  fidrigi  he- 
(Uildbhf  and  our  "cottage  cheese").    See  Milk. 

Honey  (d'bhSsh,  nl^pheth  ?iar^phlm).  so  often  men- 
tioned with  milk,  is  ordinary  bees  honey  (see 
Honey).  The  expression  "honey"  in  the  combina- 
tion d*bhash  vfh^dbhf  for  which  Pal  was  praised, 
most  likely  means  d^bhash  t*mdrlm,  i.e.  "date- 
juice."  It  was  much  prized  and  relished  (Ps  19 
10;  Prov  16  24),  and  seems  to  have  been  a  favorite 
food  for  children  (Isa  7  15). 

Of  game  seven  species  are  mentioned  (Dt  14  5). 
The  gazelle  and  the  hart  were  the  typical  animals 
of  the  chase,  much  prized  for  their  flesh  (Dt  12 
15),  and  doubtless  supplied  the  venison  of  Esau's 
"savory  meat"  (Gen  25  28:  27  4). 

Of  fish  as  food  little  is  said  in  the  OT  (see  Nu  11 
5;  Jer  16  16;  Ezk  47  10;  Eccl  9  12).  No  par- 
ticular species  is  named,  although  thirty-six  species 
are  said  to  be  found  in  the  waters  of  the  Jordan 
vallev  alone.  But  we  mav  be  sure  that  the  fish 
which  the  Hebrews  enjoyed  in  Egypt  "for  nought" 
(Nu  11  6)  had  their  successors  in  Canaan  (Ken- 
nedy). lYade  in  cured  fish  was  carried  on  by 
Tyrian  merchants  with  Jems  in  Nehemiah's  dav 
(Neh  18  16),  and  there  must  have  been  a  fish 
market  at  or  near  the  fish  gate  (8  3).  The  Sea  of 
Galilee  in  later  times  was  the  center  of  a  great  fish 
industry,  as  is  made  clear  by  the  Gospels  and  by 
Jos.  In  the  market  of  Tiberias  today  fresh  fish  are 
sold  in  great  quantities,  and  a  thriving  trade  in  salt 
fish  is  carried  on.  The  "smaU  fishes"  of  Our  Lord's 
two  great  miracles  of  feeding  were  doubtless  of  this 
kind,  as  at  all  times  they  have  been  a  favorite  form 
of  provision  for  a  joumev  in  hot  countries. 

As  to  the  exact  price  of  food  in  ancient  times  little 
is  known.  From  2  K  7  1.16  we  learn  that  one 
9**dh  of  fine  flour,  and  two  of  barley,  sold  for  a 
shekel  (cf  Mt  10  29).  For  birds  allowed  as  food 
see  Dt  14  11  and  arts,  on  Clean;  Uncle annebs. 
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Pigeons  and  turtle  doves  find  a  place  in  the  ritual 
of  various  sacrifices,  and  so  are  to  be  reckoned  as 
"clean"  for  ordinary  uses  as  well.  The  species  of 
domestic  fowl  found  there  today  seem  to  have  been 
introduced  during  the  Pers  period  (cf  2  Esd  1  30; 
Mt  23  37;  26  34.  etc).  It  is  thought  that  the 
fatted  fowl  of  Solomon's  table  (1  K  4  23)  were 
geese  (see  Mish).  Fatted  goose  is  a  favorite  food 
with  Jews  today,  as  it  was  with  the  ancient  Egyp- 
tians. 

Of  game  birds  used  for  food  (see  Neh  5  18)  the 
partridge  and  the  quail  are  prominent,  and  the 
humble  sparrow  comes  in  for  his  share  of  mention 
(Mt  10  29;  Lk  12  6).  Then,  as  now,  the  eggs  of 
domestic  fowls  and  of  all  "clean"  birds  were  favorite 
articles  of  food  (Dt  22  6;  Isa  10  14;   Lk  11  12). 

Edible  insects  (Lev  11  22  f)  are  usually  classed 
with  animal  foods.  In  general  they  are  of  the 
locust  family  (see  Locust).  They  formed  part  of 
the  food  of  John  the  Baptist  (Mt  3  4,  etc),  were 
regarded  by  the  Assyrians  as  delicacies,  and  are  a 
favorite  food  of  the  Arabs  today.  They  are  pre- 
pared and  served  in  various  ways,  the  one  most 
common  being  to  remove  the  head,  legs  and  wings, 
to  drop  it  in  meal,  and  then  fry  it  in  oil  or  butter. 
It  then  tastes  a  little  like  fried  frogs'  legs.  In  the 
diet  of  the  Baptist,  locusts  were  associated  with 
wild  honey  (see  Honey)  . 

As  to  condiments  (see  separate  arts,  on  Salt; 
Coriander,  etc)  it  needs  only  to  be  said  here  that 
the  caperberry  (Eccl  12  5  m}  was  eaten  before 
meals  as  an  appetizer  and,  strictly  speaking,  was 
not  a  condiment.  Mustard  was  valued  for  the 
leaves,  not  for  the  seed  (Mt  18  31).  Pepper, 
though  not  mentioned  in  Scripture,  is  mentioned 
in  the  Mish  as  among  the  condiments.  Before  it 
came  into  use,  spicy  seeds  like  cummin,  the  cori- 
ander, etc,  played  a  more  important  rdle  than  since. 

The  abhorrence  of  the  Hebrews  for  all  food  pre- 
pared or  handled  by  the  heathen  (see  Abomination) 
IS  to  be  attributed  primarily  to  the  intimate  associa- 
tion in  early  times  oetween  flesh  food  and  sacrifices 
to  the  gods.  This  finds  conspicuous  illustration  in 
the  case  of  Daniel  (Dnl  1  8),  Judas  Maccabaeus 
(2  Mace  5  27),  Jos  (Fito,  III),  and  their  compa- 
triots (see  also  Acts  15  20.29;  1  Cor  8  1-10;  10 
19.28).  As  to  sources  of  food  supply  and  traffic 
in  food  stuffs,  for  primitive  usages  see  Gen  18  7: 
27  9;  1  K  21  2.  As  to  articles  and  customs  ot 
commerce  adopted  when  men  became  dwellers  in 
cities,  see  Jer  37  21,  where  bakers  were  numerous 
enough  in  Jems  to  give  their  name  to  a  street  or 
bazaar,  where  doubtless,  as  today,  they  baked  and 
sold  bread  to  the  public  (cf  Mish,  passim).  Exten- 
sive trade  in  ^'victuals"  in  Nehemiah's  day  is  at- 
tested by  Neh  13  15  f,  and  by  specific  mention  of 
the  **fish  gate"  (3  3)  and  the  "sheep  gate"  (3  1), 
so  named  evidently  because  of  their  nearby  markets. 
In  John's  Gospel  64  8;  13  29)  we  have  incidental 
evidence  that  the  disciples  were  accustomed  to  buy 
food  as  they  journeyed  through  the  land.  In  Jems, 
cheese  was  clearly  to  be  bought  in  the  cheese- 
makers'  valley  (TyropoBon),  oil  of  the  oil  merchants 
(Mt  25  9),  and  so  on;  and  Corinth,  we  may  be  sure, 
was  not  the  only  city  of  PauFs  day  that  had  a  pro- 
vision market  ("shambles,"  1  Cor  10  25  RV). 

LiTXRATUBB. — Mlsh,  B,M.  i.  1,2  and  pamm;  Jos, 
Vita  and  BJ;  Robinson's  Reaearchea,  II,  416,  etc;  and 
Bib.  Dictionaries,  arts,  on  "Food,"  etc. 

Geo.  B.  Eager 

FOOL,  fool,  POLLY  (bnj,  n&)h6l,  b-^nx,  »««7«, 
b"<pD ,  k'^f  ^99 1  9^khdl,  and  forms;  &^p«»v,  dphron, 
&^po<HivT|,  aphrosHnef  |M»p4t»  mords) : 

/.  In  the  Old  Testament. — ^Taking  the  words  gen- 
erally, apart  from  the  Wisdom  literature,  we  find 
ndbhal  frequently  tr^  "fool"  and  n'bhdldh,  "folly"; 


ndbkSlf    however,    denotes    a   wicked   person,    an 

evil  character,  "shamelessly  immoral,"  equivalent 

to  "a  son  of  Belial"  (Cheyne),  rather 

1.  General    than  a  merely  "foolish"  person,  and 

n*bhdldh,  "wickedness,"  "shameless 
impropriety,"  rather  than  simple  folly.  We  have 
almost  a  definition  of  ndbhdl  in  Isa  32  6:  "For  the 
fool  will  speak  folly,  and  his  heart  will  work  iniquity, 
to  practise  profaneness,  and  to  utter  error  against 
Jeh,  to  make  empty  the  soul  of  the  hungry,  and  to 
cause  the  drink  of  the  thirsty  to  fail/'  Abigail 
described  her  husband,  N&bh&l,  as  "a  son  of  Belial" 
(RV  "worthless  fellow"),  "for  as  his  name  is,  so  is 
he"  (1  S  26  25),  and  wnat  we  read  of  him  b^irs 
out  this  character.  Other  occurrences  of  the  words 
support  the  above  meaning :  they  are  generally  asso- 
ciated with  some  form  ot  wickedness,  frequently 
with  base  and  unnatural  lewdness  (Gen  84  7;  Dt 
22  21;  Josh  7  15;  Jgs  19  23.24;  20  6.10;  2  S 
.18  12).  When  in  Ps  14  1;  58  1  it  is  said,  "The 
fool  hath  said  in  his  heart.  There  is  no  God,"  it  is 
followed  by  the  statement,  "They  are  corrupt,  they 
have  done  abominable  works,"  showing  that  more 
than  "folly"  is  implied.  In  Isa  82  5.6  AV,  nd- 
bhal  is  tr«»  '^vile  person"  and  n'bhalOh  "villany,''  RV 
"fool"  and  "folly,"  Jer  29  23;  hOlal,  implying 
loud  boasting  is  in  AV  tr^  "foolish,"  but  it  means, 
rather,  "arrogant,"  which  RV  adopts  (Ps  5  5; 
78  3;  764,  m  "fools");  ^dkhsl,  "a  fool,"  also  occurs 
(Gen  81  28;  1  S  18  13,  etc)  for  which  word  see  (4) 
below;  also  yd^al  "to  be  empty,"  "to  be  or  become 
foolish"  (Nu  12  11;  Isa  19  13;  Jer  6  4;  60  36). 
In  the  ffokhmdh  or  Wisdom  literature,  which, 
within  the  Bible,  is  contained  in  Job,  Prov  (esp.), 

Eccl^    Cant,   some   Pss   and    certain 

2.  The  portions  of  the  prophetic  writings, 
Wisdom  "fool"  and  "foUy*^  are  freguent  and 
Literature     distinctive  words.    Their  significance 

is  best  seen  in  contrast  with  "Wis- 
dom." This  was  the  outcome  of  careful  observa- 
tion and  long  pondering  on  actual  life  in  the  light 
of  religion  and  the  Divine  revelation.  Wisdom  had 
its  seat  in  God  and  was  imparted  to  those  who 
"feared"  Him  ("The  fear  of  Jeh  is  the  beginning 
[chief  part]  of  knowledge"  Prov  1  7).  Such  wisdom 
was  the  essence  of  life,  and  to  be  without  it  was  to 
walk  in  the  way  of  death  and  destruction.  The 
fool  was  he  who  was  thoughtless,  careless,  conceited, 
self-sufScient,  indifferent  to  God  and  His  Will,  or 
who  might  even  oppose  and  scoff  at  religion  and 
wise  instruction.  See  Wisdom.  Various  words 
are  used  to  designate  "the  fool"  and  his  "folly." 

(1)  nSbhal  (Job  2  10:  80  8;  Ps  68  1;  Prov  17 
7-21);  n*bhdldh  (Job  42  8;  Isa  9  17)  (see  above). 

(2)  'SwU,  one  of  the  commonest,  the  idea  con- 
veyed by  which  is  that  of  one  who  is  hasty,  impa- 
tient, self-sufficient  (Prov  12  15:  16  5;  16  22); 
despising  advice  and  instruction  (1  7 j  14  0;  24  7); 
ready  to  speak  and  act  without  thinking  (10  14; 
12  16;  20  3) ;  quick  to  get  angry,  quarrel  and  cause 
strife  (11  29;  14  17  Htvweleth;  29  9);  unrestrained 
in  his  anger  (Job  6  2;  Prov  17  12);  silly,  stupid 
even  with  brute  stupidity  (Prov  7  22;  26  11: 
27  22:  cf  Isa  19  11;  Jer  4  22);  he  is  associated 
with  ''transgression"  (Ps  107  17;  Prov  18  15;  17 
18.19),  with  "sin"  (24  9),  with  the  "scoffer"  &)); 
HwweUthy  "foolishness"  occurs  (Ps  88  5;  69  5; 
Prov  18  16;  "folly,"  14  8.24.29,  etc). 

(3)  kf^U  is  the  word  most  frequent  in  Prov.  It 
is  probably  from  a  root  meaning  "thickness," 
"sluggishness,"  suggesting  a  slow,  self-confident 
person,  but  it  is  used  with  a  wide  reference.  Self- 
confidence  appears  (Prov  14  16;  28  26);  igno- 
rance (Eccl  2  14) ;  hate  of  instruction  (Prov  1  22; 
18  2);  thoughtlessness  (10  23;  17  24):  self-ex- 
posure (14  33;  16  2;  18  7;  29  11;  Eccl  6  1:  10 
12);  anger  and  contention  (Prov  18  6;  19  1;  Eccl 
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7  9);  rage  (Prov  14  16;  17  12);  indolence  and 
improvidence  (Eccl  4  5;  Prov  21  20);  silly  merri- 
ment (Eccl  7  4.5.6);  brutishness  (Prov  26  11; 
cf  Ps  49  10;  92  6);  it  is  associated  with  slander 
(Prov  10  18),  with  evil  (IS  19). 

(4)  9dkhdlf  ^ekhd,  ^ikMiUhj  also  occur.  These 
are  probably  from  a  root  meaning  ''to  be  stopped 
up"  (Cheyne),  and  are  generally  taken  as  denoting 
thickheadedness;  but  they  are  used  in  a  stronger 
sense  than  mere  foolishness  (cf  1  S  26  21;  2  S 
24  10,  etc).  These  words  do  not  occiu:  in  Prov, 
but  in  Eccl  2  12;  7  25;  ^khltUh  is  associated  with 
"madness"  ("Wickedness  is  folly,  and  ....  fool- 
ishness is  madness'^- 

(5)  p'thi,  "simple,"  is  only  once  tr**  "foolish" 
(Prov  9  6AV). 

(6)  6aV,  "brutish,"  is  tr*  "foolish"  (Ps  78  22 
AV,  RV  "brutish"). 

(7)  taphHj  "insipid,"  "untempered,"  is  tr«»  "fool- 
ish^' (Lam  2  14);  HphWi,  "insipidity"  (Job  1  22, 
"foolishly,"  ERV, "with foolishness" ;  24  12,  "folly": 
Jer  23  13,  "folly,"  AVm  "unsavoury,  or,  an  absurd 
thing"). 

(8)  tomah  (Job  4  18:  "Behold,  he  putteth  no 
trust  in  his  servants;  and  his  angels  he  chargeth 
with  folly"  [Delitzsch,  "imperfection,"  others, 
"error"],  AVm  "nor  in  his  angels  in  whom  he  put 
light"). 

//.  In  the  Apocrypha, — ^In  the  continuation  of 
the  Wisdom  literature  in  Wisd  and  Ecclus,  "fool" 
frequently  occurs  with  a  signification  similar  to  that 
in  Prov;  in  Wisd  we  have  aphran  (12  24;  15  5, 
etc),  in  Ecclus  moros  (18  18;  19  11,  etc;  20  13; 
21  16,  etc). 

///.  in  the  New  Testament. — In  the  NT  we  have 
various  words  tr^  "fool,"  "fooUsh,"  "folly,"  etc,  in 
the  ordinary  acceptation  of  these  terms;  aphron, 
"mindless,"  "witless"  (Lk  11  40;  12  20;  1  Cor 
16  36);  aphrosunS,  "want  of  mind  or  wisdom" 
.(2  Cor  11  1;  Mk  7  22);  dnoia,  "want  of  under- 
standing" (2  Tim  8  9);  mdraino,  "to  make  dull," 
"foolish^'  (Rom  1  22:  1  Cor  1  20) ;  m&ros,  "dull," 
"stupid"  (Mt  7  26:  28  17;  26  2;  1  Cor  1  25.27); 
moria,  "foolishness  (1  Cor  1  18,  etc);  mSrologiaf 
"foohsh  talk"  (Eph  6  4). 

In  Mt  6  22  Our  Lord  says:  "Whosoevef^all 
say  [to  his  brother].  Thou  fool  [indri],  shall  be  in 
danger  of  the  hell  of  fire  [the  Gehenna  of  fire]."  Two 
explanations  of  this  word  are  possible:  (1)  that  it  is 
not  the  vocative  of  the  Gr  mdro9 — a  word  which  was 
applied  by  Jesus  Himself  to  the  Pharisees  (Mt  28 
17.19),  but  represents  the  Heb  mordhf  "rebel,"  ap- 
plied m  Nu  20  10  by  Moses  to  the  people,  "ye 
rebels"  (for  which  he  was  believed  to  be  excluded 
from  the  promised  land;  cf  ver  12;  hence  we  have 
in  RVm  "or  mdreh,  a  Heb  expression  of  condem- 
nation"); or  (2)  that,  as  Our  Lord  spake  in  the 
Aram,  it  is  the  Gr  tr  of  a  word  representing  the  Heb 
ndbhslf  "vile,  or  worthless  fellow/'  atheist,  etc  (Ps 
14  1;  63  1).  W.  L.  Walker 

FOOLERY,  fool'Sr-i:  The  pi.  "fooleries"  occurs 
Ecclus  22  13  AV:  "Talk not  much  with  a  fool  .... 
and  thou  shalt  never  be  defiled  with  his  fooleries." 
The  Gr  word  is  imv^yyM^  eniinagmd8y  "a  striking 
or  throwing  in,"  "an  attack,"  from  entindssOf  "to 
strike  into,^'  "cast  at,"  etc  (1  Mace  2  36;  2  Mace 
4  41;  11  11).  RV  renders  "Thou  shalt  not  be  de- 
filed m  his  onslaught,"  m  "defiled:  in  his  onslaught 
turn."  The  meaning  is  most  probably  "with  what 
he  throws  out,"  i.e.  his  foolish  or  vile  speeches,  as 
if  it  were  slaver. 

FOOT,  f d&t  (bjn ,  reghdf  bfa'^JJ ,  iar^ol  [only  twice 
in  II  passages:  2  S  22  37»Ps  18  36,  where  it 
probably  means  ankle];  iroirf,  poUa):  The  dusty 
roads  of  Pal  and  other  eastern  lands  make  a  much 


greater  care  of  the  feet  necessan^  than  we  are  accus- 
tomed to  bestow  upon  them.  The  absence  of  socks 
or  stockings,  the  use  of  sandals  and  low  shoes  rather 
than  boots  and,  to  an  even  greater  degree,  the  fre- 
quent habit  of  walking  barefoot  make  it  necessary 
to  wash  the  feet  repeatedly  every  day.  This  is 
always  done  when  entering  the  house,  esp.  the  better 
upper  rooms  which  are  usually  caipeted.  It  is  a 
common  dictate  of  ^ood  manners  to  perform  this 
duty  to  a  visitor,  either  person^y  or  through  a 
servant;  at  least  water  for  washing  has  to  be  pre- 
sented (Gen  18  4;  Lk  7  44).  This  has  therefore 
become  almost  synonymous  with  the  bestowal  of 
hospitality  (1  Tim  6  10).  At  an  early  date  this 
service  was  considered  one  of  the  lowest  tasks  of 
servants  (1  S  26  41),  probably  because  the  young- 
est and  least  trained  servants  were  charged  with  the 
task,  or  because  of  the  idea  of  defilement  connected 
with  the  foot.  It  was,  for  the  same  reason,  if 
rendered  voluntarily,  a  service  which  betokened 
complete  devotion.  Jesus  taught  the  greatest 
lesson  of  humility  by  performing  this  humble  service 
to  His  disciples  (Jn  18  4-15).  The  undoing  of  the 
latchets  or  leather  thongs  of  the  sandals  (Mk  1  7: 
Lk  8  16;  Jn  1  27)  seems  to  refer  to  the  same  menial 
duty. 

Often  the  feet  and  shoes  were  dusted  on  the  high- 
way, as  is  being  done  in  the  Orient  to  this  day,  but 
if  it  were  done  in  an  ostentatious  manner  m  the 
presence  of  a  person  or  a  community  who  had  re- 
fused hospitality  to  a  stranger,  it  was  imderstood 
in  the  same  sense  in  which  the  cutting  in  two  of  the 
tablecloth  was  considered  in  the  days  of  knighthood: 
it  meant  rejection  and  separation  (Mt  10  14;  Acts 
18  51). 

The  roads  of  the  desert  were  not  only  dusty  but 
rough,  and  the  wanderer  was  almost  sure  to  ruin 
his  ill-made  shoes  and  wound  his  weary  feet.  A 
special  providence  of  God  protected  the  children  of 
Israel  from  this  experience  during  the  long  journey 
through  the  wilderness.  "Thy  raiment  waxed  not 
old  upon  thee,  neither  did  thy  foot  swell,  these 
forty  years"  (Dt  8  4;  29  5). 

In  the  house  shoes  and  sandajs  were  never  worn; 
even  the  most  delicate  would  put  on  shoes  only 
when  going  out  (Dt  28  56).  The  shoes  were  left 
outside  of  the  house  or  in  a  vestibule.  This  was 
esp.  done  in  the  house  of  God  and  at  the  time  of 
prayer,  for  whenever  or  wherever  that  might  be, 
the  law  was:  "Put  ofif  thy  shoes  from  off  thy  feet,  for 
the  place  whereon  thou  standest  is  holy  ground" 
(Ex  8  5;  Josh  6  15;  Acts  7  33).  This  custom 
still  prevails  among  the  Moslems  of  oiu:  day.  Prob- 
ably it  was  the  idea  of  de^lement  through  contact 
witn  the  common  ground  which  gave  rise  to  its  moral 
application  by  the  Preacher,  "Keep  thy  foot  when 
thou  goest  to  the  house  of  God"  (Eccl  6  1  [Heb 
4  17]). 

Nakedness  of  the  feet  in  public,  esp.  among  the 
wealthier  classes,  who  used  to  wear  shoes  or  sandals, 
was  a  token  of  mourning  (Ezk  24  17  and  probably 
also  Jer  2  25  and  Isa  20  2-4).  A  peculiar  cere- 
mony is  referred  to  in  Dt  26  9.10,  whereby  a 
brother-in-law,  who  refused  to  perform  his  duty 
under  the  Levirate  law,  was  pubhcly  put  to  shame. 
"And  his  name  shall  be  called  in  Israel,  The  house 
of  him  that  hath  his  shoe  loosed."  See  also  Ruth 
4  7.8. 

Numerous  are  the  phrases  in  which  the  word 
"foot"  or  "feet"  is  used  m  Bib.  language.  "To  cover 
the  feet"  (1  S  24  3)  is  synonymous  with  obeying 
a  call  of  Nature.  "To  speak  with  the  feet"  is  ex- 
pressive of  the  eloquence  of  abusive  and  obscene 
gesticulation  among  oriental  people,  where  hands, 
eyes  and  feet  are  able  to  express  much  without  the 
use  of  words  (Prov  6  13).  "To  sit  at  the  feet " 
means  to  occupy  the  place  of  a  learner  (Dt  88  o; 
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Lk  10  39;  Acts  23  3).  Vanquished  enemies  had 
to  submit  to  being  trodden  upon  by  the  conqueror 
(a  ceremonr  often  represented  onEgyp  monumenta; 
Joeh  10  24;  Ps  8  6;  110  1;  cf  Toe.  49  23),  St. 
James  warns  against  an  undue  humiliation  of  tho60 


who  join  ua  in  the  service  of  God,  even  though  they 
be  poor  or  mean-iooking,  by  bidding  them  to  take 
a  lowly  place  at  the  feet  of  the  richer  members  of  the 
congregation  (Jas  3  3).  Wo  read  of  dying  Jacob 
that  "he  gathered  up  nis  feet  into  the  bed,  for  he 
had  evidently  used  his  bed  aa  a  couch,  on  which  he 
bad  been  seated  while  delivering  his  charge  to  his 
several  sons  (Gen  i&  33).  "Foot"  or  "feet"  is 
sometimes  used  euphemistically  for  the  genitals 
(Dt  SB  57;  Eak  16  25).  In  Dt  11  lOaninterest- 
ing  reference  is  made  to  some  Egyp  mode  of 
imgating  the  fields,  'the  watering  with  the  foot,' 
which  mode  would  be  unneceaaary  in  the  promiaed 
land  of  Canaan  which  "drinketh  water  of  the  rain 
of  heaven."  It  is,  however,  uncertain  whether  this 
refers  to  the  water-nheels  worked  by  a  treadmill 
arrangement  or  whether  reference  is  made  to  the 
many  tributary  channels,  which,  according  to  rep- 
resentations on  the  Egyp  monumente,  intersected 
the  gardens  and  fields  and  which  could  be  stopped 
or  opened  by  placing  or  removing  a  piece  of  soa  at 
the  mouth  of  the  channel.  This  was  usually  done 
with  the  foot.  Frequently  we  find  rcfercDces  to 
the  foot  in  expressions  connected  with  joumeyings 
and  pilgrimages,  which  formed  so  large  a  part  in 
the  experiences  of  lurael,  e.g.  Ps  91  12,  "lest  thou 
dash  thy  foot  against  a  stone";  M  18,  "My  foot 
slippeth  ,  121  3,  "He  will  not  suffer  thy  foot  to  be 
moved,"  and  many  more.  Often  the  reference  is 
to  the  "walk,"  i.e.  the  moral  conduct  of  life  (TS  2; 
Job  SS  11;  SI  5). 

Figurative;  In  the  metaphorical  language  of  Isa 
52  7  "the  feet"  are  synonymous  with  "the  coming." 
H.  L.  E.  LuERiNO 

FOOTHAN,  fa6t'man.    See  War. 

FOOTSTOOL,  fd6t'stool  {1»3?,  kebkea;  *«. 
tritimr,  kupopddion,  "trodden  on  );  The  15  Scrip- 
ture references  to  this  term  may  be  classified  as 
literal  or  figurative.  Of  the  former  are  the  twopafi- 
sages:  2  Ch  9  IS  and  Jas  2  3.  In  those  the  foot- 
stool was  a  sort  of  step  or  support  for  the  feet  placed 
before  the  throne  or  any  pretentious  seat. 

Of  flguiBtiTe  uses,  there  are  the  following  groups: 

(1)  Of  the  earth:   Isa  66  1;   Mt  S  35;   Acts  7  40. 

(2)  Of  the  ark:  1  Ch  28  2.  (3)  Of  the  Temple: 
Ps  99  5;  133  7;  Lam  2  I;  cf  Isa  60  13.  (4)  Of 
heathen  enemies  subdued  by  the  Messianic  King: 
Ps  110  1;  Mt  32  44  AV:  Mk  13  36;  Lk  30  43; 
Acta  3  35;    He  1  13;    10  13.     Thus  the  uses  of 


subiec 

God's  Son  as  King  by  redemptive  right.  Cf  1  Cor 
16  25-27,  in  which  all  things,  including  death,  are 
represented  aa  subject  to  Chriat  and  placed  beneath 
His  feet.  Lbonahd  W.  Doolam 

FOR,  far  r?,  Jbilconj.),  ^,  ;•,  fram  btJE.'dlpnip.], 
and  various  other  words.  In  the  NT  aleo  the  wcwds 
are  various,  chiefly  -yip, 
Mii  [conja.];  ivrl,  artli,  i      , 

[ace],  fart,  epi  [dat.  and  aec'],  -npl,  peri  [gen.J, 
wfittprda  [gen. and  ace],  frw^,Aup^ [gen.] {preps. ]): 
ERV  and  ARV  give  in  many  cases  more  literal  or 
more  accurate  renderings  than  those  in  AV. 

In  the  NT  the  most  important  preps,  from  a  doc- 
trinal point  of  view  are  anli,  "face  to  face,"  "over 
against,"  "instead,"  "on  behalf  of,"  peri,  "around," 
"about,"  "concerning,"  huper,  "over,"  "on  behalf 
of."  The  first  has  Deen  claimed  as  stating  tlie 
substitutionary  nature  of  Christ's  sacrifice  as  con- 
trasted with  kuper  and  peri,  more  frequently  used  of 
it.  But,  although  anli  in  the  NT  often  means 
"instead  of,"  "answering  to,"  it  does  not  necessarily 
imply  substitution.  On  the  other  hand,  in  claasi- 
cal  Gt  huper  is  sometimes  used  in  that  sense  (see 
Trench,  SyrKmymx),  "Here  as  always  the  root 
idea  of  the  prep.,  the  root  idea  of  the  caae,  and  the 
context  must  all  be  considered"  (Robertson, 
Grammar,  124).  Anti  is  found  in  this  connection 
only  in  Mt  20  28,  and  Mk  10  45.  In  Mt  26  28; 
Mk  14  24,  we  have  pen,  also  in  He  10  6.8.18.26; 
1  Pet  S  18:  1  Jn  2  2;  4  10.  Lk  32  19.20  has 
huper,  whicn  is  the  word  commonly  used  by  Paul, 
as  in  Rom  5  6.8;  8  32;  14  15;  1  Cor  IC  3,et^ 
also  by  John  in  his  Gospel,  6  51;  10  11,  etc,  and 
1  Jn  S  16;     also    He  2  0;     10  12;     1  Pet  2  21; 

8  18;  4  I;  in  Rom  8  3  it  is  pen. 

W.  L.  Walme 
FORAY,  for'ft  (2  S  3  22).     See  Wab. 

FORBEAR,  for-b&r'  (b-^H,  hOdhal;  iyi^Bfa^ 
anichomai) :  In  the  OT  /fOdhnl,  "to  leave  off,"  is  the 
word  most  frequently  tr*  "forbear"  (Ex  23  5,  etc); 
dUmam.  "to  be  silent,"  i^Sgakh,  "to  keep  back,"  md- 
shakh,  to  draw  or  stretch  out,"  occur  once  each; 
RV  renders  Enk  24  17  {dOmam),  "Sigh,  but  not 
aloud,"  m  "Heb  be  silent";  Prov  24  II  (hoaakh), 
"See  tiat  thou  hold  back,"  m  "or  forbear  tnou  not 
to  dehver,"  AV  "if  thou  forbear  to  ddiver";   Ndi 

9  30  {m&»hakh),  "bear"  instead  of  "forbear";  'aph 
lit.  "breathing,  the  "nose,"  hence  from  violent 
breathing,  "anger"  {'erekh,  "long,"  understood),  and 
kal  "to  hold,"  are  tr^  "forbearing"  (Prov  U  15; 
Jei  20  9,  respectively). 

In  the  NT  we  have  anedtomai,  "ta  bold  self  back 
or  up,"  "with  longauSering,  forbearing  one  another" 
(Eph  4  2:  Col  a  13);  ontftni,  "to  send  back,"  AV 
and  RV  "forbear  threatening''  (Eph  6  9);  ph^da- 
max,  "to  ^are,"  "but  I  forbear''  (2  Cor  13  6);  mt 
ergdioAai,  "not  to  work,"  "to  forbear  working" 
(1  Cor  9  6);  atig6.  "to  oovct^"  "conceal":  "wheni 
could  no  longer  foroear"  (1  Iliees  S  1.5). 

W.  L.  Waijjir 

FORBEARANCE,  for-bftr'ans  (ivoxl.  anocM): 
"Forbearance"  {aruxhe,  "a  holding  back")  is  as- 
cribed to  God  (Rom  3  4,  "the  riches  of  his  good- 
ness and  forbearance  and  longsuffering";  8  25  RV, 
"the  passing  over  of  the  sins  done  aforetime,  in  the 
forbearance  of  God,"  AV  "remission"  [m  "passing 
over"]  of  aina,  that  are  past,  through  the  forbearance 
of  God");  inPhU  4  6,  W  ept^W*  is  tH  by  EV  "for- 
bearance," m  ''gentleness'  ;  it  is  a  Christian  grace 
in  likeness  to  God.  "Forbearing"  (AVm)  ia  sub- 
stituted by  RV  for  "patient"  (ariexlkakoa,  "holding 
up  under  evil")  in  2  Tim  2  24.  W.  L.  Walmr 
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FORBID,  for-bid'  (Vh^,  kdl&\'  k«XW,  k6lii5): 
Occurs  very  seldom  in  the  OT  except  as  the 
rendering  of  hdlUdk  (see  below) ;  it  is  once  the  tr  of 
kald\  "to  restrain"  (Nu  11  28,  "Joshua  .... 
said,  My  lord  Moses,  forbid  them");  twice  of 
0wak,  *^to  command'^  (Dt  2  37,  "and  whereso- 
ever Jeh  our  God  forbade  us";  4  23,  "Jeh  thy 
God  hath  forbidden  thee,"  lit.  "commanded"): 
once  of  ld*f  "not,"  RV  "commanded  not  to  be  done" 
(Lev  5  17).  In  the  phrases.  "Jeh  forbid"  (1  S 
24  6;  26  11;  IK  21  3),  "dk)d  forbid"  (Gen  44 
7:  Josh  22  29;  24  16;  1  S  12  23;  Job  27  5,  etc), 
"My  God  forbid  it  me"  (1  Ch  11  19),  the  word  is 
fidltUihf  denoting  profanation,  or  abhorrence  (ren- 
dered, Gen  18  25  AV,  "that  be  far  from  thee"); 
ERV  leaves  the  en>ressions  unchanged;  ARV  sub- 
stitutes "far  be  it  from  me,"  "thee,^'  etc,  except  in 

1  S  14  45;  20  2.  where  it  is,  "Far  from  it." 

In  the  NT  koludy  "to  cut  short "  "restrain,"  is 
the  word  commonly  tr^  "forbid"  (Mt  19  14,  ^'for- 
bid them  not,"  etc);  in  Lk  6  29,  RV  has  ''with- 
hold not" :  diakSlild,  with  a  similar  meaning,  occurs 
in  Mt  8  14,  "John  forbade  him,"  RV  "wo3d  have 
hindered  him";  (UcMtds,  "uncut  ofif"  (Acts  28  31), 
is  tr**  "none  forbidding  him."  The  phrase  "God 
forbid"  (m«  ginaito,  'let  it  not  be,^'  Lk  20  16; 
Rom  8  4,  etc)  is  retained  by  RV,  with  m  "Be  it 
not  so,"  except  in  Gal  6  14,  where  the  text  has 
"Far  be  it  from  me" ;  me  genaito  is  one  of  the  render- 
ings of  iLOlUah  in  LXX.  "God  forbid"  also  appears 
in  Apoc  (1  Mace  2  21,  RV  "Heaven  forbid,"  m 
"Gr  may  he  be  propitious,"  9  10,  RV  "Let  it  not 
be").  W.  L.  Walker 

FORCES,  fOr'sis  (b*?!? ,  hayU) : 

(1)  The  word  is  used  as  a  military  term,  equiva- 
lent to  army,  in  2  K  26  23.26  (where  AV  reads 
"armies"):  2  Ch  17  2;  Jer  40  7,  etc.    See  Army. 

(2)  In  Isa  60  5.11,  it  is  rendered  in  RV  by 
"wealth,"  and  in  Ob  ver  11,  by  "substance." 

Two  other  Heb  words  are  also  tr**  "forces"  in  AV, 
tna*dmagcim  (Job  36  19)^  and  md'^oz  (Dnl  11  38), 
the  latter  being  rendered  m  RV  "fortresses." 

FORD,  f5rd  09:^ ,  ma'dbMr  [Gen  82  22; 
pass"  (of  Michmash),  1  S  18  23;  "stroke"  (RVm 
passing"),  Isa  80  32] ;    nn:^« ,  ma'barah  [Josh 

2  7;  Jgs  8  28;  12  5.6;  Isa  16  2;  "pass"  (of 
Michmash),  1  S  14  4;  "passages"  (RVm  "fords"), 
Jer  61  32] ;  Pin^^,  'dhharah  [2  S  16  28;  17  16; 
"ferry-boat"  (RVm  "convoy"),  2  S  19  18];  from 

*07,  ^Miar,  "to  pass  over";  cf  Arab.  ^Afr ,  ^abar, 
"to  pass  over,"  and  ^amj^  ,  ma^har^  "a  ford") :  In 


It. 

ti 


the  ioumeyinm  of  the  children  of  Israel,  in  addition 
to  the  miraculous  passages  of  the  Red  Sea  and  the 
Jordan,  they  had  other  streams  to  pass  over,  esp. 
the  Zered  iffisa^)  and  the  Arnon  (maujib)  (Nu  21 
12.13;    Dt  2  24).    The   Jabbok    {Zar^)   is   fre- 

Suently  referred  to,  particularly  in  connection  with 
acob  (Gen  32  22)  The  most  freouent  references 
are  to  the  Jordan  which,  in  time  of  flood,  was  in^ 
passable  (Josh  8  15).  The  lower  Jordan  is  about 
100  ft.  wide,  and  from  5  to  12  ft.  deep,  so  that 
in  the  absence  of  bridges,  the  places  where  it  was 
possible  to  ford  were  of  great  importance.  The 
passage  of  the  Jordan  is  referred  to  in  connection 
with  Jacob  (Gen  82  10).  Gideon  (Jgs  8  4),  the 
children  of  Ammon  (Jgs  10  9),  Abner  and  his  men 
(2  S  2  29).  David  (2  S  10  17;  17  22),  Absalom 
(2  S  17  24),  and  others.  Jesus  undoubtedly 
crossed  the  Jordan,  and  John  is  thought  to  have 
baptized  at  the  ford  of  the  Jordan  near  Jericho. 
The  fords  of  the  Jordan  are  specifically  mentioned 
in  Josh  2  7  in  connection  witn  the  pursuit  of  the 
spies  who  were  hidden  in  Rahab's  nouse,  and  in 


2  S  16  28;  17  16  in  connection  with  the  flight  of 
David.  In  the  last  two  passages  we  have  ^dhh&rdh, 
the  same  word  which,  m  the  account  of  David's 
return  (2  S  19  18),  is  rendered  "ferry-boat"  (RVm 
"convoy").    See  Jordan.        Alfred  Ely  Day 

FORBCAST,  f6r-kast'  (vb.)  (S^n ,  }^habh)i  To 
forecast  is  both  to  plan  or  scheme  beforehand  and 
to  consider  or  see  beforehand.  It  is  in  the  first 
sense  that  it  is  used  in  Dnl  11  24.25  (AV)  as  the 
tr  of  hOshabh,  "to  think,"  "meditate,"  ^^ievise," 
"plot,'*  "He  shall  forecast  his  devices  TAVm  "Heb 
think  his  thoughts"]  against  the  stron^olds" ;  "Thev 
shall  forecast  devices  against  him,"  RV  "devise  his 
devices" ;  cf  Nah  1  9,  "What  do  ye  devise  against 
Jeh?"  in  the  second  sense,  the  word  occurs  in 
Wisd  17  11  RV,  "Wickedness  ....  always  fore- 
casteth  the  worst  lot"  (vroeUephen).  m  "Most 
authorities  read  hath  added    (proseUiphen). 

W.  L.  Walker 

FOREFATHER,  fSr'ffirthgr: 

(1)  jm^  a^ ,  'abh  H'sfuyn,  "first  father,"  "chief 
father/'  hence  "early  ancestor":  "turned  back  to 
the  imquities  of  their  forefathers"  (Jer  11  10). 

(2)  Tp6yovoSfpr6gono8f  "bom  before,"  "ancestor": 
"whom  I  serve  from  my  forefathers"  (2  Tim  1  3). 
It  is  tr^  "parents"  (including  grandparents)  in  1  Tim 
6  4:  "and  to  requite  their  parents." 

FOREFRONT,  fSr'frunt  (n"*}?,  pdnlm):  For 
"forefront,"  "front"  b  now  generallv  used,  since 
"back-front"  has  gone  out  of  use.  '^Forefront"  is 
the  tr  of  pdnim,  "face"  (2  K  16  14;  Ezk  40  19 
bis;  47  1);  of  muL  pdnlm.  "over  against  the  face" 
(Ex  26  9;  Lev  8  9,  "And  he  put  the  mitre  upon 
his  head;  also  upon  the  mitre  even  upon  his  fore- 
front, did  he  put  the  golden  plate";  for  "upon  his 
forefront"  RV  has  "in  front'';  2  S  11  15,  ^'in  the 
forefront  of  the  hottest  battle"):  of  rd^ah,  "head" 
(2  Ch  20  27);  of  shen,  "tooth^*^  (1  S  14  5,  "The 
forefront  [AVm  "Heb  tooth"]  of  the  one  was  situ- 
ated northward  over  aeainst  Michmash,"  RV  "The 
one  crag  rose  im  on  the  north  in  front  of  Mich- 
mash"); in  1  IViace  4  57  m  it  is  the  tr  of  prdsoporif 
"face" :  "They  decked  the  forefront  of  the  temple 
with  crowns  of  gold." 

RV  has  "forefront"  for  "face"  (Ezk  40  15),  "in 
the  forefront  of"  for  "over  against"  (Josh  22  11). 

W.  L.  Walker 

FOREGO,  f5r-go'.    See  Foroo. 

FOREHEAD,  for'ed  (HSQ ,  megcJi;  yArttTcov,  mS- 
idpon): 

(1)  In  a  literal  sense  the  word  is  used  frequentlv 
in  the  Scriptiures.    Aaron  and  after  him  every  high 

i)rie8t  was  to  wear  on  the  forehead  the  golden  front- 
et  having  the  engraved  motto,  "Holy  to  Jeh"  (Ex 
28  36.38).  The  condition  of  the  forehead  was  an 
important  criterion  in  the  diagnosis  of  leprosy  by 
the  priest  (Lev  13  42.43;  2  Ch  26  20).  It  was 
in  the  forehead  that  brave  young  David  smote  Go- 
liath with  the  stone  from  his  sling  (1  S  17  49). 
The  faulty  tr  of  A V  in  Ezk  16  12  has  been  corrected 
in  RV,  reference  being  had  in  the  passage  to  a  nose- 
ring, not  to  an  ornament  of  the  forehead.  While  the 
cutting  or  tattooing  of  the  body  was  strictly  for- 
bidden to  the  Israelite  on  account  of  the  heathen 
associations  of  the  custom  (Lev  19  28),  we  find 
frequent  mention  made  of  markings  on  the  forehead, 
which  were  esp.  used  to  designate  slaves  (see  Philo, 
De  Monarchiay  I)  or  devotees  of  a  godhead  (Lucian, 
De  Syria  Dea,  59).  In  3  Mace  2  29  we  read  that 
Ptolemy  IV  Philopator  branded  some  Jews  with  the 
sign  of  an  ivy  leaf,  marking  them  as  devotees  of 
Bacchus-Dionysos.  Possibly  we  may  compare 
herewith  the  tr  of  Isa  44  5  (RVm) :  "And  another 
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shall  write  on  his  hand,  Unto  Jeh"  (or  Jeh's  alaue). 
Very  clear  is  the  passage  Ezk  9  4.6  (and  perhaps 
Job  81  35),  where  the  word  used  for  "mark"  is 
taw,  the  name  of  the  last  letter  of  the  Heb  alphabet 
which  in  its  earliest  form  has  the  shape  of  an  up- 
right +  (Baal  Lebanon  Inscr,  11th  cent.  BC)  or  of 
a  lying  (St  Andrew's)  cross  X  (Moabite  Inscr,  9th 
cent.  BC),  the  simplest  sign  in  the  old  Israelite  alpha- 
bet, and  at  the  same  time  the  character  which  in  the 
Gr  alphabet  represents  the  X,  the  initial  of  Christ. 
In  the  NT  we  find  a  clear  echo  of  the  above-men- 
tioned OT  passage,  the  marking  of  the  foreheads  of 
the  righteous  (Rev  7  3;  9  4;  14  1;  22  4).  The 
godless  followers  of  the  beast  are  marked  on  the 
(right)  hand  and  on  the  forehead  (18  16;  14  9; 
20  4),  and  the  apocalyptic  woman  dressed  in  scarlet 
and  purple  has  her  name  written  on  her  forehead 
(17  5). 

(2)  In  a  metaphorical  sense  the  expression,  "a 
harlot's  forehead,^'  is  used  (Jer  8  3)  to  describe  the 
shameless  apostasy  and  faithlessness  of  Israel.  Ezk 
speaks  of  the  stin-necked  obstinacy  and  the  per- 
sistent unwillingness  of  Israel  to  hear  the  message 
of  Jeh:  "All  the  house  of  Israel  are  of  a  hard  fore- 
head and  of  a  stifiF  heart''  (8  7),  and  God  makes  his 
prophet's  "forehead  hard  ....  as  an  adamant 
harder  than  flint,"  whereby  an  imflinching  loyalty 
to  God  and  a  complete  disregard  of  opposition  is 
meant  (vs  8.9).  Compare  the  phrase:  "to  harden 
the  face,"  s.v.  Face.  H.  L.  E.  Luerino 

FOREIGN  DIVINITIES,  for'in  di-vin'i-tiz  (Acts 
17  18  m).    See  God(8),  Strange. 

FOREIGNER,  for'in-€r:  The  tr  of  '»1?J ,  nokhri, 
"unknown,"  "foreign,"  frequently  rendered  "stran- 
ger" (Dt  16  3;  Ob  ver  11);  of  nip^n,  idshdbh,  "a 
settler,"  "an  alien  resident"  (Ex  12  45;  RV  "so- 
journer"; cf  Lev  25  47;  Ps  89  12);  of  pdroikaSf 
"dweUine  near,"  "sojourner"  (Eph  2  19,  RV  so- 
journers'). 

RV  has  "foreigner"  for  "stranger"  (Dt  17  15: 
28  20;  29  22;  Ruth  2  10;  2  S  16  19),  for  "aUen'^ 
(Dt  14  21):  "the  hand  of  a  foreigner"  for  "a  stran- 
ger's hand''  (Lev  22  25).  See  Alien;  Stranger 
AND  Sojourner. 

FOREKNOW,    fSr-nO',    FOREKNOWLEDGE, 

f  6r-nol'ej : 

1.  Meaning  of  the  Term 

2.  Foreknowledge  as  Prescience 

3.  Foreknowledge  Based  on  Foreordination 

4.  Foreknowledge  as  Equivalent  to  Foreordination 

LiTBBATUBB 

The  word  "foreknowledge"  has  two  meanings.    It 

is  a  term  used  in  theology  to  denote  the  prescience 

or  foresight  of  God,  that  is,  His  knowl- 

1.  Meaning  ed^e  of  the  entire  course  of  events 
of  the  Term  which  are  future  from  the  human  point 

of  view;  and  it  is  also  used  in  A V  and 
RV  to  translate  the  Ur  words  progindskein  and  prdg^ 
ndsia  in  the  NT,  in  which  instances  the  word  fore- 
knowledge" approaches  closely  the  idea  of  fore- 
ordination. 

In  the  sense  of  prescience  foreknowledge  is  an 

aspect  of  Grod's  omniscience  (see  Omniscience). 

God's   knowledge,    according   to   the 

2.  Fore-  Scripture,  is  perfect,  that  is,  it  is  om- 
knowledge  niscience.  It  is  true  that  the  Scripture 
as  Pre-  makes  use  of  anthropomorphic  forms 
science          of  expression  as  regards  the  way  in 

which  God  obtains  knowledge  (Gen 
3  8),  and  sometimes  even  represents  Him  as  if  He 
did  not  know  certain  things  (Gen  11  5;  18  21); 
nevertheless  the  constant  representation  of  the 
Scripture  is  that  God  knows  everything.  This 
perfect  knowledge  of  God,  moreover,  is  not  merely 
a  knowledge  which  is  practically  unlimited  for  all 


religious  purposes,  but  is  omniscience  in  the  strictest 
sense  of  the  term.  In  the  historical  books  of  the  OT 
the  omniscience  of  God  is  a  constant  underlying  pre- 
supposition when  it  is  said  that  God  watches  men's 
actions,  knows  their  acts  and  words,  and  discloses 
to  them  the  future;  while  in  the  Psalms,  Prophets 
and  Wisdom  literature,  this  Divine  attribute  be- 
comes an  object  of  reflection,  and  finds  doctrinal 
expression.  It  cannot,  however,  be  said  that  this 
attribute  of  God  appears  only  late  in  the  history  of 
special  revelation;  it  is  a  characteristic  of  the  Bib. 
idea  of  God  from  the  very  first,  and  it  is  only  its 
didactic  expression  which  comes  out  with  especial 
clearness  in  the  later  books.  God's  knowledge, 
then,  is  represented  as  perfect.  Since  He  is  free 
from  aU  limits  of  space.  His  omniscience  is  frequently 
connected  with  His  omnipresence.  This  is  the 
thought  which  underlies  the  anthropomorphic  ex- 
pressions where  God  is  represented  as  seeing,  behold- 
ing and  having  eyes.  God's  eyes  go  to  and  fro 
throughout  the  whole  earth  (2  Ch  16  9),  and  are 
in  every  place  beholding  the  evil  and  the  good 
(Prov  15  3).  Even  Sheol  is  naked  and  open  to 
God's  sight  (Prov  15  11;  Job  26  6).  The  night 
and  darkness  are  light  to  Him,  and  darkness  and 
light  for  God  are  both  alike  (Ps  139  12).  All  ani- 
mals and  fowls  are  His,  and  so  are  known  by  Him 
(60  11),  and  as  their  Creator  God  knows  all  the 
hosts  of  the  heavenly  bodies  (Ps  147  4;  Isa  40  26). 
He  knows  also  the  heart  of  man  and  its  thoughts 
(1  S  16  7;  IKS  39;  Ps  7  9  [Heb  10];  94  11; 
189  2;  Jer  11  20;  17  9.10;  20  12;  Ezk  11  5). 
Furthermore,  God  knows  man  entirely  in  all  his 
ways  (Ps  139  1-5;  Prov  5  21).  He  looks  from 
heaven  and  sees  all  men  (Ps  11  4;  14  2;  88  13. 
14.15).  Evil  and  sin  are  also  known  to  God  (Gren 
8  11;  6  6.9.13;  2  S  7  20:  Ps  69  5  [Heb  6);  Jer 

16  17;  18  23).  In  a  word,  God  knows  with  abso- 
lute accuracy  all  about  man  (Job  11  11;  84  21; 
Ps  88  15;  Prov  5  21;  Hos  5  3;  Jer  11  20;  12  3; 

17  9f;  18  23).  This  perfect  knowledge  finds  its 
classic  expression  in  Ps  189. 

God  is  also,  according  to  the  OT,  free  from  all 
limitations  of  time,  so  that  His  consciousness  is  not 
in  the  midst  of  the  stream  of  the  succeeding  mo- 
ments of  time,  as  is  the  case  with  the  human  con- 
sciousness. Grod  is  not  only  without  beginning  or 
end  of  days,  but  with  Him  a  thousand  years  are  as 
one  day.  Hence  God  knows  in  one  eternal  intui- 
tion that  which  for  the  human  consciousness  is  past, 
present  and  future.  In  a  strict  sense,  ther^ore, 
there  can  be  no  foreknowledge  or  prescience  with 
God.  and  the  distinction  in  God's  knowledge  made 
by  tneologians,  as  knowledge  of  reminiscence,  vision 
and  prescience,  is  after  all  an  anthropomorphism. 
Nevertheless  tnis  is  the  only  way  in  which  we  can 
conceive  of  the  Divine  omniscience  in  its  relation 
to  time,  and  consequently  the  Scripture  represents 
the  matter  as  if  God's  knowledge  of  future  events 
were  a  foreknowledge  or  prescience,  and  God  is  rep- 
resented as  knowing  the  past,  present  and  future. 

It  is  God's  knowledge  of  events  which  from  the 
human  point  of  view  are  future  that  constitutes 
His  foreknowledge  in  the  sense  of  prescience.  God 
is  represented  as  having  a  knowledge  of  the  entire 
course  of  events  before  they  take  place.  Such  a 
knowledge  belongs  to  the  Scriptural  idea  of  God 
from  the  very  outset  of  special  revelation.  He 
knows  beforehand  what  Abraham  will  do,  and  what 
will  happen  to  him;  He  knows  beforehand  that 
Pharaoh  s  heart  will  be  hardened,  and  that  Moses 
will  deliver  Israel  (Gen  15  13  ff ;  Ex  8  19;  7  4: 
11  1  ff).  The  entire  history  of  the  patriarchal 
period  of  revelation  exhibits  plainly  the  foreknowl- 
edge of  God  in  this  sense.  In  prophecy  this  aspect 
of  the  Divine  knowledge  is  made  the  subject  of 
explicit  assertion,  and  its  religious  significance  is 
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brought  out.  Nothing  future  is  hidden  from  Jeh 
(l8a4122fiF;  42  9;  43  9-13;  44  6-^;  46  10; 
Dnl  2  22;  Am  8  7),  and  this  foreknowledge  em- 
braces the  entire  course  of  man^s  life  (Ps  31  15 
[Heb  16];  39  5  [Heb  6);  189  4-6.16;  Job  14  5). 
These  passages  from  Isa  show  that  it  is  from  the 
occurrence  of  events  in  accordance  with  Jeh's  pre- 
diction that  the  Prophet  will  prove  his  foreknowl- 
edge; and  that  in  contrast  witn  the  worshippers  of 
idols  which  are  taken  by  surprise,  Israel  is  warned 
of  the  future  by  the  omniscient  Jeh. 

In  the  NT  likewise,  God's  omniscience  is  explicitly 
afRrmed.  Jesus  taught  that  God  knows  the  nidden 
secrets  of  man's  heart  (Lk  16  15) ;  and  this  is  also 
the  teaching  of  the  apostles  (Acts  1  24;  16  8;  1 
Cor  2  10;  8  20;  1  Thess  2  4;  Rev  2  23).  In  a 
word,  according  to  the  author  of  the  Epistle  to  the 
He,  everything  is  open  to  God,  so  that  He  is  liter- 
ally omniscient  (He  4  13).  And  as  in  the  OT,  so 
also  in  the  NT,  for^nowledge  in  the  sense  of  pre- 
science is  ascribed  to  God.  Jesus  asserts  a  fore- 
knowledge by  God  of  that  which  is  hidden  from  the 
Son  (Mk  18  32),  and  James  asserts  that  all  God's 
works  are  foreknown  by  Him  (Acts  16  18).  More- 
over the  many  references  in  the  NT  to  the  fulfilment 
of  prophecy  all  imply  that  the  NT  writers  ascribed 
foreknowledge,  in  this  sense  of  foresight,  to  God. 

Denials  of  the  Divine  foreknowledge,  in  this  sense 
of  prescience,  have  been  occasioned,  not  by  exe- 
getical  considerations,  but  by  the  supposed  conflict 
of  this  truth  with  human  freedom .  It  was  supposed 
that  in  order  to  be  free,  an  event  must  be  imcertain 
and  contingent  as  regards  the  fact  of  its  futurition, 
and  that  tw)  in  the  most  absolute  sense,  that  is,  from 
the  Divine  as  well  as  the  human  point  of  view. 
Hence  the  Socinians  and  some  Arminians  denied 
the  foreknowledge  of  God.  It  was  supposed  either 
that  God  voluntarily  determines  not  to  foresee 
the  free  volitions  of  man,  or  else  that  since  God's 
omniscience  is  simply  the  knowledge  of  all  that  is 
knowable,  it  does  not  embrace  the  free  acts  of  man 
which  are  by  their  nature  uncertain  and  so  im- 
knowable.  And  upon  this  view  of  freedom,  this 
denial  of  God's  foreknowledge  was  logically  neces- 
sary. If  the  certainty  of  events  with  respect  to  the 
fact  of  their  futurition  is  inconsistent  with  freedom, 
then  human  freedom  does  conflict  with  God's  fore- 
knowledge, since  God  cannot  know  future  events 
as  certainly  future  unless  they  actually  are  so. 
Since,  therefore,  the  Divine  foreknowledge  is  quite 
as  inconsistent  with  this  view  of  freedom  as  is  the 
Divine  foreordination,  the  view  of  those  who  regard 
God  as  a  mere  onlooker  on  the  course  of  future 
events  which  are  supposed  to  be  entirely  independent 
of  His  purpose  and  control,  does  not  help  matters 
in  the  least.  If  God  foreknows  future  events  as 
certain,  then  they  must  be  certain,  and  if  so,  then 
the  certainty  of  their  actually  occurring  must  depend 
either  upon  God's  decree  and  providential  control, 
or  else  upon  a  fate  independent  of  God.  It  was  to 
escape  these  supposed  difliculties  that  the  doctrine 
known  as  sdentia  media  was  propounded.  It  was 
supposed  that  God  has  a  knowledge  of  events  as 
conditionally  future,  that  is,  events  neither  merely 
possible  nor  certainly  future,  but  suspended  upon 
conditions  undetermined  by  God.  But  this  ny- 
pothesis  is  of  no  help  and  is  not  true.  Besides  being 
contrary  to  the  Scripture  in  its  idea  that  many  events 
lie  outside  the  decree  of  God,  and  that  God  must 
wait  upon  man  in  His  government  of  the  world, 
there  is  really  no  such  class  of  events  as  this  theory 
asserts.  If  God  foreknows  that  the  conditions  on 
which  they  are  suspended  will  be  fulfilled,  then 
these  events  belong  to  the  class  of  events  which  are 
certainly  future;  whereas  if  God  does  not  know 
whether  or  not  the  conditions  will  be  fulfilled  by 
man,  then  His  foreknowledge  is  denied,  and  these 


events  in  question  belong  to  the  class  of  those  merely 
possible.  Nor  do  the  Scripture  passages  to  which 
appeal  is  made,  such  as  Gen  11  6;  Ex  3  19;  Dt 
7  3.4;  1  S  23  10-13;  2  S  12  8,  etc.  aflFord  abasis 
for  this  doctrine.  The  Scripture  of  course  recog- 
nizes that  God  has  put  all  things  in  relations  of  mu- 
tual dependence,  and  speaks  of  what  can  or  cannot 
happen  under  such  and  such  conditions;  but  none 
of  these  passages  assert  or  imply  that  the  events  are 
suspended  upon  conditions  which  are  either  un- 
known or  unaetermined  by  God. 

God's  foreknowledge,  according  to  the  Scripture 
teaching,  is  based  upon  His  plan  or  eternal  puipose, 
which  embraces  everything  that  comes 
3.  Fore-  to  pass.  God  is  never  represented  as 
knowledge  a  mere  onlooker  seeing  the  future  course 
Based  on  of  events,  but  having  no  part  in  it. 
Foreordi-  That  God  has  such  a  plan  is  the  teach- 
nation  ing   of   the   entire   Scripture.    It   is 

implied  in  the  OT  conception  of  God  as 
an  Omnipotent  Person  governing  all  tnings  in  accord- 
ance with  His  will.  This  idea  is  involved  in  the 
names  of  God  in  the  patriarchal  revelation,  '£/, 
^Sldhlm^  *El  Shaddayf  and  in  the  prophetic  name 
Jeh  of  Hosts.  This  latter  name  teaches  not  only 
God's  infinite  power  and  glory,  but  also  makes  Him 
known  as  interposing  in  accordance  with  His  sover- 
eign will  and  purpose  in  the  affairs  of  this  world,  and 
as  having  also  the  spiritual  powers  of  the  heavenly 
world  at  His  disposal  for  the  execution  of  His 
eternal  purpose.  Hence  this  idea  of  God  comes  to 
signify  the  omnipotent  Ruler  of  the  universe  (Ps 
24  10;  Isa  6  3;  51  5;  54  5;  Jer  10  16;  Am  9  5; 
cf  Oehler,  Theol.ofthe  OT,  ET,  II,  280). 

Not  only  in  this  conception  of  God  as  omnipotent 
and  sovereign  Ruler  is  the  thought  of  His  eternal 
plan  evolved:  it  is  explicitly  asserted  throughout 
the  whole  OT.  The  purpose  of  God  as  determining 
human  history  in  the  Book  of  Gen  lies  clearly  upon 
the  surface  of  the  narrative,  as,  for  example,  in  the 
history  of  Abraham  and  of  Joseph.  And  where  there 
is  no  abstract  statement  of  this  truth,  it  is  evident 
that  the  writer  regards  every  event  as  but  the  imf old- 
ing  of  the  purpose  of  God.  In  the  Psalms,  Prophets, 
and  Wisdom  literature,  this  truth  finds  explicit  ana 
reiterated  assertion.  Jeh  has  an  eternal  purpose 
(Ps  33  11),  and  this  purpose  will  certainly  come  to 
pass  (Isa  14  27;  43  13).  This  purpose  includes 
all  events  and  renders  certain  their  occurrence  (Isa 
14  24;  40  10;  46  9.10;  Zee  1  6).  In  the  Wisdom 
literature  the  ethical  character  of  this  plan  is  dwelt 
upon,  as  well  as  its  all-embracing  character,  and  the 
certainty  of  its  fulfihnent  (Prov  16  4.33;  19  21: 
20  24;  Job  28  23).  The  providential  control 
wherewith  Jeh  executes  this  plan  includes  the  heart 
of  man  (Prov  21  1). 

The  NT  likewise  regards  all  history  as  but  the 
unfolding  of  God's  eternal  purpose  (Acts  4  28), 
which  includes  man's  salvation  (Eph  1  4.5;  2  Tim 
1  9),  the  provision  of  Christ  as  Saviour  (1  Pet  1 
20),  and  the  good  works  of  the  Christian  (Eph  2 
10).    See  Predestination. 

Now  while  the  writers  of  the  OT  and  the  NT  do  not 
write  In  an  abstract  or  philosophical  manner  nor  enter 
Into  metaphysical  explanations  of  the  relation  between 
God's  foreknowledge  and  foreordination,  it  is  perfectly 
evident  that  they  had  a  clear  conception  upon  this  sub- 
ject. Although  anthropomorphisms  are  ulsed  in  regard 
to  the  manner  in  which  God  knows.  He  is  never  con- 
ceived as  if  He  obtained  His  knowledge  of  the  future  as 
a  mere  onlooker  eazing  down  the  course  of  events  in 
time.  The  idea  that  the  onmlpotent  Creator  and  sov- 
ereign Ruler  of  the  universe  should  sovem  the  world 
and  form  His  plan  as  contingent  and  dependent  upon  a 
mere  foresight  of  events  outside  His  purpose  and  control 
is  not  only  contrary  to  the  entire  Scriptural  idea  of  God's 
sovereignty  and  omnipotence,  but  is  also  contrary  to  the 
Scriptural  idea  of  God's  foreknowledge  which  is  alwasrs 
conceived  as  dependent  upon  His  sovereign  purpose. 
According  to  the  Scriptural  conception,  God  foreknows 
because  Be  has  foreordained  ail  tnings,  and  because  in 
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His  providence  He  will  certainly  bring  all  to  pass.  Hia 
foreknowledge  is  not  a  dependent  one  which  must  wait 
upon  events,  but  is  simply  the  knowledge  which  God  has 
of  His  own  eternal  purpose.  Dillmann  has  called  this 
"a  productive  foreknowledge"  (Handbuch  d.  atteat.  TheoL, 
251).  This  is  not  exactly  correct.  The  OT  does  not 
conceive  God's  foreknowledge  as  "  producing  "  or  causing 
events.  But  when  Dillmann  says  that  in  the  OT  there 
is  no  hint  of  an  "idle  foreknowledge"  on  God's  part,  he 
is  giving  expression  to  the  truth  that  in  the  OT  God's 
foreknowledge  is  based  unon  His  foreordination  and 
providential  control  of  aO  things.  The  Divine  fore- 
knowledge, therefore,  depends  upon  the  Divine  purpose 
which  has  determined  the  world  plan  (Am  8  7).  and  all 
its  details  (Job  28  26.27).  Before  man  is  bom  God 
knows  him  and  chooses  him  for  his  work  (Jer  1  6;  Job 
28  13.14),  and  God's  thorough  knowledge  of  man  in  Ps 
139  is  made  to  rest  upon  the  fact  that  God  has  deter- 
mined man's  lot  beforehand  (Ps  189  14-16). 

The  same  thing  is  true  of  the  NT  teaching  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  Divine  foreknowledge  is  simply  God's  knowl- 
edge of  His  own  eternal  purpose.  This  is  esp.  clear  in 
those  cases  where  God's  eternal  purpose  of  redemption 
through  Christ  is  represented  as  a  mystery  which  is 
known  by  God  and  which  can  be  known  by  man  only 
when  it  pleases  God  to  reveal  it  (Eph  1  9;  8  4.9). 

While,  therefore,  the  foreknowledge  of  God  in  the 
sense  of  prescience  is  asserted  in  the  NT,  this  is  not 

the  meaning  of  the  term  when  used 
4.  Fore-  to  translate  the  Or  words  progind- 
knowledge  skein  and  vrogndsis.  These  words 
as  Eqttiva-  which  are  tr^  in  AV  and  RV  by  the 
lent  to  word  "foreknowledge,"  and  once  by 

Foreordi-  the  word  "foreordam"  (1  Pet  1  20 
nation  AV),   mean    much  more   than   mere 

intellectual  foresight  or  prescience. 
Both  the  vb.  and  the  noun  approach  the  idea  of 
foreordination  and  are  closely  connected  with  that 
idea  in  the  passages  where  these  words  occur.  Thus 
in  Peter's  speeches  in  Acts  the  predestination  which 
finds  expression  in  4  28  is  practically  identified  with 
the  term  progndsis  in  2  23.  Everything  which 
happened  to  Jesus  took  place  in  accordance  with 
''the  determinate  counsel  and  foreknowledge  of 
God,"  so  that  nothing  happened  except  that  which 
God  had  foreordained.  In  this  verse  the  term  fore- 
knowledge is  an  expansion  of  the  idea  of  God's 
"counsel  or  plan,  regarding  it  as  an  intelligent 
prearrangement,  the  idea  of  foreknowledge  being 
assimilated  to  that  of  foreordination.  Tbe  same 
idea  is  found  in  1  Pet  1  20.  Here  the  apostle 
speaks  of  Christ  as  a  lamb  "foreordained''  by  God 
before  the  foundation  of  the  world.  The  Ur  vb. 
proegndsminou,  meaning  lit.  "foreknown"  (as  in 
RV)  is  tr^  "foreordained"  in  AV.  It  is  evidently 
God's  foreordination  of  Jesus  aa  Saviour  which 
Peter  has  in  mind.  Also  in  1  Pet  1  2  those  to 
whom  the  apostle  is  writing  are  characterized  as 
"elect  acoordms  to  the  foreknowledge  [prognosia]  of 
God,"  where  the  election  is  based  on  the  "fore- 
knowledge." By  the  progndsis  or  foreknowledge, 
however,  far  more  is  meant  than  prescience.  It 
has  the  idea  of  a  purpose  which  determines  the 
course  of  the  Divine  procedure.  If  it  meant  simply 
prevision  of  faith  or  love  or  any  quality  in  the  ob- 
jects of  the  election,  Peter  would  not  only  flatly 
contradict  Paul  (Rom  9  11;  Eph  1  3.4;  2  Tun 
1  9) ;  but  also  such  a  rendering  would  conflict  with 
the  context  of  this  passage,  because  the  objects  of 
election  are  chosen  "unto  obedience  and  sprinkling 
of  the  blood  of  ...  .  Christ,"  so  that  their  new 
obedience  and  relation  to  Christ  are  determined  by 
their  election  by  God,  which  election  springs  from 
a  "foreknowledge"  which  therefore  cannot  mean  a 
mere  prescience. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  was  a  classical  use  of  the 
simple  vb.  gindskein  in  the  sense  of  "reeolve,"  and  more 
esp.  of  the  fact  that  this  word  is  used  in  the  NT  to  denote 
an  affectionate  or  loving  regard  or  approbation  in  accord- 
ance with  a  common  use  of  the  Heb  y&dha'  (Mt  7  23; 
1  Oor  8  3;  Gal  4  9;  2  Tim  8  19).  there  is  nothing 
arbitrary  in  giving  it  this  sense  when  compounded  with 
the  preposition  pro  when  the  context  clearly  demands  it, 
as  it  does  in  the  above  passage  (cf  Johnstone,  Comm.  on 
Pet  in  loc. :    per  conira  Meyer  on  passages  in  Acts  and 


Rom).  The  word  prognd»\»  is.  however,  discriminated 
from  "predestination."  It  is  that  loving  regard  in  God 
from  wnich  the  Divine  election  springs,  which  election 
Peter  evidently  regarded  as  sovereign,  since  sanctifl- 
cation  is  only  a  confirmation  of  it  (2  Pet  1  10),  and 
stmnbling  and  disobedience  are  referred  to  'appoint- 
ment to  unbelief'  (1  Pet  2  8).  Here,  then,  we  nave  a 
pregnant  use  of  foreknowledge  in  which  it  is  assimilated 
to  the  idea  of  purpose,  and  denotes  a  sovereign  and  loving 
regard. 

The  word  progn6»i8  is  also  found  in  this  sense  in  the 
writings  of  Paul,  in  cases  where  it  is  manifestly  impossible 
to  regard  it  as  a  mere  intellectual  foresight,  not  only 
because  of  Paul's  doctrine  that  election  is  absolutely 
sovereign  (Eph  1  3.4;  Rom  9  11;  2  Tim  1  9).  but  also 
because  of  the  contexts  in  which  the  term  occurs. 

In  Rom  8  29.30  the  word  "foreknow"  occurs 
in  immediate  connection  with  God's  predestination 
of  the  objects  of  salvation.  Those  whom  God  fore- 
knew. He  also  did  predestinate  to  be  conformed  to 
the  image  of  EQs  son.  Now  the  foreknowledge  in 
this  case  cannot  mean  a  mere  prescience  or  fore- 
sight of  faith  (Meyer,  Godet)  or  love  (Weiss)  in  the 
subjects  of  salvation,  which  faith  or  love  is  sup- 
posed to  determine  the  Divine  predestination. 
This  would  not  only  contradict  Paul's  view  of  the 
absolutely  sovereign  and  gracious  character  of  elec- 
tion, but  is  diametrically  opposed  to  the  context  of 
this  passage.  These  verses  form  a  part  of  the  en- 
couragement which  Paul  offers  his  readers  for  their 
troubles,  including  their  own  inward  weakness. 
The  apostle  tells  them  that  they  may  be  sure  that 
all  things  work  together  for  good  to  them  that  love 
God;  and  these  are  defined  as  being  those  whom 
God  has  called  in  accordance  with  His  purpose. 
Their  loye  to  God  is  evidently  their  love  as  Chris- 
tians, and  is  the  result  of  a  calling  which  itself  follows 
from  an  eternal  purpose,  so  that  their  Christian 
love  is  simply  the  means  by  which  they  may  know 
that  they  have  been  the  subjects  of  this  call.  They 
have  not  come  within  the  sphere  of  God's  love  by 
their  own  choice,  but  have  been  "called"  into  this 
relationship  by  God,  and  that  in  accordance  with  an 
eternal  purpose  on  His  part. 

What  follows,  therefore,  must  have  as  its  motive  simply 
to  unfold  and  ground  this  assurance  of  salvation  by  trac- 
ing it  all  back  to  the  "foreknowledge"  of  Ood.  To 
r^^d  this  foreknowledge  as  contingent  upon  anything 
in  man  would  thus  be  in  flat  contradiction  with  the  entire 
context  of  the  passage  as  well  as  its  motive.  The  word 
"foreknowledge"  here  evidently  has  the  premant  sense 
which  we  found  it  to  have  in  Peter.  Hence  those  whom 
God  predestinates,  calls,  justifies  and  glorifies  are  just 
those  whom  He  has  looked  upon  with  His  sovereign  love. 
To  assign  any  other  meanii^  to  "foreknowledge"  here 
would  be  out  of  accord  with  the  usage  of  the  t«nn  else- 
whOTe  in  the  NT  when  it  is  put  in  connection  with  pre- 
destination, and  would  contradict  the  purpose  for  wnic^ 
Paul  introduces  the  passage,  that  is,  to  assure  his  readers 
that  their  ultimate  salvation  depends,  not  on  their  weak- 
ness, but  on  God's  sovereign  love  and  grace  and  power. 

It  is  equally  impossible  to  give  the  word  prognosis 
any  other  sense  in  the  other  passage  where  Paul 
uses  it.  In  Rom  11  2,  speaking  of  the  Jews,  Paul 
says  that  "God  did  not  cast  off  his  people  which  he 
foreknew."  It  is  quite  impossible  to  regard  this 
as  meaning  that  God  had  a  foresight  or  mere  pre- 
vision of  some  quality  in  Israel  which  determmed 
His  choice  of  them,  not  only  because  it  is  the  teach- 
ing of  the  entire  Scripture  that  God's  choice  of 
Israel  was  sovereign  and  gracious,  and  not  only 
because  of  the  actual  history  of  Israel,  but  also 
because  of  the  context.  Paul  says  that  it  would  be 
absurd  to  suppose  that  God  had  cast  off  His  people 
because  He  foreknew  them,  His  foreknowledge  of 
them  being  adduced  as  a  ground  for  His  not  casting 
them  off.  Hence  the  argument  would  have  no  force 
if  anything  in  Israel,  foreseen  by  God,  were  sup- 
posed to  ground  an  assurance  that  He  had  not  cast 
them  off,  because  the  context  is  full  of  the  hardness 
of  heart  and  unbeUef  of  Israel.  The  foreknowledge 
here  has  evidently  the  same  sense  as  in  the  former 
passage. 
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Foreknowledge,  therefore,  in  the  NT  is  more  than 
mere  prescience.  It  is  practically  identical  with 
the  Divine  decree  in  two  mstances,  and  in  the  other 
places  where  the  term  occurs  it  denotes  the  sov- 
ereign loving  regard  out  of  which  springs  God's 
Sredestination  or  election  of  men  to  salvation.  See 
Omniscience;   Predestination. 

LiTBBATURE. — Bssides  the  Comms.  on  the  appropriate 
passages,  esp.  those  on  Isadah,  see  Dillmann,  Handbuch 
d.  alUe»t.  TheoL,  249-52;  H.  Schultz,  AUtett.  Theol.,  417, 
421;  H.  Cremer,  Die  chrUUicke  Lehre  von  den  Eigen' 
Bchaften  Oottea,  Beitrdge  *ur  Fdrderung  chritll.  Theol.,  I, 
93-101 ;  Stewart,  art.  "  Foreknowledge."  HDB,  II,  51-53. 
Ck>n8iderable  Bib.  as  well  as  historical  material  will  be 
found  in  works  on  systematic  theology,  such  as  Btfhl, 
Dogmatik,  54-59;  Bavinck,  Gereformeerde  Dogmatik*,  I, 
182-95.  For  a  history  of  the  discussion  of  the  problem 
of  foreknowledge  and  freedom  see  J.  MUller,  Die  christL 
Lehre  von  der  Sunde,  III,  2,  2.  See  also  literature  under 
Omniscience. 

On  the  relation  of  foreknowledge  and  foreordination, 
and  the  meaning  of  progndeia,  see  K.  MUller.  Die  gdUliehe 
Zuvoreehung  una  Erwdhlung,  37  f,  81  f ;  Pflelderer,  Pauli- 
nt«mu«>,  268  f ;  Urchristentum,  289;  Gennrich.  Studien 
zur  Pauliniechen  HeiUordnung,  3.  K.,  1898,  377  f ;  and 
on  the  meaning  of  wpoyivuKTKtiv  in  Rom  8  29  see  esp. 
pp.  382-95;  also  Cremer.  BiblMheol.  WOrterb.,  263-65; 
Beyschlag,  i^eute«<.  Theol.,  II,  109;  B.  Weiss,  Bio.,  Theol. 
of  NT,  £T,  I.  205  f;  II,  6;  H.  Holtzmann.  Lehrbuch  d. 
neuteet.  Theol.,  II,  165  f;  B.  B.  Warfleld.  art.  "Pre- 
destination." HDB,  TV,  52-57.  See  also  discussions 
of  the  meaningof  wftoyivwtrKtiy  in  the  Comms.  on  1  Pet 
and  Rom,  esp.  Fritzsche  on  Rom  8  29,  and  Johnstone  on 
1  Pet  1  2.     See  also  literature  under  Predestination. 

Caspar  Wistar  Hodge 

FOREORDAIN,  for-6r-dan',  FOREORDINA- 
TION, f6r-6r-di-na'shun:  The  word  "foreordain" 
is  uniformly  used  in  RV  to  render  the  Gr  rpoopl^ta, 
proorizdj  in  the  passages  where  this  vb.  occurs  (Acts 
4  28;  Rom  8  29.30;  1  Cor  2  7;  Eph  1  6.11). 
In  the  passages  in  Rom  and  Eph  it  takes  the  place 
of  the  AV  word  "predestinate,"  a  return  to  the  usage 
of  the  older  Eng.  VSS.  The  word  has  simply  the 
sense  of  determining  beforehand .  It  is  thus  kindred 
in  meaning  with  a  number  of  other  NT  words  ex- 
pressing the  idea  of  Divine  purpose,  as  "foreknow" 
(in  pregnant  sense.  Act6  2  23;  Kom  8  29,  etc); 
"determme"  (Acts  17  26) :  "appoint"  (1  Pet  2  8). 
Foreordination,  in  the  wiclest  sense,  is  coextensive 
with  the  sphere  of  God's  imiversal  providence,  being 
but  another  name  for  that  Divine  plan,  purpose  or 
counsel  which  embraces  all  things,  great  and  small 
(Mt  10  29.30),  that  happen  in  Nature,  or  fall  out 
in  human  life.  Man's  free  actions  are  not  regarded 
in  Scripture  as  excluded  from  it  (Acts  2  28). 
Foreordmation,  at  the  same  time,  is  not  to  be  con- 
ceived of  as  in  any  way  overriding,  or  doins  vio- 
lence to,  human  freedom.  Man  acts  freely,  as 
Nature  acts  necessarily,  but  it  is  God  who  appoints 
the  time,  place  and  circumstances  of  the  free  act, 
permits  its  happening,  and  overrules  it  and  its 
issues  for  the  furthering  of  His  own  wise  and  holy 
ends.  See  Providence.  Foreordination  in  the 
sphere  of  grace  has  respect  to  the  choice,  calling 
and  blessing  of  those  who,  through  faith,  are  made 
partakers  of  eternal  life  (Rom  8  29.30;  Eph  1 
5.11).  In  this,  its  soteriological  aspect,  the  subject 
is  considered  in  special  articles.  See  Choose; 
Election;  Predestination.  James  Orr 

FOREPART,  for'part:  The  tr  of  D'^JJ,  pdnlm, 
"face"  (Ex  28  27;  89  20;  1  K  6  20,  RV  "within"; 
Ezk  42  7,  RV  "before"),  and  of  Tp<ipa,  prdra,  the 
forward  part  of  a  ship,  the  prow  (Acts  27  41,  "the 
forepart  stuck  fast,     RV  "the  foreship  struck"). 

ARV  has  "its  forepart  into"  for  "with  his  face 
towards"  (Joel  2  20  m  "with  its  forepart") :  "in  the 
forepart  thereof"  for  "before  it"  (Ex  28  25;  39 
18). 

FORERUNNER,  for-run'er  (irp68po|Ms,  pr&- 
dromos):  This  word  occurs  but  once  in  the  Biole: 
"Whither  as  a  forerunner  Jesus  entered  for  us" 


(He  6  20).  The  word  signifies  one  who  comes  in 
advance  to  a  place  where  the  rest  are  to  follow,  or 
one  who  is  sent  on  before  as  a  scout  to  take  obser- 
vations. In  this  sense  Christ  is  our  forerunner  for 
He  has  gone  into  heaven  to  prepare  a  place  for  His 
people  into  which  He  will  eventually  lead  them. 
The  idea  of  a  forerunner  is  peculiar  to  the  Christian 
dispensation.  The  OT  Levitical  economy  knew 
nothing  of  such.  The  high  priest  was  a  represent- 
ative, not  a  forerunner:  where  he  led,  viz.  into  the 
Holy  of  Holies,  the  people  could  not  follow.  He 
was  not  the  pioneer  of  the  people;  Christ  is. 
Christ  goes  nowhere  but  where  His  people  may 
follow.  He  is  the  file-leader  (cf  He  12  2,  "the 
author  ....  of  faith").  He  goeth  before  His 
people  to  prepare  the  way  for  them,  to  open  the 
gates  of  heaven  by  His  atoning  blood  and  priestly 
intercession.  The  believer  is  Ted  into  full  fellow- 
ship with  Crod  through  Jesus  Christ.  See  also  John 
the  Baptist;  Runner.  William  Evans 

FORESAIL,  fOr'sal,  for's'l  (Acts  27  40).  See 
Ships  and  Boats. 

FORESHIP,  fSr'ship  (Acts  27  30).  See  Fore- 
part; Ships  and  Boats. 

FORESKIN,  f 5r'skin  (nbn7 ,  V/dA;  &Kpopv<rTUh 
ahrdbnstiay  often  euphemistically  tr<*  "uncircum- 
cision"): 

(1)  Li  the  literal  sense  the  word  is  frequently 
mentioned  owing  to  the  rite  of  circumcision  in  vogue 
in  Israel  since  the  days  of  Abraham  ((^en  17  9-14) 
and  among  several  other  peoples  of  antiquity  and 
modem  times.  The  act  of  circumcision  is  represent- 
ed in  the  temple  of  Khonsu.  a  medical  deity,  at  Kar- 
nak.  Among  the  Jews  of  antiquity  circumcision 
had  to  be  performed  by  means  of  a  flint  or  stone 
knife  (Ex  4  25;  Josh  6  2.3)  on  the  eighth  day 
after  birth  (Gen  17  12;  21  4;  Lev  12  3;  Lk  2 
21;  Phil  3  5),  even  if  this  day  was  the  Sabbath 
(Jn  7  23). 

Very  early  we  find  the  practice  one  of  which  the 
descendants  of  Abraham  became  proud  (Gen  84 
14),  so  that  we  see  the  uncircumcised  despised  and 
scorned  (1  S  17  26),  and  in  the  time  of  oppression 
under  King  Antiochus  Epiphanes  many  Israelites 
suffered  martyrdom  rather  than  give  up  the  dis- 
tinctive sign  of  their  people  (1  Mace  1  48.60.61; 
2  Mace  6  10).  Among  the  Arabs  and  all  Mo- 
hammedans the  custom  of  circumcision  prevails 
from  pre-Islamic  times,  for  it  is  nowhere  ordered 
in  the  Koran,  and  the  appellation  "uncircumcised" 

G^ftJig »  ghalaf)  is  considered  the  greatest  possible 
insult. 

A  peculiar  martial  custom  is  mentioned  in  1  S  18  25. 
27  (cf  2  S  8  14).  where  Saul  ia  represented  as  asking 
"a  hundred  foreskins  of  the  Philis"  as  a  dowry  from 
David  for  the  hand  of  Michal.  This  does  not  seem  to 
have  been  an  exceptional  booty  in  war,  esp.  if  it  meant 
that  no  very  careful  operation  was  expected  to  be  per- 
formed, but  the  act  became  practically  equivalent  to 
extermination.  We  find  in  Egyp  history  at  the  time  of 
Ramses  III,  that  an  invasion  into  Egypt  had  been  made 
by  several  Libyan  tribes  (see  Damichen.  Hietor.  Inachr.,  I, 
plates  I-VI.  and  II.  plates  47  ff).  The  Egyp  army  sent 
against  the  invaders  defeated  them  and  returned  with 
a  large  number  of  karncUha  which  is  a  transcription  into 
hieroglyphics  of  the  Sem  word,  niSHJJ .  l^artndth,  the  word 

being  used  euphemistically  as  is  proven  by  the  accom- 
panying determinative  sign  of  a  phallus.  See  Chabas, 
^tudee  eur  Vantiifuiii  hietorique  d'apria  lea  aourcea  ^gyp- 
tiennes,  etc,  234;  Bondi,  Hebr.-Phoen,  Lehnworte  im  Bgyp» 
tiachen,  Leipzig.  1886,  72-74. 

(2)  Metaphorically  the  word  is  used  in  a  varietv 
of  ways:  (a)  In  the  sense  of  "unlawful,"  "forbid- 
den as  food,"  "taboo."  The  fruit  of  newly  planted 
trees  was  not  to  be  eaten  (Lev  19  23-25).  (h)  In 
the  sense  of  "obstinacy,"  "opposition  to  Clod's 
law."      The  rite  of  circumcision  meant  submission 
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under  the  law.  While  an  outward  form  could  not 
be  identical  with  an  inward  attitude  toward  God, 
the  use  of  the  word  ''circumcision"  was  soon  ex- 
tended to  that  of  purity  and  obedience  of  the  heart 
(Dt  10  16;  SO  6;  and  Col  2  11,  where  this  cir- 
cumcision IS  called  a  ''circumcision  not  made  with 
hands,  ....  the  circmncision  of  Christ'')*  The 
uselessness  of  outward  circumcision,  which  does  not 
include  obedience  and  purity,  is  shown  by  St.  Paul 
(Rom  2  25:  1  Cor  7  18;  cf  Acts  7  61).  (c)  In 
the  sense  of  "Gentiles,"  "non-Israelites"  (Gal  2  7; 
Eph  2  11;  Col  8  11).  See  Circumcision;  Con- 
cision. H.  L.  E.  LUEBINQ 

FOREST,  for'est: 

(1)  tiJlH,  hdresh  (cf  proper  name  Harosheth)^ 
2  Ch  27  4.  In  1  S  23  15ff  tr<*  "wood";  in  Isa 
17  9,  "wood";  in  Ezk  81  3,  "forest-like  shade." 
Applied  to  any  thick  growth  of  y^^tation  but  not 
necessarily  so  extensive  as  (3). 

(2)  011,8,  parde§:  Neh  2  8,  m  "park";  Eccl  2 
6,  AV  "orchards,"  RV  "parks";  Cant  4  13,  EV 
"orchard,"  RVm  "paradise."  A  word  of  Pers  origin 
signifying  probably  an  inclosure.    See  Paradise. 

(3)  "^y^,  ya^ar,  from  root  meaning  "rugged"; 
cf  Arab,  tva^ar.  "a  rugged,  stony  region."  It  is 
sometimes  rendered  "forest"  and  sometimes  (but 
less  often  in  RV)  "wood."  It  is  used  of  certain  defi- 
nite wooded  tracts:  "the  forest  in  Arabia"  (Isa 
21  13,  m  "thickets");  "the  forest  of  Carmel"  (2  K 
19  23  AV,  RV  "of  his  fruitful  field");  "the  forest  of 
Hereth"  (1  S  22  5);  "the  forest  of  Lebanon" 
(1  K  7  2f;  10  17-21:  2  Ch  9  16-20);  "the 
forest  of  Ephraim,"E.  of  the  Jordan  (2  S  18  6.8.17). 
The  word  ya'^ar  appears  also  in  well-known  Kiriath- 
jearim,  "the  city  of  forests,"  and  Mt.  Jearim  (Josh 
16  10).  Among  numerous  other  references  the  fol- 
lowing may  be   cited:    Dt  19  6;   Josh  17  15.18; 

1  Ch  16  33 :  2  K  2  24;  Ps  80  13;  88  14:  96  12; 
182  6;  Eccl  2  6;  Cant  2  3;  1  S  7  2;  14  25.26; 
Jer  4  29;  46  23;   Ezk  84  29;   Mic  8  12;  7  14. 

(4)  !f39 »  ^^hakK  from  root  meaning  "to  inter- 
weave." A  "thicket"  (Gen  22  13;  Jer  4  7); 
"thicket  of  trees"  (Ps  74  5):  "thickets  of  the  forest" 
(Isa  9  18;  10  34). 

(5)  D^37,  'Gbhxm,  "thicket"  (Jer  4  29). 

From  many  references  it  is  evident  that  Pal  liad 
in  OT  times  much  more  extensive  forests  and  wood- 
lands than  today.  For  a  discussion  of  the  subject 
see  Botany.  E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

FOREST  OF  EPHRAIM.    See  Ephraim. 

FORETELL,  fSr-tel'  FORETOLD,  fOr-told': 
The  AV  occurrences  of  these  words  in  the  NT  repre- 
sent as  many  Gr  terms,  and  are  in  each  case  rendered 
dififerently  in  RV:  (1)  Mk  18  23  (rpoeiTov,  proei- 
pon),  RV  "told  beforehand"-  (2)  Acts  8  24  (xpo- 
KarayyiKKta,  prokataggUld) ^  RV  simply  "told";    (3) 

2  Cor  18  2  (Tpo\&Yv,  proUgo),  RV  "said  before- 
hand," m  "plainly";  cf  1  Thess  8  4.  The  fore- 
telling of  future  events  is  claimed  in  the  OT  as  a 
prerogative  of  Jeh  (Isa  41  22.23;  42  9,  etc;  cf 
Dt  18  22).    See  Prophecy. 

FORFEIT,  fdr'fit  (Dnn,  hdram):  "Forfeit"  (from 
forisfacerej  "to  act  beyond")  implies  loss  through 
transgression  or  non-observance  of  some  law  or 
rule.  The  word  occurs  only  once  as  the  tr  of  hd- 
ranit  "to  shut  in,"  frequently  to  devote  or  conse- 
crate a  person  or  thing  to  God  beyond  redemption 
(cf  Lev  27  28.29;  Mic  4  13;  Ezr  10  8,  "That 
whosoever  came  not  within  three  days,  ....  all 
his  substance  should  be  forfeited,  and  himself  sepa- 
rated from  the  assembly  of  the  captivity,"  AVm, 
ARVm  and  RV  "devoted";  cf  1  Esd  9  4,  "Their 
cattle  should  be  seized  to  the  use  of  the  temple" 


[anierdd,  "to  consecrate,"  "devote"];  6  32,  "all  his 
goods  seized  for  the  long"  [td  kupdrchonia  aiUoH 
einai  {eia)  hasilikd]), 

RV  has  "forfeited"  OiOdheah,  "consecrated," 
"devoted")  for  "defiled"  (Dt  22  9),  m  "Heb  con- 
secrated"; "forfeit  his  life"  for  "lose  his  own  soul" 
(pstuM)  (Mt  16  26:  Mk  8  36);  "lose  or  for- 
feit his  own  self"  for  "lose  himself  or  be  cast  away" 
(Lk  0  25.  heaiUdn  di  apoUsas  t  zSmidlhels;  tS- 
midd  is  the  LXX  for  ^dnashf  "to  be  mulcted,"  or 
"fined,"  Ex  21  22;  Dt  22  19;  Prov  17  26  m;  19 
19;  21  11;  22  3);  Wevmouth  renders  Lk  9  25, 
"to  have  lost  or  forfeited  his  own  self"  (or  "had  to 
pay  his  own  self — ^his  own  existence — as  a  fine") :  in 
the  other  instances  of  zemiod  (1  Cor  8  15;  Phil 
3  8),  AV  and  RV  render  "suffer  loss."  "suffered 
.  .  .  .  loss";  2  Cor  7  9  AV,  "receive  damage." 

W.  L.  Walker 

FORGE,  fOrj,  FORGER,  fSr'jSr  (Spp,  yiphal): 
"Forgers  of  Ues"  occurs  in  Job's  replv  to  his  com- 
forters (18  4;  cf  14  17);  the  word  is  the  tr  of 
faphal,  "to  patch,"  "lay  on,"  "besmear,"  hence  to 
impute,  overcharge,  etc;  in  Ps  119  69,  "forged" 
occurs  with  a  similar  meaning:  "The  proud  have 
forged  a  lie  against  me"  (cf  Sir  51  2).    'Torger,"  in 


every  artificer  in  brass  and  iron,"  RV  "the  forger 
of  every  cutting  instrument  of  brass  and  iron,"  m 
"an  instructor  of  every  artificer  of  copper  and  iron." 

W    L    ^VaLiKeil 

FORGET,  for-get',  FORGETFIJL,  for-get'ful 
(n^^,  shdkhah;  imXavddvoiuu,  epilanthdnomai): 
"Forget"  is  to  fail  to  hold  in  mind,  and  the  forget- 
fulness  may  be  either  innocent  or  blameworthy. 
In  the  OT  the  word  is  most  frequently  used  as  tr 
of  shdkhahk  in  a  blameworthy  sense:  to  forget  the 
covenant,  the  law,  Jeh  then:  God  (Dt  4  9.23.31; 
6  12;  Jgs  8  7;  1  S  12  9;  Ps  44  20,  etc).  In  an 
innocent  or  neutral,  sometimes  good,  sense  it  is  used 
in  Gen  27  45;  Dt  24  19;  Job  9  27;  11  16;  24 
20;  Ps  102  4,  etc.  It  is  also  used  of  God  forgetting 
or  not  seeming  to  care  (Ps  9  12;  10  11.12:  18  1; 
42  9;  77  9;  Isa  49  15.  etc).  To  "forget'*  some- 
times means  to  forsake  (Ps  45  10;  74  19,  etc). 

In  the  NT  epilanthanomai  is  used  of  simple  for- 
getting (Mt  16  5 1  Mk  8  14,  etc;  in  Lk  12  6  the 
sense  of  care  is  implied);  Phil  8  13.  "forgetting 
the  things  which  are  behind,"  has  the  force  of  leav- 
ing behind.  "Forgetful"  in  Jas  1  25  is  epUesmoni, 
RV  "a  hearer  that  forgetteth."  "For^etfuhiess'* 
Ps  88  12,  "the  land  of  forgetfulness,"  is  a  s3mo- 
nym  for  Sheol,  where  all  forget  and  are  forgotten. 
RV  has  "forget  not"  for  "be  ignorant  of"  (2  Pet  8 
8;  similarly  ver  6).  W.  L.  Walker 

FORGIVENESS,  for-giv'nes  (nip? ,  kdphar,  »VJ , 
ndsd\  nbp,  ^dlah;  AiroXiptcv,  apolueiuy  xa^C^wiv^t 
charizeathaif  &^o*is,  dphesiSj  irdpc<rcs,  pdresis): 

1.  Etymology 

2.  Pagan  and  Jewish  Ideas 

3.  The  Teaching  of  Christ 

4.  Conditions  of  Forgivencsj 

5.  The  Offended  Party 

6.  Divine  and  Human  Forgiveness 

7.  ForgiyeneBS  and  Justiflcation 

8.  OT  Teaching 

9.  Limitations  of  Forsiveness 

10.  Christ's  Power  to  Forgive  Sins 

11.  The  Need  of  an  Atonement 

12.  The  NT  Doctrine  of  Atonement 

Of  the  seven  words,  three  Heb  and  four  Gr,  which 
are  used  to  express  the  idea  of  forgiveness,  the  last 
two  occur  in  this  sense  only  once  each. 
1.  Ety-  Apoluein   (Lk  6  37)  is  used  because 

mology  of  the  analogy  of  sin  to  debt,  and  de- 

notes the  release  from  it.     It  has  the 
meaning  "forgiveness' '  in  2  Mace  12  45  also,  in 
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which  passage  the  word  for  sin  is  expressed.  In 
Rom  3  25  Paul  uses  pareaia  instead  of  the  usual 
apheaia.  The  former  means  ' 'putting  aside/'  ''dis- 
regarding/' "pretermission";  the  latter,  'putting 
away"  oompletely  and  imreservedly  (Trench, 
Synonyma  of  the  NT,  §  xxxiii).  It  does  not  mean 
forgiveness  in  the  complete  sense,  and  in  AV  is  in- 
correctly tr**  "remission."  Nor  does  it  mean  that 
God  had  temporarily  suspended  punishment  which 
at  some  later  date  He  might  inflict  (Sanday  on 
Rom  3  25).  It  was  apparent  that  God  had  treated 
sins  as  though  He  had  forgiven  them,  though  in 
fact  such  an  attitude  on  the  part  of  God  was  without 
such  a  foundation  as  was  later  supplied  by  an 
adequate  atonement,  and  so  the  apostle  avoids 
saying  that  God  forgave  them.  This  passing  over 
of  sins  had  the  tendency  of  destroying  man's  con- 
ception of  God's  righteousness,  and  m  order  to  avert 
this  Christ  was  set  forth  as  a  propitiation  and  God's 
disregard  of  sin  (pareaia)  became  a  real  forgiveness 
{apheais):  cf  Acts  14  16;  17  30.  Charizeathai  is 
not  found  outside  of  the  writings  of  Luke  and  Paul, 
and  in  the  sense  "to  forgive  sins^'  is  peculiarly  Paul- 
ine (2  Cor  2  7;  12  13;  Eph  4  32;  Col  2  13; 
8  13).  It  expresses,  as  no  other  of  these  words 
does,  his  conception  of  the  gra<;iousness  of  God's 
pardon.  Kdphar  (Dt  21  8;  Ps  78  38;  Jer  18 
23)  and  ^Olah  (Nu  80  5.8.12j  1  K  8  30.34.36.39. 
50,  etc)  are  used  only  of  Divme  forgiveness,  while 
nOaa'  is  used  in  this  sense  (Ex  82  32;  Nu  14  19; 
Josh  24  19;  Ps  26  18;  82  1.5;  99  8;  Isa  2  9). 
and  also  of  human  forgiveness  (Uen  60  17;  Ex  10 
17;  1  S  26  28).  Remission  (Mt  26  28;  Mk  1  4; 
Lk  1  77;  24  47;  Acts  2  38;  10  43;  He  9  22; 
10  18)  and  blotting  out  (Ps  61  1.9;  Isa  48  25; 
Jer  18  23;  Acts  8  19)  are  synonvms  of  forgive- 
ness, and  to  understand  it  fully  such  words  as  save, 
justify,  reconcile  and  atonement  should  also  be 
considered. 

Forgiveness  was  not  a  pagan  virtue.    The  large- 
souled  man  might  disregard  offences  in  cases  where 

he  considered  them  beneath  his  notice, 
2.  Pagan  but  to  forgive  was  weak-spirited 
and  Jewish  (F.  W.  Robertson  on  1  Cor  4  12). 
Ideas  Even  in  the  OT,  man's  forgiveness  of 

his  fellow-man  is  infrequently  men- 
tioned. In  every  case  the  one  askings  forgiveness 
is  in  a  position  of  subserviency,  and  is  Detitioning 
for  that  to  which  he  has  no  just  light  (Cen  60  17; 
Ex  10  17;  1  S  16  25;  26  28).  llie  Imprecatory 
Psalms  attest  the  fact  that  forgiveness  ot  enemies 
was  not  esteemed  as  a  virtue  by  Israel.  They 
could  appeal  to  the  law  which  enjoined  upon  them 
to  seek  neither  the  peace  nor  the  prosperity 
of  their  avowed  enemies  (Dt  28  6;  cf  Ezr  9  12). 
Jesus  gave  the  popular  summinp-up  of  the  law  and 
not  its  exact  words  when  he  said,  Ye  have  heard 
that  it  was  said  ....  hate  thine  enemy"  (Mt  6 
43).  and  this  certainly  does  represent  their  attitude 
ana  their  understanding  of  the  teaching  of  the 
Scriptures. 

Christ  taught  that  forgiveness  is  a  duty.    No 
limit  can  be  set  to  the  extent  of  forgiveness  (Lk  17 

4)  and  it  must  be  granted  without  re- 
8.  The  serve.    Jesus  will  not  admit  that  there 

Teaching  is  any  wrong  so  gross  nor  so  often 
of  Christ       repeated  that  it  is  beyond  forgiveness. 

To  Him  an  unforgiving  spirit  is  one  of 
the  most  heinous  of  sins  (Bruce,  Parabolic  Teach- 
ing, 376  ff).  This  is  the  offence  which  God  will  not 
forgive  (Mt  18  34.35).  It  is  the  very  essence  of 
the  unpardonable  sin  (Mk  8  22-30).  It  was  the 
one  blemish  of  the  elder  son  which  marred  an  other- 
wise irreproachable  life  (Lk  16  28-30).  This  nat- 
ural, pagan  spirit  of  implacability  Jesus  sought  to 
displace  oy  a  generous,  forgiving  spirit.  It  is  so  far 
the  essence  of  His  teacning  that  in  popular  language 


"a  Christian  spirit"  is  not  inappropriately  under- 
stood to  be  synonymous  with  a  forgiving  disposition. 
His  answer  to  Peter  that  one  should  forgive  not 
merely  seven  times  in  a  day,  but  seventy  times 
seven  (Mt  18  21 .22), not  only  shows  that  He  thou^t 
of  no  limit  to  one's  forgiveness,  but  that  the  prm- 
ciple  could  not  be  reduced  to  a  definite  formula. 

Jesus  recognized  that  there  are  conditions  to  be 
fulfilled  before  forgiveness  can  be  granted.  For- 
giveness is  part  of  a  mutual  relation- 
4.  Condi-  ship;  the  other  part  is  the  repentance 
tions  of  of  the  offender.  God  does  not  forgive 
Forgiveness  without  repentance,  nor  is  it  required 
of  man.  The  effect  of  forgiveness  is 
to  restore  to  its  former  state  the  relationship  which 
was  broken  by  sin.  Such  a  restoration  requires 
the  co5peration  of  both  parties.  There  must  be 
both  a  granting  and  an  acceptance  of  the  forgive- 
ness. Sincere,  deep-felt  sorrow  for  the  wrong  which 
works  repentance  (2  Cor  7  10)  is  the  condition  of 
mind  which  insures  the  acceptance  of  the  forgive- 
ness. Hence  Jesus  commands  forgiveness  when 
the  offender  turns  again,  saying,  ''I  repent"  (Lk  17 
3.4).  It  was  this  state  of  mind  which  led  the  father 
joyfully  to  welcome  the  Prodigal  before  he  even 
gave  utterance  to  his  newly  formed  purpose  (16  21). 
It  is  not  to  be  supposed,  however,  that  failure 
to  repent  upon  the  part  of  the  offender  releases  the 
offended  from  all  obligation  to  extend 
6.  The  forgiveness.    Without  the  repentance 

Offended  of  the  one  who  has  wronged  him  he  can 
Party  have  a  forgiving  state  of  mind.    This 

Jesus  requires,  as  is  implied  by.  "if  ye 
forgive  not  every  one  his  brother  from  your  nearts" 
(Mt  18  35).  It  is  also  implied  by  the  past  tense 
in  the  Lord's  Prayer:  ''as  we  also  have  forgiven  our 
debtors"  (6  12).  It  is  this  forgiving  spirit  which 
conditions  God  s  forgiveness  of  our  sins  (Mk  11  25; 
Mt  6  14.15).  In  such  a  case  the  unforgiving  spirit 
is  essentially  unrepentance  (Mt  18  23-35).  ''Of  all 
acto.  is  not,  for  a  man,  repentance  the  most  Divine?" 
Tne  offended  is  to  go  even  farther  and  is  to  seek 
to  bring  the  wrongdoer  to  repentance.  This  is  the 
purpose  of  the  rebuking  commanded  in  Lk  17  3. 
More  explicitly  Jesus  says,  "If  thy  brother  sin 
against  tnee,  go,  show  him  his  fault  between  thee 
and  him  dione  '  (Mt  18  15-17).  He  is  to  carry  his 
pursuit  to  the  point  of  makine  every  reasonable 
effort  to  win  the  wrongdoer,  and  only  when  he  has 
exhausted  every  effort  ma^  he  abandon  it.  The 
object  is  the  gaining  of  his  brother.  Only  when 
this  is  evidently  unattainable  is  all  effort  to  cease. 

The  power  of  binding  and  loosing,  which  means  for- 
bidding and  allowing,  was  granted  to  Peter  (16  19)  and 
to  the  Christian  community  (18  18;  Jn  80  23).  It 
clearly  implies  the  possession  of  the  power  to  forsive 
sins.  In  tne  case  of  Peter's  power  it  was  exercised  when 
he  used  the  keys  of  the  kingdom  of  heaven  (Mt  16  19). 
This  consisted  in  the  proclamation  of  the  gospel  and  esp. 
of  the  conditions  upon  which  men  might  enter  into  rela- 
tionship with  Ood  (Acts  8  38;  10  34  ft).  It  was  not 
limitedco  Peter  only,  but  was  shared  by  the  other  apostles 
(Mt  16  19;  18  18).  Christ  left  no  fixed  rules  the  ob- 
servance or  non-observance  of  which  would  determine 
whether  one  is  or  is  not  in  the  kingdom  of  God.  He  gave 
to  His  disciples  principles,  and  in  the  application  of  these 
principles  to  the  problems  of  life  there  had  to  be  the 
exercise  of  discriminating  Judgment.  The  exercise  of 
this  Judgment  was  left  to  the  Christian  community  (2 
Cor  8  10).  It  is  limited  by  the  principles  which  are 
the  basis  of  the  kingdom,  but  within  these  principles  the 
voice  of  the  community  is  supreme.  The  forgiveness 
here  implied  is  not  the  pronouncing  of  absolution  for  the 
sins  of  individuals,  but  the  determination  of  courses  of 
conduct  and  worship  which  will  be  acceptable.  In  doing 
this  its  decisions  wili  be  ratified  in  heaven  (Westcott  on 
Jn  90  23). 

That  there  is  a  close  analogjr  between  human  and 
Divine  forgiveness  is  clearly  implied  (Mt  6  23.24; 
6  12;  Mk  11  25;  Lk  6  37;  Col  1  14;  8  13). 
God's  forgiveness  is  conditional  upon  man's  forgive- 
ness of  the  wrongs  done  him,  not  because  God  for- 


ForgiveneM 
Forgo 
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gives  grudgingly  but  because  forgiveness  alone  in- 
dicates that  (tisposition  of  mind  which  will  humbly 
accept  the  Divine  pardon.   Repentance 

6.  Divine  is  a  necessary  ingredient  of  the  fully 
and  Human  developed  forgiveness.  There  is  no 
Forgiveness  essential  difference  between  the  human 

and  the  Divine  pardon,  though  the 
latter  is  necessarily  more  complete.  It  results  in 
the  complete  removal  of  all  estrangement  and  aliena- 
tion between  God  and  man.  It  restores  completely 
the  relationship  which  existed  prior  to  the  sin.  The 
total  removal  of  the  sin  as  a  result  of  the  Divine 
forgiveness  is  variously  expressed  in  the  Scriptures: 
'Thou  hast  cast  all  my  sins  behind  thy  back"  (Isa 
88  17);  'Thou  wilt  cast  all  their  sins  into  the  depths 
of  the  sea"  (Mic  7  19) ;  "I  will  forgive  their  iniquity, 
and  their  sin  will  I  remember  no  more"  (Jer  31  34) ; 
''I,  even  I,  am  he  that  blotteth  out  thy  transgres- 
sions" (Isa  48  25);  ''As  far  as  the  east  is  from  the 
west,  so  far  hath  he  removed  our  transgressions 
from  us"  (Ps  108  12).  Ideally  this  same  result 
is  attained  in  human  forgiveness,  but  actually  the 
memory  of  the  sin  remains  with  both  parties  as  a 
hairier  between  them,  and  even  when  there  is  a 
complete  restoration  of  amity  the  former  state  of 
alienation  cannot  entirely  be  removed  from  memory. 
When  God  forgives,  however,  He  restores  man  to 
the  condition  of  former  favor.  Release  from  pun- 
ishment is  involved,  though  Divine  forgiveness  is 
more  than  this.  In  most  cases  the  consequences, 
which  in  some  instances  are  spoken  of  as  punish- 
ment, are  not  removed,  but  they  lose  all  penal  char- 
acter and  become  disciplinary.  Nor  does  the  for- 
giveness remove  from  human  mind  the  conscious- 
ness of  sin  and  the  guilt  which  that  involved,  but 
it  does  remove  the  mistrust  which  was  the  ground 
of  the  aUenation.  Mistrust  is  changed  into  trust, 
and  this  produces  peace  of  mind  (Ps  82  5-7;  Rom 
5  1);  consciousness  of  the  Divine  love  and  mercy 
(Ps  108  2ff);  removes  fear  of  punishment  (2  S 
12  13) ;  and  awakens  love  to  God. 

Paul  rarely  uses  the  term  "forgveness,"  but  in 

its  place  prefers  justification.    They  are   to  his 

understanding  practically  synonymous 

7.  Forgive-  (Stevens,  Theology  of  the  NT,  418). 
ness  and  He  preferred  the  latter,  however,  be- 
Justification  cause  it  was  better  fittea  to  express  the 

idea  of  secure,  present  and  permanent 
acceptance  in  the  sight  of  God.  It  connoted  both 
a  complete  and  a  permanent  state  of  grace.  In 
ptopular  thought  forgiveness  is  not  so  comprehen- 
sive, but  in  the  Bib.  sense  it  means  no  less  than  this. 
It  removes  all  of  the  guilt  and  cause  of  alienation 
from  the  past;  it  assures  a  state  of  grace  for  the 
present;  and  promises  Divine  mercy  and  aid  for 
the  future.  Its  fulness  cannot  adequately  be  con- 
veyed by  any  one  term  or  formula. 

Divine,  like  human,  forgiveness  Is  always  contingent 
upon  the  fulfilment  of  conditions.  It  must  be  preceded 
by  repentance  and  a  firmly  fixed  Intention  not  to  repeat 
the  offence.  In  addition  to  this,  one  was  required  to 
conform  to  certain  legal  or  formal  acts  before  the  assur- 
ance of  pardon  was  ms.  These  acts  were  expressive  of 
the  slnnev's  state  of  mind.  They  consisted  of  certain 
acts  of  sacrifice  in  the  pre-Christian  times  and  of  baptism 
during  the  ministry  of  John  the  Baptist  (Mk  1  4;  Lk  8 
3)  and  under  Christ  (Acts  8  38;  82  16).  These  acts 
are  never  regarded  as  in  any  sense  a  quid  pro  quo  in  return 
for  which  the  benefit  of  forgiveness  is  granted.  It  is  an 
act  of  pure  grace  on  God's  part,  and  these  acts  are  re- 
quired as  expressions  of  the  man's  attitude  toward  Ood. 
The  state  of  mind  required  in  order  to  obtain  the  gift  of 
forgiveness  is  that  to  which  the  Prodigal  Son  came  (Lk 
16  17-19),  and  that  of  the  sinner  who  went  to  his  house 
Justified  rather  than  the  Pharisee  (18  9-14),  because  he 
realized  that  forgiveness  was  to  him  an  act  of  pure  favor. 

There  was  real  and  actual  forgiveness  of  sins  in 
the  OT  times  as  well  as  since  Christ.  Certain  pas- 
sages have  been  construed  to  teach  that  the  Law 
provided  only  for  a  passing  over  or  rolling  back  of 
sins,  and  that  there  was  not  then  an  actual  for- 


giveness.   The  sacrifices  prescribed  by  the  Law 
were  not  adequate  atonements,  so  that  there  was 
constant  necessity  of  yearly  remem- 
8.  OT  brance  of  sin  (He  10  3;    cf  Lev  16 

Teaching  21).  The  atonement  of  Christ  is,  how- 
ever, of  permanent  adequacy,  and  be- 
came retroactive  in  the  sense  that  it  unified  in 
Christ  the  Divine  arrangement  for  saving  mankind 
in  all  ages  (He  11  40).  "The  passing  over  of  the 
sins  done  aforetime''  (Rom  8  25)  does  not  imply  a 
partial  or  apparent  forgiveness,  but  means  that  they 
were  forgiven,  though  seeminglv  without  adequate 
recognition  on  the  part  of  God  of  their  heinous  char- 
acter. In  view  of  God's  righteous  character  men 
might  naturally  have  expected  punishment,  but 
instead  the  offenders  were  spared  (cf  Acts  14  16;  17 
30).  No  expression  in  the  OT  suggests  any  inade- 
quacy of  the  forgiveness  extended  to  Israel,  but  on 
the  other  hand  many  passages  may  be  quoted  to 
show  how  rich  and  full  it  was  deemed  to  be  (Pss  82, 
103;  Mic  7  19;  Isa  88  17,  Jer  81  34). 

Two  passages  seem  to  limit  God's  forgiveness. 
They  are  Chnst's  discussion  of  the  unpardonable 
sin  (Mt  12  31.32;  Mk  8  28-30;  Lk 
0.  Limita-  12  10),  and  the  one  which  men- 
tions of  tions  the  sin  imto  death  (1  Jn  6  16; 
Forgiveness  cf  He  6  4-6).  In  the  former  passage 
there  is  mentioned  a  sin  which  has  no 
forgiveness,  and  in  the  latter,  one  on  behalf  of  which 
the  apostle  cannot  enjoin  prayer  that  it  be  forgiven, 
though  he  does  not  prohibit  it.  In  both  cases  the 
sin  is  excluded  from  the  customary  forgiveness 
which  is  extended  to  sins  of  all  other  classes. 

The  act  of  the  Pharisees  which  led  Jesus  to  speak  of 
the  unpardonable  sin  was  the  attributing  of  a  good  deed 
wrought  by  Him  through  the  Spirit  of  God  (Mt  18  28) 
to  Beelzebub.  No  one  could  do  such  a  thing  unless  his 
moral  nature  was  completely  warped.  To  such  a  person 
the  fundamental  distinctions  between  good  and  evil  were 
obliterated.  No  ordinary  appeal  oomd  reach  him,  for 
to  him  good  seemed  evil  and  evil  seemed  good.  The 
possibility  of  winning  him  bade  is  practically  gone;  hence 
ne  is  beyond  the  hope  of  forgiveness,  not  because  Ood 
has  set  an  arbitrary  line  of  sinfulness,  beyond  which  His 
grace  of  forgiveness  will  not  reach,  but  because  the  man 
has  put  himself  beyond  the  possibility  of  attaining  to  that 
state  of  mind  which  is  the  essential  condition  of  Divine 
forgiveness.  It  is  practically  certain  that  John  did  not 
have  any  particular  sinful  act  in  mind  when  he  gi>oke  of 
the  sin  which  is  unto  death.    See  Blasphbmt. 

There  is  no  possible  way  of  determining  what 
specific  sin,  if  any,  he  refers  to.  IVobably  the  same 
principle  appUes  in  this  case  as  in  that  of  the  un- 

Eardonable  sin.    God's  forgiveness  is  limited  solely 
y  the  condition  that  man  must  accept  it  in  the 
proper  spirit. 

There  are  some  passages  which  seem  to  imply  that 
forgiveness  was  the  principal  Messianic  task.  This 
is  suggested  by  the  name  given  to  the  Messiah 
during  His  earthly  career  (Mt  1  21),  and  by  the 
fact  tnat  He  was  the  Saviour.  The  remission  of 
sins  was  the  preparation  for  the  advent  of  the  Mes- 
siah (Lk  1  77),  and  repentance  and  remission  of 
sins  were  the  prerequisites  to  a  state  of  preparation 
for  the  kingdom. 

It  is  not  surprising,  therefore,  that  we  find  Jesus 
laying  claim  to  the  power  to  forgive  sins.    This 

provoked  a  bitter  controversy  with 
10.  Christ's  the  Jews,  for  it  was  axiomatic  with 
Power  to  them  that  no  one  could  forgive  sins  but 
Forgive  God  only  (Mk  2  7;  Lk  6  21;  7  49). 
Sins  This  Jesus  did  not  question,  but  He 

would  have  them  infer  from  His  power 
to  forgive  sins  that  He  was  the  possessor  of  Divine 
power.  Jesus  asserted  His  possession  of  this  power 
on  two  occasions  only,  though  it  has  been  insuffi- 
ciently inferred  from  Jn  6  14;  8  11  that  He  was 
accustomed  to  pronounce  absolution  upon  all  of 
those  He  healed.  On  one  of  these  occasions  He 
not  merely  asserted  that  He  possessed  the  power,  but 
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demonstrated  it  by  showing  Himself  to  be  the  pos- 
sessor of  the  Divine  gift  of  healins.  The  impostor 
might  claim  some  such  intangible  power  as  the 
authority  to  forgive  sins,  but  he  would  never  assert 
the  possession  of  such  easily  disproved  power  as 
the  ability  to  heal  the  sick.  But  Jesus  claimed 
both,  and  based  His  claim  to  be  the  possessor  of  the 
former  on  the  demonstration  that  He  possessed 
the  latter.  Grod  would  not  support  an  impostor, 
hence  his  aid  in  healing  the  paralytic  proved  that 
Jesus  could  forgive  sins.  The  multitude  accepted 
this  logic  and  ''glorified  God,  who  had  given  such 
authority  unto  men"  (Mt  9  2-9;  cf  M  k  2  3-12; 
Lk  6  18-26). 

On  the  other  .occasion  when  His  possession  *of  this 
power  was  under  discussion  (Lk  7  36-50),  He  offered 
no  other  proof  than  the  forgiven  woman's  deep  gratitude 
and  love.  One  expression  that  He  uses,  however,  has 
raised  some  discussion  as  to  the  relative  order  in  time  of 
her  love  and  forgiveness  (ver  47).  Did  she  love  because 
she  was  forgiven,  or  vice  versa?  Manifestly  the  for- 
giveness precedes  the  love.  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  ver 
47  seems  to  assert  the  opposite,  for  this  is  the  bearing  of 
the  parable  of  the  Two  Debtors  (vs  41-43)  .and  the  latter 
part  of  ver  47  has  the  same  Implication,  it  is  clear  that 
she  had  previously  repented  and  had  been  accepted,  and 
the  anointing  of  Jesus  was  an  outpouring  of  her  grati- 
tude. The  phrase  of  ver  47,  "for  she  loved  mueh,**  is 
proof  of  the  greatness  of  her  sin  rather  than  a  reason 
why  she  was  forgiven.  In  both  cases  where  Jesus  for- 
gave sins.  He  did  so  because  the  state  of  mind  of  the 
person  forgiven  showed  worthiness  of  the  ble^ng.  To 
this  as  a  condition  of  forgiveness  there  is  no  exception. 
Christ's  prayer  on  the  cross  (Lk  23  34)  would  not  avail 
to  secure  the  pardon  of  His  murderers  without  their 
repentance. 

Though  forgiveness  is  on  God's  part  an  act  of 

pure  grace  prompted  by  His  love  and  mercy,  and 

though   He  forgives  freely  all  those 

11.  The  who  comply  with  the  condition  of  re- 
Need  of  an  pentance  and  abandonment  of  sin. 
Atonement    yet  this  does  not  dispense  with  the 

necessity  of  an  atonement.  The  par- 
able of  the  Prodigal  Son  was  spoken  to  teach  the  free- 
dom of  God's  forgiveness  and  acceptance  of  return- 
ing sinners,  and  the  duty  of  men  to  assume  the 
same  attitude  toward  them.  This  much  it  teaches, 
but  it  fails  to  set  forth  entirely  God's  attitude  toward 
sin.  With  reference  to  the  sinner  God  is  love  and 
mercy,  but  with  reference  to  sin  He  is  righteous,  and 
this  element  of  God's  nature  is  no  less  essential  to 
Him  than  His  love,  and  must  be  considered  in  anv 
effort  to  set  forth  completely  the  doctrine  of  God  s 
fordveness  of  sinners.  The  atonement  of  Christ 
and  the  many  atonements  of  the  Law  were  mani- 
festations of  this  phase  of  God's  nature. 

The  idea  of  an  atonement  is  fundamental  in  the 
teachings  of  the  NT  (Rom  6  10;  2  Cor  6  18-21: 

Col  1  21).    It  is  very  clearly  impliea 

12.  The  NT  in  such  terms  as  reconciliation  and 
Doctrine  of  propitiation,  and  is  no  less  present  in 
Atonement   pardon,    remission    and    forgiveness. 

The  doctrine  of  the  atonement  is  not 
developed  by  Jesus,  but  it  is  strongly  hinted  at  and 
is  unmistakably  implied  in  the  language  of  Mt  20 
28;  26  28;  Mk  10  45:  Lk  24  46.47.  John  the 
Baptist's  salute,  ''Behold,  the  Lamb  of  Grod.  that 
taketh  away  the  sin  of  the  world!"  (Jn  1  29), 
also  implies  it.  In  the  writings  of  the  apostles  it  is 
repeatedly  and  clearly  affirmed  that  our  forgive- 
ness and  reconciliation  to  God  is  based  upon  the 
death  of  Christ.  "In  none  other  is  there  salvation" 
(Acts  4  12) ;  through  Him  is  the  redemption  (Rom 
8  24) ;  God  set  Him  forth  to  be  a  propitiation  (ver 
25) ;  through  Him  "we  have  now  received  the  recon- 
ciliation" (5  11);  "God  was  in  Christ  reconciling 
the  world  unto  himself"  (2  Cor  6  19);  "Him  who 
knew  no  sin  he  made  to  be  sin  on  our  behalf"  (ver 
21);  and  "Christ  redeemed  us  from  the  curse  of 
the  law,  having  become  a  curse  for  us"  (Gal  8  13). 
Such  citations  might  be  greatly  multiplied.    That 


which  was  so  perfectly  accomplished  by  the  offer- 
ing of  Christ  was  in  an  analagous  though  imper- 
fect way  accomplished  by  the  sacrifices  reqmred 
by  the  Law.  It  had  "a  shadow  of  the  good  things 
to  come"  (He  10  1). 

The  unvarying  effect  of  sin  is  to  produce  an 
estrangement  between  the  injurer  and  the  wronged. 
The  nature  of  God  is  such  and  the  relationship  be- 
tween Him  and  man  is  of  such  a  character  that  sin 
brings  about  an  alienation  between  them.  It  is  this 
presupposition  of  an  estrangement  between  them 
which  renders  the  atonement  necessaiy  before  for^ 
giveness  can  be  extended  to  man.  This  estrange- 
ment must  be  removed,  and  the  alienation  be  trans- 
formed into  a  reconciliation.  In  what  then  does 
the  alienation  consist? 

The  sin  of  man  produces  a  changed  attitude 
toward  each  other  on  the  part  of  both  God  and  man. 
God  holds  no  personal  pique  against  man  because 
of  his  sin.  The  NT  language  is  very  carefully 
chosen  to  avoid  any  statement  which  would  seem 
to  convey  such  a  conception.  Yet  God's  holy  right- 
eousness is  such  that  He  cannot  be  indifferent  to 
sin.  His  wrath  must  rest  upon  the  disobedient 
(Jn  8  36;  Rom  1  18).  It  is  not  merely  imper- 
sonal. It  is  not  enough  to  say  He  hates  the  sin. 
Man's  unrighteousness  has  not  merely  alienated 
him  from  God.  but  God  also  from  him.  The  word 
"enemies"  (echthrol)  of  Rom  6  10  is  passive,  and 
means  the  object  of  God's  enmity  (Sanday,  ad  loc). 
It  was  because  of  this  fact  that  God  set  forth  Christ 
to  be  a  propitiation  to  show  His  righteousness 
because  of  the  passing  over  of  sins  done  aforetime 
(3  25.26).  God's  passing  over,  without  inflicting 
punishment,  the  sms  of  pre-Christian  times  had 
placed  in  jeopardy  His  righteousness;  had  exposed 
Him  to  the  implication  that  He  could  tolerate  sin. 
God  could  not  be  true  to  Himself  while  He  tolerated 
such  an  imputation,  and  so  instead  of  visiting  pun- 
ishment upon  all  who  sinned — which  would  have 
been  one  way  of  showing  His  righteousness — He  set 
forth  Christ  to  death  ("in  his  blood"),  and  in  this 
wav  placed  Himself  beyond  the  imputation  of  un- 
righteousness while  it  enabled  Him  to  show  mercy 
to  sinners.  The  effect  of  sin  upon  man  was  to  es- 
trange him  from  God,  to  lead  him  farther  and 
farther  away  from  his  Maker.  Each  successive 
sin  produced  a  greater  barrier  between  the  two. 
Now  the  atonement  was  designed  to  remove  the 
cause  of  this  estrangement  and  restore  the  former 
relationship  between  God  and  man.  This  too,  it 
has  been  observed,  is  the  purpose  of  forgiveness,  so 
that  the  atonement  finds  its  completion  in  forgive- 
ness. It  should  be  noted  that  the  reconciliation 
originates  with  God  and  not  with  man  (Rom  8  25; 
2  Q)r  6  19).  God  woos  man  before  the  latter  seeks 
Grod.  The  effect  of  the  atonement  on  man  is  to 
reconcile  him,  attract  him.  to  God.  It  shows  him 
God's  love  for  man,  and  tne  forgiveness,  in  that  it 
removes  sin  completely,  takes  away  the  estranging 
factor  between  them  and  so  wins  man  back  to  God. 
"We  love,  because  he  first  loved  us."  At  the 
same  time  the  atonement  is  such  a  complete  ex- 
pression of  both  the  love  and  the  righteousness  of 
God  that,  while  on  the  one  hand  it  exhibits  his 
yearning  for  man,  on  the  other  it  shows  that  He  is 
not  tolerant  toward  sin.  In  the  atonement  of 
Christ,  therefore,  is  the  meeting-place  and  the  recon- 
cilement of  God's  holy  horror  of  sin  and  the  free 
bestowfd  of  forgiveness  upon  penitent  believers. 

Wm.  Chas.  Morko 

FORGO,  for-go'  (from  for,  negative,  and  oo): 
Occurs  in  Ecclus  7  19,  as  tr  of  d^-rox^w,  astocMd, 
which  means  "to  miss  the  mark,"  "turn  or  swerve 
from."  "Forgo  not  a  wise  and  good  wife  [AV 
"woman"];  for  her  grace  is  above  gold,"  meaning 
"Turn  not  away  from  her";  in  8  9,  the  word  is 
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rendered  "mias  not";  cf  1  Tim  1  6;  6  21;  2  Tim 
2  18. 

FORK,  f6rk  (1TO?P  tlblp ,  ahHoah  ^'sh9n) :  This 
compound  word,  meaning  strictly  * 'three  points" 
or  ''three  prongs,"  is  found  only  once  (1  S  13  21), 
and  doubtless  there  refers  to  the  agricultural  tool 
now  known  as  the  pitchfork.  It  might,  however, 
also  be  a  weapon. 

FORM,  f6rm  (njj ,  yOgar,  n^'n ,  td*ar;  fiofH^^, 
morpM): 

(1)  To/orm  is  "to  fashion,"  "create,"  "produce." 
In  the  OT  it  is  for  the  most  part  the  tr  of  ydgaVf  "to 
form,"  "  to  fashion"  (Gen  2  7,  etc,  '^Jeh  God 
formed  man  of  the  dust  of  the  groimd,"  etc);  also 
of  ItlHU  and  AiZ,."to  be  twisted,"  "tumedf  round,"  "to 
bring  fortti  [in  pain]"  (cf  Isa  18  8;  Mic  4  10; 
Dt  82  18  AV,  "God  that  formed  thee";    Job  26 

13  AV;  Ps  90  2,  "or  ever  thou  hadst  formed  the 
earth."  etc:  Prov  26  10  AV).  In  the  NT  we  have 
morphdd^  ''to  form"  (Gal  4  19,  "untU  Christ  be 
formed  m  you");  pldssd,  "to  form,"  "to  mold" 
(Rom  0  20,  "him  that  formed  it";  1  Tim  2  13, 
"Adam  was  first  formed";  2  Mace  7  23,  "the 
Creator  ....  who  formed  the  generation  of  man," 
RV  "fashioned";  ver  22,  "that  formed  the  mem- 
bers Idiarrkuihmizd],**  RV  "brought  into  order"). 

(2)  Form  (noun)  is  used  for  (a)  appearance, 
mar*eh,  "sight,"  "appearance"  (Job  4  16,  "I  could 
not  discern  the  form  thereof,"  RV  "appearance," 
with  "form"  for  "image"  [t'mUndh]  in  next  sentence) ; 
gdem,  Aram,  "image"  (Dnl  8  19,  "The  form  of  his 
visage  was  changed");  rew,  "form,"  "likeness"  (2 
31;  8  25,  RV  'Wect");  td'ar,  "visage,"  "form" 
(1  S  28  14,  "What  form  is  he  of?");  (6)  the  fixed 
or  characteristic  form  of  anything,  tabhnith,"modeV' 
"form"  (Ezk  8  3:  10  8,  '^the  form  of  a  hand";  8 
10,  "every  form  ot  creeping  things") ;  tnorphi,  char- 
acteristic form  as  distinguished  fiom  sch^hna^  chang- 
ing fashion  (Phil  2  6,  "in  the  form  of  God";  ver 
7,  "the  form  of  a  servant":  less  distinctly,  Mk  16 

12,  "in  another  form") :  (c)  shape,  model,  pattern, 
mold,  cUrahj  "shape,"  from  fiZr.  "to  cut  or  carve 
(Ezk  48  11,  ter,  ^'the  form  of  the  house,"  etc); 
mUhpai,  "rule''  (2  Ch  4  7AV);  Hvo9,  "type,'' 
"impress"  (Rom  6  17,  RVm  "pattern'^;  nupo- 
iiipdais,  "outline,"  pattern  (2  Tim  1  13,  RV  ''pat- 
tern"); tndrphdsiSf  "form,"  "appearance"  (Kom 
2  20,  "the  form  of  knowledge");  (d)  orderly  ar- 
rangement, giving  shape  or  form  (Gen  1  2;  Jer  4 
23,  the  earth  was  "without  form,"  tdhU,  RV  "waste" ; 
Wisd  11  17,  dmorphos):    "form  of  speech"   (2  S 

14  20,  aspect,  panlnif  'face,"  RV  "to  change  the 
face  of  the  matter") ;  as  giving  comeliness  or  beauty, 
to^ar  (Isa  62  14;  63  2,  "He  hath  no  form  nor  come- 
liness"; cf  Gen  29  17;  89  6,  etc;  Wisd  16  5, 
"desiring  the  form  [eldoa]  of  a  dead  image,"  RV 
"the  breathless  form");  (e)  Show,  without  sub- 
stance, morphosis.  "form"  (2  Tim  8  5,  "holding  a 
form  of  goclliness  ). 

ARV  has  "didst  form*'  for  "hast  possessed"  (Ps  189 

13.  so  ERVm:  both  have  "formed^  for  "made"  (Ps 
104  26),  ARV  for  "framed"  hi9  (Isa  89  16);  both  for 
"formed  thee,"  "gave  birth"  (Dt  88  18);  "pierced" 
(Job  86  13);  "womideth"  (Prov  26  10);  "fashioned" 
(Isa  44  10):  for  "are  formed  from"  (Job  86  5). 
"tremble":  for  "their  form"  (2  Ch  4  7).  "the  ordi- 
nance concerning  them";  "form"  for  "similitude"  (Nu 
18  8;  Dt  4  12T6):  for  "size"  (1  K  6  26;  7  37);  for 
"shape"  (Lk  8  22;  Jn  6  37);  "in  the  form"  for  "si- 
militude"  (Dt  4  16);  for  "or  the  like"  (4  23.25);  ARV 
"[beholding]  thy  form"  for  "thy  Ukeness"  (Ps  17  16, 
ERVm):  "every  form"  for  "all  appearance"  (1  Thess  6 
22;   so  ERVm  "appearance"). 

FORMER,  fdr'mSr:  The  word  in  the  sense  of 
"maker,"  "framer,"  occurs  only  in  Jer  61  19^  "He 
is  the  former  [from  y^ar,  "to  form")  of  all  things." 
The  adj.,  in  the  sense  of  preceding  in  the  order  of 


time,  is  commonly  in  Heb  the  tr  of  rV^hdn,  "first," 
"foremost"  (Gen  40  13:  Nu  21  26:  Dt  84  4, 
etc);  in  Gr  of  jyrdt&roa  (£ph  4  22:  He  10  32;  1 
Pet  1  14);  and  m  two  cases  (Acts  11:  Rev  21  4) 
of  prdtoSy  where  RV  has  (in  Acts  in  m)  "the  first." 
As  denoting  place  or  position  the  word  occurs  in 
the  OT  in  Zee  14  8,  "the  former  sea"  as  tr  of  iadh- 
mdnl,  "in  front,"  where  RV  has  "eastern,"  i.e.  the 
Dead  Sea,  in  contrast  with  the  Mediterranean,  or 
western  sea  (cf  Ezk  47  18;  Joel  2  20).  For 
"former  iniquities"  (Ps  79  8)  RV  has  sunply  "the 
iniquities";  other  changes  may  be  seen  in  Nu  6  12; 
Isa  65  7;  Ezk  36  11;   Mic  4  8:   Hag  2  3. 

W.  L.  Walker 
FORNICATION,  fdr-ni-k&'shun.    See  Crimes. 

FORSWEAR,  for-swir'.    See  Crdibs. 

FORTH,  fSrth:  "Forth,"  advb.  (from  "for"),  sig- 
nifies movement  (1)  forward,  (2)  out  of,  (3)  beyond 
a  certain  boundary.  In  a  few  instances  in  the  OT 
it  is  the  tr  of  the  prep.  *aZ,  properly  "above,"  "upon" 
(2  K  11  16;  2  Ch  23  14;  Am  7  17  AV),  and  of 
^uf,  "without"  (Gen  89  13;  Jgs  19  25).  "Forth" 
IS  often  used  as  an  expletive  of  various  vbs.,  as 
"break  [forth],"  "bring  [forth],"  "call  [forth],"  etc. 
In  the  Gospel  of  Jn  it  is  the  tr  of  ixdy  "without,"  as 
"Lazarus,  come  forth"  (11  43:  so  16  6;  19  4  AV, 
etc;  also  Acts  5  34;  9  40).  ^'Stand  forth"  in  Mk 
3  3  is  the  tr  of  igeire  eis  id  mSson,  m  "Arise  into  the 
midst."  RV  has  a  great  manv  changes,  frequentlv 
substituting  "out,"  '^away,"  '^abroad,"  etc;  "forth 
from"  for  "out  of"  (Job  41  21;  Isa  45  23); 
"spread  forth"  for  "stretched  out"  (Ps  44  20;  88 
9;  186  6),  etc.  In  Col  1  6,  for  "bringeth  forth 
fruit"  RV  reads  "bearing  fruit." 

TP     T       \^AIjKER 

FORTIFICATION,  for-ti-fi-ka'shun  (including 
FORT,  FORTIFIED  [FENCED]  CITIES,  FOR- 
TRESS) : 

I.    In  Recent  Excavations 

1.  Excavation  of  TeUs 

2.  Sites 

3.  Prlmittve  Character 

4.  Walls 
6.  Towers 

6.  Acropolis  or  Castle 

7.  Masonry 

8.  Gates 

0.  Water  Supply 

II.    In  Biblical  Hibtort 

1.  Before  the  Monarchy 

2.  In  the  Period  of  the  Monarchy 

3.  In  the  Period  of  the  Return 

III.  In  thb  Pbalmb  and  the  Prophets 

1.  The  Psalms 

2.  The  Prophets 

IV.  In  the  NT 

1.  In  St.  Paul's  Epistles 

2.  In  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles 

3.  In  the  Gospel  History 
Literature 

Has  a  number  of  words  representing  its  various 
elements  and  aspects: 

(1)  nXD^*   tnibhe&rt  is  the  term  generally  rendered 

'  'fenced  *  or  ' 'defenced  dty. "  In  both  A V  and  R V  of  Isa 
and  Jer  we  find  for  the  most  part  the  more  formal  "de- 
fenced  city."  It  is  found  by  itself  (Isa  17  3):  with  'ir, 
"city"  (1  S  6  18;  2  K  8  19:  pi.  'dri  mibhgAr,  ''teaood 
(ARV  "fortified"!  cities."  Nu  88  17);  with  ni.  t6r, 
"Tyre"  (Josh  19  29;   2  S  84  7,  where  it   is  rendered 

"stronghold").    (2)  ilipip.   miaodbh,  "high  fort"  (Isa 

26  12;  Jer  48  1  RVm;  Ps  9  9,  and  many  other  places 

in  the  Pss).    (3)  T\T1Q .  md'ds,  "fortress."  "stron^old" 

(Jgs  6  26;    Ps  81  2;   Dnl  11  39).    (4)  TTTIM.    «'c«*- 

dhdK  "fort"  AV,  "stronghold"  RV  (2  S  ^6  9.'l7).  (6) 
nn^Sp.  m^gurdh,   "fort^  (Isa  89  3AV;  pi.  RV  "siege 

works").    (6)  n^p.  mutcdbh  (Isa  89  3,  "fort"  ERV. 

"mount"  AV,  "posted  troops"  ARV).    (7)  p^l ,  ddyil^, 

"fort"  (for  the  siege  of  a  city,  the  wall  of  circumvallation 
cast  up  by  the  besiegers,  2  K  85  1;  Jer  68  4;  Ezk  4  2; 

17  17;    8122;    86  8).     (8)  n^X^.    mde&r,    "fortress" 

(Jer  10  17  m.  wall  of  drcumTiOlation;  Hab  8  1.  "tower" 


:  >7?T3. 
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AV,  "ttxtnaa"  RVm;  Zee  9  3).  {B)nT3.  MrJ*. 
"palKO"  AV,  ■■cMtla-  RV  {Neh  9  8:  7* 3).  Blrnh 
Greclied  im  ?'i»i,  bdrit.  which  h&a  tha  double  meuiliiK  ot 
■'p»l»co"  Knd  "lortreM."  Nehamifth's  '"castlB"  figurea 
iKTsely  In  Iha  books  ol  Maccsbeen  and  Id  Jo*,  and  Is  the 
Cucle  o(  AntonJa  ot  tba  Ada  ot  the  Apoatlea.  (10) 
iiviwus.  BcKdrema  (3  Cor  10  4.  its  only  occurrence  In  the 
NT  tluugh  It  U  the  cfalet  equivalent  or  mibhtir  bi  hXXi. 
la  thia  connection  it  la  to  be  noted  tb»t  n^'lFI.  A^mU, 
la  Heb  lor  -irall,"  Gr  t.!;^,  Utehoi;  bj^  "r  iifj ,  frJI.  ia 
Heb  for  the  "ditch,"  or  "rampart,"  or  "baation"  ot  a 
mighdat,  "tower";    V^f.  pl-  H^IS  ■ 

rVom  the  veiy  begiiuiing  of  their  history  ae  a 
nation  the  laraelites  were  acquainted  with  fortified 

cities.  The  retmrt  of  cities  "ereat 
Fortified  and  fortified  up  to  heaven,"  inhab- 
PlaceB  ited  by  the  eona  of  Anak,  by  Ama- 

lekites,  Hittitea,  Jebusites,  Amoritee 
sod  Canaanitee,  struck  terror  into  the  hearts  of  the 
Israelites  in  the  wildernees,  and  called  forth  mur- 
murio^  from  them  on  their  way  to  Canaan  (Nu  18 
28  ff;  Dt  1  28).  Not  that  these  cities  were  at  all 
of  the  extent  or  population  of  modem  cities,  or  of 
Nineveh,  Babylon  and  Memphis  of  old.  But  to  a 
people  who  were  as  yet  little  oetter  than  a  horde  of 
lucitives  accUBtoniea  to  the  simple  camp  life  of  the 
wudemeas  and  unacquainted  with  appliances  for 
Bi^e  and  assault,  the  prospect  of  scaling  the  walls 
and  conquerinEthe  inhabitants  was  appalling.  The 
cities  of  the  Canaanites  were  already  old  when 
Joshua  led  the  Israelites  to  the  conquest  of  the  land. 
Not  a  little  of  their  history  has  become  known  to 
Ufl,  and  the  character  of  their  defensive  works  has 
been  disclosed  by  Palestinian  excavation  in  recent 

/.  h>  Rmcmat  Excaoatmru, — 


Tbeae  dUea  ot  the  primitive  Inhabitants  of  Canaan 


occupied  allca  aaotly  capable  ot  defence.     They  were 

S.  SiteB 


ler  upon  a  proJecUng  spur  ot  a 

1   ridge,   like   Oezer,    Meglddo, 

Tell  sf-^aA  (SeUeved  to  be  Uie  audent 
Gath)  and  primitive  Jerua^or  upon  an  laolated  eminence 
la  the  plain  like  TeU  el-Heay  (Lacblsh)  or  Taanach. 
Compared  with  modem  dtles  ibe  area  was  small— In  the 
caae  of  Geiet  about  a  quarter  ot  a  mile  aquare,  Lacblsh 
IS  acra.  Meglddo  and  Taanach  13  to  13  acres.  A  auffl- 
deat  water  supply  within  easy  reach  was  an  eaaentlal 
feature.  Speaking  ot  Ueaer,  Froferaor  Macallaier  says: 
"Water,  the  Drat  necessity  ot  lite,  waa  In  abundance. 
The   three    primitive    modes   ot    Hvalibood — hunting. 


pastmlng.    „ _„ ...   . 

better  tbaii  hi  many  places.     Further,  tor  defence — an- 
■ "ym  early  days — the  hill  la  admirably 


other  prime  neceaaitY  u 


While  the  site  of  the  Can.  city  waa  chosen 
for  its  natural  strength,  the  first  settlers  soon  felt 

the  need  of  some  fortification.  At 
4.  Walls       Smjerli  the  excavators  have  b^n  able 

to  trace  the  general  growth  of  the  site 
from  a  BTOup  of  shepherd*  huts  into  a  walled  town. 
The  earUeBt Tortification  attempted  waa  a  rampart  of 
earth  following  the  natural  contour  of  the  hill 
{PEFS,  1903,  113).  Within  some  such  incloama 
wall,  houses  were  built  and  the  inhabi tan tshved  ana 
pursued  their  avocations  safely.  The  primitive 
earthbank  in  the  case  of  Gezer  waa  in  course  of 
time  replaced  firat  by  an  inner  and  then  by  an  outer 
wall  in  Buccesuon.  The  outer  wail  when  it  waa 
added  to  strengthen  the  inner  was  the  f^el,  rendered 
in  the  Eng.  version  "bulwark"  (laa  26  1)  or  "ram- 
part" (Nah  8  8,  where  the  watera  ot  the  Nile  served 
the  same  purpose).  Professor  Macalister  estimates 
that  the  inner  wall  of  Gezer  had  fajlen  into  disuse 
and  ruin  by  about  1450  EC  and  that  it  was  the 
outer  that  saw  the  conquest  of  Canaan  by  the  leraeU 
ilea,  "Even  in  its  present  ruined  form,"  says  Pro- 
fessor Macalister.  "the  outer  city  wall  is  an  impoeing 
Structure.  In  places  it  still  stands  to  a  height  en 
from  10  to  14  ft.,  and  these  can  hardly  be  regarded 
as  beingmuch  more  than  the  underground  founda- 
tions. The  outer  face  of  the  city  wall,  towering 
above  the  hill  on  which  the  city  was  built,  may  weQ 
have  seemed  impregnable  to  the  messenRers  of 
Moses"  {Bible  Side-hghU,  142).  The  waUs  of  a 
later  time,  as  we  leom  from  As^  representations, 
were  provided  with  battlements,  very  often  crenel- 
lated, and  "thy  pinnacles  of  rubies"  (Isa  64  12, 
RV,  RVm  "windows")  may  refer  to  them.  For 
the  purpose  of  atrengthening  the  walla,  esp.  at  the 
least  defensible  points,  revetmen  ta  or  facings  of  stone 
kiln-bumt  bricks  were  Bometimes  added.     Even 


cent  level  or  sloping  ground,  as  may  still  be  seen 
outside  the  N.  wall  of  Jerus,  and  many  parts  of 
the  walla  of  Conatantinople. 

Towers  were  sometimes  built  at  the  oomerB  or  at 
points   on   the  wall  where  attack  was   to   be  w>- 

prehended  (Zeph  1  13;  2  Ch  14  7). 
5.  Towers     Such  towers  have  been  disclosed  on  the 

crest  of  the  hill  at  Tell  Zakartvah.  At 
Gezer  30  towers  were  found  round  the  outer 
wall.  On  the  walla  of  Sinjerh  there  roae  no  fewer 
than  800  towers  (Garstang,  Land  of  the  HiUilet. 
273).  On  the  evidence  of  the  excavations  at  this 
ancient  Hittite  site  we  gather  that  the  cities  about 
the  time  of  the  entrance  of  the  laraehtes  into  Canaan 


Pordflcatioii 
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"were  already  surrounded  by  masoned  walle,  aup- 
porlid  by  numeroua  external  towers,  and  entered 
through  gateways  barred  by  a  pair  of  double  doors 
and  guarded  by  wing  towers  on  either  hand"  (Land 
qI  the  HiUilea,  367).    For  iUuatrationfl,  aee  Crrr. 


BoBhkz-keul:  the  Hltttl«  FortreBS  Called  Yenlge 


uid  the  last  refuse  of  the  detendera  tn 
6.  Acro»<  eitremltT.  At  TelfZakirtyah  the  acropolis 
nl(a  nr  *^ '"'  been  traced,  and  Its  Bhape  has  been 

ouB  or  found  to  be  conditioned  by  the  contours  of 

Cutis  the  hlU  on  which  It  stood.    In  an  old   Blt- 

tlte  aattlement  a  tortreai  has  been  found 
rectaiQEular  tn  shape  and  supported  by  an  outer  and  lower 
wall  at  a  distance  of  12  to  30  Tds.  (Land  of  the  Hilti 
lfl3) .  There  Is  evideiioe  that  the  mound  or  bluff  — 
nally  occupied  remained  the  tortreas  or  acropolis 
city  when  It  spread  outovra'alai^er  area,  and  thlsomuui 
to  have  been  the  case  focsome  time  at  least  with  the  Jeb- 
Itdte  fort  taben  by  David  and  made  the  capital  of  the 


s  (rfffie 


the  whole  townsiUp.  there  was  an  outer  as  well  as  an  Inner 
defensive  wall  to  the  citadel.  Upon  this  citadel  were 
found  palaces  from  which  the  Assyr  king.  Tlgiath-plleser 
I.  copied  the  plan  of  a  Blttlte  palace,  called  In  Assyr 


ninKS.  Crude  brick  and  rough  stonc- 
7.  Hasoniy  work  were  the  materials  of  the  earUest 
walls.  They  are  usually  found  of  un- 
coursed  masonry  in  which  the  large  stones  arc  un- 
dressed held  bowlders.  The  facin^oC  atone  and  the 
joints  in  walls  were  often  packed  with  pebbles  or  with 
limestone  chippings,  the  stones  themselves  being 
more  or  less  roughly  trimmed  and  dressed  to  ijiape 
by  a  hammer,  CJomer-stones  are  found  in  the 
towers  sbowinR  marks  of  the  chisel,  but  it  la  not 
till  well  on  in  the  Ecb  period  that  stones  are  found 
with  bosses  and  marginal  drafting.  At  Zakartyah 
the  walls  of  the  acropolis  were  of  rubble  laid  in  mud, 
mixed  with  straw  without  hme,  and  they  contained 
some  well-worked  stones,  irregularly  intermingled 
with  field  stones  of  various  sizes.  At  a  later  time 
mortar  was  used  to  cover  the  walls  and  give  greater 
strength  and  support.  But  the  clay  used  for  the 
purpose  WHS  apt  to  crack  unless  it  was  ^ven  con- 
sistency bv  tn^ing  with  the  feet  and  mixing  with 
water.  Thus  we  read  of  a  wall  daubed  with  Uti- 
tempered  mortar  (Ezk  13  10-18;  22  28;  cf  Nah 
S  14).  In  the  masonry  of  the  Can,  period  there  is 
no  appearance  of  the  use  of  mortar.  In  the  Hittite 
fortress  (bco  [6]  above)  the  masonry  of  the  inner  wall 
is  rough,  dry  stonewalling,  while  the  outer  is  built 
of  stones  roughly  pentagonal  in  shape,  irregular  in 
siie,  fitted  to  one  another  and  laid  without  mortar, 
somewhat  like  the  Cyclopean  walla  of  the  earliest 
periods  of  Gr  history.    See  GezsR. 

The  gates  of  the  fenced  cities  of  Canaan  may  not 
have  had  the  social  importance  which  the  city  gate 
came  to  possess  in  later  times,  but  they 
8>  Gates        were  an  important  element  in  the  de- 
fensive works  of  a  city.     They  were 
M  few  aa  possible,  so  as  to  give  only  the  necessary 


ingress  and  egress.  The  gate  of  Jericho  was  shut 
and  secured  at  nightfall  (Josh  S  5).  The  gate  of 
Gaza  had  two  leaves  which  were  not  hinged  to  the 
two  gate-posts,  but  turned  on  pins  moving  in  sockets 
in  the  sill  and  lintel,  the  bar  stretching  between  the 
two  posts  and  let  into  them  to  secure  the  gate  (Jgs 
16  3,  with  Moorc'a  notes).  The  hundred  gates  of 
Babylon,  according  to  Herodotus,  were  all  of  brass 
(i,179);   and  Jeh  promises   to  Cyrus   to   break  in 

Eieces  the  doors  of  brass  and  to  cut  in  sunder  the 
ars  of  iron  (Isa  4S  2),  That  the  bars  were  some- 
times of  wood  is  clear  from  what  is  said  of  the 
bars  of  Nineveh  (Nab  8  13),  To  protect  the  gate 
it  was  supplied  with  towers.  Uzztah  built  towers 
in  Jerua  at  the  comer  gate  and  at  the  valley  gate, 
and  fortified  them  (2  Ch  26  9).  In  the  inner  wall 
of  Gezer,  to  which  reference  has  been  made,  a  ^te 
of  very  remarkable  structure  has  been  found.  The 
wall  is  of  stone,  but  the  gateway  consists  of  a  passage 
between  two  solid  towers  of  brick.  The  passage 
is  9  ft.  wide  and  42  ft.  long,  roughly  paved  with 
stones.  Stone  slabs  on  each  side  of  the  passage- 
way bear  traces  of  fire,  and  the  absence  of  any 
wooden  barrier  may  be  due  to  a  conflagration  at 
the  capture  of  the  city.  The  towers  remain  stand- 
ing and  rise  to  a  total  height  of  about  16  ft.  In 
later  times  watchmen  were  set  on  the  tower  over  the 
the  gate  to  descry  the  approach  of  friend  or  foe 
or  messei^er  (2  S  18  24n),  and  the  tower  had 
chambera  in  it  which  might  be  occupied  by  visitors 
or  by  a  guard.    For  the  more  general  purposes  see 

One  of  the  essential  requimtes  of  the  primitive 
Can.  fortress  was  a  supply  of  water.     At  Gezcr  a 

copious  spring  within  easy  reach  was 
9.  Water  available.  Tell  el-Hesy  commands 
Supply  the  only  springe  in   that  region    (A 

Mound  o]  Many  CUiea,  16).  It  ia  a 
strong  point  in  favor  of  the  modern  theory  of  the 
ridge  of  Ophel  being  the  site  of  Zion  or  David's 
town  that  the  Virgin  s  Fountain,  the  only  perennial 
spring  in  the  whole  circuit  of  Jems,  was  close  to  it, 
and  would  have  been  an  inducement  to  the  Jebusites 
to  build  their  fortress  there.  In  the  utea  that  have 
been  excavated,  cisterns,  sometimes  vaulted  over 
and  with  steps  down  into  them,  have  been  constantly 
found.  Traces  have  also  been  observed  of  con- 
cealed passages  or  tunnels  by  which  access  has 
been  obtained  to  the  nearest  spring.  Some  such 
explanation  has  been  given  of  the  "gutter"  (2  S 
6  8  AV,  "watercourse"  RV),  by  which  Joab  ob- 
tained access  to  the  fortress  of  Jebus  and  enabled 
David  to  capture  it  (1  Ch  11  6;  cf  Vincent,  Ca- 
naan d'aprht  I'exphrali/m  ricenU,  26),  During  an 
investment  of  a  fortified  city  by  an  enemy,  it  was 
a  point  in  strategy  for  the  innabitanta  to  secure  the 
fountain  and  to  divert  or  conceal  the  stream  flowing 
from  it  so  that  the  besiegers  might  be  left  without 
a  water  supply  (2  K  8  19.25;  2  Ch  22  3;  com- 
pare also  2  S  12  26,27,  Century  Bible,  Kennedy's 

II.  In  BibScat  HatoTy.—Qn  the  passage  of  the 

Jordan  the  Israehtes  found  in  Jencho  a  walled 
city   of  great  strength   barring  their 
1,  Before      progress.    The    excavations    recently 
the  made    have    disclosed    the    common 

Honaichy  features  of  Can  fortresses — an  outer 
wall,  surrounding  the  entire  area,  6} 
ft.  thick,  a  citadel  and  protecting  walls  of  haidly 
less  substantial  workmanship.  Nearby  also  is  the 
essentia]  spring  to  furnish  the  water  supply.  With- 
in the  citadel  were  found  the  walls  and  rooms  of 
Can.  houses,  and  in  many  cases  remains  of  infants 
buried  in  jars  under  the  clay  floors  (Driver,  Modem 
Research  as  Illustrating  the  Bible,  91  ff).  These 
examples  of  "foundation  sacrifices"  with  which  the 
excavations  at  Gezer  have  made  us  familiar  pve 
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point  to  the  ac^count  of  the  resettlement  of  the  city 
in  the  days  of  Ahab,  when  Hiel  the  BetheUi«  rebuilt 
Jericho,  laying  the  foundation  thereof  with  the  loss 
of  Abirain,  his  firstborn^  and  setting  up  the  gatia 
thereof  with  the  loae  of  his  youngest  son  Segub  (1  K 
16  34).    See  Corner  Stone;  Canaan. 


crowded  and  to  which  Abimelech  was  setting  fire 
when  a  woman  upon  the  wall  hurled  a  millstone  upon 
him  and  broke  hia  skull  (Jgs  9  51  f).  It  does  not 
appear  that  at  this  period  the  Israelites  were  in  pos- 
session of  the  strongholds  of  the  land,  for  when  the 
Philis  overran  the  country,  they  had  no  fortresses 
to  flee  to,  but  "did  hide  themselves  in  caves,  and  in 
thickets,  and  in  rocks,  and  in  coverts,  and  in  pits" 
(1  8  IS  6). 

l^Tien  David  captured  the  Jebusite  fortress  (2  S 
B  6  &)  and  transferred  his  capital  from  Hebron  to 
Jems,  a  new  era  of  independence  and 
S.  In  the  even  of  conquest  began.  The  natural 
Period  of  strenRth  of  David's  town,  with  such 
tha  fortification  as  had  been  added,  made 

Monordi;     it  impregnable  to  any  Phili  or  Syrian 
foe,  and  one  of  the  strongest  fortresses 
in  Western  Asia. 


With  Omri  there  arose  in  Israel  a  powerful  rultf 

whose  name  is  mentioned  with  respect  in  the  Assyr 
monuments,  which  designate  the  kingdom  of  IsraJel 
M&t  Bit  Kk^mri.  "the  land  of  the  house  of  Omri." 
He  was  the  builder  of  Samaria  which  remained  the 
capital  of  the  Northern  Kingdom  till  its  faU  in  722 
BC.  In  excavations  but  recently  carried  on  by  the 
archaeological  expedition  of  Harvard  University, 
the  walls  of  Omri's  palace  and  fortress  were  laid 
bare,  giving  an  impression  of  the  great  strength  of 
the  place. 

While  Solomon  built  the  wall  of  Jerus,  we  read 
that  Ucziah  built  towers  at  the  comer  gate,  and  at 
the  valley  gate,  and  at  the  turning  of  the  wall,  and 
fortified  them  (2  Ch  S6  9).  Jotham  faia  son,  con- 
tinued liis  father's  labors  in  the  further  fortification 
of  the  city  (27  3.4).  Hezekiah  had  good  reason  to 
add  still  further  to  the  strength  of  the  city^  seeing 
that  he  had  to  bear  the  brunt  of  Sennachenb'e  ex- 
[leditioa  to  the  west.  Sennacherib  boasts  that  of 
"46,  with 
,  COT,  I, 


81B01  or  i  CiTT  (Ahtri 

Although  Solomon  was  a  man  of  peace,  he  in- 
cluded among  the  sreat  buildings  which  he  exe- 
cuted fortresses  and  works  of  draence.  He  built 
the  wall  of  Jems  round  about.  He  built  Millo 
(called  Akra  ["citadel"]  in  the  LXX),  and  closed  the 
breaches  of  the  city  of  David,  so.  that  there  might 
be  no  vulnerable  point  found  m  the  defences  of  the 
city  (1  K  9  15).  This  fortification  is  represented 
in  LXX,  which  has  here  an  addition  to  the  MT,  as 
securing  the  complete  subjection  of  the  oripnal 
inhabitants  who  remiuned.  Solomon  also  built 
HaEor  to  watch  Damascus,  Megiddo  to  guard  the 
plain  of  Jeireel,  and  Geier  overlooking  the  maritime 
plain,  hia  work  being  one  of  rcfortifioation  rather 
than  of  building  from  the  foundation.  He  fortified 
also  Beth-boron,  Upper  and  Nether,  to  block  the 
wa^  against  Phili  invasion.  The  store  cities,  and 
cities  to  accommodate  his  chariots  and  horses,  were 
also  part  of  his  military  system  (1  K  9  18  ff). 

The  disruption  of  the  kinKdomB,and  the  iealousy 
and  hostility  that  followed  between  Judah  and 
Israel,  nccesatated  fresh  undertakings  of  fortifica- 
tion, on  the  part  of  both  kingdoms.  Hehoboam 
dwelt  in  Jems,  and  built  cities  for  defence  in  Judah. 
He  fortified  the  strongholds  and  provisioned  them 
and  stored  arms  within  them  in  case  of  siege  (2  Ch 
11  fi  ff).  One  of  Jeroboam's  first  acts  on  ascending 
the  throne  was  to  buiid  the  two  fortresses,  Shechem 
to  guard  Mt.  Ephraim,  and  Penuel  to  protect 
Gilead  (1  K  IS  25  f).  Baasha  later  pushed  bis 
frontier  within  a  few  miles  of  Jerus,  fortifying 
Ramah  to  overawe  Asa  in  his  very  capital.  The 
long  war  which  lasted  through  the  reigns  of  Jero- 


THi  Bbitibh  Hosicu). 

286).  but  he  cannot  tell  that  Jerus  was  among  them, 
for  it  came  through  the  ordeal  unscathed.  In  the 
reign  of  Manasseh  Jerus  was  captured  and  the 
king  himself  carried  away  to  Nineveh,  but  on  his 
repentance  he  was  restored  to  the  throne  and  set 
himself  to  strengthen  the  fortifications  of  the  city 
(2  Ch  SS  14).  The  city  was  unable,  however,  to 
hold  out  against  Nebuchadrezzar  and  his  captains; 
for  it  was  taken  in  £07  BC,  and  King  Jehoiachin 
and  the  flower  of  the  population  were  deported  to 
Babylon.  After  a  siege  of  two  years  it  was  again 
taken  in  586  BC,  and  temple  and  city  were  de- 
stroyed, and  the  walls  razed  to  the  ground. 

The  patriotic  labor  of  Nehemiah  in  the  rebuilding 
of  the  wall  of  Jerue  belongs  properly  to  the  history 
of  the  city  (see  Jervbaleu).  In  the 
8.  In  the  Maccabean  stmggle,  the  Akra  (1  Mace 
Period  of  1  33;  S  45,  etc],  the  citadel,  was  long 
the  Retuin  held  by  a  Syrian  garrison,  and  was  in 
the  end  delivered  up  to  the  high  priest 
by  Demetrius  (10  32).  Notable  also  still  later  was 
the  castle  of  Antonia  (Acta  32  24)  on  the  site  of  the 
earlier  castle  of  Nehemiah's  day  (Neh  8  8;  7  2). 

///.  In  tha  Ptabna  and  the  Prophet:— Vnder  the 
image  of  a  fortress,  or  mountain  fastness,  inaccess- 
ible to  any  common  foot,  where  there 
1.  The  is  perfect   safety  from   enemies  and 

Psalms  persecutors,  the  Psalmist  delights  to 

express  his  confidence  in  God.  Jeh,  in 
virtue  of  His  nghteoua  judgments,  is  a  high  tower 
to  the  downtrodden,  a  place  of  refuge  and  security 
(mitgabh)  to  those  who  are  in  trouble  (Fs  9  9). 
When  he  exults  in  the  strength  of  God  who  haa 
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siveD  him  deliverance,  he  multiplies  words  U>  utter 
his  confidence;  "I  love  Thee,  O  Jeh,  my  Btrength. 
Jehi8myrook,Hiidmyfortress|m'cudflaA],  ....  my 
God  ....  my  high  tower  [misghbh]"  (Pa  18  1.2). 
Thirteen  times  in  the  Pas  we  find  this  word: 
9  9;  18  2;  46  7.11;  SQ  9.16.17  (whore  AV  trans- 
lates "defence"  and  RV  ''high  tower"),  eta.  Else- 
where m'tHdhah  is  employed  (Pa  81  2;  lit.  "house 
of  tortreasee";  81  2;  144  2).  It  we  were  at  liberty 
to  accept  such  psalms  as  Pss  18  and  09  as  Davidic, 
the  appropriateness  of  them  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  Shepherd  King  when  pemecuted  by  Saul,  taking 
refuse  m  the  cave  of  Adulkm  and  endunnK  the 
perib  and  anxieties  of  an  outlaw's  life,  would  at 
once  be  apparent. 

Although  Jeremiah  has  been  called  the  weeping 
prophet,  yet  for  the  fearless  fulfilment  of  hie  coii>- 
miasion  to  a  gainsaying  people,  God 
2.  The  made  him  "a  fortified  city  f'irmtiAfar], 

Prophets  and  an  iron  pillar,  and  brazen  walla" 
(Jer  1  18;  ctS  37;  16  20).  Hoseain 
the  Northern  Kingdom  predicted  the  destruction 
of  its  "fortresses"  (mibA; Sr)  by  the  invading  Aaayri- 
ans  (10  14;  cf  8  14).  The  prophets  in  proclaiming 
God's  message  to  their  day  addressed  themselves 
not  only  to  Israel  and  Judah,  but  also  to  those 
great  world-powers  with  which  the  Heb  people 
had  relations.  In  the  oracles  of  the  prophets  to 
the  nations — to  Egypt,  Babylon,  Assyria,  Syria, 
Edom,  and  others — we  obtain  ^impses  of  great 
and  fortified  cities  like  No-amon  (Thebes),  Babylon, 
Nineveh,  Damascus,  whose  natural  defences  and 
added  fortifications  did  not  save  them  from  capture 
and  destruction.  And  the  teaching  of  the  prophets 
for  the  comfort  of  Israel  and  Judah  is  that  Jen  was 
K  better  defence  to  them  than  the  great  rivers  of 
Assyria  and  Egypt  were  to  those  nations.  When 
Nineveh  was  at  the  height  of  her  pride,  fierceness 
and  worldly  glory,  Nahum  asks  her:  "Art  thou 
better  than  No-amon  [Thebes  of  Egypt],  that  waa 
situate  among  the  rivers,  that  had  the  waters 
round  atMut  her;  whose  rampart  \hSl]  was  the  sea 
[the  Nile],  and  her  wall  [hdmOh]  was  of  the  sea?" 
(Nah  S  8).  Of  Nineveh  itself  we  know  that  it  was 
protected,  not  only  by  walls  and  fortresses  of  great 
strength,  but  also  by  osnals  and  streams  drawn 
round  the  city.  Yet  Nahum  declares  in  his  sublime 
apostrophe:  "All  thy  fortresses  shall  be  like  fig- 
trees  with  the  firat-ripefiga:  if  they  be  shaken,  they 
fall  into  the  mouth  of  the  eater"  (ver  12).  Baby- 
lon had  wallswhosestrength  and  height,  as  described 
by  Herodotus  and  other  historians,  were  fabulous. 
Its  great  monarch  Nebuchadrezzar  waa  in  his  day 
the  greatest  ruler  of  the  East,  and  Sir  Henry  Layard 
has  told  that  scarcely  a  brick  unearthed  in  the 
mounds  of  the  great  Bab  plain  was  without  his 
name.  Vet  when  the  day  of  reckoning  came,  the 
wall,  said  to  be  mountain-high,  and  80  ft.  thick, 
with  its  moat  so  broad  that  an  arrow  could  not  be 
shot  over  it,  and  all  its  elaborat«  works  of  defence, 
were  aa  if  they  had  not  been;  it  surrendered  to 
Cyrus  without  a  blow  being  struck.  It  is  in  the 
visions  of  the  prophets,  in  the  universal  peace  which 
is  to  accompany  the  restoration  of  Israel,  that  we 
hear  of  "them  that  are  at  rest,  that  dwell  securely, 
all  of  them  dwelling  without  walls,  and  having 
neither  bars  nor  gates'' (Elk  S8  11).  "Inthatdav 
shall  this  song  be  sung  in  the  land  of  Judah: 


o  more  be  heard  in  thy  land,  desolation 
destruction  within  thy  borders;  but  thou  ahalt  call 
thjr  walls  Salvation,  and  thy  gates  Praise"  (60  IS). 
Building  of  fenced  cities,  with  riding  upon  horses 
and  military  preparation,  was  a  note  of  the  false 
prophet,  who  urged  alliances  with  foreign  powers 
such  as  Assyria  and  Egypt,  and  relied  too  much  upon 


the  material  resources  of  the  nation.  The  true 
prophet  realized  that  the  strength  of  the  nation  lay 
m  God  and  urged  the  people  to  put  their  trust  in 
Him  (Hos  8  14).  "Jerusalem,"  says  liechariah 
in  the  days  of  the  Return,  "shall  be  inhabited  as 
villages  without  walls,  by  reason  of  the  multitude 
of  men  and  cattle  therein.  For  I,  saith  Jeh,  nill  be 
unto  her  a  wall  of  fire  round  about,  and  1  will  be 
the  glory  in  the  midst  of  her"  (3  4.5;   cf  8  4.5). 

IV.  In  Ihm  Naui   T—tcanant.—la  a  well-known 
passage  (2  Cor  10  3-5),  St.  Paul,  as  he  often  does, 
draws   upon    his   knowledge   of   Rom 
1<  In  St       methods  of  warfare,    and   introdurea 
Paul's  for  the  enforcement  of  great  miiritual 

Epistles  lessons  the  puUing  down  of  strong- 
holds" as  the  ultimate  object  of  every 
nainpaign  The  word  employed  iodtuTOmata)  is 
the  Gr  equivalent  of  the  Heb  word  commonlv  tea- 
dered  "forttees"  (jmbhg&T).  "The  'stroughokls'  are 
the  rock  forts,  such  as  those  which  once  bristled 
along  the  coast  of  lus  native  Cihcia  and  of  whidi  he 
must  often  have  heard  when  his  father  told  him 
how  they  were  'pulled  down'  by  the  Romans  in  their 
wars  against  the  pirates.  Those  liii^  things  that 
exalt  themselves' — those  high  eminences  of  the 
pride  of  Nature — occupied  in  force  by  hostile  troops 
— had  been  a  familiar  eimerienoe  in  many  wais 
throughout  Asia  Minor,  while  one  of  tbej^Midest 
of  all  was  the  Acropolis  that  lowered  over  Corinth" 
(Dean  Howsoa,  The  Metaphors  of  St.  Paul,  34  f ). 

From  the  stajra  of  the  Castle  of  Antonia,  St.  Paul, 
by  leave  of  Claudius  L3^aB,  the  commandant  of 
the  garrison  at  Jerus.  in  whose  charge 
2,  In  the  he  was,  addressed  the  excited  crowd 
Acts  of  the  and  told  the  story  of  his  conversion. 
Apostles  Antonia  was  the  quarters,  then,  as  it 
was  in  the  time  of  Our  Lord,  of  the 
Rom  ^rrisou,  which  occupied  the  Jewish  capital 
(Acta  21  37;  Jn  IB  28)-  and  the  same  site  is  to 
this  day  oovered  with  a  Turkish  barracks. 


lleved  lo  bave  been  the  scene  of  the  liaprl>- 
S.  In  the  omaeaC  and  murdor  of  Joba  the  Bsptlst. 
nABnol  Thodescriptkin  ot  It,  given  by  Jo«  (BJ.  VII. 

Hr  ."'  vi.  Dihows  It  to  have  been  a  place  at  Im- 

meMe^atreagth^^'It^wM  ^ulle  neoeaory 
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ftffDpllDg  sure  trope  of  safety  to  those ... 

delay  and  fear  to  thuso  who  atucked  It.     For  what  was 
dBfended  by  a  fort  was  Itaelf  a  rocky  hill,  rliliig  to  a 


ture  that  It  could  not  easily  be  approached;  ...  ..  _. 
InCreached  by  ravines  on  all  sfdea.  so  deep  that  the  eye 
cannot  reach  their  bottoms,  nor  are  they  easy  to  cross 
r,  and  it  Is  quIM  Impoffilble  to  Oil  them  up  with  earth." 


over,  and  it  Is  quIM  Impoffilble  to  Oil  them  up  with 

Macbaerus,  like  the  Herodtum.Jotapata.  Masada. ... 

largely  In  the  tnglc  aceasa  of  the  Jewish  War  so  graphi- 
otiOy  described  by  Jos. 

LiTBBiTUBB. — Bllaa  and  MacaJtaler,  Birnmliom  in 
Pel;  BUh.  a  Hound  0/  Uatiy  Citiei:  Macallster.  BibU 
aid-LieliU  /rsm  Mound  a/  GiMtr;  PBFS  for  1903-6, 
referring  to  Oeser:  Driver.  Uodtrn  Riiiareh  at  IUmi- 
fruJinv  tht  BMt;  Vincent.  Canaan  d'aprii  J' >z  pi  oration 
rtctnf,  BlUerbeck.  Da  Ftitunetbau  im  aUin  Orient. 

T.  NiCOL 

FORT0NATUS,  fAi^tft-n&'tus  {^opromi.'nt, 
PhortouruUot):  A  Rom  proper  name  turned  into 
Gr;  same  as  I^it  adj./orianadis,  meanine  "bleat,"  or 
'"fortunate."  Found  only  once  in  the  Bible  (I  Cor 
16  17).  Fortunatus,  witn  Stephanas  and  AchaicuB, 
waH  an  amabassador  of  the  Corinthian  church, 
vhose  presence  at  Epheeua  refreshed  the  spirit  of 
the  apoatle  Paul. 


FORTT.ffir'ti  (D"'yyiS,  'arU'lm;  ■nrra^avra, 
UuanlkorUa).     SeeFoOR(5);   Nuiiber. 


FORWARD,  fAr'werd,  PORWARDRESS,  fAr'- 
W&d-ncfi  (TIMTTl,  hai''aA,  TQ;,  nd^a',-   o-rovSaloi, 

tpoudaioii:  As  an  advb.  "forward"  has  the  meaning 
Of  "onward"  in  space  or  time,  or  in  the  movement 
of  affairs.  As  an  adj.  ithaa  the  sense  of  "readiness," 
"willingness,"  etc.  The  advb.  only  is  found  in  the 
OT.  It  is  the  tr  of  hal''ak,  "distance,"  "onward"; 
in  space  (Nu  33  19;  1  S  10  3):  tn  time  (Ezk  SB 
22,  ''from  that  day  and  forward'';  43  27):  once  of 
tMakh.  "to  go  on"  (Gen  S6  13,  "went  forward," 
AVm  Heb  went  going, "  RV  "grew  more  and  more  ) ; 
twice  of  ma'al,  "above,"  "upward"  (1  S  16  13; 
SO  25,  "from  tbatdayforward  );  onceof  l/d'of,  "to 
cause  to  go  up,"  "advance"  (Job  SO  13,  "They  set 
forward  [advance  or  help  on|  my  calamity");  twice 
of  I'pkHnlm,  "to  the  front"  (J«r  7  24;  Ezk  10  22, 
'They  went  eve^  one  Blraight  forward,"  Ut.  "on 
the  side  of  their  face");  once  of  itdhem,  "before" 
(Job  33  8,  "Behold,  I  go  forward,  but  he  is  not 
there");  once  with  ndMdA,  "to  smite"  (2  K  3  24); 
frequently  in  Nu,  and  once  in  Ex,  of  nS^a,',  "to  Uft 
vcp,"  "remove,"  "journey"  (Ex  U  15,  "Speak  unto 
the  children  of  Israel,  that  they  go  forward";  Nu 
1  £1,  "when  the  tabernacle  setteth  forward";  2 
24  AV,  "They  shall  go  forward,"  etc);  it  is  ako 
the  tr  of  nflfoj  (Piel),  "to  be  over,"  "to  take  the 
lead,"  "to  superintend"  (1  Ch  23  4,  "to  s^t  for- 
ward [to  carry  onwardj  to  advance]  the  work  of  the 
house  of  the  Lord,"  AVm  and  text  of  RV  "to  over- 
Bee";  3  Ch  M  12,  "to  set  it  forward,"  RV  retains, 
m,  "topresideoverit";  EarS  8  m,  "set  forward  the 
work").  This  word  means  fjso  "to  lead"  in  music, 
to  preoent;  hence  in  the  title  of  many  psalms, 
ioTn'oacg^h,  "For  the  chief  musician."  Proirchomai. 
"to  go  forward,"  etc,  is  tr*  "went  forward"  (Mk  U 
35)j  prop(mp6,  "to  send  forward"  (3  Jn  ver  6, 
"bnng  forwaJd,"  RV  "set  forward");  probdUd,  "to 
throw  or  put  forward"  (Acts  19  33,  "putting  him 
forward");  as  adj.  it  is  the  tr  of  thil6,  "to  wish." 
"will"  (2  Cor  8  10,  "to  be  forward  a  year  ago  ; 
AVm  Gr  "willing,"  RV  "to  will");  of  tpoudaiot, 
"speedy,"  "earnest"  (2  Cor  8  17,  "being  more 
forward,"  RV  "very  earnest");  of   apovddzS,  "to 


make  haste,"  "to  be  earnest"  (Gal  3  10,  "which  I 
also  was  forward  to  do,"  RV  "lealous  to  do"). 

"Forward"  dccuib  several  times  in  Apoc,  e.g. 
1  Esd  1  27,  "The  Lord  is  with  me  hasting  me  for- 
ward" (.epiapeudo)-,  2  Esd  8  6.  "before  ever  the 
earth  aame  forward"  (fldvertlarel),  meaning,  perhaps, 
before  it  was  ready  for  planting. 

Forwardness  is  the  tr  of  tpaudl,  "speed,"  "zeal," 
etc  (2  Cor  8  8,  RV  "earnestness  );  of  prothumia, 
"readinees  of  mind"  (2  Cor  9  2,  "the  forwardness 
of  your  mind,"  RV  "your  readineas";   Wisd  U  17, 


<Nu  8  21;  cf  I  Oor 
S),  "take  their  Jour- 
)S  1).  "Journeyed"! 
'.  tor  "forth"  (Prov 
lut  forward  "  for  "  ap- 
rd  Bccordlng  to"  for 
1"  for  "went"  {Nu 

W.  L.  Walker 
FODL,  foul  (CC^,  r6pha»:  dKUoprot,  ahilhar- 
tos):  The  vb.  "to  foul"  (defile)  occurs  as  the  tr  of 
T&phas,  "to  trample"  or  "muddle"  (streams)  (Ezk 
S3  2;  Si  18);  of  Mmar,  "to  bum,''  "to  be  red" 
(Job  16  16,  "My  face  is  foul  with  weeping,"  ARV 
andERVm"red  );  of  mtrpds, "a treading"  (Eik  Si 
19).  The  adj.  is  the  tr  of  akalhartoa,  unclean," 
"impure/'  "wicked"  (Mk  0  25;  Rev  18  2,  "foul 
n>int,"  RV  "unclean"),  and  of  cAcinUtn,  "winter," 
"sbviny  or  foul  weather"  (Mt  16  3).  RV  has 
Th=  ^^™,  shall  become  foul"  (Isa  19  6)  instead 


"The  r 


far  away,"  ERV 


rs  far  away, 
W.  L.  Wa 


FOTTHDATION,  foun-di'shun:  In  Heb  the  words 

for  "foundation"  are  mostly  derivatives  from  T5J, 
yOiodh,  "to  found,"  and  in  Gr  two  words  are  used: 
one,  laTojSoXii,  kataixAi,  of  "foundation  of  the 
world"  (Mt  IS  35;  36  34:  Lk  11  60;  Jn  17  24, 
etc);  the  other,  flt/iAuii,  Ihemilios,  of  the  founda- 
tion of  a  building  (Lk  6  48.49;  U  29;  Acts  16  26, 
etc),  in  which  sense  it  is  also  used  metaphoricallj 
in  various  connections  (Christ  the  foundation  of  the 
church,  1  Cor  S  11;  or  the  apostles  and  prophets 
the  foundation,  with  Christ  as  corner-stone,  Eph  3 
20;  the  foundation  of  repentance.  He  6  1,  etc). 
In  Ps  11  3,  "if  the  foundations  be  destroyed,"  the 
Heb  word  is  shath.  In  Jer  BO  15,  RV  reads  "bul- 
warks" for  "foundations";  conversely  in  Ps  89 
14;  97  2,  for  AV  "habitation,"  RV  reads  "founda- 
tion," and  in  laa  6  4  for  AV  "posts,"  reads  "founda- 
tions." James  Orr 

FOUNDER,  foun'dCr  (from  Dllf,  {(traph):  A 
worker  in  molten  metal  (Jga  17  4,  etc).  The  word 
in  AV  in  Jer  10  9.14;  61  17  is  rendered  in  RV 
"goldsmith;"  and  in  6  29  by  a  paraphrase,  "They 
go  on  refimng."    See  Refiner;  Goldsmith. 

FOtFHTAIN,  foun'tin,  foun'tBn:  In  a  country 
where  no  r^n  falls  for  half  of  the  year,  springs  aa- 
Bume  an  importance  unknown  in  more  favored  lands. 
In  both  eastern  and  western  Pal  and  even  in  Leba- 
non there  are  many  villages  which  depend  entirely 
upon  reservoirs  or  cisterns  of  rain  water.  Others 
are  situated  along  the  courses  of  the  few  perennial 
streams.  But  wherever  a  spring  exists  it  is  very 
apt  to  be  the  nucleus  of  a  vfllaf^e.  It  may  furnidlk 
sufficient  water  to  be  used  in  irrigation,  in  which 
case  the  gardens  surrounding  the  village  become  an 
oasis  in  the  midst  of  the  parched  land.  Or  there 
may  be  a  tiny  stream  which  barely  suffices  for 
drinking  wat<^r,  about  which  the  village  women  and 
prls  sit  and  talk  waiting  their  turns  to  fill  their  jars, 
sometimes  until  far  in  the  night.  The  wat^  of 
the  village  fountain  is  often  conveyed  by  a  covered 
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conduit  for  some  distance  from  the  source  to  a  con- 
venient spot  in  the  village  where  an  arch  is  built 
Up,  under  which  the  water  gushes  out.  See  Cistern  ; 
Bprinq;  Well;  En-,  and  place-names  compounded 
with  En-. 

Figurative:  (1)  of  God  (Ps  86  9:  Jer  2  13:  17 
13);  (2)  of  Divine  pardon  and  purincation,  with  ^n 
obvious  Messianic  reference  (Zee  13  1);  (3)  of 
wisdom  and  godliness  (Prov  13  14;  14  27);  (4)  of 
wives  (Prov  6  18);  (5)  of  children  (Dt  83  28;  cf 
Ps  68  26;  Prov  6  16);  (6)  of  prosperity  (Ps  107 
35;  114  8;  Hos  18  15);  (7)  of  the  heart  (Eccl  12 
6;  see  Cistern);  (8)  of  life  everlasting  (Rev  7  17; 
21  6).  Alfred  Ely  Day 

FOUNTAIN  GATE.    See  Jerusalem. 

FOUR,  f5r  (!?3*^S,  *arba';  Wo-o-opct,  Uasares): 
'Tour"  (cardinal  number)  was  a  sacred  and  com- 
plete number  with  the  Hebrews,  as  well  as  with 
several  other  peoples.  It  occurs  very  frequently 
in  the  OT  and  the  NT. 

(1)  It  indicates  cdinpleteness.  We  have  the  four 
rivers  of  Paradise  (Gen  2  10);  the  four  winds  of 
heaven  (Ezk  87  9;  Dnl  7  2;  8  8;  11  4;  Zee  6  5, 
RVm  "spirits";  2  Esd  18  5);  "the four  winds"  (Mt 
24  31;  Mk  18  27);  "the  four  comers  of  the  earth" 
(Isa  11  12;  Rev  7  1;  20  8.  AV  "quarters");  "the 
four  comers  of  the  house"  (Job  1  19);  Jephthah's 
daughter  was  bewailed  four  days  a  year  (Jgs  11  40) ; 
"four  cities"  are  several  times  mention^  in  Josh 
in  the  allotment  of  inheritances  (10  7;  21  18,  etc); 
Nehemiah's  enemies  sent  to  him  "four  times"  (Neh 
6  4);  "four  kinds"  (RVm  "families"  of  destroyers 
were  threatened,  Jer  16  3);  Jeh's  "four  sore  judg- 
ments" (Ezk  14  21);  "four  generations"  were  seen 
by  Job  (42  16). 

(2)  "Four"  is  frequent  in  prophetic  visions: 
Daniel  saw  "four  ....  beasts  arise,  represent- 
ing four  kings  (7  3.17);  "four  notable  horns"  (8  8. 
22;  cf  2  Esd  11  39);  "four  gates"  (2  Esd  8  19; 
four  wings,  12  2  AV);  "four  horns"  were  seen  by 
Zechariah,  as  the  powers  that  had  scattered  Israel, 
and  "four  smiths"  (RV)  as  powers  that  would  cast 
the  four  homs  down  (1  18-21);  "four  chariots 
and  ....  horses"  represented  the  "four  spirits," 
AV  and  RVm  (better  than  "winds"),  that  went 
"forth  from  standing  before  the  Lord  of  all  the 
earth"  (6  1-^);  in  the  visions  of  Ezk,  "four  living 
creatures,"  each  with  four  faces,  four  wings,  etc, 
were  the  bearers  of  the  throne  of  Uod  (1  5  f  .23) ;  so, 
in  the  visions  of  John  there  were  "four  living  crea- 
tures" before  and  around  the  throne  (Rev  4  6: 
5  6.8.14;  6  1;  16  7:  19  4);  John  saw  "four  aneels'^ 
of  destruction  loosed  for  their  work  (Rev  9  14  f). 

(3)  "Four"  occurs  frequently  in  the  measure- 
ments of  the  sacred  buildings,  etc  (a)  of  the  taber- 
nacle (Ex  26;  26;  27;  28  17;  86,  etc);  (5)  of 
Solomon's  temple  (1  K  7  2,  etc;  1  Ch  9  24); 
(c)  of  EzekieFs  temple  (Ezk  40  41;  41  5;  42  20; 
48  14,  etc). 

(4)  "Four"  is  used  as  an  altemative  with  "three" 
(Prov  80  15.18.21.24.29):  we  have  "three  or  four" 
(2  Esd  16  29.31):  "the  third  and  ...  .  the  fourth 
generation"  (Ex  20  6;  84  7;  Nu  14  18;  Dt  6  9). 

(5)  Ten  times  four,  or  forty  is  also  a  special  and 
sacred  number,  e.g.  forty  years  did  Israel  eat 
manna  (Ex  16  35);  forty  years  in  the  wilderness 
fNu  14  33;  82  13);  "the  land  had  rest  forty  years" 
(Jgs  8  11;  6  31);  Israel  was  delivered  unto  the 
hands  of  the  Philis  for  forty  years  (18  1 ) ;  Eli  judged 
Israel  forty  years  (1  S  4  18);  Moses  was  forty 
years  old  when  he  visited  his  brethren  (Acts  7  23) : 
the  flood  continued  for  "forty  days  and  forty  nights 
(Gen  7  4);  Moses  was  in  the  Mount  "forty  days 
and  forty  nights"   (Ex  24  18;    84  28;    Dt  9  9); 


Jesus  fasted  in  the  desert  forty  days  and  nights 
(Mt  4  2,  etc);  He  remained  with  His  disciples 
forty  days  after  His  resurrection  (Acts  1  3). 

(6)  Fourscore  is  also  frequent  {ah^mdnlm)  (Ex  7 
7;  Jgs  8  30;  Jer  41  5,  etc;  ogdotkorUa,  Lk  2  37: 
16  7). 

(7)  Four  hundred  represents  a  large  number,  e.g. 
the  years  of  the  oppression  in  Egjrpt  (Gen  15  13); 
Esau's  company  (88  1);  the  men  with  David  (1  S 
22  2;  25  13;  80  10.17);  the  prophets  of  Baal  "four 
hundred  and  fifty,"  of  Asheran,  "four  hundred" 
(1  K  18  19.22);  the  prophets  of  Israel  (22  6). 
Four  thousand  represents  a  larger  nimiber.  e.g.  the 
musicians  and  porters  of  Solomon's  temple  (1  Ch 

28  5) ;  the  stalls  for  horses  in  Solomon's  stables  (2 
Ch  9  25);  the  Assassins  who  made  insurrection 
under  an  Egyptian  (Acts  21  38);  Christ  fed  "four 
thousand  men,  besides  women  and  children"  (Mt 
15  38).  Four  hundred  thousand  represents  a  very 
large  number,  e.g.  the  congregation  of  Israel  that 
gathered  at  Mizpah,  "four  nimdred  thousand  foot- 
men that  drew  sword"  (Jgs  20  2.17);  Abijah's 
army  (2  Ch  18  3;  Jeroboam's,  twice  that  number). 

(8)  The  fourth  part  also  frequently  occurs  (Ex 

29  40;  Lev  28  13;  Nu  28  10;  Rev  6  8,  etc). 

W.  L.  Walker 
FOUR  HUNDRED.    See  Four. 

POUR  THOUSAND.    See  Four. 

FOURFOLD,  fSr'fold:  Occurs  but  twice  in  EV: 
2  S  12  6,  "He  shall  restore  the  lamb  fourfold": 
and  Lk  19  8AV,  "If  I  have  wrongfully  exacted 
ought  ....  I  restore  fourfold."  From  this  state- 
ment of  Zacchaeus  we  are  to  understand  that  four- 
fold the  amount  of  that  which  was  stolen  was  the 
restoration  the  law  required  of  a  thi^.  This  was  the 
extreme  penalty  the  law  imposed.  In  some  cases 
double  the  amount  was  to  be  restored  (Ex  22  4.7); 
in  others,  a  fifth  of  its  value  was  added  to  the  thing 
restored  (Lev  6  5) ;  still  again,  an  amount  equal  to 
that  taken  was  to  be  restored  (1  S  12  3). 

FOURSCORE,  for'skor.    See  Four;  Number. 

FOURSQUARE,  f Sr'skwar  {Vy\ ,  rdbha\  Ttrpd. 
ymvo%f  idrdgonos):  "Foursquare,"  meaning  equal  in 
length  and  breadth,  not  round,  is  the  tr  of  r(ibka> 
(from  obs.  r*bha^y  "four");  it  occurs  in  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  altar  of  burnt  offering  (Ex  27  1;  88  1); 
of  the  altar  of  incense  (80  2;  87  25);  of  the  breast- 
plate of  the  high  priest  (28  16;  89  9);  of  the  panels 
of  the  gravings  upon  the  mouth  of  the  brazen  or 
molten  sea  in  Solomon's  temple  (1  K  7  31);  of 
the  inner  court  of  Ezekiel's  temple  (Ezk  40  47) ;  of 
"  the  holy  oblation  "  of  the  city  of  Ezekiel's  vision 
(48  20,  fhhl%  "fourth") ;  of  the  new  Jerus  of  John's 
vision  (Rev  21  16,  tetragonos),  and  conv^s  the  idea 
of  perfect  synmietry.  In  AVm  of  1  K  6  31,  we 
have  "five-square,"  square  being  formerly  used  for 
equal-sided,  as  it  still  is  in  "thx^e-square  file." 

W.  L.  Walker 

FOURTEEN,  fSr'ten.    See  Number. 

FOURTH  PART.    See  Four. 

FOWL,  foul  (any,  ^oph;  imtiii^v,  velein&n): 
The  word  is  now  generally  restricted  to  the  laiger. 
esp.  the  edible  birds,  but  formerlv  it  denoted  all 
fljong  creatures;  in  Lev  11  20  AV  we  have  even, 
"all  fowls  that  creep,  goin^  upon  all  four,"  ver  21. 
"every  flying  creeping  thing  that  goeth  upon  all 
four." 

The  word  most  frequently  tr"  "fowl"  is  ^5ph  from 
^uph,  "to  cover,"  hence  wing;  it  is  used  coUectively 
for  oirds  and  fowl  in  general  (Gen  1  20,  etc;  2 
19.20,  etc);    *ayl^  (from  'tZ^,  "to  rush")  means  a 
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rovenous  beast,  or  bird  of  prey,  used  collectively 
of  ravenous  birds  (Gen  IS  1 1  AV ;    laa  18  6  AV 

"fowls";  Job  26  7,  "a  path  which  no 
1.  OT  fowl  kiioweth,"RV  "no  bird  of  prey"): 

Terms  and  in  Isa  4S  11  it  is  used  as  a  synibol 
References  of  a  conqueror  (cf  Jer  13  9,  "bird," 

"birds  of  prey";  Ezk  SO  4,  "ravenous 
birds");  fippSr,  Aram,  fippor  (from  fflpftor.  "to 
twitter  or  clun>"),  "a  chirper,"  denotes  a  small  bird 
or  sparrow  (Dt  i  17  AV;  Neh  8  18;  Dnl  i  14): 
to  give  the  carcases  of  men  to  the  fowls  (birds)  of 
the  air  whs  an  image  of  destruction  (Dt  36  36  AV; 
1  S  17  44.46:  Pb  70  2;  Jer  7  33,  etc);  barbuTlm, 
rendered  (1  K  4  23)  'fatted  fowl"  (among  the 
provisions  for  Solomon's  table  for  one  day),  ia  prob- 
ably a  mimetic  word,  like  Gr  bdrbarot,  Lat  mur- 
muro,  Eng.  babble,  periiaps  denoting  ge«se  from  their 
cackle  (Gesenius,  from  bSrar,  "to  cleanse,"  referring 
to  their  white  plumage;  but  other  derivations  and 
renderings  are  given).  They  might  have  been 
ducks  or  swans.     They  could  have  oeen  guineas  or 

fiigeons.  The  young  of  the  ostrich  was  delicious 
ood,  and  no  doubt  when  Solomon's  ships  brought 
peafowl  they  also  brought  word  that  they  were  a 
delicacy  for  a  king's  table.  The  domestic  fowl  was 
not  common  bo  early  in  Pal,  but  it  may  have  been 
brought  by  Solomon  with  other  imports  from  the 
Elaat;  in  NT  times  chickens  were  common;  iw'ai 
kdn6ph,  "owner  of  a  wing,"  is  used  for  a  bird  of  any 
kind  in  Prov  1  17.  "In  vain  is  the  net  spread  in 
the  sight  of  any  bird,"  AVm  "Heb,  in  the  eyes  of 
everything  that  hath  a  wing." 

In  the  Levitical  law  fowls  (birds)  were  distin- 
guished SB  clean  and  unclean  (Lev  11  13  t;  Dt  14 
11-20;  cf  Gen  8  20);  the  first  were 
S.  In  the  allowed  to  be  eaten  because  they  fed 
Levitical  on  grains,  seeds,  and  v(setables;  the 
Law  second   were   forbidden  because  they 

fed  on  flesh  and  carrion. 
In  the  NT  the  common  word  for  "fowl"  ia  petei- 
non,  "winged  fowl."  "The  fowls  of  the  air"  (RV 
"the  birds  of  the  heaven")  are  painted 
8.  NT  Ee(-  to  by  Our  Lord  as  examples  of  the 
erences  and  providential  care  of  God  (Mt  6  28; 
Illustrative  Lk  12  24):  in  another  connection  the 
Uses  "sparrows       (ttroulMon)    sold    cheap, 

probably  for  food,  are  so  employed  (Mt 
10  29.  "Are  not  two  sparrows  sold  tor  a  penny?" 
Lk  13  6,  "five  ....  for  twopence");  their  quickly 
picking  up  seeds  from  the  ground  is  made  to 
illustrate  the  influences  which  render  "the  word" 

EDwerlcss  (Mt  IS  4);  their  being  sheltered  in  the 
ranches,  the  growth  of  the  kingdom  (13  32,  petei- 
non);  the  hen's  (firnis)  sheltering  care  for  her 
chickens.  His  desire  to  protect  and  save  Jcrus  (Mt 
33  37;  cf  2  Esd  1  30;  Ruth  2  12);  the  fowls 
were  shown  in  vision  to  Peter  as  among  the  things 
made  clean  by  God  (Acts  10  12:  11  6);  in  Rev 
18  2;  IS  17.21,  drTteonj  "bird,"  "fowl,"  a  carnivo- 
rous bird  (RV  'Hsird"),  is  the  representative  of  deso- 
lation and  of  destruction. 

For  "towb"  AHV  hM  "Wrdi"  (Gen  0  7.20:  7  3; 
Lev  BO  26l>(-  Acu  10  12:  11  6:  with  ERT  Mt  6  2Q: 
13  4;  Mk  4  4.32:  li  8  6;  19  24;  13  IB):  tor  ■■erary 
featberadlowl"  (Szk  39  17).  RV  has  "the  i^rdaoteverr 
■orf;  (or  -sU  towls  tbat  creep"  (Lev  11  20)  and  for 
"  everv  flyins  creeping  thine  "  (ver21),  "all  winged  creep- 
ing thlaga." 

W.    L.    WA1.KBB 

FOWL,  FATTED.    See  preceding  article. 

FOWLER,  foul'Sr  (Op['< ,  ySlflth):  A  profesuonal 
birdcalcher.  In  the  days  previous  to  firearms, 
birds  were  captured  with  nets  spread  on  the  ground, 
in  traps  and  snares.  There  was  a  method  of  taking 
jroung  birds  from  a  nest,  raising  them  by  hand,  and 
when  they  had  become  very  tame,  they  were  con- 
fined in  hidden  cages  so  that  their  voices  would  caU 


Fonntatn  Oats 
Pox 

others  of  their  kind  to  the  spot  and  they  could  be 
killed  by  arrows  of  concealed  bowmen  or  the  use  of 
the  throw-stick  (Ecclus  11  30).  This  was  a  stick 
Ij  ft.  in  length  and  J  in.  in  diameter,  hurled  with  a 
rotary  motion  at  the  legs  of  the  birds  and  was  very 
effective  when  thrown  into  flocks  of  ground  birds, 
such  as  partridge  or  quail,  esp.  if  the  birds  were  run- 
ning up  hill.     There  was  also  a  practice  of  sewing  a 


Egyptian  Fowler. 

captured  bird's  eyelids  together  and  confining  it  so 
that  its  cries  would  call  large  numbers  of  birds 
through  curiosity  and  they  could  then  be  taken  in  ■ 
the  several  ways  mentioned.  The  fowlers  supplied 
the  demand  for  doves  and  other  Mrds  used  for  c^ed 
pets,  and  furnished  the  market  with  wild  pigeons 
and  doves  for  sacrifice  and  such  small  birds  as  were 
used  for  food.     Pa  01  3: 


■e  of  cbe  towlet. 


This  is  David's  promise- that  the  Almighty  will  de- 
liver us  from  the  evil  plans  laid  to  ruin  us,  as  a  bird 
sometimes  in  its  struggles  slips  the  hair  and  escapes 
from  the  "snare"  (q.v.)  set  for  it.     Pa  134  7: 

"Our  soul  U  escaped  aa  a  bird  out  of  the  Bnare  of  tbo 
The  snare  Is  brokeo.  and  we  are  neaped." 
Here  is  the  fulfilment  of  the  former  promise  in  a  cry 
of  rejoicing.  Sometimes  the  snare  neld  ftst,  some- 
times it  broke;  then  the  joy  in  the  heart  of  a  freed 
man  was  like  the  wild  exultation  in  the  heart  of  the 
escaping  bird.    Pnv  6  5: 

"Deliver  tfarself  as  a  roe  from  the  bands  ot  the  hunter. 
And  as  a  bird  from  the  handot  the  fowler." 

With  methods  so  primitive  as  these  for  taking 
birds,  it  must  have  occurred  frequently  that  a 
stunned,  wounded  or  entrapped  bird  slipped  even 
from  the  hand  that  held  it  ana  made  good  its  escape. 

Jer  It  36;  "For  among  mypeople  are  found  wicked 
men:  they  watch,  as  fowlers  lie  in  wait;  they  set  a 
trap,  they  catch  men."  Here  is  the  plain  compari- 
son strongly  drawn  between  wicked  men  entrap- 
ping their  fellows  and  fowlers  taking  unsuspecting 

The  last  reference  is  in  Hos  0  8:  "Ephraimwasa 
watchman  with  my  God:  as  for  the  prophet,  a  fowl- 
er's snore  is  in  all  his  ways,  and  enmity  m  the  house 
ofhtsGod."  Whereverhegoes, theprophetiaindim-  . 
ger  of  being  trapped.      Gene  &tbatton-Port7.b 

FOX  (b?^,  th^Al;  cf  Arab.  ,.^Sju,  tka'UA 
[Jgs  IB  4;  Neh  4  3;  Ps  6S  10;  Cant  3  15;  Lam 
S  18;  Ezk  IS  4|;  Ax^^  al6pex  [Mt  8  20;  Lk 
e  58;  13  32]):  The  foxes  of  different  parts  of 
Europe  and  Western  Asia  differ  more  or  less  from 
each  other,  and  some  authors  have  pven  the  local 
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types  distinct  specific  names.  Tristram,  for  in- 
stance, distiiiKuislies  the  Egyp  fox,  V^^lpea  niloliea, 
of  Soutbent  Pal,  and  the  tawny  (ox,  Vidpea  flaves- 
cen«,  of  the  N.  and  E.  It  is  possible  that  the  range 
of  the  desert  fox,  Vulpet  ieiuxma,  of  Southwestern 
Asia  may  also  reach  Syria.  We  have,  howeverj  the 
authority  of  the  Royal  Natural  Hislory  for  consider- 
ing all  these  as  merely  local  races  of  one  species,  the 


,    Vulpes  aJopex  or  Cariia  vulpet.     The 

natives  of  Syria  and  Pal  do  not  always  diHtinguish 

'    the  fox  and  Jackal  although  the  two  animals  arc 

markedly  dinerent.     The  jackal  and  wolf  also  are 

frequently  confounded.    See  Dragon;  Jackal. 

In  Pb  63  9  f  we  have,  "Those  that  seek  my  soul, 

to  destroy  it shallbegivenover  to  the  power 

of  the  Bword:  they  shall  be  a  portion  for  loxes" 
(sAiI'ailm).  It  has  been  thought  that  the  jackal  is 
meant  here  (RVm),  and  that  may  well  be,  though 
it  is  also  true  that  the  fox  does  not  refuse  carrion. 
In  RVm,  "jackal"  is  suggested  in  two  other  pas- 
sages, though  why  is  not  clear,  since  the  rendering 
"fox  teems  quite  appropriate  in  both.  They  are 
Nefa  1  3,  ".  ...  if  a  fox  go  up,  he  shall  break 
down  their  stone  wall,"  and  Lam  S  17  f,  ".  .  .  . 
our  eyes  are  dim;  for  the  mountain  of  Zion  which 
is  desolate:  the  foxes  walk  upon  it."  RVm  also 
has  "jackals"  in  Jgs  IS  4  f,  where  Samson  "caught 
three  hundred  foxes  ....  and  put  a  firebrand  in 
the  midst  between  every  two  tails  ....  and  let 
them  go  into  the  standing  grain  of  the  Philis,  and 
btirnt  up  both  the  shocks  and  the  standing  grain, 
and  also  the  oliveyords."  Jackals  are  probably 
more  numerous  than  foxes,  but  the  subetitution 
does  not  appreciablv  diminish  the  diSiculties  in  the 
way  of  any  natural  explanation  of  the  story.  In 
Cant  2  15  we  have  a  reference  to  the  fondness  of 
the  fox  for  grapes.  In  Mt  8  20  and  Lk  9  58  Jesus 
says  in  warning  to  a  would-be  follower,  "The  foxes 
have  holes,  and  the  birds  of  the  heaven  have  nests: 
but  the  Son  of  man  hath  not  where  to  lay  his  head. 
Foxes  difier  from  most  of  the  Canidae  in  burrowing 


holes 


s  the 


FRAGMENT,  frag'ment  (kX^iw,  kldsma): 
"Fragment,"  a  piece  broken  off,  occurs  only  in  the 
pi,,  in  the  accounts  of  the  miracles  of  the  Loaves  in 
the  Gospels  and  references  thereto.  It  is  the  tr  of 
fUasma  (from  kldo,  "lo  break"),  "a  piece  broken 
off"  (Mt  14  20  AV);  "broken  meat"  (16  37). 

BV  has  in  each  instance  "broken  pieces."  The 
change  is  important  because  it  shows  that  the  pieces 
left  over  were  not  mere  fragments  or  crumbs  left 
by  tbe  people  after  eating,  but  some  of  the  original 


root  y4far,  "to  knead," 
For  he  knoweth  our  frame; 
ai«dust"  (Ps  103  14). 
k  root  ^Urakh,  "to  put  in 
"to  arrange"):   "goodly 


ineces  into  which  it  is  said  in  all  the  synoptic  nan«> 
tives  and  references  Jesus  "broke"  the  "loaves," 
which,  being  thin  cakes,  were  usually  broken  before 
distribution ;  hence  the  phrase,  "breaking  of  bread." 
See  HDB,  s.v.  "Fragment";  Weymouth  translates 
"broken  portions,"  via.  "those  into  which  the  Lord 
had  broken  the  loaves;  not  mere  scraps  or  crumbs." 
W.  L.  Wai-kbb 
FRAME,  fr&m: 

(1)  1?^  V^er  (fro; 
mold  with  the  fingers) : 
he  rememberetli  that  n 

(2)  %-CS,  •Srekh  (frt 
order,"  "to  set  in  a  ro    ,  _    . 
frame"  (Job  41  12,  AV  "goodly  proporti 

(3)  D^,  'Stem,  "bony  frame,"  "body":  "My 
frame  was  not  hidden  from  thee,  when  I  was  made 
in  secret"  (Ps  139  15),  AV  "toy  substance,"  AVm 
"my  strength,  or,  my  body."     See  also  Bone. 

<4)  ri:^p ,  tnibhwh,  "building,  frame"  (Eck  40 
2,  "frame  of  a  city"). 

(5)  ^PJ,  TtSihan,  "to  give,"  "to  direct":  "They 
will  not  frame  their  doings"  (Hos  S  4,  AV  and 
RVm). 

(6)  rwopiwXoYfig,  sujiarm^ttgid,  "to  fit  or  join 
closely  together"  (Eph  3  21). 

(7)  KOTOfTttvt  kaiartUo,  "to  fit  out/'  "make  fit," 
"adjust"  (He  11  3).  H.  L.  E.  Luemno 

FRANKINCENSE,  frapk'in-sens  (Tljbb,  fbhd- 
nah,  from  root  meaning  "whiteness,"  referring  to  the 
milky  color  of  the  fresh  juice:  Ex  SO  34;  Lev  S  1 
f.l5f;  6  11;  6  15;  34  7;  Nu  0  15;  1  Ch  9  29; 
Neh  IS  5.9;  Cant  3  6;  4  6.14;  Isa  43  23:  SO  6; 
6S  3;  Jer  6  20;  17  26;  41  5;  tr^  in  the  last  «x 
references  "incense"  in  AV,  but  correctly  in  RV; 
M|3a«i!,  libanoa:  Mt  S  II;  Hev  18  13,  The  Eng. 
word  is  derived  from  old  Ft.  franc  eruxn*,  i.e.  "pure 
incense"):  The  common  frankincense  of  the  phar- 
maoopoeas  ia  a  gum  derived  from  the  o> 


but  the  frankincense  of  the  Jews,  as  well  as  of  the 

Greeks  and  Romans,  is  a  substance  now  called 
Olihanum  (from  the  Arab,  el  lubda),  a  product  of 
certain  trees  of  the  genus  BosweUia  (N.O.  Amj/rida- 
eeiie),  growing  on  the  bmestone  rocks  of  south 
Arabia  and  Somali-land  (Isa  80  6;  Jer  8  20).  The 
most  important  species  are  B.  CarUri  and  B. 
Frereana.  Some  of  the  trees  grow  to  a  considerable 
height  and  send  down  their  roots  to  extraordinary 
depths.    The  gum  is  obtained  by  indsing  the  bark. 
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and  is  collected  in  vellowishi  semitransparent 
tears,  readily  pulverized.;  it  has  a  nauseous  taste. 
It  is  used  for  making  incense  for  burning  in  churches 
and  in  Indian  temples,  as  it  was  among  the  Jews 
(Ex  30  34).  See  Incense.  It  is  often  associated 
with  myrrh  (Cant  3  6;  4  6)  and  with  it  was  made 
an  offering  to  the  infant  Saviour  (Mt  2  11).  A 
specially  ''pure"  kind,  I'bhdn^  zcikkdh,  was  pre- 
sented with  the  shewbread  (Lev  24  7). 

E.  W.  G.  Masterman 
FRANKLTy  frankli  (xap4<>t^c^*'>  charizomai): 
"Frankly"  in  the  sense  of  "freely."  "readily,"  "gra- 
ciously, occurs  only  in  the  tr  of  charizomai^  prop- 
erly "to  gratify,"  "to  do  that  which  is  grateful  or 
pleasing,'^"to  forgive"  (Lk  7  42,  "He  frankly  for- 
gave them  both,"  RV  has  simply  "forgave";  the 
same  word  is  tr<*  in  ver  43,  AV  and  RV,  "forgave," 
in  ver  21  AV  it  is  "gave,"  RV  "bestowed,"  granted 
to  see).    It  occurs  in  the  NT  only  in  Lk  and  Paul. 

FRAY,  fra  (Tin,  Uradh,  "to  make  afraid," 
"cause  to  tremble":  AV  of  Dt  28  26;  Jer  7  33; 
Zee  1  21;    RV  "frighten,"  "terrify").    See  War. 

FRECKLED,  frek'ld,  SPOT  (pnls,  hdhah; 
LXX  AX<|MSf,  alphda,  called  in  RV  "a  tetter,"  and 
described  as  a  bright  shining  spot  [b'hGrdth  I'hhendOi]) : 
These  white  eruptions  did  not  render  the  person 
so  marked  ceremonially  unclean  (Lev  13  39). 
This  form  of  skin  disease  is  described  bv  Hippocrates 
as  usually  of  no  ereat  importance  and:  indicative  of 
a  sluggishness  of  body;  it  is  probably  some  form  of 
local  psoriasis.  There  is  a  cognate  modem  Arab, 
word  applied  to  a  facial  eczematous  eruption.  For 
other  references  to  skin  diseases,  see  Leprosy. 

FREE,  FREEDOM.    See  Choice;  Will. 

FREEDMAN,  frSd'man,  FREEMAN,  frS'man: 
The  term  occurs  in  1  Cor  7  22;  Col  3  11,  and  Rev 
6  15,  and  represents  two  slightly  different  words. 
In  1  Cor  7  22  the  word  is  dT«Xrt^/w>f,  a-pdeiir 
theroSf  "a  freeman,"  one  who  was  bom  a  slave  and 
has  received  freedom.  In  this  case  it  refers  to 
spiritual  freedom.  He  that  was  in  bondage  to  sin 
has  been  presented  with  spiritual  freedom  by  the 
Lord.  In  Rev  6  15  the  word  is  simply  Ae^e/M>t, 
eleiUheras,  "a  free  man"  as  opposed  to  a  slave. 

FREELY,  frS'li  (Djn ,  hinndm,  TX^"!} ,  n'dhdbhdh; 
S«»ptdLv,  doredriy  va^^oa((lo|uu,  parrhesidzomai) : 
"Freely"  occurs  in  three  senses: 

(1)  Gratis,  for  nothing  (Nu  11  5,  hinndmy  "for 
nought,"  "the  fish  which  we  did  eat  in  figypt  freely," 
RV  "for  nought");  Mt  10  8,  doreanP ^Freely  ye 
have  received,  freely  pve."  RV  omits  "have  ; 
Rom  8  24,  "being  justifiea  freely  by  his  grace": 
2  Cot  11  7.  "I  have  preached  to  you  the  gospel 
freely,"  RV  "for  nought";  Rev  21  6;  &  17, 
"Take  the  water  of  life  freely";  charizomai  (Rom 
8  32)  is  tr*>  "freely  give,"  td  charisthirUa  (1  Cor 
2  12),  "the  things  that  are  freely  given,"  ARV 
has  "were"  for  "are." 

(2)  Willingly,  spontaneously:  n*dhSbhahf  "will- 
ing offering"  (Ps  64  6,  "I  will  freely  sacrifice  unto 
thee,"  RV  "with  a  freewill-offering";  Hog  14  4, 
"I  will  love  them  freely");  nddhabhy  "to  give  will- 
ingly" (Ezr  2  68,  RV  "willmgly  offered";  cf  1  6); 
n^dabh  Aram.  (7  15:  cf  vs  13.16). 

(3)  Without  hindrance  or  restraint,  'Qkhaly  "to 
eat"  is  rendered  in  Gen  2  16,  "Thou  mayest  freely 
eat,"  AVm  "Heb,  eating  thou  shalt  eat";  1  S  14 
30,  "if  ...  .  the  people  had  eaten  freely";  par- 
rhisiazomai,  "to  speak  freely,  openly,  boldly"  (Acts 
26  26,  "Unto  whom  also  I  speak  freely'O;  »w«(4 
parrhSsias,  "with  fuU  speech"  (2  29,  "I  may  say  un- 
to you  freely";. 


RV  has  "have  drunk  freely"  for  "well  drunk" 
(Jn  2  10).  The  word  is  tnethuakOy  Pass,  "to  become 
drunk."    Comparison  with  Lk  12  45;   Eph  6  18; 

1  Thess  6  7;  Rev  17  2,  where  the  same  word 
is  tr<«  AV  "made  drunk,"  RV  "made  drunken" 
(Mt24  49;  Acts  2  15;  1  Cor  11  21;  Rev  17  6. 
"drunken"),  will  show  that  the  meaning  is  "drunk, 
which  was  the  rendering  of  Tyndale  and  Cranmer; 
Vulg  has  cum  inebriali  fuerint;  Plummer  renders 
"have  become  drunk,  are  drunk." 

W   L   Walker 
FREEWILL  OFFERING,  frS'wU  of^er-ing.    See 
Sacrifice. 

FREEWOMAN,  fre'wd6m-an  (iXivMpa,  eleuih&ra) : 
Found  but  4  t  in  AV  (Gal  4  22.23.30.31).  In  the 
first  three  passages  it  refers  to  Sarah,  the  freewoman 
and  true  wife  of  Abraham  as  in  contrast  with  Hagar, 
the  Eg3rp  slave  girl  who  became  his  concubine  (Gen 
16  1  ff).  In  the  last  passage  a  metaphorical  appli- 
cation of  the  term  is  made  to  the  Christians  who 
are  the  children  of  promise,  of  freedom,  of  the  spirit, 
the  children  of  the  freewoman,  in  contrast  with  the 
Jews  who  are  the  children  of  the  letter,  of  bondage, 
of  the  bondwoman. 

FREQUENT,  fr^'kwent  (irtpio>o^>W(M»«,  peris- 
soUros):  "Frequent,"  adj.  (from  Lat  freouenSy  fre- 
querUis,  "crowded")  occurs  only  once  in  the  text  of 
AV,  as  the  tr  of  perissoterdSy  advb.  in  comparative 
decree  of  periods,  "abundantly,"  hence  "more 
abundantly'^  (cf  2  Cor  1  12);  in  2  Cor  11  23,  "in 
prisons  more  frequent,"  RV  "more  abundantly"; 
and  once  in  m  of  AV  (Prov  27  6)  as  tr  of  *<5/Aar,  "to 
be  abundant,"  RV  in  text,  "profuse." 

ARV  has  "frequent"  for  "open"  (1  S  8  1,  "The 
word  of  Jehovah  was  precious  [m,  rare]  in  those  days; 
there  was  no  frequent  vision,"  m  "Heb  widely 
spread"  (the  word  is  pdrag^  "to  break  forth,"  "to 
scatter,"  etc).  ERV  retains  "open."  with  "fre- 
quent, Heb  widely  spread"  in  m.  "Frequent"  (the 
vb.)  does  not  occur.  W.  L.  Walker 

FRESH,  adj.:  The  tr  of  WTTn,  hddhOahy  "new," 
"fresh"  (Job  29  20,  "My  glory  is  fresh  in  me"); 
of  T«b,  I'shadh,  "sap,"  "moisture"  (Nu  11  8,  of 
the  manna,  "as  the  taste  of  fresh  oil,"  RVm  "cakes 
baked  with  oil");  of  IJ^T,  ra^dnan,  "to  be  fresh 
and  green"  (Ps  92  10,  "fresh  oil");  of  y\vK6t 
glukds,  "sweet"  (Jas  3  12,  "salt  water  and  fresh," 
RV  "sweet").  Fresher  is  the  tr  of  tJp;}^ ,  rufd^ 
phofhy  "to  become  fresh"  (Job  88  25;  "His  flesh 
shall  be  fresher  than  a  child V)* 

RV  has  "fresh"  for  "green"  (Gen  80  37;  Lev  28 
14),  for  "moist"  (Nu  6  3),  for  "full"  (Lev  2  14; 

2  K  4  42),  for  "new"  (Jgs  16  15;   Mt  9  17;   Mk 
2  22;  Lk  6  38).  W.  L.  Walker 

FRET,  FRETTING  (H^n ,  hOrdhy  nsp ,  m&'ar) : 
To  "fret"  is  from /or  (prefix)  and  etan^  "to  eat,"  "to 
consume."  The  word  is  both  trans  and  intrans  in 
AV:  (1)  trans  as  tr  of  hGrah,  "to  bum,"  Hithpael, 
"to  fret  one's  self,"  "to  be  angrv"  (Ps  87  1,  'Tret 
not  thyself  because  of  evil-doers  ;  vb  7.8;  Prov  24 
19):  of  ia^aphy  ^'to  be  angry,"  etc  (Isa  8  21,  "They 
shall  fret  themselves,  and  curse,"  etc);  of  rdghaz, 
"to  be  moved"  (with  anger,  etc)  (Ezk  16  43,  "Thou 
hast  fretted  me  in  all  these  things,"  ARv  "raged 
against  me").  For  Lev  13  55,  see  under  Fretfinf 
below.  (2)  Intrans,  it  is  the  tr  of  rd^am,  "to  rage, 
Hiphil,  "to  provoke  to  anger"  (1  S  1  6.  "Her  nval 
provoked  her  sore,  to  make  her  fret") ;  of  za^aph,  "to 
be  sad,"  "to  fret"  (Prov  19  3,  "His  heart  fretteth 
against  Jeh"). 

Fretting  in  the  sense  of  eating  away,  consuming, 
is  used  01  the  leprosy,  md^ar,  "to  be  sharp,  bitter. 
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painful"  (Lev  18  51,52;  U  44,  "a  fretting  leprosy"; 
ID  ver  55  we  have  "it  lis)  fret  inward"  ("fret"  i»8t 
part.),  as  the  tr  of  jfhetheth  from  pdJyUh,  "to  dig" 
(a  pit)i  the  word  meaning  "a  depression,"  "a  hollow 
or  sunken  epot  in  a  garment  affected  by  a  kind  of 
leprofly,"  RV  "it  ia  a  fret." 

RV  has  "fretful"  for  "angry"  (Prov  21  19),  m 
"vexation."  W.  L.  Walker 

FRIED,  fild.    See  Bread,  III,  3,  (2);  Pood,  II; 


FRIEND,  frend,  FRIENDSHIP,  frend'etup:  Id 
the  OT  two  words,  variously  tr*  "friend"  or  "com- 
paaion";  7^~\,  re'eA,  indicating  a  mere  associate, 
passing  friend,  neighbor,  or  companion;  ^H^, 
'&hohk,  indicating  affection  natural  or  unnatural. 
In  the  NT  also  two  words;  iratpoi,  hetairoa,  "a 
comrade,"  or  "fellow,"  and  #(Xoi,  philoi,  suggesting 
a  more  affectionate  relation. 

literature  abounds  in  concrete  examples  of  friend- 


8  of  the  idea  of  friendship.  Notable  among 
these  are  the  OT  examples.  Abraham,  because  of  the 
intimacy  of  his  relations,  was  called  "the  friend  of 
God"  (2  Ch  20  7;  Isa  41  8;  Jas  a  23).  "Jeh  spake 
unto  Moses  face  to  face,  as  a  man  ....  unto  liia 
friend"  (Ex  S8  11).  The  romantic  aspect  of  the 
friendship  of  Ruth  and  Naomi  is  iDteresting  (Ruth 
1  16-18).  The  devotion  of  Hushai,  who  is  repeat- 
edly referred  to  as  David's  friend  (2  S  10  37;  18 
16),  is  a  notable  illustration  of  the  affection  of  a  sul>- 
ordioate  for  his  superior.  The  mutual  friendship 
of  David  and  Jonathan  (1  S  18  1),  from  which  the 
author  is  made  to  say,  "The  soul  of  Jonathan  was 
knit  with  the  soul  of  David,  and  Jonathan  loved  him 
as  his  own  soul,"  is  another  example.  Again  in  his 
pathetic  lament  for  Jonathan  (2  S  1  26),  David 
says  in  highly  emotional  tones  that  his  love  "was 
wonderful,  passing  the  love  of  women."  Elijah 
and  Ehsha  form  a  unique  illustration  of  Beoii- 
profcssional  affection  (2  K  3). 

In  the  NT^  Jesus  and  His  disciples  illustrate  the 
P'owth  of  friendship  from  that  of  teacher  and  dis- 
ciple, lord  and  servant,  to  that  of  friend  aod  friend 
<Jn  IB  13-15).  Paul  and  Hmothy  are  likewise 
conspicuous  (2  Tim  1  2). 

In  general  lit.  we  have  the  clasmo  incident,  re- 
corded by  Plutarch,  of  Damon  and  Pythias  during 
the  rule  of  Dionysius.  Pythias,  condemned  to 
death,  was  about  bo  be  executed  but  dedred  to  see 
his  family.  Damon  offered  himself  as  a  ransom  in 
case  he  should  not  return  in  time  for  the  hour  of 
execution.  Returning  in  time,  both  were  released 
by  the  great  Dionysius,  who  adted  to  be  taken  into 
the  secret  of  such  friendship.  The  writings  on 
friendship  are  many.  Plato  and  Cicero  have  immor- 
talized themseives  t)V  their  commenl«,  Cicero  held 
dearly  the  friendship  of  Scipio,  declaring  that 
of  all  that  Nature  or  Fortune  ever  gave  him  there 
was  noUiing  which  could  compare  with  the  friend- 
ship of  Bcipio.  Bacon,  Emerson,  Black,  Gladden, 
King,  Hillia,  and  many  others  in  later  days  have 
written  extensively  concerning  friendship.  The  best 
illustration  of  the  double  use  of  the  word  (see  above) 
is  that  in  Prov  18  24,  "He  that  maketh  many 
friends  doeth  it  to  his  own  destruction;  but  there  is 
a  friend  that  sticketh  closer  than  a  brother."  Again, 
"Iron  eharpenetb  iren;  so  a  man  aharpeneth  the 
countenance  of  his  friend"  (27  17).  The  honesty 
and  frankness  of  genuine  friends  are  set  forth  in  the 
maxim,  "Faithful  are  the  wounds  of  a  friend"  (37 
6).  Walter  G.  Clippinqer 


FRIENDS,  CHIBF  FRIENDS  (ol  ^(Xdl  «pAT«t, 
hffi  philai  prOUri):  Expres^ons  used  in  1  and  2  Mace 


to  designate  the  favored  courtien  of  the  Antiochi. 
Mattatliias  is  promised  enrolment  among  the  king's 
Friends,  to  tempt  him  to  apostatize  (1  Mace  t  IS); 
Alexander  Balas  writes  Jonathan  among  his  Chief 
Friends  (10  65).  Cf  also  1  Mace  3  38;  6  10.14; 
10  60;  11  26.27;  2  Mace  8  9. 

FRINGES,  frin'jis  (m ,  [Ifilk,  "tassel,  lock" 
[Nu  16  38.39],  D""^,  g-dhiiim,  "twisted  threads," 
"festoons"  [Dt  23  12|) :  Tassels  worn  by  the  Israel- 
ites on  the  four  corners  of  their  garments  as  remind- 
ers of  "all  the   coDmiandmenta  of  Jehovah,"  in 


Fringed  SUrta  fram  Tomb  at  Bab-el  Mdoolc. 

accordance  with  the  law  set  out  in  Nu  IB  37-41 
and  Dt  23  12.  These  tassels  originallv  contained 
a  thread  of  trkkeUlk,  "violet,"  Jevdsh  tradition, 
however,  has  failed  to  retain  the  fkkSelh,  because 
of  doubt  as  to  the  exact  meaning  of  the  term,  and 
instead  dark  blue  lines  were  d^ed  on  the  borders 
of  the  U^UUh  or  garment  in  which  the  fringes  were 

S laced.  According  to  tradition  any  garment  having 
>ur  comers  required  the  mnemonic  fringes,  the 
importance  of  which  was  weighed  against  all  the 
commandments  of  the  Lord.'  Id  NT  times  such 
garments  were  still  worn  (cf  Mt  9  20;  U  36;  23 
5),  The  later  Jews,  after  adopting  the  garments 
of  the  Diaspora,  in  order  to  observe  the  {l{iih  com- 
mandment began  to  use  two  extra  four-cornered 
fringed  garments;  the  large  (oCuA  while  at  prayer, 
and  the  small  (aHUh,  or  'ar6a'  kan'phOtit,  as  an 
undci^»rment  during  the  day.  Their  tradition 
prescribes  the  exact  manner  in  which  each  tassel 


Aaiyrlan  Fringed  Garment. 

shall  be  made,  and  ^ves  a  symbolic  meaning  to 
the  numbers  ol  winding  and  knots,  somewhat  after 
the  manner  of  the  etrinjs-writing  of  several  early 
civilizations  (cf  the  Peruvian  guiput).  Thus  in  the 
t^lh  a  long  cord  is  wrapped  around  seven  shorter 
cords  first  seven  times,  then  ^ght,  then  eleven,  and 
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finally  thirteen,  each  series  being  separated  from 
the  others  b^  two  knots.  The  numbers  seven  and 
ei^t  constituting  fifteen  together  suggest  n*^, 
YHf  and  the  number  eleveui  m ,  WH,  Together 
they  make  up  the  holy  name  YaHWeH,  The 
number  thirteen  stands  for  'in^ ,  *ehddhf  the  letters 

of  which  taken  as  numerals  equal  thirteen.  The 
sentence  Yahtoeh  'ehddh  means  ^'Yahweh  is  one." 
Many  other  suggestions,  more  or  less  fanciful,  have 
been  worked  out,  all  tending  to  associate  the  fringes 
with  the  Law  in  the  mind  of  the  wearer.    See  Dress. 

Ella  Davis  Isaacs 
FROCK,  frok  dnT^Vt  sinddh;  ^Xtvov,  hdrnd- 
linon)\  The  hempen  frock,  mentioned  in  Ecclus 
40  4  as  a  mark  of  the  lowly,  was  a  simple  earment 
consisting  of  a  square  piece  of  cloth  wrappeaaround 
the  body.  It  is  the  same  as  the  garment  (strrddh) 
which  we  find  the  poor  man  using  as  his  only  bed 
covering  by  night  (Ex  22  26f);  the  traveler,  as 
the  receptacle  for  his  belongings  (cf  Ex  12  34); 
and  the  common  people  of  both  sexes  as  their 
general  outer  garments,  though  there  was  some 
difference  in  appearance  between  the  sindOh  of 
the  man  and  that  of  the  woman  (Dt  22  6).  See 
Dress.  Ella  Davis  Isaacs 


*•  o  *• 


FROG  G^^P?,  s^phardi^^  cf  Arab.  cJuL3, 

4afda'  [Ex  8  2ff:  Ps  78  45;  106  30];  P^rpaxos, 
bdtrachos  [Rev  16  13]):  The  references  in  Fas,  as 
well  as  in  Ex,  are  to  the  plague  of  frogs.  In  Rev  16 
13  we  have,  ''And  I  saw  coming  out  of  the  mouth 
of  the  dragon,  and  out  of  the  mouth  of  the  beast,  and 
out  of  the  mouth  of  the  false  prophet,  three  unclean 
spirits,  as  it  were  frogs."  The  word  ci'pharde^^ 
probably  referred  both  to  frogs  and  to  toads,  as 
does  the  Arab,  (jjafda'^.  In  Pal  and  Syria  Rana 
eaculerUay  Bvfo  viridia  and  Hyla  arborea  are  common. 
According  to  IVlr.  Michael  J.  NicoU,  assistant  di- 
rector of  the  Zo5logical  Gardens  at  Gtzah,  near 
Cairo,  the  commonest  Egyp  species  are  Rana  maS' 
cariensia  and  Bufo  regidana.  Rana  eacidentaf  Bvfo 
vifidia  and  Bvfo  vUtatua  are  also  found,  but  are 
much  less  common.  Alfred  Elt  Day 

FRONTIER,  fron'ter,  frun'tSr  (H^J),  ^a^eh): 
The  word  occurs  once  in  pi.  in  Ezk  26  9.  RVm 
has  "in  every  quarter." 

FRONTLETS,  fruntlets  (ntepiXD,  ididphmh, 
fr  f^phf  "to  bind") :  Ornaments  worn  on  the  fore- 
head, particularly  phylacteries  (which  see),  which 
were  worn  in  this  manner  and  also  on  the  arms  (Ex 
18  16;   Dt  6  8;  11  18;  cf  also  Ex  18  9). 

FROST,  frost  (nb? ,  Jcphikry  "hoar-frost,"  Ex  16 
14;  Job  88  29;  b^JTJ ,  ^ntfmd/,  perh.  "the  apkUy" 

Ps  78  47;  nnjj,  i»rd*,  "cold,"  Gen 
1.  Foima-  81  40;  Job  87  10  AV;  Jer  86  30):  A 
tion  temperature  of  freesmg  or  lower  is 

called  frost.  Dew  forms  when  the 
temperature  is  decreased;  and  if  below  freezing, 
the  dew  takes  the  form  of  a  white  film  or  covering 
over  rocks  and  leaves.  This  white  covering  is  called 
hoar-frost.  Like  dew  it  is  the  result  of  conden- 
sation of  the  moisture  of  the  air  on  objects  which 
radiate  their  heat  quickly.  In  order  that  conden- 
sation may  tidce  place  the  atmosphere  must  be 
saturated.  IVost  may  be  expected  on  clear,  still 
nights  when  the  radiation  is  sufficient  to  reduce 
the  temperature  below  the  freezing-point. 

In  Syria  and  Pal  frost  is  a  very  rare  occurrence 
at  sea-level  2  but  on  the  hills  and  elevated  plains 
it  is  usual  m  winter,  beginning  with  November, 
and  on  the  highest  elevations  throughout  the 
year.    Late  spring  frosts  in  March  or  early  April 


do  great  damage  to  fruit.  In  clear  weather  there  is 
often  a  great  variation  in  the  temperature  of  the  day 
and  the  night,  esp.  on  the  inland  plains, 
2.  In  Syria  so  that  lit.,  as  Jacob  said  to  Laban,  "In 
and  the  day  the  drought  consumed  me,  and 

Palestine      the  frost  by  night"  (Gen  81  40);  "In 
the  day  to  the  heat,  and  in  the  night  to 
the  frost"  (Jer  86  30;  cf  22  19),  a  passage  which 
su|»ests  that  Jehoiakim's  corpse  was  left  unburied. 
The  meaning  of  ftdnSmOl,  tr**  "frost"  in  Ps  78  47 
(see  above),  "He  destroyed  ....  their  sycomore- 
trees    with    frost"    (m    ''great    hail- 
8.  In  Egypt  stones"),  is  uncertain,     "frost  is  un- 
known in  Egypt,  and  Gesenius  suggests 
'ants,'  comparing  it  with  Arab.  namoT'  (Temple,  BD, 

S.V.). 

The  manna  in  the  wilderness  is  compared  to  hoar- 
frost. "A  small  round  thing,  small  as  the  hoar- 
frost'' (Ex  16  14).  Manna  is  occa- 
4.  Figura-  sionally  found  in  Syria  now  as  a 
tive  Uses  flakv,  gelatinous  substance  formed  on 
bushes  and  rocks.  The  elements  of 
Nature  are  indications  of  God's  power,  and  are  re- 
ferred to  as  signs  of  His  might:  "By  the  breath  of 
God  frost  is  ^ven"  (Job  87  10  AV).  "The  hoary 
frost  of  heaven,  who  hath  gendereid  it?"  (Job  88 
29) ;  "He  destroyed  their  vines  with  hail,  and  their 
sycomore-trees  with  frost"  (Ps  78  47);  "He  scat- 
tereth  the  hoar-frost  like  ashes"  (Ps  147  16). 

Alfbed  H.  Joy 
.FROWARDNESS,  frQ'wSrd-nes:  The  tr  of 
ntD^n^,  tahpukhSth,  the  pi.  of  tahpakhdh,  "per- 
versity," "foolishness"  (from  h&phakh.  "to  turn 
abour')  in  Prov  2  14,  "delight  in  the  /rowardncss 
of  the  wicked,"  ARV  "the  perverseness  of  evil," 
m  "the  evil  man"  (cf  ver  12;  some  render  "deceit  ): 
6  14  ARV,  "perverseness";  10  32,  "the  mouth  oi 
the  wicked  speaketh  frowardness,"  ARV  "speaketn 
I)erversene8s,"  m  "is." 

FRUTTy  froot.  See  Food;  Botany,  and  special 
arts,  on  Apple;  Fig;  Vine,  etc. 

FRUSTRATE,  frus'tr&t  (*1^9,  pdrar;  dOfW^, 
atheUd):  "Frustrate"  (from /n«<ra,  "vam")  is  the 
tr  of  pdrar.  "to  break,"  "to  make  void,"  "to  bring 
to  nothing'^  (Ew  4  6),  "to  frustrate  their  purpose" 
(Isa  44  25.  "that  frustrateth  the  signs  of  the  liars"); 
of  atheiedf  ''to  displace,"  *'to  reject  or  midce  void  or 
null":  Gal  2  21,  "I  do  not  frustrate  the  grace  of 
God"  (by  setting  up  the  righteousness  which  is 
"through  the  law"),  RV  "make  void";  cf  1  Mace 
11  36/^othing  hereof  shall  be  revoked,"  RV  "an- 
nulled" (atheied). 

RV  has  "frustrateth"  for  "disappointeth"  (Job 
6  12,  pdrar). 

The  adj.  appears  (2  Esd  10  34),  "frustrate  of  mv 
hope"    (Jth  ll  11,     "frustrate    of    his    purpose 
Idpraktos]).  W.  L.  Walkbb 

FRTING-PAN,  fri'ing-pan.    See  Bread;  Pan. 

FUEL,  fa'el  (nb?9,  'okhldh,  or  nbbijflB,  ma'd- 
khdleth.  "food") :  Is  mentioned  specifically  only  in 
the  OT,  m  Isa  9  5.19;  Ezk  15  4.6;  21  32.  Its 
genera],  lit.  meaning  in  these  connections  is  "food 
for  fire,"  and  might  mclude  any  sort  of  combustible 
material.  The  common  forms  of  fuel  were  wood 
of  various  sorts  (even  including  thorns,  Ps  68  9; 
118  12;  Eccl  7  6),  and  dried  stalks  of  flowers  or 
grass  (Mt  6  30),  charred  wood  as  charcoal  (Lev 
16  12;  Isa  44  19,  and  frequently),  and  dried  dung 
(Ezk  4  12.15).  There  is  no  certain  indication  that 
our  coal  was  known  to  the  Hebrews  as  fuel,  and  their 
houses,  being  without  chimneys,  were  not  con- 
structed for  the  extensive  use  of  fuel  for  warmth. 

Leonard  W.  Doolan 
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FUGITIVB,  ftt'ji-tiv  (Ifb?,  pOm,  from  D^^, 
pOlaf,  "to  escape";  S),  tW>',  from  ^ll,  nil"',  "to 
Wftver";  ^pb,  nflpfta,  from  ^B),  nSphal,  "to  fall"; 
tPT? ,  bOrVh,  ni"15 ,  yrI»A,  and  ITT^P ,  miftftrU^, 
from  n^,  bdra^,  "to  flee"):  One  who  fleea  from 
dtmger  (Isa  IB  5;  Ezk  17  21);  escapes  from  bond- 
age (2  Mace  8  35  (as  adj.));  detterts  from  duty 
(Jffs  It  ij  2  K  26  11  AV;  cf  Jth  IB  12AV),or 
wandera  aimlessly  (G«ti  4  12.14). 

F0LFIL,  td61-fil'  (SVlp,  mal?;  «Xi)p««,  pigrfo, 
««Xfa,  leUd,  with  other  words):  "Fulfil"  is  used  (1) 
in  a  sense  more  or  less  obsolete,  "to  fill  up,"  com- 
plete (Gen  39  21.2S;  E\  28  28;  Job  36  17,  RV 
"full,"  m  "filled  up":  Mt  3  15,  "to  fulfil  all  righ^ 
eousness";  PhU  3  2, ''Fulfil yemyjoy,"ARV  "make 
full";  cf  2  Cor  10  6);  (2)  in  the  sense  of  "to  ao- 
oomplirfi,"  "to  cany  into  effect,"  as  to  fulfil  the 
wordofJehU  K  2  27;  8  15.24;  2  Ch  36  21,etc): 
in  the  NT  very  frequently  used  of  the  fulfilment  of 
prophetic  Bcripture  (Mt  1  22;  3  15,  etc).  Love 
isdedared  to  be  "the  fulfilment  [pltronia,  "fulness"] 
of  the  law"  (Rom  13  10).  For  "fulfil"  RV  has 
"do"  (Rev  17  17);  for  "fulfiUed"  has  "performed" 
(2  8  1*  22),  "accomplished"  (Ezr  11;  Mt  B  18; 
M  34;  Lk  21  32;  Jn  19  28),  withnumerousother 
changes.  W.  L.  Walker 

FULLER,  fd&l'6r  (03? ,  kSbhof;  lit.  "to  trample," 
yvu^tit,  gnajAeiit):  The  fuller  was  usually  the 
dyer,  since,  before  the  woven  cloth  could  be  properly 
dyed,  it  must  be  freed  from  the  oily  and  gummy 
substances  naturally  found  on  the  raw  fiber.  Many 
different  substances  were  anciently  used  for  cleans- 
ing. Among  them  were  white  cUy,  putrid  urine, 
and  the  ashes  of  certain  desert  plants  (Arab,  tfoli, 
Bib.  "soap";  Mai  8  2),  The  fuller's  shop  was 
usually  outside  the  city  (2  K  18  17;  Isa  T  3;  86 
2),  first,  that  he  might  have  sufficient  room  to  spread 


Bgnitlui  Fuller. 

out  his  cloth  for  drying  and  sunning,  and  second, 
because  of  the  oSeneive  odors  sometimes  produced 
by  his  processes.  The  Syrian  indigo  dyer  still  uses 
a  cleaning  process  closely  allied  to  that  pictured  on 
the  Egyp  monuments.  The  unbleached  cotton  is 
soakedin  water  and  then  sprinkled  with  the  poW' 
dered  ashes  of  the  ishnan,  locally  called  j^i,  and  then 
beaten  in  heaps  on  a  flat  stone  either  with  another 
stone  or  with  a  large  wooden  paddle.  The  cloth 
is  washed  free  from  the  alkah  by  small  boys  tread- 
ing on  it  in  a  running  stream  or  in  many  changes  of 
clean  wal«r  (cf  En-rogel,  lit.  "foot  fountain,  but 
tr'  also  "fuller's  fountain"  because  of  the  fullers' 
method  of  washing  their  cloth).  -  Mark  describes 
Jeeus'  garments  at  the  time  of  His  transfiguration 

'   '   --  '  ■■     ■■  '-"     on  earth  could  wfaitci 

Jaues  a.  Patch 

FTTLLER'S  FIELD,   fd&l'Ers  fEld,    THE   (T^ 

03^3 ,  g-dhek  kksbhlf) :  In  all  referencea  occurs  "the 
conduit  of  the  upper  pool,  in  the  highwav  of  the 
fuller's  field";  this  must  have  been  a  weU-known 
landmark  at  Jerus  in  the  time  of  the  monarchy. 


Here  stood  Rabshakeh  in  his  interview  with  Elia- 
kimandotha«onthewal]{2  K  18  17;  Isa  SB  2); 
clearly  the  hi^way  was  within  easy  earshot  of  the 
walla.  Hereleaiah  met  AhoE  and  Shear-jaahub 
his  son  bv  command  of  Jeh  (Isa  7  3).  An  old  view 
placed  these  events  somewhere  near  the  present 
Jaffa  Gat«,  as  here  runs  an  aqueduct  from  the  Birhet 
MamUla  outside  the  wdlls  of  the  Birket  Hamam  d 
Batrah,  inside  the  walla:  the  former  was  considered 
the  "Upper  Pool"  and  is  traditionally  called  the 
"Upper  Fool"  of  Gihon.  But  these  pools  and  thia 
aqueduct  are  certainly  of  later  date  (sceJEROsALEu). 
Another  view  puts  this  highway  to  the  N.  side  of  the 
city,  where  there  are  extensive  remains  of  a  "conduit" 
running  in  from  the  N.  In  favor  of  this  is  the  fact 
that  the  N.  was  the  usual  side  for  attack  and  the 
probable  position  for  Rabshakeh  to  gather  his  army; 
It  also  suits  the  conditions  of  Isa  7  3,  Further, 
Joa  (By,  V,  iv,  2)  in  his  description  of  the  walls 
places  a  "Monument  of  the  Fuller"  at  the  N.E. 
corner;  and  the  name  "fuller"  survived  in  connec- 
tion with  the  N.  wall  to  the  7th  oent^as  the  pilgrim 
Arculf  mentions  a  gate  W.  of  the  Damascus  gate 
called  Porta  Villae  FuUonia.  The  most  probable 
view,  however,  is  that  this  conduit  was  one  con- 
nected with  Gihon,  the  present  "Virpn's  Fountain" 
(see  Gihon).  This  was  well  known  as  "the  upper 
spring"  (2  Ch  32  30),  and  the  pool,  which,  we 
Imow,  was  at  the  source,  would  probaoly  be  called 
the  "Upper  Pool."  In  this  neighborhooa — or  lower 
down  the  valley  near  En-rogef,  which  is  supposed 
by  some  to  mean  "the  spring  of  the  fuller" — is 
the  natural  place  to  expect  "fulling."  Somewhere 
along  the  Kidron  valley  between  the  Virgin's  Foun- 
tain and  the  junction  with  the  TyropoKin  was  the 
probable  aoene  of  the  interview  with  Rabshakeh; 
the  conversation  may  quite  probably  have  occurred 
across  the  valley,  the  Afsyr  general  standing  on 
some  part  of  the  cliffs  now  covered  by  the  village  of 
Siloam.  E.  W.  G.  MABTEauAif 

FULLER'S  FOUNTAIN.    See  EN-itooEL. 

FULNESS,  f56rnes:  The  tr  of  iX^mo,  pltrSma. 
wUch  is  generally,  but  not  invariably,  rendered 
"fulness"  in  the  NT.  Etymologically,  pleroma — 
which  itself  is  derived  from  the  vb.  pfcriS,  "I  fill" — 
sonifies  "that  which  is  or  haa  been  filled";  it  also 
means  "that  which  fills  or  with  which  a  thing  is 
filled":  then  it  signifies  "fulness,"  "a  fulfilling," 

In  the  Gospels  it  occurs  as  follows:  Mt  9  16  and 
Mk  2  21:  in  both  of  these  passs^  it  means  "the 
fulness,"  that  by  which  a  gap  or  rent 
1.  "Ftil-  is  filled  up,  when  an  old  garment  is 
ne8s"in  th«repaired  by  a  patch;  Mk  B  43, 'They 
Gospels  took  up  fragments,  the  fulness  of 
twelve  baskets';  8  20,  'The  fuhiesaof 
how  many  baskets  of  fragments  aid  ye  take  up?' 
Jn  1  16.  'out  of  his  fulness  we  all  received.' 

Elsewhere  in  the  NT  ''fidncse"  is  used  by  Paul 
alone,  who  employs  it  12  t,  in  addition  to  the  fre- 

auent  use  he  makes  of  the  vb.  "to  fill," 
f  these  12,  no  fewer  than  6  are  in  Eph 
in  the  and  Col.    The  references  are  these: 

Pauline  Rom  11  12,"If .  .  .  .  thrar  loss  [is]  the 
Episttes  riches  of  the  Gentiles;  bow  much  more 
their  fulness?"  The  "fulness"  of  Israel 
here  refers  to  their  being,  as  a  nation,  received  by 
God  to  a  participation  in  all  the  benefits  of  Chriat  s 
salvation,  Ver  25,  "A  hardening  ....  hath  bo- 
fallen  Israel,  until  the  fulness  of  the  Gentiles  be  oome 
in."  13  10,  "Love  ....  is  the  fulfihnent  [the  ful- 
filling) of  the  law";  that  iSj  love  la  not  a  partial  ful- 
filment, by  obedience  to  this  or  that  commandment, 
but  a  complete  filling  up  of  what  the  law  enjoins. 
16  2^,  "I  shall  come  in  the  fulness  of  the  blesdng 
of  Chriat."    1  Cor  10  26,  "The  earth  is  the  Lord's, 
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and  the  fulness  thereof."  Gal  4  4,  ''when  the  ful- 
ness of  the  time  came/'  The  fulness  of  the  time  is 
that  portion  of  time  by  which  the  longer  antecedent 
period  is  completed.  Eph  1  10,  ''unto  a  dispen- 
sation of  the  fulness  of  the  times."  Ver  23,  "the 
church,  which  is  his  body,  the  fulness  of  him  that 
fiUeth  all  in  all."  The  church  is  the  fulness  of 
Christ;  the  body  of  believers  is  filled  with  the  pres- 
ence, power,  agency  and  riches  of  Christ.  3  19, 
"that  ye  may  be  fiUed  unto  all  the  fulness  of  God" — 
that  ye  may  be  wholly  fiUed  with  God  and  with  His 
presence  and  power  and  grace.  4  13,  "unto  the 
measure  of  the  stature  of  the  fulness  of  Christ." 
Col  1  19.  "In  him  should  all  the  fuhiess  dwell." 
2  9,  "In  nim  dwelleth  sdl  the  fulness  of  the  Godhead 
bodily"  (cf  Lk  2  40.52:  4  1). 

"Fulness"  in  Eph  ana  Col  is  used  to  present  some 

of  the  most  prominent  thoughts  in  these  epistles, 

sometimes  referring  to  Christ,  some- 

3.  ''Ful-  times  to  the  church  and  the  inoividual 
ness"  in  Christian.  Christ  is  Himself  to  "ful- 
Eph  and  fil"  all  things  in  heaven  and  on  earth 
Col  (Eph  4  10  AVm).  We  cannot  sepa- 
rate "the  fulness  of  Christ"  in  this 

passage  (ver  13)  from  the  statement  in  1  23,  that 
the  Christ  is  being  fulfilled,  and  finds  His  fulness 
in  the  church.  When  all  tne  saints  have  come  to 
the  unity  which  is  their  destined  goeJ,  or  in  other 
words,  to  the  full-grown  man,  the  Christ  will  have 
been  fulfilled.  Thus  they  will  have  together  reached 
"the  full  measure  of  the  maturity  of  the  fulness  of 
the  Christ"  (J.  Armitage  Robinson,  Comm.  on  Eph, 
183).  The  church  and  individual  believers  have, 
by  faith,  the  fuU  possession  of  all  that  Christ  has 
to  impart — ^the  grace  and  comfort  and  strength  of 
Christ  received  bv  them  now.  Cf  Jn  1  16;  In 
him  ye  are  complete,  are  made  full'  (Col  2  10); 
that  is,  the  fulness  of  moral,  intellectual  and  spiritual 
perfection  is  communicated  by  Christ  to  all  who  are 
united  to  Him.  "When  as  the  result  of  the  Holy 
Spirit's  inward  strengthening,  Christ  dwells  in  the 
heart,  and  His  knowledge-surpassing  love  is  known, 
the  only  limit  to  spiritual  excellence  is  'to  be  fillea 
unto  all  the  fuhiess  of  God' !"  {HDB,  735). 

In  the  passages  from  Col,  "the  fulness"  in  Christ 
is  contrasted  with  the  moating  aeons  or  angel- 
powers    or    spiritual    manifestations 

4.  Its  Use  supposed  to  be  intermediate  between 
by  the  False  God  and  the  world.  The  false  teach- 
Teachers  at  ers  at  Colossae  seem  to  have  used  "ful- 
Colossae       ness,"  as  a  technical  or  semi-technical 

term,  for  the  purpose  of  their  phil- 
osophical or  theosophical  teacning,  employing  it 
to  signify  the  entire  series  of  angels  or  aeons,  which 
filled  the  space  or  interval  between  a  holy  Grod  and 
a  world  of  matter,  which  was  conceived  of  as  essen- 
tially and  necessarily  evil.  Teaching  of  this  sort 
was  entirely  derogatory  to  the  person  and  work  of 
Christ.  In  opposition,  therefore,  to  the  Colossian 
false  teaching  in  regard  to  "the  fulness,"  Paul  shows 
what  the  facts  really  are,  that  in  Christ  dweUs  all 
the  fulness  of  the  Godhead  bodily.    The  fulness  of 

the  Godhead  is  the  totality  of  the  Di- 

5.  The  Ful-  vine  powers  and  attributes,  all  the 
ness  in  wealth  of  the  being  and  of  tne  nature 
Christ  of  God — eternal,  iimnite,  unchangeable 

in  existence,  in  knowledge,  in  wisdom, 
in  power,  in  holiness,  in  goodness,  in  truth^  in  love. 
This  is  the  fulness  of  the  nature  of  God — ^life,  light, 
love;  and  this  has  its  permanent,  its  settled  abode 
in  Christ.  All  that  is  His  own  by  right  is  His  by 
His  Father's  good  pleasure  also.  It  was  the  Father's 
good  pleasure  that  in  Christ  should  all  the  fulness 
dwell. 

Any  limitation,  therefore,  of  the  meaning  of  "ful- 
ness, which  would  make  the  indwelling  of  the  ful- 
ness of  the  Grodhead  in  Christ  a  matter  either  of 


the  future,  or  of  the  past  only,  is  inconsistent  with 
what  is  said  of  "the  fulness"  in  Him,  in  Col  1  19; 
2  9.  The  reference  in  both  passages  is  to  the  time- 
less and  eternal  communication  of  the  fulness  of 
the  Godhead  from  the  Father  to  the  Son. 

It  was  in  a  sense  developed  along  the  lines  of  the 
Colossian  teaching  regarcfing  "the  fulness,"  that 
the  Gnostics  afterward  used  the  term.  See  Gnos- 
TicisM.  John  Rxttherfurd 

FUNERAL,  fa'ner-al.    See  Burial. 

FURLONG,  f(b-'long  (o-rdSiov,  atddianf  "sta- 
dium";   Lk  24  13;   Jn  6  19;    11  18;   Rev  14  20; 

21  16) :  A  Gr  measure  of  length,  being  600  Gr  ft.,  or 
100  orouiai  equal  to  606f  Eng.  ft.,  and  thus  some- 
what less  than  a  furlong,  which  is  660  ft.  See 
Weights  and  Measures. 

FURNACE,  f(b-'nfts:  The  word  is  used  in  the  OT 
EV  to  translate  several  Heb  words: 

KibhshdUf  in  Gen  19  28,  where  the  smoke  of  the 
destruction  of  the  cities  of  the  plain  is  said  to  have 
ascended  "as  the  smoke  of  a  f.":  in  Ex  9  8,  where 
Jeh  commands  to  take  "handfuls  of  ashes  of  the  f. 
and  ....  sprinkle  it  toward  heaven,"  etc. 

KuTf  in  Dt  4  20,  where  Jeh  is  represented,  when 
of  taking  the  children  of  Israel  out  of 
>t,  as  taking  them  "out  of  the  iron  furnace." 
[lU,  in  Ps  12  6,  where  "the  words  of  Jeh"  are 
said  to  be  "pure,"  "as  silver  tried  in  a  f.";  cf  Prov 
17  3,  "f.  for  gold." 

^AUun,  in  Dnl  3  6,  where  mention  is  made  of  "a 
burning  nery  f ."  into  which  Daniel  and  his  compan- 
ions were  cast.  There  is  good  reason  to  believe  that 
these  words  all  stand  for  either  a  brick-kiln  or  a 
smelting  furnace. 

In  the  NT  a  notable  figurative  use  is  made  of  the 
word  in  the  phrase  "the  f.  of  fire,"  ^  Kdfuvos  toO  Tvp6t. 
he  kdminos  toU  purds.  It  is  found  in  the  parable  of 
the  Tares  (Mt  IS  42)  as  part  of  the  remarkable 
imagery  of  that  parable;  while  in  the  companion 
parable  of  the  Drag-Net  (ver  50)  it  stands  as  a 
sjnnbol  of  the  final  destiny  of  the  impenitent,  a 
synonym  of  "hell";  cf  Jer  29  22:  Dnl  3  6.22;  Rev 
20  14^15,  etc,  and  "eternal  fire'^  (Mt  26  41),  "un- 
quenchable fire"  (3  12),  "the  Gehenna  of  fire"  (6 

22  m;  18  9  ||  Mk  9  43  m,  etc).  A  fact  which  modem 
travelers  speak  of,  that  furnaces  for  punishment  have 
been  found  in  Persia  as  elsewhere  in  the  East,  sheds 
some  light  upon  this  use  of  the  expression  "the  f.  of 
fire."  GrEO.  B.  Eager 

FURNACES,  TOWER  OF  THE  (Neh  3  11). 
See  Jerusalem. 

FURNISH,  f  Ar'nish  (Xb'^ ,  mdle';  irX^aojioi,  pi^ 
ihomai):  To  "furnish"  is  to  supply  with  what  is 
useful  or  necessaiV;  to  fit  out,  provide,  equip.  It  is 
the  tr  of  several  Heb  or  Gr  words:  of  mdle  y  "to  fill 
in  or  up,"  "to  complete"  (Isa  66  11  AV):  ndad,  "to 
lift  up,'^  "to  aid"  (1  K  9  11);  'dnalp,  Hiphil,  prob. 
"to  lay  on  the  neck."  "to  encircle"  (with  a  bracelet) 
(Dt  16  14),  of  a  slave  set  at  liberty;  ^drakh.  "to 
arrange  in  order,"  "to  lay  out  a  table"  (Ps  78  19 
AV;  Ptov  9  2);'^d8dh  Miy  "to  make  a  vessel  for 
containing  things"  (Jer  46  19,  "Furnish  thyself  to 
go  into  captivity,"  RVm  "Heb,  make  thee  vessels  of 
captivity");  plethomai,  "to  be  filled"  (Mt  22  10 
AV);  str&nnumif  "to  strew,"  "to  spread"  (Mk  14 
15;  Lk  22  12);  exardzo,  "to  complete  fully,"  "to 
equip"  (2  Tim  3  17). 

InEcclus29  26  we  have  "furnish  a  table"  (km- 
nUd);  44  6,  "furnished  with  ability"  (choregSo): 
1  Mace  14  34  AV,  "He  furnished  them  with  all 
things"  (tlthemi),  W.  L.  Walker 
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FURNITURE,  f(b-'ni-tQr  O?,  kdr,  D-'b?, 
k^im;  cKcv^,  skey:^):  In  Gen  31  34  kdr  is  tH 
"furniture"  in  AV,  but  "saddle"  in  ARV.  The 
latter  is  decidedly  preferable.  It  was  the  "camel- 
basket,"  or  the  basketHsaddle  of  the  camel,  which 
was  a  sort  of  palanquin  bound  upon  the  saddle. 
Upon  this  saddle-basket  Rachel  sat  with  the  tera- 
phim  hidden  beneath,  and  her  wily  father  did  not 
suspect  the  presence  of  his  gods  in  such  a  place.  In 
other  places  the  word  kellm  is  used,  and  is  generally 
rendered  "vessels,"  though  sometimes  "furniture. 
It  may  have  many  other  renderings  also  (see  BDB). 
Ex  31  7;  39  33  mention  the  furniture  of  the  Tent, 
which  is  specified  in  other  places.  Moses  is  in- 
structed (26  9)  to  make  a  sanctuary  or  tabernacle 
and  the  furniture  thereof  according  to  the  pattern 
showed  him  in  the  Mount.  The  furniture  of  the 
Court  consisted  of  the  brazen  altar  and  laver  (40 
29.30);  that  of  the  Holy  Place,  of  the  table  of  show- 
bread,  the  golden  lampstand  and  altar  of  incense  (39 
36;  40  22-26;  He  9  2);  that  of  the  Holy  of  Holies, 
of  the  ark  and  mercy-seat  overshadowed  by  the 
cherubim.  The  tribe  of  Levi  was  set  apart  by  Jeh 
to  "keep  all  the  furniture  of  the  tent  of  meeting" 
(Nu  3  8).  When  David  organized  the  tabernacle- 
worship  in  Jerus  and  assigned  the  Levites  their  sepa- 
rate duties,  certain  men  "  were  appointed  over  the 
furniture,  and  over  all  the  vessels  of  the  sanctuary" 
(1  Ch  9  29).  In  Nah  2  9  the  sing,  form  of  the 
word  hll  is  used,  and  is  rendered  "furniture."  The 
proi)het  refers  to  the  abundant,  costly,  luxurious 
furniture  and  raiment,  largely  the  results  of  their 
conquests  and  plunder  in  many  countries. 

In  Acts  27  19  the  word  sheue  is  tr<*  in  AV  and 
RV  "tacklmg,"  with  "furniture"  m  RVm. 

By  way  of  information  regarding  the  general 
furmture  of  the  house  little  is  said  oUrectly  in  the 
Scriptures.  The  chamber  built  for  Elisha  upon  the 
wall  contained  a  bed.  a  table,  a  seat,  and  lampstand. 
This  was  doubtless  the  furnishing  of  most  bedrooms 
when  it  could  be  afforded.  The  prophet  Amos  had 
a  supreme  contempt  for  the  luxurious  furniture  of 
the  grandees  of  Samaria  (3  12;  6  4).  For  full  pa> 
ticulars  see  House;  Tabernacle;  Temple. 

J    J    R.eevej 

FURROW,  fur'5  (D^n,  idem):  The  word  is 
tr<>  "furrows"  in  Job  39  10;  31  38;  Ps  66  10; 
Hos  10  4;  12  11  (Ps  65  10  AV,  "ridges").  In 
these  passages  the  fields  are  pictured  as  they  were 


in  the  springtime  or  late  autumn.  When  the 
showers  haA  softened  the  earth,  the  seed  was  sown 
and  the  soil  turned  over  with  the  plow  and  left  in 
furrows,  not  harrowed  and  pulverized  as  in  our 
modem  farming.  The  Syrian  farmer  today  follows 
the  custom  of  his  ancient  predecessors. 

Another  word,  HJJ^^,  ma^dnOh,  occurs  in  two 
passages,  first  in  the  figurative  sense  in  Ps  129  3, 
and  second  in  an  obscure  passage  in  1  S  14  14. 
Three  other  words,  HIITJ,  g^dhUdhOh^  «^^'^» 
^drOghOhy  'p?,  ^ayin,  tr«*  "furrows"  in  AV,  are 
probably  more  properly  rendered  in  ARV  "ridges" 
(Ps  65  10),  "beds^'  (Eak  17  7.10),  and  "trans- 
gressions" (Hos  10  10).    See  Agriculture;  Plow. 

James  A.  Patch 

FURTHER,  fiir'thgr,  FURTHERANCE,  fftr'thSr- 
&i^  (^97y  yd9ciph;  Iti,  SUf  vpoKoir^,  prokopt): 
Further,  advb.  and  adj.,  is  comparative  of  "forth," 
meaning  "to  a  greater  distance,"  "something  more," 
"moreover,"  etc;  the  vb.  "to  further/*  means  "to 
help  forward,"  "advance,"  "assist."  The  vb.  occurs 
(Ezr  8  36)  as  the  tr  of  n&sa\  "toUftup":  "They 
furthered  the  people  and  the  house  of  God"  (cf  1  K 
9  11;  Ezr  14);  of  p#  "to  send  forth,"  "carry 
out"  (Ps  140  8,  "Further  not  his  evil  device"). 

Furtherance  is  the  tr  of  prokove,  "a  going  for- 
ward," "advance"  (Phil  1  12.  "the  furtherance  of 
the  gospel,"  RV  "progress,*'  ver  25,  "for  your 
furtherance  and  joy,"  RV  "progress"). 

Furthermore  is  the  tr  of  eiUi,  "then,"  "so  then" 
(He  12  9);  of  <<5  Unydn,  "for  the  rest,"  or  "as  to  the 
rest"  (1  Thess  4  1,  RV  "finally  then"). 

RV  omits  "further"  (Acts  12  3);  has  "further" 
for  "more  than  right"  (Job  84  23),  for  "farther 
thence"  (Mk  1  19,  different  text) ;  "What  further 
need  have  we  of  witnesses?"  for  "What  need  we  any 
further  witnesses?"  (14  63);  "your  fellowship  in 
furtherance  of  the  gospel"  (Phil  1  5;  2  22);  "to 
the  furthest  bound"  for  "all  perfection"  (Job  28 
3).  W.  L.  Walker 

FURY,  fQ'ri  (AXdurrMp,  oLAsidr,  "not  to  forget," 
"significant  of  revenge"):  Occurs  only  in  2  Mace 
7  9  AV,  "Thou  like  a  fury  [RV  "Thou,  miscreant"] 
takest  us  out  of  this  present  life."  See  also  Wrath; 
Fierceness;  Anger. 

FUTURE,  fQ'ttlr,  fQ'chur.    See  Ebchatologt. 


GAAL,  ga'al  (b?3,  ga'al,  "rejection,"  or  "loath- 
ing"; according  to  Wellhausen,  "beetle,"  HPNj 
110):  A  man  of  whose  antecedents  nothing  is  known, 
except  that  his  father's  name  was  Ebed.  He  under- 
took to  foment  and  lead  a  rebellion  on  the  part  of 
the  inhabitants  of  Shechem  against  Abimelech,  son 
of  Gideon,  and  his  rebellion  failed  (Jgs  9  26-45). 
See  also  Abimelech. 

• 

.  GAASH,  ga'ash  (1D?|1 ,  ga^oBh) :  First  mentioned 
in  connection  with  the  burial  place  of  Joshua  "in 
the  border  of  his  inheritance  in  Tinmath-serah, 
which  is  in  the  hill-countrv  of  Ephraim,  on  the  north 
[side]  of  the  mountain  of  Gaash"  (Josh  24  30:  cf 
Jgs  2  9);  see  Timnath-heres.  The  "brooks,"  or 
rather  the  wadies  or  "watercourses"  of  Gaash  are 
mentioned  as  the  native  place  of  Hiddai  (2  S  23 
30),  or  Hurai  (1  Ch  11  32),  one  of  David's  heroes. 
No  likely  identification  has  been  suggested.  See 
Ephraim,  Mount. 

GABA,  ga'ba  (73$ ,  gahha!  [in  pause]).    See  Geba. 


GABAEL,  gab'&-el  (TaPa^,  GabcM;  Vulg  "Gabe- 
lus"): 

(1)  An  ancestor  of  Tobit  (Tob  1  1). 

(2)  A  poor  Jew  of  Rages,  a  city  of  Media,  to  whom 
Tobit  lent  ten  talents  of  silver  (1  14).  Tne  money 
was  restored  to  Tobit  in  the  time  of  his  distress 
through  his  son  Tobias,  whom  the  angel  Raphael 
led  to  Gabael  at  Rages  (1  14;  4  1.20;  6  6;  6  9; 
10  2). 

GABATHA,  gab>-tha  (Fapoeii,  Gabalhd):  A 
eunuch  of  Mardocheus  (Ad  Est  12  1). 

GABBAI,  gab'ft-i  f^W ,  g(May,  "collector") :  One 
of  the  chiefs  of  the  Benjamites  in  Jerus  after  the 
return  from  the  Babylonish  captivity  (Neh  11  8). 

GABBATHA,  gab'a-tha:  Given  (Jn  19  13)  as 
the  name  of  a  special  pavement  {rb  XidSaTpurrop^  td 
lith68trdUm)f  and  is  probably  a  transcription  in  Gr 
of  the  Aram.     Kl^^ ,  gabh*ihd\  meaning  "height"  or 

"ridge."    Tradition  which  now  locates  the  Frae- 
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torium  at  the  Antonia  and  associates  the  triple  Rom 
arch  near  there  with  the  "Ecce  Homo"  scene,  natur- 
ally identifies  an  extensive  area  of  massive  Rom 
pavement,  with  blocks  4  ft.X3i  ft.  and  2  ft.  thick, 
near  the '  *Ecce  Homo  Arch, ' '  as  the  Gabbatha.  This 
paved  area  is  in  places  roughened  for  a  roadway,  and 
m  other  places  is  marked  with  incised  designs  for 
Rom  games  of  chance.  The  site  is  a  lofty  one,  the 
ground  falling  away  rapidly  to  the  E.  and  W.,  and  it 
must  have  been  close  to,  or  perhaps  included  in,  the 
Antonia.  But  apart  from  the  fact  that  it  is  quite 
improbable  that  the  Praetorium  was  here  (see 
Praetorium),  it  is  almost  certain  that  the  lUho- 
stroUm  was  a  mosaic  pavement  (cf  Est  1  6),  such  as 
was  very  common  in  those  days,  and  the  site  is 
irretrievably  lost.  E.  W.  G.  Mabterman 

GABBE,  gab'd  (TaPP^  Gam;  AV  Gabdes  [1  Esd 
5  20]) :  Called  Geba  in  Ezr  2  26. 

GABRIAS,  g&'bri-as  (Tapplot,  Gabrlaa) :  Brother 
of  Gabael  (qv.).  In  Tob  4  20  he  is  described  as 
his  father.    The  readings  are  uncertain. 

GABRIEL,  ga'bri-el  (bSPT^lS,  gabhrVU,  "Man 
of  God'' ;  Pappt^,  GabriH) :  The  name  of  the  angel 
commissioned  to  explain  to  Daniel  the  vision  of  the 
ram  and  the  he-goat,  and  to  give  the  prediction  of 
the  70  weeks  (Dnl  8  16;  9  21).  In  the  NT  he  is 
the  angel  of  the  annunciation  to  Zacharias  of  the 
birth  of  John  the  Baptist,  and  to  Mary  of  the  birth 
of  Jesus  (Lk  1  19.26).  Though  commonlv  spoken 
of  as  an  archangel,  he  is  not  so  called  in  Scripture. 
He  appears  in  the  Book  of  En  (chs  9,  20, 40)  as  one 
of  4  (or  6)  chief  angels.  He  is  "set  over  all  powers," 
presents,  with  the  others,  the  cry  of  departed  souls 
for  vengeance,  is  "set  over  the  serpents,  and  over 
Paradise,  and  over  the  cherubim.''  He  is  promi- 
nent in  the  Jewish  Tgs,  etc.    See  Angel. 

Tames  Grr 

GAD  nl,  g^K   "fortune";    TdS,  Gdd):    The 

seventh  son  of  Jacob,  whose  mother  was  Zilpah 

(Gen  30  11),    and   whose   birth   was 

1.  The  welcomed  by  Leah  with  the  cry,  "For- 
Name  tunate  I"    Some  have  sought  to  connect 

the  name  with  that  of  the  heathen 
deity  Gad,  of  which  traces  are  found  in  Baal-gad. 
Migdal-gad,  etc.  In  the  blessing  of  Jacob  (49  19) 
there  is  a  play  upon  the  name,  as  if  it  meant  "troop," 
or  "marauding  band."  "Gad,  a  troop  shall  press 
upon  him;  but  he  shall  press  upon  their  heel"  (Heb 
oddhf  g^dhUdh,  y^ghUdhennily  vfhu  yaghUdk  *dj;e&A). 
Here  there  is  doubtless  a  reference  to  the  high  spirit 
and  valor  that  characterized  the  descendants  of 
Gad.  The  enemy  who  attacked  them  exposed  him- 
self to  grave  peril.  In  the  blessing  of  Moses  again 
(Dt  33  20  ff)  it  is  said  that  Gad  "dwelleth  as  a 
lioness,  and  teareth  the  arm,  yea,  the  crown  of  the 
head."  Leonine  qualities  are  ascribed  to  the  Gad- 
ites,  mighty  men  of  valor,  who  joined  David  (1  Ch 
12  8.14).  Their  "faces  were  like  the  faces  of  lions, 
and  they  were  as  swift  as  the  roes  upon  the  moun- 
tain." Among  their  captains  "he  that  was  least 
was  equal  to  a  hundred,  and  the  greatest  to  a  thou- 
sand.'^ 

Gf  the  patriarch  Gad  almost  nothingis  recorded. 

Seven  sons  went  down  with  him  into  Egypt,  when 

Jacob    accepted    Joseph's    invitation 

2.  The  (Gen  46  16).  At  the  beginning  of  the 
Tribe             desert  march  Gad  numbered  45,650 

"from  twentv  years  old  and  upward, 
all  that  were  able  to  go  forth  to  war"  (Nu  1  24). 
In  the  plains  of  Moab  the  number  had  fallen  to  40.- 
500(26  18).  Theplace  of  Gad  was  with  the  stand- 
ard of  the  camp  of  tteuben  on  the  S.  side  of  the  taber^ 
nacle  (2  14).  The  prince  of  the  tribe  was  Eliasaph, 
son  of  Deuel  (1  14),  or  Reuel  (2  14).    Among  the 


spies  Gad  was  represented  by  Geuel  son  of  Machi 
(13  15).    See  Numbers. 

From  time  immemorial  the  dwellers  E.  of  the  Jor- 
dan have  followed  the  pastoral  life.    When  Moses 
had  completed  the  conquest  of  these 

3.  The  lands,  the  spacious  uplands,  with  their 
Tribal  wide  pastures,  attracted  the  great  flock- 
Territory       masters  of  Reuben  and  Gad.     In  re- 
sponse to  their  appeal  Moses  assi^ed 

them  their  tribal  portions  here:  only  on  condition, 
however,  that  their  men  of  war  should  go  over  with 
their  brethren,  and  take  their  share  alike  in  the 
hardship  and  in  the  glory  of  the  conquest  of  Western 
Pal  (ch  32).  When  the  victorious  campaigns  of 
Joshua  were  completed,  the  warriors  of  Reuben  and 
Gad  returned  to  their  possessions  in  the  E.  They 
halted,  however,  in  the  Jordan  valley  to  build  the 
mighty  altar  of  Ed.  They  feared  lest  the  gorge  of 
the  Jordan  should  in  time  -become  all  too  effective 
a  barrier  between  them  and  their  brethren  on  the 
W.  This  altar  should  be  for  all  time  a  "witness"  to 
their  unity  in  race  and  faith  (Josh  22).  The  build- 
ing of  the  altar  was  at  first  misunderstood  by  the 
western  tribes,  but  the  explanation  given  entirely 
satisfied  them. 

It  is  impossible  to  indicate  with  any  certainty 

the  boundaries  of  the  territory  of  Gad.    Reuben 

lav  on  the  S.,  and   the  half-tribe  of 

4.  Bound-  Manasseh  on  the  N.  These  three 
aiies  occupied  the  whole  of  Eastern  Pal. 

The  S.  border  of  Gad  is  given  as  the 
Amon  in  Nu  32  34;  but  six  cities  to  the  N.  of  the 
Arnon  are  assigned  in  vs  16  ff  to  Reuben.  Again, 
Josh  13  26  makes  Tr<l(f2/^e86Sn  the  southern  bound- 
ary of  Gad.  Mesha,  however  (MS),  says  that  the 
men  of  Gad  dwelt  in  Ataroth  from  old  time.  This 
is  far  S.  of  WOdy  Hesbdn.  The  writer  of  Nu  32 
may  have  regarded  the  Jabbok  as  the  northern 
frontier  of  Gad;  but  Josh  13  27  extends  it  to  the 
Sea  of  Chinnereth,  making  the  Jordan  the  western 
boundary.  It  included  Riabbath-ammon  in  the  E. 
We  have  not  now  the  information  necessary  to  ex- 
plain this  apparent  confusion.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that,  as  a  consequence  of  strifes  with  neigh- 
boring peoples,  the  boundaries  were  often  changed 
(1  Ch  0  18  f).  For  the  Bib.  writers  the  center  of 
interest  was  in  Western  Pal,  and  the  details  given 
regarding  the  eastern  tribes  are  very  meager.  We 
may  take  it,  however,  that,  roughly,  the  land  of 
Gilead  fell  to  the  tribe  of  Gad.  In  Jgs  6  17  Gilead 
appears  where  we  should  naturally  expect  Gad,  for 
which  it  seems  t6  stand.  The  city  of  refuge,  Ra- 
moth  in  Gilead,  was  in  the  territory  of  Gad  (Josh 
20  8).  For  description  of  the  country  see  Gilead. 
Reuben  and  Gad  were  absent  from  the  muster 
against  Sisera  (Jgs  5  15  ff);  but  they  imited  with 

their  brethren  in  taking  vengeance  on 
6.  History     Benjamin,  Jabesh-gilead,   from  which 

no  contingent  was  sent,  being  de- 
stroyed (20  f ).  Jephthah  is  probably  to  be  reckoned 
to  this  tribe,  his  house,  Mizpah  (Jgs  11  34),  being 
apparently  within  its  territory  (Josh  13  26).  Gad 
furnished  a  refuge  for  some  of  the  Hebrews  during 
the  Philistine  oppression  (1  S  13  7).  To  David, 
while  he  avoided  Saul  at  Ziklag,  certain  Gadites 
attached  themselves  (1  Ch  12  8ff).  A  company 
of  them  also  joined  in  making  him  king  at  Hebron 
(ver  38).  In  Gad  the  adherents  of  the  house  of  Saul 
^thered  round  Ish-bosheth  (2  S  2  8ff).  Hither 
David  came  in  his  flight  from  Absalom  (17  24). 
Gad  fell  to  Jeroboam  at  the  disruption  of  the  king- 
dom, and  Penuel,  apparently  within  its  borders, 
JeroDoam  fortified  at  first  (1  K  12  25).  It  appears 
from  the  Moabite  Stone  that  part  of  the  territory 
c^terward  pa^ed  into  the  hands  of  Moab.  Under 
Omri  this  was  recovered;  but  Moab  again  asserted 
its  supremacy.    Elijah  probably  belonged  to  this 
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district;  and  the  brook  Cherith  must  be  sought  in 
one  of  its  wild  secluded  glens. 

Gad  formed  the  main  theater  of  the  long  struggle 
between  Israel  and  the  Svrians.  At  Ramoth-gilead 
Ahab  received  his  death  wound  (ch  22).  Under 
Jeroboam  II,  this  country  was  once  more  an  integral 
part  of  the  land  of  Israel.  In  734  BC,  however, 
Tiglath-pileser  appeared,  and  conquered  all  Eastern 
PsJ,  carrying  its  inhabitants  captive  (2  K  16  29; 
1  Ch  6  26).  This  seems  to  have  furnished  occar 
sion  for  the  children  of  Ammon  to  occupy  the 
country  (Jer  49  1).  In  Ezekiel's  ideal  picture 
(48  27.34),  a  place  is  found  for  the  tribe  of  Gad. 
Obadiah  seems  to  have  forgotten  the  tribe,  and  their 
territory  is  assigned  to  Benjamin  (ver  19).  Gad, 
however,  has  his  place  among  the  tribes  of  Israel  in 
Rev  7.  W.  EwiNG 

GAD  n3,  gddhf  "fortunate") ^  David's  seer 
{kozeh,  1  Ch  21  9;  29  29;  2  Ch  29  25),  or 
prophet  (nabhV;  cf  1  S  22  5;  2  S  24  11).  He 
appears  (1)  to  advise  David  while  an  outlaw  fleeing 
before  Saul  to  return  to  the  land  of  Judah  (1  S  22 
5) ;  (2)  to  rebuke  David  and  give  him  his  choice  of 
punislunents  when,  in  spite  of  the  advice  of  Joab 
and  the  traditional  objections  (cf  Ex  30  11  ff),  he 
had  counted  the  children  of  Israel  (2  S  24  11; 
1  Ch  21  9  ft) ;  (3)  to  instruct  David  to  erect  an 
altar  on  the  threshing-floor  of  Araunah  when  the 
plague  that  had  descended  on  Israel  ceased  (2  S 
24  18;  1  Ch  21  18);  and  (4)  to  assist  in  the  ar- 
rangement of  Levitical  music  with  cymbals,  (xsal- 
teries  and  harps  (cf  2  Ch  29  25).  Of  his  writings 
none  are  known,  though  he  is  said  to  have  written 
a  history  of  a  part  of  David's  reign  (1  Ch  29  29). 

Ella  Davis  Isaacs 

GAD  (13,  gadhy  "fortune"):  A  god  of  Good 
Luck,  possibly  the  Hyades.  The  writer  in  Isa  66 
11m  pronounces  a  curse  against  such  as  are  lured 
away  to  idolatry.  The  warning  here,  according  to 
Cheyne,  is  specifically  against  the  Samaritans,  whom 
with  their  religion  the  Jews  held  in  especial  abhor- 
rence. The  charge  would,  however,  apply  just  as 
well  to  superstitious  and  semi-pagan  Jews.  ''But 
ye  that  forsake  Jeh,  that  forget  my  holy  mountain, 
that  prepare  a  table  for  Fortune,  and  that  fill  up 
mingled  wine  unto  Destiny;  I  will  destine  vou  to  the 
sword,  and  ye  shall  all  bow  down  to  the  slaughter." 
There  is  a  plajr  upon  words  here:  "Fill  up  mingled 
wine  unto  Destiny"  CV^  >  m'nl)  and  "I  will  destine 
pnsp ,  mdnilhly  i.e.  portion  out]  you  for  the  sword" 
(vs  11.12).  Gad  and  Meni  mentioned  here  are  two 
Syrian  deities  (Cheyne,  Book  of  the  Prophet  Isaiah. 
198).  Schtirer  (Gesch.  d.  jtid.  VolkeSy  II,  34  n.,  and 
bibliography)  disputes  the  reference  of  the  Gr 
TiJxi?  (TiicAe)  cult  to  the  Sem  Gad,  tracing  it  rather 
to  the  S)rrian  "Astarte"  worship.  The  custom  was 
quite  common  among  heathen  peoples  of  spreadini; 
before  the  gods  tables  laden  with  £ood  (cf  Herod,  i. 
181,  183;  Smith,  Rel.  of  Semiles^  Lect  X). 

Nothing  is  known  of  a  Bab  deity  named  Gad,  but 
there  are  Aramaean  and  Arab,  equivalents.  The 
origin  may  have  been  a  personification  of  fortune 
and  destiny,  i.e.  equivalent  to  the  Fates.  The 
Nabataean  inscriptions  give,  in  pi.  form,  the  name 
of  Meni.  Achimenidean  coins  (Pers)  are  thought 
by  some  to  bear  the  name  of  Meni.  How  widely 
spread  these  Syrian  cults  became,  ma^  be  seen  in  a 
number  of  ways,  e.g.  an  altar  from  Vaison  in  South- 
em  France  bearing  an  inscription: 

"Belus  Fortunae  rector,  Menisque  Magister,'* 

Belus,  signifying  the  Syrian  Bel  of  Apamaea 
(Driver).  Canaanitish  place-names  also  attest  the 
prevalence  of  the  cult,  as  Baal-gad,  at  the  foot  of 
Hermon  (Josh  11  17;  12  7;  13  5);  Migdal-gad^ 
possibly  Mejdel  near  Askalon  (Josh  16  37);  Gaddi 


and  Gaddiel  (Nu  18  10  f).  In  Tahnudic  lit.  the 
name  of  Gad  is  frequently  invoked  (cf  McCurdv 
in  Jew  Enc,  V,  544).  Indeed  the  words  of  Lean 
in  Gen  80  11  may  refer  not  to  good  fortune  or  luck 
but  to  the  deity  who  was  esp.  regarded  as  the  patron 
god  of  Good  Fortune  (cf  Kent,  Student's  OT,  I,  111). 
Similar  beliefs  were  held  among  the  Greeks  and 
Romans,  e.g.  Hor.  Sal.  ii.8,  61: 

•*....  Fortuna.  quia  est  crudeUor  in  nos  te  deuB7** 

Cic.  N.D.  iii.24,  61 : 
"Quo  in  genere  vel  maxlmfl  est  Fortuna  numeranda.** 

The  question  has  also  an  astronomical  interest. 
Arab,  tmdition  styled  the  planet  Jupiter  the  greater 
fortune,  and  Venus  the  lesser  fortune.  Jewuh  tra- 
dition identified  Gad  with  the  planet  Jupiter,  and 
it  has  been  conjectured  that  Meni  is  to  be  identified 
with  the  planet  Venus.  See,  however.  Astrology, 
10.  W.  N.  Stearns 

GAD  (bT^,  'Ozal,  "to  go  about"):  Used  once 
in  Jer  2  36,  "Why  gaddest  thou  about  so  much  to 
change  thy  way?"  of  going  after  E^ypt  and  Assyria. 

GAD,  VALLEY  OF  (IJiH  bnj ,  nahal  ha-gOdh;  AV 
River  of  Gad) :  In  2  S  24  5  we  read  that  Joab  and 
the  captains  of  the  host  passed  over  Jordan  and 
pitched  in  Aroer.  on  the  right  side  of  the  city  that 
IS  in  the  midst  oi  the  valley  of  Grad.  If  we  refer  to 
Josh  18  25  f ,  this  might  seem  to  indicate  a  valley 
near  Rabbath-ammon.  According  to  a  generally 
accepted  emendation  suggested  by  WeTlhausen, 
however,  we  should  readj  "They  began  from  Aroer, 
and  from  the  city  that  is  m  the  middle  of  the  torrent 
vallev,  toward  Gad."  See  Ar.  The  valley  is  evi- 
dently the  Amon.  W.  Ewinq 

GADARA,  gad'a-ra  (FotSopo,  Gddara) :  This  city 
is  not  named  in  Scripture,  but  the  territory  belong- 
ing to  it  is  spoken  of  as  x^Pa  ^^^'^  Tada- 

1.  Country  p^if^f,  chdra  tdn  Gadarendn.  "country 
of  the  of  the  Gadarenes"  (Mt  8  28).  In  the  || 
Gadarenes    passages    (Mk  6  1;    Lk  8  26.37)   we 

read:  x^P^  ^wr  Tepoffiivuv^  ch/hu  tdn 
GeraserUhif  "country  of  the  Gerasenes."  There  is  no 
good  reason,  however,  to  question  the  accuracy  of 
the  text  in  either  case.  Ine  city  of  Gadara  is  rep- 
resented today  by  the  ruins  of  Umm  l^eis  on  the 
heights  south  of  el-Hummeh — ^the  hot  rorings  in  the 
YarmQk  valley — alx>ut  6  miles  S.E.  of  the  Sea  of 
Galilee.  It  may  be  taken  as  certain  that  the  juris- 
diction of  Gadara,  as  the  chief  city  in  these  regions, 
extended  over  the  country  £.  of  the  sea,  including 
the  lands  of  the  subordinate  town,  Gerasa  (q.v.). 
The  figure  of  a  ship  frequently  appears  on  its  coins: 
conclusive  proof  that  its  territorv  reached  the  sea. 
The  place  might  therefore  be  called  with  propriety, 
either  "land  of  the  Gerasenes."  with  reference  to 
the  local  center,  or  "land  of  tne  Gadiurenes,"  with 
reference  to  the  superior  city. 

NoTX.~The  TR  reading.  r*iv  Ttpyttnivmy,  t6n  OerqetinSn, 
*'of  the  Gergesenes,"  must  be  rejected  (WH,  II.  App.. 
iij. 

The  name  Gadara  appears  to  be  Sem.    It  is  still 

heard  in  Jedur^  which  attaches  to  the  ancient  rock 

tombs,  with  sarcophagi,  to  the  £.  of 

2.  History    the  present  ruins.    They  are  closed 

by  carved  stone  doors,  and  are  used 
as  storehouses  for  grain,  and  also  as  dwellings  bv 
the  inhabitants.  The  place  is  not  mentioned  till 
later  times.  It  was  taken  by  Antiochus  the  Great 
when  in  218  BC  he  first  invaded  Pal  (Polyb.  v.71). 
Alexander  Jannaeus  invested  the  place,  and  reduced 
it  after  a  ten  months'  siege  (AnJL,  XIII,  iii,  3;  BJ, 
I,  iv,  2).  Pompey  is  said  to  have  restored  it,  63 
BC  {Ant,  XIV,  iv,  4;  BJ,  I,  vii,  7);  from  which  it 
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woiild  appear  to  have  declined  in  Jewish  hands. 
He  gave  it  a  free  constitution.  From  this  date  the 
era  of  the  city  was  reckoned.  It  was  the  seat  of 
one  of  the  councils  instituted  Ix^  Gabinius  for  the 
government  of  the  Jews  (Ani,  XtVjV,  4;  BJ,  I,  viii, 
5).  It  was  given  by  Augustus  to  Herod  the  Great 
in  30  EC  (Ant,  XV,  vii,  3;  BJ,  I,  xx,  3).  The  em- 
peror would  not  listen  to  the  accusations  of  the  in- 
habitcuits  against  Herod  for  oppressive  conduct 
(Ant,  XV,  X,  2f).  After  Herod's  death  it  was 
joined  to  the  province  of  Syria,  4  EC  (Ant,  XVII,  xi, 
4;  BJ,  II,  VI,  3).  At  the  beginning  of  the  Jewish 
revolt  the  country  around  Gradara  was  laid  waste 
(BJ,  II,  xviii,  1^.  The  Gadarenes  captured  some  of 
the  boldest  of  the  Jews,  of  whom  several  were  put  to 
death,  and  others  imprisoned  (ib,  5).  A  party  in 
the  city  surrendered  it  to  Vespasian,  who  placed  a 
garrison  there  (BJ,  IV,  vii,  3).  It  continued  to  be 
a  great  and  important  city,  and  was  long  the  seat 
of  a  bishop  (R^and,  Pal,  776).  With  the  conquest 
of  the  Moslems  it  passed  under  eclipse,  and  is  now 
an  utter  ruin. 

Umm  ^eis  answers  the  description  given  of 
Gadara  by  ancient  writers.  It  was  a  strong  fortress 
(Ant,  XIII,  iii,  3).  near  the  Hieromax 
3.  Identifi-  —i.e.  YarmUk  (Pliny  NH,  xvi)— E.of 
cation  and  Tiberias  and  Scythopolis,  on  the  top 
Description  of  a  hill.  3  Rom  miles  from  hot  springs 
and  batns  called  Amatha,  on  the  bank 
of  the  Hieromax  (Onom,  s.v.).  The  narrow  ridge 
on  which  the  ruins  lie  runs  out  toward  the  Jordan 
from  the  uplands  of  Gilead,  with  the  deep  gorge  of 
Wddy  FarmiZAj— Hieromax — on  the  N.,  and  Wddy 
el  ^Arab  on  the  S.  The  hot  springs,  as  noted  above, 
are  in  the  bottom  of  the  valley  to  the  N.  The  ridge 
sinks  gradually  to  the  E.,  and  falls  steeply  on  the 
other  three  sides,  so  that  the  position  was  one  of 
preat  strength.  The  ancient  walls  may  be  traced 
m  almost  their  entire  circuit  of  2  miles.  One  of  the 
great  Rom  roads  ran  eastward  to  i>er^ah;  and  an  aque- 
duct has  been  traced  to  the  pool  of  el  Khab^  about 
20  miles  to  the  N.  of  i>er^ah.  The  ruins  mclude 
those  of  two  theaters,  a  basilica,  a  temple,  and  many 
important  buildings,  telling  of  a  once  great  and 
splendid  city.  A  paved  street,  with  douole  colon- 
nade, ran  from  E.  to  W.  The  ruts  worn  in  the  pave- 
ment by  the  chariot  wheels  are  still  to  be  seen. 

That  there  was  a  second  Gadara  seems  certain, 
and  it  may  be  intended  in  some  of  the  passages  re- 
ferred to  above.  It  is  probably  represented  by  the 
modem  Jedur,  not  far  from  es-Sal^  (Buhl,  GA  P,  255; 
Guthe).  Jos  gives  Pella  as  the  northern  boundary 
of  Peraea  (BJ,  III,  iii,  3).  This  would  exclude  Gaa- 
ara  on  the  Hieromax.  The  southern  city,  there- 
fore, should  be  understood  as  "the  capital  of  Peraea" 
in  BJ,  IV,  vii,  3. 

Gadara  was  a  member  of  the  Decapolis  (q.v.). 

W.  EWING 

GADARENES,  gad-a-renz'.   See  preceding  article. 

GADDI,  gad'I  f^ll,  gaddl,  "my  fortune"): 
One  of  the  twelve  spies,  son  of  Susi,  and  a  chief  of 
Manasseh  (Nu  13  11). 

GADDIEL,  gad'i-el  (bX'^'^J,  gcMVel,  "blest  of 
God") :  One  of  the  twelve  men  sent  by  Moses  from 
the  wilderness  of  Paran  to  spy  out  the  land  of 
Canaan.  He  represented  the  tribe  of  Zebulun 
(Nu  13  10). 

GADDIS,  gad'is  (A,  TaSSCt,  Gaddis;  KaSSCs, 
Kaddia;  A  V  Caddis) :  Surname  of  John,  the  eldest 
brother  of  Judas  Maccabaeus  (1  Maco  2  2). 

GADI,  gS'dl  C'T?,  gadhl,  "fortunate"):  The 
father  of  Menahem,  one  of  the  kings  of  Israel  who 
reached  the  throne  through  blood  (2  K  16  14.17). 


GADITES,  gad'Its:  Members  of  the  tribe  of  Gad 
(Dt  3  12,  etc). 

GAHAM,  ga'ham  (Dn^ ,  gdhdm) :  A  son  of  Nahor, 
brother  of  Abraham,  by  his  concubine  Reumah 
(Gen  22  24). 

GAHAR,  ga'h&r  (^nj,  gahar):  A  family  name 
of  the  Nethinim  who  came  up  with  Zerubbabel  to 
Jerus  (Ezr  2  47;  Neh  7  49);  in  1  Esd  6  30  called 
Geddur. 

GAI,  ga'I  (K*;!,  gay"):  In  RV  of  1  S  17  52  for 
AV  "vallevs."  RVm  notes:  "The  Syr  and  some 
editions  of  the  Sept  have  Gath"  (thus  also  Well- 
hausen,  Eudde,  Driver,  etc). 

GAIN,  g&n:  In  the  OT  the  tr  of  three  Heb  substs., 
yj5i  ftcfo*,  "unjust  gain,"  "any  gain"  (Jgs  6  19; 
Job  22  3;  Prov  1  19;  16  27;  Isa  33  15;  66  11; 
Ezk  22  13.27;  Mic  4  13);  n'^np,  m*^fr,  "price" 
for  which  a  thing  is  sold  (Dnl  11  39,  the  only  place 
where  the  Heb  word  is  tr*  "gain"  in  AV,  though  it 
occurs  in  other  places  tr**  "price");  TVfW^,t^bhiVdh, 
"produce,"  "profits,"  "fruit"  (Prov  3  14).  It  is 
the  tr  of  one  Heb  vb.,  7$9'  ^^<>S  *'to  gain  dis- 
honestly" (Job  27  8);  of  one  Aram,  vb.,  p|, 
z'bhan,  "to  buy,"  "prociu-e  for  oneself"  (Dnl  2  8, 
here  used  of  buying  time,  i.e.  "seeking  delay" 
[Gesenius]). 

In  the  NT,  the  tr  of  three  Gr  substs.,  ipyatria, 
ergcbsla,  "gain  gotten  by  work,"  "profit"  (Acts  16 
16.19;  19  24  [AV]);  K4p9ot,  k&rdoa,  "gain,"  "advan- 
tage" (Phil  12  1;  3  7,  in  the  former,  Paul  asserting 
that  to  him  to  die  was  a  personal  advantage,  be- 
cause then  he  would  *%%  with  Christ" ;  in  the  latter, 
he  counts  as  "loss"  his  personal  privileges  in  the 
flesh,  when  compared  with  "the  excellency  of  the 
knowledge  of  Christ");  TopicyM,  porismds,  "gain," 
"a  source  of  gain"  (1  Tim  6  5.6,  where  the  apostle 
asserts,  not  "gain"  [earthly]  is  godliness,  but  godli- 
ness is  "gain"  [real,  abiding]).  It  is  the  tr  of  three 
Gr  vbs.,  K€p9alv<a,  kerdaino,  "to  gain,"  "acquire," 
in  Mt  16  2i3^  where  Jesus  teaches  that  the  soul,  or 
life  in  its  highest  sense  ("his  own  self,"  Lk  9  25), 
is  worth  more  than  the  "gaining"  of  the  whole  (ma- 
terial) world;  Mt  18  15,  concerning  the  winning 
of  a  sinning  brother  by  TOivate  interview;  26  17. 
22^  the  parable  of  the  Talents;  Acts  27  21  AV, 
injury  "gained,"  sustained,  by  sailing  from  Crete; 
1  Cor  9  19.20  Ma,  21.22,  all  referring  to  Paul's  life- 
principle  of  accommodation  to  others  to  "gain," 
win,  them  to  Christ;  in  Jas  4  13  used  in  a  commer- 
cial sense;  roc^w,  paUd,  "to  make,"  "make  gain" 
(Lk  19  18  AV,  the  parable  of  the  Pounds);  Tpotr- 
€prfd^iuu,  prosergdzcmai,  "to  gain  by  tracQng"  (19 
16,  commercial  use,  in  the  same  parallel). 

Charles  B.  Williams 

GAINSAY,  gSn-s&',  gSn'sa  (Avrctvov,  anteipon, 
dvTiXfytt,  antiUgo,  "to  say  or  speak  against"): 
Occurs  as  anteipon,  "not  ....  able  to  withstand 
or  to  gainsay"  (Lk  21  15) ;  as  antilego,  "a  disobe- 
dient and  gainsaying  people"  (Rom  10  21);  2  Esd 
6  29,  carUradicdMnb;  Jth  8  28,  anihUtemi;  12  14, 
anterd;  Ad  Est  13  9,  antitdssd;  1  Maco  14  44, 
anteipon, 

Gainsayer,  antUegd  (Tit  1  9,  "exhort  and  con- 
vince [RV  "convict^']  the  gainsayers"). 

Gainsaying,  antilogia  (Jude  ver  11,  "the  gain" 
saying  of  Korah");  antUogia  is  LXX  for  merfbkdh 
(Nu  20  13);  anantirrhHds,  "without  contradic- 
tion" (Acts  10  29,  "without  gamsaymg"). 

RV  has  "gainsaid"  for  "spoken  against"  (Acts 
19  36);  "not  gainsaying"  for  "not  answering 
again"  (Tit  2  9);  "gamsaying"  for  "contradiction" 
(He  12  3).  W.  L.  Walkbb 
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GAIUS,  ga'yus  (rdSof,  Gdlos;  WH,  Gaios): 

(1)  The  Gaius  to  whom  3  Jn  is  addressed.  He  is 
spoken  of  as  "the  beloved"  (3  Jn  vs  1.2.6.11). 
''walkiM  in  the  truth"  (vs  3.4),  and  doing  "a  faithful 
work"  "towuti  them  that  are  brethren  and  stran- 
gers withal"  (vs  6.6).  He  has  been  identified  by 
some  with  the  Gaius  mentioned  in  the  Apos  Const 
(VII,  46),  as  having  been  appointed  bishop  of  Per- 
gamum  by  John. 

(2)  Gaius  of  Macedonia,  a  "companion  in  travel" 
of  St.  Paul  (Acts  19  29).  He  was  one  of  those  who 
were  seized  by  Demetrius  and  the  other  silversmiths 
in  the  riot  at  Ephesus,  during  St.  Paul's  third  mis- 
sionary journey. 

(3)  Gaius  of  Derbe,  who  was  among  those  who 
accompanied  St.  Paul  from  Greece  "as  far  as 
Asia,"  during  his  third  missionary  journey  (Acts 
20  4).  In  the  corresponding  list  given  in  the  "Con- 
tendings  of  St.  Paul''  (cf  Budge,  CorUendings  of  the 
Twelve  AvosUeSy  II.  592),  the  name  of  this  Gaius  is 
given  as    Gallius. 

(4)  Gaius,  the  host  of  St.  Paul  when  he  wrote  the 
Ep.  to  the  Rom,  and  who  joined  in  sending  his  salu- 
tations (Rom  16  23).  As  St.  Paul  wrote  this  epistle 
from  Corinth,  it  is  probable  that  this  Gaius  is  iden- 
tical with  (5). 

(5)  Gaius,  whom  St.  Paul  baptized  at  Corinth 
(1  Cor  1  14).  C.  M.  Rbbr 

GALAAD.  gal'ft-ad  (FoXimS,  Galadd,  Gr  form  of 
Gilead  [1  Mace  5  9.55;  Jth  1  8]). 

GALAL,  ga'lal  (bb^,  gOlGl):  The  name  of  two 
Lcvites,  one  mentioned  in  1  Ch  9  15,  the  other  in 
1  Ch  9  16  and  Neh  11  17. 


GALATIA,ga-l&'8hi-a,garla'8ha  {TaXaria,aalatia) : 

I.    Introductobt 

1.  Two  Senses  of  Name 
(1)  Geographical 
h)  PolltlcfJ 

2.  Questions  to  Be  Answered 
n.    Origin  of  Name 

1.  The  Gaulish  Kingdom 

2.  Transference  to  Rome 

3.  The   Roman  Province 

III.  Thx  Narrative  of  Luke 

1 .  Stages  of  E vaneellzatlon  of  Province 

2.  The  Churches  Mentioned 

IV.  St.  Paul's  Use  of  "Galatians" 

/.  introductory, — ^'Galatia''  was  a  name  used  in 
two  different  senses  during  the  Ist  cent,  after 
Christ:  (1)  geo^aphically,  to  desig- 
1.  Two  nate  a  comitry  in  the  north  part  of 

Senses  of  the  central  plateau  of  Asia  Minor, 
Name  touching    Paphlagonia  and    Bithvnia 

N^  Phnrna  W.  and  S..  Cappaaocia 
and  Pontus  S.E.  and.  £.,  about  the  nead waters  of 
the  San^ios  and  the  middle  course  of  the  Halys; 
(2)  politically,  to  designate  a  large  province  of  the 
Rom  empire,  including  not  merely  the  country 
Galatia,  but  also  Paphlaponia  and  parts  of  Pontus, 
Phrygia,  Pisidia,  Lycaoma  and  Isauria.  The  name 
occurs  in  1  Cor  16  1;  Gal  1  2;  1  Pet  1  1,  and 
perhaps  2  Tim  4  10.  Some  writers  assimie  that 
Galatia  is  also  mentioned  in  Acts  16  6;  18  23; 
but  the  Gr  there  has  the  phrase  "Galatic  region''  or 
"territory,"  though  the  EV  has  "Galatia":  and  it 
must  not  be  assumed  without  proof  that  "Galatic 
region"  is  synonymous  with  *Galatia."  K  e.g. 
a  modem  narrative  mentioned  that  a  traveler 
crossed  British  territory,  we  know  that  this  means 
something  c^uite  different  from  crossing  Britain. 
"Galatic  region"  has  a  different  connotation  from 
"Galatia";  and,  even  if  we  should  find  that  geo- 
graphically it  was  equivalent,  the  writer  had  some 
reason  for  using  that  special  form. 

The  questions  that  have  to  be  answered  are:  (a) 
In  which  of  the  two  senses  is  "Galatia"  used  by  Paul 


and  Peter?  (&)  What  did  Luke  mean  bv  Galatic 
region  or  territory?    These   questions   have   not 

merely  geographical  import :  they  bear 
2.  Ques-  most  closely,  and  exercise  aetermining 
tions  to  Be  influence,  on  many  points  in  the  biog- 
Answered     raphy,   chronology,    missionary  work 

and  methods  of  Paul. 
//.  Origin  of  the  Name  *'Caiatia.  "—The  name 
was  introduced  into  Asia  after  278-277  BC,when  a 

large  body  of  migrating  Gauls  {Galdtai 

1.  The  in  Gr)  crossed  over  mm  Europe  at 
Gaulish  the  invitation  of  Nikomedes,  king  of 
Kingdom       Bithvnia;  after  ravaging  a  great  part 

of  Western  Asia  Minor  they  were  ^^- 
ually  confined  to  a  district,  and  boundaries  were 
fixed  for  them  after  232  BC.  Thus  originated  the 
independent  state  of  Galatia,  inhabited  by  three 
Gaulish  tribes,  Tolistobogioi,  Tektosages  and  Trok- 
moi,  with  three  city-centers,  Pessinus.  Ankvra  and 
Tavia  (Tavion  in  Strabo),  who  had  Drought  their 
wives  and  families  with  them,  and  therefore  con- 
tinued to  be  a  distinct  Gaulish  race  and  stock 
(which  would  have  been  impossible^  if  they  had 
come  as  simple  warriors  who  took  wives  from  the 
conquered  inhabitants).  The  Gaulish  language 
was  apparently  imposed  on  all  the  old  inhabitants, 
who  remained  in  the  country  as  an  inferior  caste. 
The  Galatai  soon  adopted  the  country  religion, 
alongside  of  their  own;  the  latter  they  retained  at 
least  as  late  as  the  2d  cent,  after  Christ,  but  it  was 
politically  important  for  them  to  maintain  and 
exercise  the  powers  of  the  old  priesthood,  as  at 
Pessinus,  where  the  Galatai  shared  the  office  with 
the  old  priestly  families. 

The  Galatian  state  of  the  Three  Tribes  lasted 
till  25  BC,  governed  first  by  a  council  and  by  te- 

trarchs,  or  chiera  of  the  twelve  divisions 

2.  Trans-  (four  to  each  tribe)  of  the  people,  then, 
f  erence  to  after  63  BC,  by  three  kings.  Of  these, 
Rome  Deiotaros   succeeded   in   establishing 

himself  as  sole  king,  by  murdering  the 
two  other  tribal  kings;  and  after  his  death  in  40 
BC  his  power  passed  to  Castor  and  then  to  Amyn- 
tas,  36-25  BC.  Amyntas  bequeathed  his  kingdom 
to  Rome;  and  it  was  made  a  Rom  province  (Dion 
Cass.  48, 33, 5;  Strabo,  567^inits  Castor).  Ainyn- 
tas  had  ruled  also  parts  of  Phry^,  Pisidia,  Lycao- 
nia  and  Isauria.  The  new  province  included  these 
parts,  and  to  it  were  added  raphlagonia  6  BC,  part 
of  Pontus  2  BC  (called  Pontus  Galaticus  in  dis- 
tinction from  Eastern  Pontus,  which  was  governed 
by  King  Polemon  and  styled  Polemoniacus),  and  in 
64  also  Pontus  Polemoniacus.  Part  of  Lycaonia 
was  non-Rom  and  was  governed  by  King  Antiochus; 
from  41  to  72  AD  Laranda  belonged  to  this  district, 
which  was  distinguished  as  Antiochiana  regio  from 
the  Rom  regio  Lycaonia  called  Galaiica. 

This  large  province  was  divided  into  regione8  for 
administrative  purposes;    and  the  regiones  coin- 
cided rou^ly  with  the  old  national 

3.  The  divisions  Pisidia,  Phrvgia  (including 
Roman  Antioch,  Iconium,  Apolfonia),  Lycaonia 
Province       (including  Derbe,  L^tra  and  a  district 

organized  on  the  viUagensystem),  etc. 
See  Calder  in  Journal  of  Rom  Studies,  1912.  This 
province  was  called  by  the  Romans  Galatia,  as 
being  the  kingdom  of  Amyntas  (just  like  the  prov- 
ince Asia,  which  also  consisted  of  a  number  of 
different  countries  as  diverse  and  alien  as  those  of 
province  Galatia,  and  was  so  called  because  the 
Romans  popularly  and  loosely  spoke  of  the  kings 
of  that  congeries  of  countries  as  kings  of  Asia). 
The  extent  of  both  names,  Asia  and  Galatia,  in 
Rom  language,  varied  with  the  varying  bounds  of 
each  province.  The  name  "Galatia"  is  used  to  indi- 
cate the  province,  as  it  was  at  the  moment,  b^ 
Ptolemy,  rliny  v.  146,  Tacitus  Hist,  ii.9;  Ann,  xiii. 
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35;  later  chroniclers,  Syncelius,  Eutropius,  and 
Hist.  Aug.  Max.  et  Balb.  7  (who  derived  it  from 
earlier  authorities,  and  used  it  in  the  old  sense,  not 
the  sense  customary  in  their  own  time):  and  in 
inscriptions  CIL,  III,  254,  272  (Eph.  Ep.  v.51); 
VI,  1408, 1409, 332;  VIII,  11028  (Mommsen  rightly, 
not  Schmidt),  18270,  etc.  It  will  be  observedf  that 
these  are  almost  all  Rom  sources,  and  (as  we  shall 
see)  express  a  purely  Rom  view.  If  Paul  used 
the  name  ''Cjalatia"  to  indicate  the  province,  this 
would  show  that  he  consistently  and  naturally 
took  a  Rom  view,  used  names  in  a  Rom  oonnotar 
tion,  and  grouped  his  churches  according  to  Rom 
provincial  divisions:  but  that  is  characteristic  of 
the  apostle,  who  looked  forward  from  Asia  to 
Rome  (Acts  19  21),  aimed  at  imperial  conquest 
and  marched  across  the  Empire  from  province 
to  province  (Macedonia,  Achaia,  Asia  are  always 
provinces  to  Paul) .  On  the  other  hand,  in  the  East 
and  the  Graeco-Asiatic  world,  the  tendency  was  to 
speak  of  the  province  either  as  the  Galatic  Eparchia 
(as  at  Iconium  in  54  AD,  C/G,  3991),  or  by  enumer- 
ation of  its  regionea  (or  a  selection  of  the  regiones). 
The  latter  method  is  followed  in  a  number  of  in- 
scriptions foimd  in  the  province  (C7L,  III,  pasnm). 
Now  let  us  apply  these  contemporary  facts  to  the 
interpretation  of  the  narrative  of  Luke. 

IIL  The  Narrathe  of  Lake, — ^The  evangeliza- 
tion of  the  province  began  in  Acts  13  14.    The 
stages  are:    (1)  the  audience  in  the 

1.  Stages  of  synagogue,  vs  42  f ;  (2)  almost  the 
Evangeli-  whole  city,  ver  44:  (3)  the  whole 
zation  of  rqpon,  i.e.  a  large  district  which  was 
Province       a^cted  from  the  capital  (as  the  whole 

of  Asia  was  affected  from   Ephesus 

19  10):  (4)  Iconiimi  another  city  of  this  region: 
in  13  51  no  boundary  is  mentioned;  (5)  a  new 
region  Lycaonia  with  two  cities  and  surrounding 
district  (14  6);  (6)  return  journey  to  organize  the 
churches  in  (a)  Lystra,  (6)  Iconium  ana  Antioch 
(the  secondary  reading  of  WH,  koL  els  'Ik6piop  koI 

distinguishing  the  two  regions  [a]  Lycaonia,  [&]  that 
of  Iconium  and  Antioch) ;  (7)  progress  across  the 
region  Pisidia,  where  no  churches  were  founded 
(Pisidian  Antioch  is  not  in  this  region,  which  lies 
between  Antioch  and  Pamphylia). 

Again  (in  16  1-6)  Paul  revisited  the  two  regitmes: 
(1)  Derbe  and  Lystra,  i.e.  regio  Lycaonia  Gaiat- 
ica,  (2)  the  Phrygian  and  Galatic  region,  i.e..  the 
region  which  was  racially  Phrygian  and  politically 
Galatic.  Paul  traversed  both  regions,  making 
no  new  chiurches  but  onlv  strengthening  the  ex- 
isting disciples  and  churches.  In  18  23  he  apain 
revisited  the  two  regiones^  and  they  are  briefly 
enumerated:  (1)  the  Galatic  region  (so  called  briefly 
by  a  traveler,  who  had  just  traversed  Antiochiana 
and  distinguished  Galatica  from  it);  (2)  Phrygia. 
On  this  occasion  he  specially  appealed,  not  to 
churches  as  in  16  6,  but  to  disciples;  it  was  a  final 
visit  and  intended  to  reach  personally  every  indi- 
vidual, brfore  Paul  went  away  to  IU>me  and  the 
West.  On  this  occasion  the  contribution  to  the 
poor  of  Jems  was  instituted,  and  the  proceeds  later 
were  carried  by  Timothy  and  Gains  of  Derbe  (Acts 

20  4;  24  17;  1  Cor  16  1);  this  was  a  device  to 
bind  the  new  churches  to  the  origUial  center  of  the 

faith.  .       ,   ,      X   1 

These  four  chiu-ches   are   mentioned   by  Luke 

always  as  belonging  to  two  regicnea,  Phry^a  and 

Lycaonia;    and  each  regio  is  in  one 

2.  The  case  described  as  Gralatic,  i.e.  part  of 
Churches  the  province  Galatia.  Luke  did  not 
Mentioned  follow  the  Rom  custom,  as  Paul  did; 
by  Luke        he  kept  the  custom  of  the  Greeks  and 

Asiatic  peoples,  and  styled  the  province 
by  enumerating  its  regiones^  usin^  the  expression 


Galatic  (as  in  Pontus  Galaticus  and  at  Iconium, 
CIGf  3991)  to  indicate  the  supreme  unity  of  the  prov- 
ince. By  using  this  adjective  about  both  regiones 
he  marked  his  point  of  view  that  all  four  churches 
are  included  in  the  provincial  unity. 

From  Paul's  references  we  gather  that  he  regarded 
the  churches  of  Galatia  as  one  group,  converted 
together  (4  13),  exp>osed  to  the  same  influences  and 
changing  together  (1  6.8;  3  1;  4  9),  naturally 
visit^  at  one  time  by  a  traveler  (18;  4  14).  He 
never  thinks  of  churches  of  Phrygia  or  of  Lycaonia; 
only  of  province  Galatia  (as  of  provinces  Asia, 
Macedonia,  Achaia).  Paul  did  not  include  in  one 
class  all  the  churches  of  one  journey:  he  went  di- 
rect from  Macedonia  to  Athens  and  Corinth,  but 
classes  the  churches  of  Macedonia  separate  from 
those  of  Achaia.  Troas  and  Laodicea  and  Colossae 
he  classed  with  Asia  (as  Luke  did  Troas.  Acts  20 
4),  Philippi  with  Macedonia,  Corinth  witn  Achaia. 
These  classifications  are  true  only  of  the  Rom  usage, 
not  of  early  Gr  usage.  The  custom  of  classifying 
according  to  provinces,  universal  in  the  fully  formed 
church  of  the  Christian  age,  was  derived  from  the 
usage  of  the  apostles  (as  Theodore  Mopsuestia  ex- 
pressly asserts  m  his  Comm,  on  First  Timothy  [Swete, 
ll,  121];  Hamack  accepts  this  part  of  the  statement 
[Verbreitung,  2d  ed.  I,  387;  Expansion,  II,  96]). 
His  churches  then  belonged  to  the  four  provinces, 
Asia,  Galatia,  Achaia,  Macedonia.  There  w^e  no 
other  Pauline  churches;  all  united  in  the  gift  of 
money  which  was  carried  to  Jerus  (Acts  20  4;  84 
17). 

iV.  Si.  PaaPe  Use  of  *'GalatianM.  ''—The  people 
of  the  province  of  Galatia,  consisting  of  many  di- 
verse races,  when  summed  up  together,  were  called 
Galatai,  by  Tacitus  Ann,  xv.6;  Syncellus,  when 
he  says  Afyovaros  TdXdrau  ^povs  HOero  {Augoiistos 
Galdtaia  phArous  itheto),  follows  an  older  his- 
torian describing  the  imposing  of  taxes  on  the 
province;  and  an  inscription  of  ApoUonia  Phry- 
giae  calls  the  people  of  the  city  Galatae  (Lebas- 
Waddington,  1192).  If  Paul  spoke  to  Philippi  or 
Corinth  or  Antioch  singly,  he  addressed  them  as 
Philippians,  Corinthians,  Antiochians  (Phil  4  15; 
2  Cor  6  11),  not  as  Macedonians  or  Achaians;  but 
when  he  had  to  address  a  group  of  several  churches 
(as  Antioch,  Iconium,  Derbe  and  Lystra)  he  could 
use  only  the  provincial  unity,  Galatae. 

All  attempts  to  find  in  Paul's  letter  to  the  Gala- 
tians  any  allusions  that  specially  suit  the  character 
of  the  Gauls  or  Galatae  have  failed.  The  Gauls 
were  an  aristocracy  in  a  land  which  they  had  con- 
quered. They  clung  stubbornly  to  their  own  Celtic 
religion  long  after  the  time  of  Paul,  even  though  they 
also  acknowled^d  the  power  of  the  old  goddess  of 
the  country.  Thev  spoke  their  own  Celtic  tongue. 
They  were  proud,  even  boastful,  and  independent. 
They  kept  tneir  native  law  under  the  Empire.  The 
"Galatians"  to  whom  Paul  wrote  had  changed  very 
quickly  to  a  new  form  of  religion,  not  from  fickle- 
ness, but  from  a  certain  proneness  to  a  more  oriental 
form  of  religion  which  exacted  of  them  more  sac- 
rifice of  a  ritual  type.  They  needed  to  be  called 
to  freedom;  they  were  submissive  rather  than  arro- 
gant. They  spoke  Greek.  They  were  accustomed 
to  the  Graeco-Asiatic  law:  the  law  of  adoption  and 
inheritance  which  Paul  mentions  in  his  letter  is  not 
Rom,  but  Graeco-Asiatic,  which  in  these  departs 
ments  was  similar,  with  some  differences;  on  this 
see  the  writer's  Historical  Commentary  on  Gal. 

W.  M.  Ramsay 
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LdTEBATURB 

When  and  to  whom,  precisely,  this  letter  was 
written,  it  is  dif&ciilt  to  say;  its  authorshij)  and 
purpose  are  unmistakable.  One  might  conceive  it 
addressed  by  the  apostle  Paul,  in  its  main  tenor,  to 
almost  any  church  of  his  gentile  mission  attracted 
to  Judaism,  at  any  point  within  the  years  cir  45-60 
AD.  Some  plausibly  argue  that  it  was  the  earliest, 
others  place  it  among  the  later,  of  the  Pauline  Epis- 
tles. This  consideration  dictates  the  order  of  our 
inquiry,  which  proceeds  from  the  plainer  to  the  more 
involved  and  disputable  parts  of  the  subject. 

/•  The  Aatkonhip, — ^The  Tubingen  criticism  of 
the  last  century  reco^zed  the  four  major  epistles 
of  Paul  as  fully  authentic,  and  made 
1.  Position   them  the  comer-stone  of  its  construe- 
of  the  tion  of  NT  history.    Only  Bruno  Bauer 

Dutch  (KrUik.  d,   patdin.    Brief e,    1850-52) 

School  attacked   them  in   this  sense,   while 

several  other  critics  accused  them  of 
serious  interpolations;  but  these  attempts  made 
little  impression.  Subsequently  a  group  of  Dutch 
scholars,  beginning  with  Loman  in  his  Qtuiestiones 
Pavlinae  (1882)  and  represented  by  Van  Manen  in 
the  EB  (art.  'Taul'O;  bave  denied  all  the  canonical 
epistles  to  the  genuine  Paul.  They  postulate  a 
gradual  development  in  NT  ideas  covermg  the  first 
century  and  a  half  after  Christ,  and  treat  the  existing 
letters  as  '^ catholic  adaptations"  of  fragmentary 
pieces  from  the  apostle's  hand,  produced  by  a  school 
of  "Paulinists"  who  carried  their  master's  principles 
far  beyond  his  own  intentions.  On  this  theory. 
Gal,  with  its  advanced  polemic  against  the  law»  ap- 
proaching the  position  of  Marcion  (140  AD),  was  a 
work  of  the  early  2d  cent.  Edwin  Johnson  in  Eng- 
land (Antiqua  McUery  1887),  and  Steck  in  Germany 
{Gakierbriefy  1888),  are  the  only  considerable 
scholars  outside  of  Holland  who  have  adopted  this 
h3npothesis;  it  is  rejected  by  critics  so  radical  as 
Scholten  and  Schmiedel  (see  the  art.  of  the  latter  on 
''Galatlans"  in  EB).  Knowling  has  searchingly 
examined  the  position  of  the  Dutch  school  in  his 
Witness  of  the  Epistles  (1892) — it  is  altogether  too 
arbitrary  and  uncontrolled  by  historical  fact  to  be 
entertained;  see  JUhcher's  or  Zahn's  Introduction 
to  NT  (ET),  to  the  same  effect.  Attempts  to  dis- 
member this  writing,  and  to  appropriate  it  for  other 


hands  and  later  times  than  those  of  the  apostle  Paul, 
are  idle  in  view  of  its  vital  coherence  and  the  pas- 
sionate force  with  which  the  author's  personality 
has  stamped  itself  upon  his  work;  the  Paidinum 
pectus  speaks  in  every  line.  The  two  contentions 
on  which  the  letter  turns — concerning  Paul's  apostle- 
ship,  and  the  circumcision  of  gentile  Christians — 
belonged  to  the  apostle's  lifetime:  in  the  fifth  and 
sixth  decades  these  were  burning  questions;  by  the 
2d  cent,  the  church  had  left  them  far  behind. 

Early  Christianity  gives  clear  and  ample  testi- 
mony to  this  document.  Marcion  placed  it  at  the 
head  of  \u3Apostolikon  (140  AD) ;  Justin 
2.  Early  Martyr,  Athenagoras,  Melito,  quoted 
Testimony  it  about  the  same  time.  It  is  echoed 
by  Ignatius  (Philad.y  i)  and  Polycarp 
{Philip.j  iii  and  v)  a  generation  earher,  and  seems  to 
have  been  used  by  contemporary  gnostic  teachers. 
It  stands  in  line  with  the  other  epistles  of  Paul  in 
the  oldest  Lat,  Syr  and  Egyp  tr«,  and  in  the  Mura- 
torian  (Rom)  Canon  of  the  2d  cent.  It  comes  full 
into  view  as  an  integral  part  of  the  new  Scripture  in 
Irenaeus,  Clement  of  Alexandria  and  Tertulhan 
at  the  close  of  this  period.  No  breath  of  suspicion 
as  to  the  authorship,  integrity  or  apostolic  autfiority 
of  the  Ep.  to  the  Gal  has  reached  us  from  ancient 
times. 

//.  Matter  of  the  EpiMtle.^ 

A  double  note  of  war  sowids  in  the  address  and  greet- 
ing    (1  1.4).     Astonishment    replaces    the    customary 
thanksgiving    (vs   6-10):    The   Galatlans 
il)  Sum-        li^ro  listening  to  preachers  of  "  another  gos- 
•Mtt.^  A«  pei"  (vs  6.7)  and  traducers  of  the  apostle 

™*'f    L        Ivs  8.10).  whom  he  declares  "anathema." 
Contents        Paul  has  therefore  two  objects  in  writing 
— io  vindicate  himself,  and  to  clear  and  rein' 
force  hie  doctrine.     The  first  he  pursues  from  1  11  to  2  21 ; 
the  second  from  8  1  to  6  12.    Appropriate  moral  ex- 
hortations   follow   in    5  13 — 6  10.      The 
1    r>««fiSnA     dosing  paragraph  (6  11-17)   resumes  in- 
j..  uuume     cisively  the  purport  of  the  letter.    Per- 
sonal, argumentative,  and  hortatory  matter 
interchange  with  the  freedom  natural  in  a  letter  to  old 
friends. 

PauVe  independent  apoetleehip. — Paul  asserts  himself 
for  his  gospel's  sake,  by  showing  that  his  commission  was 
God-given  and  complete  (vs  11.12).    On 
2.  Personal  four  decisive  moments  in  his  course  he 
History  dwells  for  this  purpose — as  regards  the 

f*  .ii__Q.oi  second  manifestly  (ver  20),  as  to  others 
^T'i'i  ^  •**•  probably,  in  correction  of  nn 


[4:12-20; 

6:17]) 


misstatements: 

(1)  A~  thorough-paced  Judaist  and  per- 
secutor (vs  13.14).  Paul  was  supematurally 
converted  to  Christ  (ver  15).  and  received 

at  conversion  his  charge  for  the  Gentiles,  about  which  he 
consulted  no  one  (vs  16.17). 

(2)  Three  years  later  he  **made  acquaintance  with 
Cephas"  in  Jerus  and  saw  James  besides,  but  no  "other 
of  the  apostles"  (vs  18.19).  For  long  he  was  known 
only  by  report  to  "the  churches  of  Judaea"  (vs  21-24). 

(3)  At  the  end  of  "fourteen  years"  he  "went  up  to 
Jerus,"  with  Barnabas,  to  confer  about  the  "  liberty  of 
gentile  believers,  which  was  endangered  by  "false  breth- 
ren" (2  1-5).  Instead  of  supporting  the  demand  for  the 
circumcision  of  the  " Greek '^Titus  (ver  3).  the  "pillars" 
there  recognized  the  sufficiency  and  completeness  of 
Paul's  "gospel  of  the  uncircumcision "  and  the  validity 
of  his  apostleship  (vs  6-8).  They  gave  "right  hands  of 
fellowship"  to  himself  and  Barnabas  on  this  understand- 
ing (vs  9.10).  The  freedom  of  gentile  Christianity  was 
secured,  and  Paul  had  not  "nm  In  vain." 

(4)  At  Antloch.  however,  Paul  and  Cephas  differed 
(ver  11).  Cephas  was  induced  to  withdraw  from  the 
common  church-table,  and  carried  "  the  rest  of  the  Jews." 
including  Barnabas,  with  him  (vs  12.13).  "The  truth  of 
the  gospel."  with  Cephas'  own  sincerity,  was  compro- 
mised by  this  "separation,**  which  in  eflTect  "compiled 
the  Gentiles  to  Judaize"  (vs  13.14).  Paul  therefore 
reproved  Cephas  publicly  In  the  speech  reproduced  by 
vs  14-21,  the  report  of  which  clearly  states  the  evangeli- 
cal position  and  the  ruinous  consequences  (vs  18.21)  of 
reestablishing  "the  law." 

(1)   Theeie, — The  doctrinal  polemic  was  rehearsed  in 
the  autobiography  (2  3-5.11-12).     In  2  16  is  laid  down 
the  thesis  of  the  epistle:    "A  man  is  not 
3.  Doc*  Justified  by  the  works  of  law  but  through 

trinal  faith  in  Jesus  Christ."    This  proposition 

«>  1  ^'^  is  (a)  demonstrated  from  experience  and 
Polemic  history  in  8  1—4  7;  then  (6)  enforced  by 
(3:1—6:12)  4  8— S  12. 

(2)  Main  argument. — (al)  From  his 
own  experience  (2  19-21)  Paul  passes  to  that  of  the 
readers,  who  are  "bewitched"  to  forget  "Christ  cnid- 
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"  works  ol  the  Ikw" 


iplej  but  'tiie  men  of  f&lth'  are  AbrfttuLm's 


iaed  rishteouanesa  throtikh  MtS  tor  tke  '. ..  j 
X  ]iutlflcBtk>ii  by  le«l  '^dolog"  la  impoBsIble 
■  10-13).     ■■  Christ  redeemBd^  (mm  the  curaa  of  the 
R  "  In  dying  the  death  It  declared  "accursed"  (ver  13). 
—  " — -inveyed  10  the  nations  -the  promise  ol  the 
xlged   •"   •' •' "^   '■"" — ' —    " — ' 


aod  his  «eed"  (a  iliigie  "seed,"  obaerve)  H  un^terable. 
The  Moulc  law,  enacted  430  yean  later,  could  not 
nullity  this  Instrument  (vi  lS-17  AV).  NulUfled  It  would 
have  been,  had  lla  tulfllment  turned  on  legal  performance 
Instead  of  Divine  "grace"  (ver  18).  (a4)  "Whython 
the  law  I"  Stn  r«qulred  It,  pending  tbe  accomplishment 
of  "the  promise."  Its  promulgation  through  Interme- 
diaries mu-ka  ita  lafeTiomy  {vsl9,201.  WIUi 
'  'lO  give  lUe, '    It  served  the  iiart  of  a  Jailer 

11  ''r*.tt.li  fiaiTiD  "  nt  "Iha     ~. .rfn ,...„... '■    Iput 


training 


till  ^Talth  came,"  of  "the   pfli— ,-._- _ 

Chrlsf  {vs  21-25).  (o51  Butnow  "In  Christ."  Jei  ___ 
Qreek  alike,  "ye  are  all  aona  of  Ood  throueh  faith": 
"you  are  Abraham's  aeed"  ano  'heira  In 
'  -■    -a  26-20)^,  _Tbe  'Infut'  hdra, 

until™OiKi  wnt  tortS'ua  Son, 


tarma  ot  tfie  r >-  -,       --- 

In  tutelage,  were  '  subject  to  the  elements  of  the  world, 
until  "  Qod  sent  forth  hla  Son,"  placed  In  the  like  con- 
dition, to  "redeem"  them  (4  l-S).  Today  the  "cry" 
of  "the  Spirit  of  his  Son"  In  your  "hearts  proves  tnli 
redemption  accompllahed  (va  6.7). 

The  demonitratlaa  is  complete:  S  1 — 4  7  forms  the 
core  of  the  epistle.  The  (p^}wth  of  the  Christian  con- 
•dousnesi  has  beea  baced  irom  Its  germ  In  Abr^am  to 
Its  flower  In  the  church  of  all  nations.  The  Moaalc  law 
formsd  a  disciplinary  Interlude  In  the  process,  which 

has  been  all  along  a  lite  of  faith.     "-   " '--" "-  — 

he  began  (8  2),  by  clatmln-  "- 

full  aafvatlon  of  the  OenCili_. , 

4-18;  Rph  1  13.14.  From  4  8  onward  to  S  13.  theargu- 
mcntis  pressed  home  by  appeal,  tlluatratloa  and  warning. 

(3)  Apfwotanif  varntnii.—((>l)  After  "knowing  Ood." 
would  the  Qalallana  return  to  the  bondage  in  which 
Ignorantly  they  served  as  gods  "the  elements"  of  Ntr- 
ture?  (vs  8.9).  Their  adoption  of  Jewish  "seasons" 
polntatothlabackalldiug  (vs  10.11).  (i2)  Paul's  anxiety 
prompts  the  entreaty  of  va  12-20,  In  which  he  recalls  ms 
fervent  reception  by  his  readers,  deplores  their  present 
alienation,  and  confesses  his  perplexity.  (b3)  dbserve 
that  Abraham  had  luo  aona — 'after  the  fleeb"  and 
"tlirougb  promise"  (vs  21-23);  thoss  who  want  to  be 
under  Utw  are  chooaing  the  part  of  Ishmael;  "  Bagar" 
stands  tor  'the  present  Jerusalem'  In  her  bondage; 
'the  Jeruaalem  above  Is  tree— she  Is  our  motherl '  (va 
24-28.31).  The  fate  of  Hagar  and  lahmael  Dictum  the 
'  -  e  of  legal  sablectlon  (vs  29.30):  "Standfast  f^- 
!'■  (6  f>.     (Mi  The  orudal  moment  cornea  at 


the  Qalatlans  are  half-persuaded   (vs   7.8); 

fatally  commit  themselves.  If  they  consent  „    

cumased.'  This  will  sever  Uiem  from  Clirlsl.  and  blod 
them  (o  complete  observance  of  Moees'  law:  lau  or  oract 
— by  one  or  the  other  they  must  stand  (vs  3^5).  "Cir- 
cumcision. uDclrcumclalaD  — these  "count  for  nothing  In 
Christ  Jeaus"  (ver  Q).  Paul  will  not  believe  In  the  defec- 
tion of  those  who  'ran'  so  "well";  "judgment"  will  fall 
on  their  'disturber'  (vs  7-10.12).  Persecution  marks 
himself  as  no  clrcumdsloulst  (var  11)1 

The  ethical  application  la  contained  In  the  phrase  of 
Rnm  a  2.  "tlie  law  ot  the  Spirit  of  life  In  Christ  JeauB." 
(1)    Love   guards    Christian    liberty  from 


they  1 


is  tlie  whole  law  In 


4.  The 
Ethical 
Application 
(6:13-6:10) 

His  proper  "f 
in  the  Spirit,' 
out  bondage  u 
faU,  'men  of 
tin  lapsed.  *ti 


patient  till  tb 
The  autograph  conclusloD  (ver  11)  exixwea  the  sinister 

motive  of  the  drcumclslonlatA,  who  are  ashamed  of  the 
cross,  the  Christian's  only  boast   (vs  12- 
S    The  IB).     Such  men  are  none  of  "  the  Israel  of 

v^ln«..        God!"  (ver  16).     "The  brand  of  Jeous "  Is 
fy'K'rS,        no"  on  Paul's  body;  at  theh-  peril  "  hence- 
(6:11-18)       forth"   will  men  trouble   Mml   (ver  17). 
The  benediction  follows  (ver  IS) . 

The  pofltscript  reveals  the  inwardness  of  the 
legalists  agitation.  They  advocated  circumciaion 
from  policy  more  than  from  conviction,  hoping  to 
conciliate  Judaism  and  alone  for  acceptmg  the 


Naaarene — to  hide  the  shame  of  the  cross — by  cap- 
turing for  the  Law   the   gentile   churches.     They 

attack  Paul  because  he  stands  in  the 
B)  Salient  way  of  this  attempt.  Their  policy  is 
Points  treason:  it  surrenders  to  the  world  that 

crOBB  of  Christ,  to  which  the  world 
for  its  salvation  must  unconditionally  Hubmit.  The 
grace  of  God   the  one  source  of  salvation    (1  3; 

a  21;    5  4),    the   cross  of   Christ  its 

1.  The  Bole  ground  (1  4;  2  19-21;  3  13;  6 
Principles  14)  faith  in  the  Good  News  its  all- 
at  Stake         sufncipntmeans(3  16.20;3  2.5-9.23-26; 

6  5),  the  Spirit  iU  effectuating  power 
(8  2-5;  4  6.7;  S  5-16-25;  6  8)— hence  emanci- 
pation from  the  Jewish  law,  and  the  full  status  of 
sons  of  God  open  to  the  Gentiles  (2  4.5.16-19;  3 
10-14:  8  28—4  9.26-31;  S  18;  6  15):  these  con- 
nected principles  are  at  stake  in  the  contention;  they 
make  up  the  doctrine  of  the  epistle. 

Circumcision  is  now  proposed  by  the  Judaials  as 

a  supptemeni  to  faith  in  Christ,  as  the  qualification 

for  Bonship  to  Abraham  and  communion 

2.  Present  with  the  apostolic  church  (S  7.29). 
Stage  of  the  After  the  Council  at  Jerus,  they  no 
Controversy  longer  say   outright,    "Except   ye  be 

circumcised  after  the  custom  of  Moses, 
ye  cannot  be  saved"  [Acts  16  1).  Paul's  Galatian 
converts,  they  admit,  "have  begun  in  the  Spirit"; 
they  bid  them  "be  perfected"  and  attain  the  full 
Christian  status  by  conforming  to  Moses — "Christ 
will  profit"  them  much  more,  if  they  add  to  their 
faith  circumcision  (S  3;  5  2;  cf  Rom  S  1).  This 
insidious  proposal  might  seem  to  be  in  keeping  with 
the  findings  of  the  (Jouncil;  Peter's  action  at  An- 
tioch  lent  color  to  it.  Such  a  grading  of  the  Cir* 
cumcision  and  Uncircumcision  within  the  church 
offered  a  tempting  solution  of  the  legalist  contro- 
versy'; for  it  appeared  to  reconcile  the  universal 
destination  of  the  gospel  with  the  inalienable  pre- 
rogatives of  the  sons  of  Abraham.  Paul's  reply  is, 
that  believing  Gentiles  are  already  Abraham's 
"seed" — nay.  sons  and  heirs  of  God;  instead  of 
adding  anything,  circumcision  would  rob  them  of 
everything  they  have  won  in  Christ;  instead  of 
going  on  to  perfection  by  Its  aid,  they  would  draw 
back  unto  perdition. 

Paul  carries  the  war  into  the  enemies'  camp,  when 
he  argues,  (a)  that  the  law  of  Moses  brou^t  con- 
demnation, not  blessing,  on  its  sub- 
8.  Paul's  jects  (8  10-24);  and  (b)  that  instead  of 
Deprecia-  completing  the  work  of  faith,  its  part 
tion  of  the  in  the  Divmc  economy  was  subordinate 
Law  (8  19-25).    It  was  a  temporary  pro- 

viMon,  due  to  man's  sinful  unripeness 
for  the  original  covenant  (3  19.24:  i  4).  The 
Spirit  of  sonehip,  now  manifested  in  the  Gentiles,  is 
the  infallible  si^  that  the  promise  made  to  man- 
kind in  Abraham  has  been  fulfilled.  The  whole 
position  of  the  legalists  is  undermined  by  the  use 
the  apostle  makes  of  the  Abrahamic  covenant. 

The  religious  and  the  personal  questions  of  the 
epistle  are  bound  up  t^ether;   this  6  2  clearly  in- 
dicates.    Tlie  latter  naturally  emerges 
4.  The  firatd  l.llff).     Paul's  authority  must 

Personal  be  overthrown,  if  hisdiaciplesare  tobe 
Question  Judaized.  Hence  the  campaign  of  de- 
traction agtunst  bim  (cf  2  Ckir  10-12). 
The  Une  of  defence  indicates  the  nature  of  theattack. 
Paul  was  said  to  be  a  second-hand,  second-rate 
apostle,  whose  knowledge  of  Christ  and  title  to 
preach  Him  came  from  Cephas  and  the  mother 
church.  In  proof  of  this,  an  account  was  given  of 
his  career,  which  he  corrects  in  1  13-^  21.  "Ce- 
phas" was  hcU  up  (cf  1  Cor  1  12)  as  the  chief  of 
the  apostles,  whose  primacy  Paul  had  repeatedly 
acknowledged;  and  "the  pillars"  at  Jerus  were 
quoted  as  m^ntainers  of  Mosaio  rule  and  authorities 
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for  the  additions  to  be  made  to  Paul's  imperfect 
gospel.  Paul  himself,  it  was  insinuated,  ' 'preaches 
circumcision''  where  it  suits  him;  he  is  a  plausible 
time-server  (1  10;  6  11;  cf  Acts  16  3;  1  Cor  9 
1^21).  The  apostle's  object  in  his  self-defence  is 
not  to  sketch  his  own  life,  nor  in  particular  to  re- 
count his  visits  to  Jerus,  but  to  prove  his  independ- 
ent apostleship  and  his  consistent  maintenance  of 
oentile  rights.  He  states,  therefore,  what  really 
happened  on  the  critical  occasions  of  his  contact 
with  Peter  and  the  Jerus  church.  To  begin  with, 
he  received  his  gospel  and  apostolic  office  from  Jesus 
Christ  directly,  and  apart  from  Peter  (1  13-20): 
he  was  subsequently  recognized  by  ''the  pillars' 
as  apostle,  on  eauahty  with  Peter  (2  6-9) ;  he  had 
finallj^  vindicated  his  doctrine  when  it  was  assailed, 
in  spite  of  Peter  (2  11-12).  The  adjustment  of 
Paul's  recollections  with  Luke's  narrative  is  a  matter 
of  dispute,  in  regard  both  to  the  conference  of  2  1-10 
and  the  encounter  of  2  11-21;  to  these  points  we 
shall  return,  iv.3  (4),  (5). 

This  is  a  letter  of  expostulation.  Passion  and 
argument  are  blended  in  it.    Hot  indignation  and 

righteous  scorn  (1  7-9;  4  17;  6  10. 
C)  Charac-  12;  6  12.13),  tender,  wounded  affec- 
teristics         tion    (4  11-20),    deep    sinceritv   and 

manly  integrity  united  with  the  loftiest 
consciousness  of  spiritual  authority  (1  10-12.20; 
2  4-6.14;  6  2;  6  17),  above  all  a  consuming  devo- 
tion to  the  person  and  cross  of  the  Redeemer,  fill 
these  few  pages  with  an  incomparable  wealth  and 
glow  of  Christian  emotion.     The  power  of  mind  the 

epistle  exhibits  matches  its  largeness 

1.  Idiosyn-  of  heart.  Rom  indeed  carries  out  the 
crasy  of  the  argument  with  greater  breadth  and 
Epistle  theoretic  completeness;  but  Gal  excels 

in  pungency,  incisiveness,  and  debating 
force.  The  style  is  that  of  Paul  at  the  smnmit  of 
his  powers.  Its  spiritual  elevation,  its  vigor  and 
resource,  its  subtlety  and  irony,  poignancy  and 
pathos,  the  vis  vivida  that  animates  the  whole,  have 
made  this  letter  a  classic  of  religious  controversy. 
The  blemishes  of  Paul's  composition,  which  con- 
tribute to  his  mastery  of  effect,  are  conspicuous 
here — ^his  abrupt  turns  and  apostrophes,  and  some- 
times difficult  ellipses  (2  4-10.20;  4  16-20;  6  13), 
awkward  parentheses  and  entansled  periods  (2  1- 
10.18;  3  16.20;  4  25),  and  outburst  of  excessive 
vehemence  (1  8.9;  6  12).  The  anti-legalist  po- 
lemic gives  a  special  OT  coloring  to  the  epistle;  the 
apostle  meets  nis  adversaries  on  their  own  ground. 

In  3  16.19-20;   4  21-31,  we  have  ex- 

2.  Jewish  amples  of  the  rabbinical  exegesis  Paul 
Coloring        had  learned  from  his  Jewish  masters. 

These  texts  should  be  read  in  part  as 
argumenta  ad  haminem;  however  peculiar  in  form 
such  Pauline  passages  may  be,  they  always  contain 
sound  reasomng. 

///.  Relationa  to  Othmr  EpUtlmB.—{\)  The  con- 
nection of  Gal  with  Rom  is  patent;  it  is  not 
sufficiently  understood  how  pervasive  that  connec- 
tion is  and  into  what  manifold  detail  it  extends. 
The  similarity  of  doctrine  and  doctrinal  vocabulary 
manifest  in  Gal  2  13—6  16  and  Rom  1  16—8  39 
is  accounted  for  by  the  Judaistic  controversy  on 
which  Paul  was  engaged  for  so  long,  and  by  the  fact 
that  this  discussion  touched  the  heart  of  his  gospel 
and  reused  questions  in  regard  to  which  his  mind 
was  made  up  from  the  beginning  (1  15.16),  on 
which  he  would  therefore  tdways  express  himself  in 
much  the  same  way.  Broadly  speaking,  the  differ- 
ence is  that  Rom  is  didactic  and  abstract,  where  Gal 
is  personal  and  polemical:  that  the  former  presents 
a  measured  and  rounded  development  of  concep- 
tions projected  rapidly  in  the  latter  under  the  stress 
of  controversy.  The  emphasis  lies  in  Rom  on  justi- 
fication by  faith;    in  Gal  on  the  freedom  of  the 


Christian  man.  The  contrast  of  tone  is  sympto- 
matic of  a  calmer  mood  in  the  writer — the  lull  which 
follows  the  storm;  it  suits  the  different  address  of 
the  two  epistles. 

Besides  the  correspondence  of  purport,  there  is  a  verbal 
resembianoe  to  Rom  pervading  the  tissue  of  Gal,  and 

traceable  in  its  mannerisms  and  incidental 
1.  Gala-  expressions.  Outside  of  the  identical  quo- 
fiflna  flfiil  tations,  we  find  more  than  40  Gr  locutions, 
UKU9  «uu  aome  of  them  rare  in  the  language,  common 
Romans         to  these  two  and  oceurring  m  these  only  of 

Paul's  epistles— including  the  words  ren- 
dered "bear"  (Rom  11  18  and  Gal  6  10,  etc);  "bless- 
iiiK"or"gratulation"  (maibart«md«).  "diyisions"  (Rom 
16  17;  Gal  6  20):  "faU"  or  "faU  from"  («Jkpipid); 
"labour  on"  or  "upon"  (of  persons),  "passions"  ipatkt- 
mala,  in  this  sense) ;  "  set  free  "  or  "  deliver  "  (^eUuther66) ; 
"shut  up"  or  "conclude  "  and  "shut  out"  or  "exclude"; 
"  travail  [together], "  and  such  phrases  as  "die  to"  (with 
dative),  '* hearing  of  faith."  "if  possible."  "put  on  (the 
Lord  Jesus]  Christ."  "those  who  do  such  things,"  "what 
saith  the  Scripture  ?  "  "  where  then  7  "  (rhetor^),  "  why 
any  longer  ? '  The  list  would  be  greatly  extended  by 
adding  expressions  distinctive  of  this  pair  of  letters  that 
occur  sporadically  elsewhere  In  Paul.  The  kinship  of  G  al- 
Rom  in  vocabulary  and  vein  of  expression  resemoles  that 
existing  between  Col-Eph  or  1-2  Thess;  it  is  twice  as 
strong  proportionately  as  that  of  1-2  Cor.  Not  only  the 
same  current  of  thought,  but  with  it.  much  the  same 
stream  of  language  was  running  through  Paul's  mind  in 
writing  these  two  epistles. 

The  association  of  Gal  with  the  two  Corinthian 
letters,  though  less  intimate  than  that  of  Gal-Rom, 
is  unmistakable. 

We  count  23  distinct  locutions  shared  by  2  Cor  alone 
(in  its  13  chs)  with  Gal.  and  20  such  shared  with  1  Cor 
(16  chs)— a  larger  proportion  for  the  former. 
2  Links  Among  the  Gal-1  Cor  peculiarities  are  the 
Ja4!uT7Lao  "ftyings,  "A  little  leaven."  etc,  "drcum- 
WitblapdS  cislon  is  nothing."  etc.  and  the  phrases. 
Cormthians  "be  not  deceived."  "it  is  manifest"  {dUon 
as  predicate  to  a  sentence),  "known  by 
God."  "profit  nothing"  and  "to  be  something."  "scandal 
of  the  cross,"  "the  spiritual"  (of  persons),  "they  that 
are  Christ's  [of  Christ  Jesus]."  Peculiar  to  Gal-2  Cor 
are  "another  gospel"  and  "false  brethren."  "brings  into 
bondage,"  "devour"  and  "zealously  seek  *  or  "am  Jeal- 
ous over"  (of  persons) ;  "a  new  creation,"  "confirm"  or 
"ratify"  {,kur66)\  "I  am  perplexed,"  the  antithesis  of 
"sowing"  and  "reaping"  (ng.);  the  phrase  "on  the 
contrary"  or  "contrariwise "  {Vouriantion),  etc.  The  con- 
ception of  the  "two  covenants"  (or  "testaments")  is 
conspicuous  in  both  epistles  (Gal  8  17-21;  4  21-31; 
2  Cor  8  &-18),  and  does  not  recur  In  Paul;  in  each  case 
the  ideas  of  "law"  (or  "letter"),  "bondage."  "death." 
are  associated  with  the  one.  diaihkki,  of  "spirit."  "free- 
dom," "life."  with  the  other.  Gal  8  13  ("Christ  .... 
made'a  ciurse  for  us")  is  matched  by  2  Cor  6  21 
("  made  sin  for  us  ") ;  in  Gal  2  19  and  6  14  we  find  Paul 
"crucified  to  the  world"  in  the  cross  of  his  Master  and 
"Christ"  alone  "living  in"  him;  in  2  Cor  6  14.15  thLi 
experience  becomes  a  universal  law  for  Christians;  and 
where  in  Gal  6  17  the  apostle  appears  as  'from  hence- 
forth ....  bearing  in'  his  'body  the  brand  of  Jesus.' 
in  2  Cor  4  10  he  is  "always  bearing  about  in"  his 
"body  the  dying  of  Jesus." 

These*  identical  or  closely  congruous  trains  of 
thought  and  turns  of  phrase,  varied  and  dominant 
as  they  are,  speak  for  some  near  connection  between 
the  two  writings.  By  its  list  of  vices  in  5  19.20 
Gal  curiously,  and  somewhat  intricately,  links  itself 
at  once  with  2  Cor  and  Rom  (see  2  Cor  12  20; 
Rom  13  13;  16  17).  Gal  is  allied  by  argument 
and  doctrine  with  Rom,  and  by  temper  and  senti- 
ment with  2  Cor.  The  storm  of  feeling  agitating 
our  epistle  blows  from  the  same  quarter,  reaches  the 
same  height,  and  engages  the  same  emotions  with 
those  which  animate  2  Cor  10-18. 

If  we  add  to  the  43  locutions  confined  In  the  Pauline 
Epp.  to  Gal-Rom  the  23  such  of  Gal-2  Cor.  the  20  of 

,    ,      Gal-1  Cor.  the  14  that  range  over  Gal- 

3.  With  the  Kom-2  Cor.  the  15  of  Gal-Rom-1  Cor,  the 
rnrinthiflns-7  of  Gal-1-2  Cor,  and  the  11  running 
^"™™"^  through  all  four,  we  get  a  total  of  133 
Komans  words  or  phrases  (apart  from  OT  quota- 
Group  tions)  specific  to  Gal  in  common  with  one 
or  more  of  the  Cor-Rom  group — an  aver- 
age, that  is.  of  close  ujpon  3  for  each  chapter  of  those 
other  epistles. 

With  the  other  groups  of  Pauline  letters  Gal  is 
associated  by  ties  less  numerous  and  strong,  yet 
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marked  enough  to  suggest,  in  conjunction  with  the 
general  style,  a  common  authorship. 

A    TtT'tx.  I'he  proportion  of  locutions_peculiar  to 

4.  Witn  Gal  and  the  3d  group   (Col-PhUem-Eph 

Other  -Phil)  is  1  to  each  of  their  15  chapters. 

rrrming  nf      The  more  noticeable  of  these  are  in  Gal- 
w  •-♦1  «  Col:    "elements  of  the  world."  and  the 

JSplSUeS  maxim.  *'  There  is  no  Jew  nor  Greek,"  etc, 

associated  with  the  "putting  on  of  Christ" 
("  the  new  man ") ;  " fulness  of  the  lime "  (or  "seasons ") 
and  "householders  of  faith  [of  God]."  also  "Christ  loved 
me  [the  church]  and  gave  up  himself  for  me  [her], "  in 


peculiar  to  Gal  with  Col-Eph  together:  the  association 
of  the  l)eUever's  "inheritance"  wUh  "the  Spirit"  hi  Gal- 
Eph  is  a  significant  point  of  doctrinal  identity. 

The  Thess  and  Tim-Tit  (1st  and  4th)  groups  are  out- 
liers in  relation  to  Gal.  judged  by  vocabulary.  There  is 
little  to  associate  our  epistle  with  either  of  these  com- 
binations, apart  from  pervasive  Cor-Rom  phrases  and  the 
Pauline  complexion.  There  are  6  such  expressions  regis- 
tered for  the  8  chapters  of  1  and  2  Thess.  7  for  the  13  of 

1  and  2  Tim  and  Tit — ^Just  over  one  to  two  chapters 
for  each  group.  While  the  verbal  coinddenoes  in  these 
two  cases  are,  proportionately,  but  one-half  so  many  as 
those  connecting  Gal  with  the  3d  group  of  dpisties  and 
one-fifth  or  one-sixth  of  those  linking  it  to  the  2d  group, 
they  are  also  less  characteristic;  the  most  striking  is  the 
contrast  of  "well-doing"  IkaloipoiU)  with  "fainting"  or 
"wearying"  {eakakUYiaQtBX  6  0  and  2  Thess  8  13. 

No  other  writing  of  Paul  reflects  the  whole  man 
BO  fully  as  this — ^his  spiritual,  emotional^  intellectual, 

practical,  and  even  physical,  idiosvn- 
5.  General  crasrjr.  We  see  less  of  the  apostle's 
Comparison  tenclemess,  but  more  of  his  strength 

than  in  Phil;  less  of  his  inner,  mystic 
experiences,  more  of  the  critical  turns  of  his  career; 
less  of  his  ^'fears,''  more  of  his  "fightings,''  than  in 

2  Qor.  While  the  2d  letter  to  Timothy  lifts  the 
curtain  from  the  closing  stage  of  the  apostle's  min- 
istry. Gal  throws  a  powerful  light  upon  its  begin- 
ning. The  Pauline  theology  opens  to  us  its  heart 
in  this  document.  The  apostle  s  message  of  deliver- 
ance from  sin  through  faith  in  the  crucified  Re- 
deemer, and  of  the  new  life  in  the  Spirit  growing 
from  this  root,  lives  and  speaks;  we  see  it  in  Gal 
as  a  working  and  fighting  theology,  while  in  Rom 
it  peacefully  expands  into  an  ordered  system.  The 
immediately  saving  truth  of  Christianity,  the  gospel 
of  the  Gospel,  finds  its  most  trenchant  utterance 
in  this  epistle;  here  we  learn  *'the  word  of  the  cross" 
as  Paul  received  it  from  the  living  Saviour,  and  de- 
fended it  at  the  crisis  of  his  work. 

IV,  The  Dettination  and  Date. — ^The  question 
of  the  people  to  whom,  is  bound  up  with  that  of  the 

time  at  which,  the  Epistle  to  the  Gala- 
1.  Place  tians  was  written.  Each  goes  to  de- 
and  Time  termine  the  other.  The  expression 
Inter-  "the  first  time"   (td  prdtertm)  of  4  13 

dependent    presumes   Paul   to   have  been   twice 

with  the  readers  previously — ^for  the 
first  occasion,  see  4  13-15;  for  the  second,  1  9;  5  3. 
The  explanation  of  Round  (Dote  of  Ep.  to  GoZ,  1906), 
that  the  apostle  intended  to  distinguish  his  first 
arrival  at  the  several  (S.)  Galatian  cities  from  his 
return  in  the  course  of  the  same  journey  (Acts  14  21- 
23),  cannot  be  accepted:  Derbe,  the  limit  of  the 
expedition,  received  Paul  and  Barnabas  but  once 
on  that  round,  and  in  retracing  their  steps  the  mis- 
sionaries were  completing  an  interrupted  work, 
whereas  Gal  4  13  implies  a  second,  distinct  visitation 
of  the  churches  concerned  as  a  whole;  in  Acts  16  36 
Paul  looks  back  to  the  journey  of  Acts  13  14 — 14 
26  as  one  event. 

Now  the  apostle  revisited  the  S.  Galatian  churches 
in  starting  on  the  2d  missionary  tour  (Acts  16  1-5). 
Consequently,  if  his  "Galatians"  were  Christians 
of  Pisidian  Antioch,  Iconium,  Lystra  and  Derbe 
(the  S.  Gkilatian  hypothesis),  the  letter  was  written 
in  the  further  course  of  the  2d  tour — from  Mace- 
donia or  Corinth  about  the  time  of  1  and  2  Thess 


(so  Zahn,  Intro  to  the  NT,  I,  ET),  or  from  Antioch 
in  the  interval  between  the  2d  and  3d  journeys  (so 
Ramsay);  for  on  this  latter  journey  (Acts  18  23) 
Paul  (ex  hyp.)  traversed  *the  (S.J  Galatian  country'  a 
third  time.  On  the  other  hand,  if  they  were  people 
of  Galatia  proper,  i.e.  of  N.  (Old)  Galatia,  the  epistle 
cannot  be  earlier  than  the  occasion  of  Acts  18  23, 
when  Paul  touched  a  second  time  "the  Galatian 
country,"  which,  on  this  supposition,  he  had  evan- 
gelized in  traveling  from  S.  Galatia  to  Troas  during 
the  previous  tour  (Acts  16  6-8).  On  the  N.  Gala- 
tian hypothesis,  the  letter  was  dispatched  from 
Ephesus  during  Paul's  long  residence  there  (Acts  19 ; 
so  most  interpreters,  ancient  and  modem),  in  which 
case  it  heads  the  2d  group  of  the  epistles:  or  later, 
from  Macedonia  or  Corinth,  and  shortly  before  the 
writing  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Rom  (thus  Li^^tf oot, 
Salmon,  A.  L.  Williams  and  others). 

Per  contra,  the  earlier  date,  if  proved  independ- 
ently, carries  with  it  the  S.  Galatian,  the  later  date 
the  N.  Galatian  theory.  The  subscription  of  the  TR 
"written  from  Rome,"  rests  on  inferior  MS  author- 
ity and  late  Patristic  tradition.  Clemen,  with  no 
suggestion  as  to  place  of  origin,  assigns  to  the  writing 
a  date  subsequent  to  the  termination  of  the  3d  mis- 
sionary tour  (55  or  57  AD),  inasmuch  as  the  epistle 
reflects  the  controversy  about  the  Law,  which  in 
Rom  is  comparatively  mild,  at  an  acute,  and,  there- 
fore (he  supposes),  an  advanced  stage. 

Lightfoot  (ch  iii  of  Intro  to  Comm.)  placed  Gal 
in  the  2d  group  of  the  epistles  between  2  Cor  and 

Rom,  upon  considerations  drawn  from 
2.  Internal  "the  style  and  character"  of  the  epistle. 
Evidence       His  argument  might  be  strengthened 

by  a  dfetailed  linguistic  analysis  (see 
III,  1-3,  above).  The  more  minutely  one  com- 
pares Gal  with  Rom  and  1  and  2  Cor,  the  more  these 
four  are  seen  to  form  a  continuous  web,  the  product 
of  the  same  experience  in  the  writer's  mind  and  the 
same  situation  in  the  church.  This  presumption, 
based  on  internal  evidence,  must  be  tested  by  exam- 
ination of  the  topographical  and  chronological  data. 
(1)  Galatia  and  the  Galatians. — ^The  double  sense 
of  these  terms  obtaining  in  current  use  has  been 

shown  in  the  art.  on  Galatia;  Stein- 
8.  External  mann  sets  out  the  evidence  at  large 
Data  in   his  essay  on   Der   Leserkreis  des 

GalaterbriefeSj  61-76  (1908);  see  also 
A.  L.  Williams'  Intro  to  Gal  in  Cambr.  Gr  Test. 
(1910).  Rom  authors  of  the  period  in  using  these 
expressions  commonly  thou^t  of  provincial  Gala- 
tia,^ which  then  embraced  in  addition  to  Galatia 
proper  a  large  tract  of  Southern  Phrygia  and  Ly- 
caonia,  reaching  from  Pisidian  Antioch  in  the  west 
to  Derbe  in  the  east;  but  writers  of  Asia  Minor 
leaned  to  the  older  local  and  national  usage,  accord- 
ing to  which  "Galatia"  signified  the  north-central 
highlands  of  the  peninsula,  on  both  sides  of  the  river 
Halys,  in  which  the  invading  Galatae  had  settled 
long  before  this  time.     (On  their  history  see  the 

{)revious  art.)  It  is  asserted  that  Paul  strictly  fol- 
owed  the  official,  as  against  the  popular,  usus  lo- 
Quendi  in  these  matters — a  questionable  dictum 
(see  A.  L.  Williams,  op.  cit.,  xix,  xx,  or  Steinmann's 
Leserkreis,  78-104).  in  view  of  Gal  1  21.22  (note 
the  Gr  double  article),  to  go  no  farther.  There  was 
nothing  in  Paul's  Rom  citizenship  to  make  him  a 
precisian  in  a  point  like  this.  Ramsay  has  proved 
that  all  four  cities  of  Acts  13  14 — 14  23  were  by 
this  time  included  in  provincial  Galatia.  Their 
inhabitants  might  therefore,  officiallv,  be  styled 
"Galatians"  {Galatae) ;  it  does  not  follow  that  this 

>  SchOrer  seems  to  be  right,  however.  In  maintaining 
that  "Galatia"  was  only  the  abbreviated  desigaation 
for  the  province,  named  a  parte  potiorit  and  that  in  more 
formal  deacription  it  was  styled  "Galatia,  Pisidia,  Phry- 
gia." etc. 
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was  a  fit  or  likely  compellation  Tor  Paul  to  use. 
JiUicher  saya  this  would  have  been  a  piece  of  "bad 
taste"  on  hia  part.  The  attachment  of  the  southern 
diatricte  (Phrygian,  Pisidian,  Lycaonian)  to  Gala- 
tia  was  recent^-Derbe  had  been  annexed  so  late 
aa  the  year  41 — and  artificial.  Supjiosiiig  that  their 
Rom  colonial"  rank  made  the  designation  "Gala- 
tjans"  agreeable  to  citizens  of  Antiocti  or  Lystro, 
there  was  little  iu  it  to  appeal  to  Iconitus  or 
Derbeans  (cf  Schmiedel,  in  EB,  col.  16(M). 


C2)   pTi, 


„l  A 


it  tied  to  tmperit 


•  It  B 


-The  "G&lati&n 


gift  «u  MlmliilatraUvDly  parcclod  out  between 

OaUUa.     When  therefore  "Aala"  la  oppoeed  In  16  O 
"the  PtUTglui  and  Oalatlui country"  lor  "Phryglk  ana 
Oalatlui  country,"  Zahnl.  we  presume  that  the  three 
temiB  of  locaUCr  bear  alike  a  noa-offldal  Beose.  bo  that, 

the  "O^atlan  counlry"  means  Old  Galatia   

part  of  It)  ly-  -  --■■-■- 
rower  Asia  w 


were  forbidden  to  proceed  westward  and  "speak 

word  In  Aslft,"  turned  their  faces  to  the  regfan — 

Phrygian,  then  OalaUan — that  stretched  northward  Into 
new  territory,  through  whtch  they  traveled  toward 
"My^"  and  "BIthynia"  (vcr  7|.  Thus  vur  0  fills  In 
the  space  between  the  9.  Galacla  covered  by  vb  4  and  G, 
and  the  Mydan-Blthynlan  border  where  we  find  the 
traveien  In  ver  7.  Upon  thU,  the  ordinary  eonatructlon 
of  Luke's  somewhat  involved  sootoncs,  N.  Galatla  was 
entered  by  Paul  on  his  2d  tour;  he  retreversed.  more 
completely,  "the  Oalatlan  region  at  the  commencement 
of  the  3d  tour,  when  he  found  "disciples"  there  (Acts 
IB  23)  whom  he  had  gathered  on  the  previous  visit. 

(3)  Tht  tnmmaT  of  Acf  19  S,  — In  the  interpre- 
tation Of  Che  Lukan  passages  proposed  hy  Ramsay,  ver 
16a.  detached  from  166,  is  read  as  the  completion  o(  va 


In  Asia, 
dlrSfor 


«  forbidden  by  the  Holy  6 


kud  came  over  against  Mysla. 
_  and  Oalatlan  region"  means  ' 
of  Prortncia  Oalatia,  a  district 


thei 


The  1 


.  .  u>  denote  the 
same  country  m  ainereni  respects,  u  exceptional  In  Gr 
Idiom  (IB  41  and  27  fi  lUustrate  the  usual  force  of  this 
CoUocatlOQ).  is  clearly  possible — the  one  strictly  l|  geo- 
graphical eipreHslon.  the  Ituraean  and  Trachonlte 
country"  In  Lk  8  1,  mitortunately.  Is  also  ambiguous. 
But  the  other  dllDculty  of  grammar  involvod  In  the  new 
tendering  o(  Acts  16  6  la  Insuperable:  the  severance 
of  the  participle,  "having  been  forbidden"  (kslalhtnttt) , 
from  the  introductory  vb.,  "'they  went  through"  iditl- 
th«n\,  wrenches  the  sentence  to  dislocation:  the  aorlsl 
parUclple  In  such  coimectlon  "must  contain,  if  nol 
Mmethlng  antecedent  to  'they  went,*  at  least  somethiog 


Ian  Antloch.  and  turned  westward  toward  Phrygla  when 
he  had  reached  Old  Galatla:  whereas  his  pmvloua  route 
had  brought  him  westward  along  the  highroad  traversing 
u   ^.,-...    — ., ..,  .... — J '"iward  at  a  point  not  far 


_. -jtll  he  turned  ni  _    __     _ 

distant    from    Plaldlan    Antloch.    to   reach    N.    OalaUa 
through  Phrygla  from  the  southwest.     See  the  Map  of 

Aala  Minor. 

(4)  NoU»  of  lime  in  Ihe  epistle.— The  "3  years" 
ofi  ISand  the"I4years"of  3  1  are  both  seemingly 
counted  from  PaiS's  conversion,  (a)  The  syn- 
chronism of  the  coDvcraion  with  the  murder  of 
Stephen  and  the  free  action  of  the  high  priest  against 


Damascus  (2  Cor  11  32.33),  forbid  our  placing 
these  two  events  further  back  than  36  and  38^ — at 
furthest;,  35  and  37  AD  (see  Turner  on  "Chronology 
of  the  NT"  in  HDB  as  against  the  earlier  dating). 
(b)  This  calculation  brings  us  to  48-49  as  the  year 
of  the  conference  of  Gal  3  1-10 — a  date  precluding 
the  association  of  that  meeting  with  the  errand  to 
Jenis  related  in  Acts  11  30  and  13  25,  while  it  suits 
the  identification  of  the  former  with  the  council  of 
Acts  16.  Other  indications  convei^  on  this  as 
the  critical  epoch  of  Paul's  ap<Mtlcahip.  The  expe- 
dition to  Cj^rus  and  S.  Galatia  (Acts  13,14)  had 
revealed  in  Paul  'signs  of  the  apostle'  which  the 
chiefs  of  the  Judaean  church  now  recognized  (Gal 
3  7-9;  of  Acts  16  12),  and  gave  him  the  ascendency 
which  he  exercised  at  this  crisis;  up  to  the  time  of 
Acts  13  I  "Saul"  was  known  but  as  an  old  perse- 
cutor turned  preacher  (Gal  1  23),  one  of  the  band 
of  "prophets  and  teachers"  gathered  round  Barna- 
bas at  Antioch,     The  previous  visit  of  Barnabas  and 


.  learn  that  the  mother  church  just  then  was  suffer- 
ing deadly  persecution;  Peter  certainly  was  out  of 
the  way.  There  was  no  opportunity  for  the  nego- 
tiation described  in  Gal  3  1-10,  and  it  would  have 
been  premature  for  Paul  to  raise  the  if uestion  of  his 
apostlesbip  at  this  stage.  In  all  likelihood,  he  saw 
few  Judaean  Christians  then  beyond  "the  elders," 
who  received  the  Antiochene  charity  (Acts  11  30). 
Nothing  transpired  in  connection  with  this  remit- 
tance, important  as  it  was  from  Luke's  standpoint, 
to  affect  the  question  of  Gal  1,  3;  it  would  have 
been  idle  for  Paul  to  refer  to  it.  On  the  other  h^d. 
no  real  contradiction  exists  between  Acts  15  and 
Gal  3:  "The  twoaccounUadmirablycompleteeach 
other"  (Pfleiderer;  cf  Camiir.  Gr  test.,  145,  146; 
Stcinmann,  Die  Abfasaungszeii  d.  Oal,-Briefe»,  $7); 
in  matters  of  complicated  dispute  involving  per- 
sonal considerations,  attempts  at  a  private  undei^ 
standing  naturally  precede  the  public  settlement. 
It  would  be  strange  indeed  if  the  same  question  of  the 
circumcision  of  gentile  believers  had  twice  within 
a  few  years  been  raised  at  Antioch,  to  be  twice 
carried  to  Jerus  and  twice  over  decided  there 
by  the  same  parties — Bamabaa  and  Paul,  Peter  and 
James — and  with  no  reference  made  in  the  second 
discussion  (that  of  Acts,  ex  hyp.)  to  the  previous 
compact  (Gal  2).  Granting  the  epistle  written 
after  the  council,  as  both  Ramsay  and  Zahn  sup- 
pose, we  infer  that  Paul  has  given  his  more  intimate 
account  of  the  crisis,  about  which  the  readers  were 
already  informed  in  the  sense  of  Acts  16,  with  a  view 
to  bring  out  its  essential  bearing  on  the  situation, 

(c)  The  encounter  of  Paul  and  Cephas  at  An- 
tioch (3  11-21)  is  undated.  The  time  of  its  oceui^ 
renoe  bears  on  the  dat«  of  the  epistle.  As  hitherto, 
the  order  of  narration  presumably  follows  the  order 
of  events,  the  "but"  of  ver  11  appears  to  contrast 
Cephas'  present  attitude  with  his  action  in  Jerus 
just  described.  Two  possible  opportunities  present 
themselves  for  a.  meeting  ol  Paul  and  Cephas  in 
Antioch  subsequently  to  the  council — the  time  of 
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Paul's  and  Barnabas'  sojourn  there  on  their  return 
from  Jems  (Acts  16  35.36),  or  the  occasion  of  Paul's 
later  visit,  occup3ring  '^some  time/'  between  the  2d 
and  3d  tours  (18  22.23),  when  for  aught  we  know 
Bamabafi  and  Peter  may  both  have  been  in  the 
Syrian  capital. 

The  former  dating  MiwnieH  that  Peter  yielded  to  the 
Judaizers  on  the  morrow  of  the  comicU,  that  **  Barnabas 
too  was  carried  away"  while  still  in  colleagueship  with 
Paul  and  when  the  cause  of  gentile  freedom,  which  he 
had  championed,  was  in  the  flush  of  victory.  It  assumes 
that  the  legalists  had  no  sooner  been  defeated  than  they 
opened  a  new  attack  on  the  same  ground,  and  presented 
themselves  as  "from  James "  when  James  only  the  other 
dav  had  repudiated  their  agitation  (Acts  15  19.24). 
All  this  is  very  unlikely.  We  must  allow  the  legalists 
time  to  recover  from  their  discomfiture  and  to  lay  new 
plans  (see  II 2.  (2),  (3),  (4).  Moreover.  Luke's  detailed 
narrative  in  Acts  15  30-36,  wUch  makes  much  of  the 
visit  of  Judas  and  Silas,  gives  no  hint  of  any  coming  of 
Peter  to  Antioch  at  that  time,  and  leaves  little  room  for 
this;  he  gives  an  impression  of  settled  peace  and  satis- 
faction following  on  the  Jems  concordat,  with  which  the 
strife  of  Gal  2  11  ff  would  ill  accord.  Through  the 
course  of  the  2d  missionary  tour,  so  far  as  the  Thessa- 
lonian  epistles  indicate,  Paul's  mind  remained  undis- 
turbed bv  legalistic  troubles.  **  The  apostle  had  quitted 
Jerus  [after  his  understanding  with  the  pillars]  and  pro- 
ceeded to  his  2d  missionary  Journey  full  of  satisfaction  at 
the  victory  he  had  gained  and  free  ftom  anxietv  for  the 
future The  decisive  moment  of  the  crisis  neces- 
sarily falls  between  the  Thessalonlan  and  Oalatian  epis- 
tles  A  new  situation    suddenly  presents  itself 

to  him  on  his  return"  to  Antioch  (A.  Sabatier,  The 
ApoMtU  Paul,  £T.  10.  11,  also  124-36). 

(5)  PavVs  renewed  struagle  with  legalism. — ^The 
new  situation  arose  through  the  vacillation  of  Peter; 
and  the  '^certain  from  James''  who  made  mischief  at 
Antioch,  were  the  forerunners  of  "troublers"  who 
agitated  the  churches  far  and  wide,  appearing  simul- 
taneously in  Corinth  and  N.  Galatia.  The  attempt 
to  set  up  a  separate  church-table  for  the  circum- 
cised at  Antioch  was  the  first  movement  in  a  crafty 
and  persistent  campaign  against  gentile  liberties 
en^eered  from  Jerus.  The  £p.  to  the  Rom  sig- 
nalized Paul's  conclusive  victory  in  this  struggle, 
which  covered  the  period  of  the  3d  missionary  tour. 
On  his  revisitation  of  the  Galatians  (19;  5  3  || 
Acts  18  23),  fresh  from  the  contention  with  Cephas 
and  aware  of  the  wide  conspiracy  on  foot,  Paul  gave 
warning  of  the  coming  of  ^'another  gospel";  it  had 
arrived,  fulfilling  his  worst  fears.  Upon  this  view 
of  the  course  of  affairs  (see  Neander,  Planting  and 
Training  of  the  Christian  Churchy  III,  vii;  Godet's 
Intro  to  the  NTj  Evp.  of  Paul,  200-201;  Sabatier,  as 
above),  the  nustake  of  Peter  at  Antioch  was  the 
proximate  antecedent  of  the  trouble  in  Galatia; 
hence  Gal  2  11-24  leads  up  to  8  1  and  the  main 
argument.  Now,  if  the  Antiochene  collision  befell 
so  late  as  this,  then  the  epistle  is  subsequent  to  the 
date  of  Acts  18  22.23;  from  which  it  follows,  once 
more,  that  Gal  belongs  to  the  3d  missionary  tour 
and  the  Cor-Rom  group  of  letters. 

(6)  Evhesua  or  Corinth? — Chiefly  because  of  the 
words,  "you  are  removing  so  aaicldy^y  in  1  6,  the 
epistle  is  by  many  referred  to  tne  earlier  part  of  the 
aoove  period,  the  time  of  Paul's  protracted  sojourn 
m  Ephesus  (Acts  19  8.10:  64-56  AD);  "so  quick- 
ly," however,  signifies  not  "so  soon  after  my  leaving 
you,"  but  "so  suddenly"  and  "with  such  slight  per- 
suasion" (5  7.8).  From  Ephesus,  had  the  apostle 
been  there  when  the  trouole  arose,  he  might  as 
easily  have  visited  Galatia  as  he  did  Corinth  under 
like  circumstances  (so  much  is  implied  in  2  Cor 
18  1):  he  is  longing  to  go  to  Galatia,  but  cannot 
(Gal  4  19.20).  A  more  distant  situation,  such  as 
Macedonia  or  Corinth  (Acts  20  1-3),  where  Paul 
found  himself  in  the  last  months  of  this  tour  (56r 
57  AD),  and  where,  in  churches  of  some  standing, 
he  was  surroundea  by  a  body  of  sympathetic 
'^brethren"  (11)  whose  support  gave  weight  to  his 
remonstrance  with  the  Galatians,  suits  the  epistle 
better  on  every  account. 


(7)  PauVs  first  coming  to  Galatia, — In  4  13-15 
the  apostle  recalls,  in  words  surcharged  with  emo- 
tion, his  introduction  to  the  readers.  His  "preach- 
ing the  good  news"  to  them  was  due  to  "weakness 
of  the  nesh" — to  some  sickness,  it  seems,  which 
arrested  his  steps  and  led  him  to  minister  in  a  local- 
ity that  otherwise  he  would  have  "passed  over,"  as 
he  did  Mvsia  a  little  later  (Acts  16  8).  So  we 
understand  the  obsciire  languaee  of  ver  13.  The 
S.  Galatian  theoriste,  in  default  of  any  reference 
to  illness  as  affecting  the  apostle's  movements  in 
Acts  13  13.14^  favor  Ramsay's  conjecture  that 
Paul  fell  a  victim  to  malaria  on  the  Paniphylian 
coast,  and  that  he  and  Barnabas  made  for  Pisidian 
Antioch  by  way  of  seeking  the  cooler  uplands.  The 
former  explanation  lies  nearer  to  the  apostle's  lan- 
guage: he  says  "I  preached  to  you,"  not  "I  came  to 
you,  because  of  illness."  The  journey  of  a  hundred 
miles  from  Perga  to  Antioch  was  one  of  the  least 
likely  to  be  imdertaken  by  a  fever-stricken  patient 
(see  the  description  in  Conybeare  and  Howson's 
Ldfe  of  St.  Paul,  or  in  Ramsay's  Paul  the  Traveller) ^ 
Besides^  if  this  motive  had  brought  Paul  to  Antioch, 
quite  different  reasons  are  stated  by  Luke  for  his 
proceeding  to  the  other  S.  Galatian  towns  (see 
13  50.51;  14  6.19.20).  Reading  Gal  4  13-15,  one 
imagines  the  missionary  hastening  forward  to  some 
further  goal  (perhaps  the  important  cities  of  Bithy- 
nia,  Acts  16  7),  when  he  is  prostrated  by  a  malady 
the  physical  effects  of  which  were  such  as  to  excite 
extreme  aversion.  As  strength  returns,  he  begins 
to  offer  his  gospel  in  the  neighborhood  where  the 
unwilling  halt  has  been  made.  There  was  much  to 
prejudice  the  hearers  against  a  preacher  addressing 
them  under  these  conditions;  but  the  Galatians 
welcomed  him  as  a  heaven-sent  messenger.  Their 
faith  was  prompt  and  eager,  their  gratitude  bound- 
less. 

The  deification  of  Barnabas  and  Paul  by  the  Ljrcao- 
nians  (14  11-18)  is  the  one  incident  of  Luke's  narrative 
of  which  the  apostle's  description  reminds  us.  To  this 
the  latter  is  thought  to  be  alluding  when  he  writes,  "  You 
received  me  as  an  angel  of  God,  as  Christ  Jesus!'*  But 
could  he  speak  thus  oi  his  reception — hateful  at  the  time 
— ^in  the  character  of  a  heathen  god,  and  of  a  reception 
that  ended  in  his  stoning?  The  "welcome"  of  the 
messenger  implies  faith  in  nis  message  (of  Gal  4  14;  2 
Cor  6  1;  1  Thess  1  6;  Mt  10  40.41.  where  the  same 
Gr  vb.  is  used). 

Paul's  mishandling  at  Lystra  (Acts  14  10.20)  has  sug- 
gested a  correspondence  in  the  opposite  sense  between 
the  epistle  and  the  storv  of  the  S.  Galatian  mission.  The 
Lystran  stones  left  their  print  on  Paul's  body:  in  these 
disilguring  scars  one  might  see  "the  marks  of  Jesus"  to 
which  he  points  in  Gal  6  17,  were  it  not  for  the  note 
of  time,  from  henceforth."  which  distinguishes  these 
stigmata  as  a  freak  infliction,  identif ^ng  the  servant  now 
more  than  ever  with  his  Master.  The  true  ||  to  Gal  6 
17  is  2  Cor  4  10  (see  the  context  in  4  7 — 5  4,  also  1  8), 
which  we  quoted  above  (III,  2).  When  he  wrote  2  Cor., 
the  apostle  was  emerging  from  an  experience  of  crucial 
anguish,  which  gave  nim  an  aspect  imaging  the  dying 
Saviour  whom  he  preached;  to  this  new  consecration  the 
appeal  of  our  epistle  seems  to  refer. 

(8)  Barnabas  and  the  Galatians. — ^The  references 
to  Barnabas  in  2  1.9.13.  at  first  sight  suggest  the  S. 
Galatian  destination  ol  the  letter.  For  Barnabas 
and  Paul  were  companions  on  the  first  only  of  the 
three  tours,  and  Barnabas  is  named  thrice  here  and 
but  twice  in  the  rest  of  the  epistles.  Yet  these  very 
references  awaken  misgiving.  Barnabas  was  Paul  s 
full  partner  in  the  S.  Galatian  mission;  he  was 
senior  in  service,  and  had  introduced  Saul  to  the 
apostles  at  Jerus;  he  was  the  leader  at  the  outset 
of  this  ioumev  (Acts  9  27;  11  22^26;  18  1-3; 
16  25)— Bamabaa  was  taken  for  "Zeus"  by  the 
heathen  of  Lystra,  while  the  eloquent  Paul  was 
identified  with  "Hermes"  (Acts  14  12).  The 
churches  of  S.  Galatia  had  tvx)  founders,  and  owed 
allegiance  to  Barnabas  along  with  Paul.  Yet  Paul 
deab  with  the  readers  as  though  he  alone  were  their 
father  in  Christ.    Referring  to  Barnabas  oonspicu- 
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ously  in  the  letter  and  as  differing  from  himself  on 
a  point  affecting  the  question  at  issue  (2  13),  Paul 
was  the  more  bound  to  give  his  old  comrade  his  due 
and  to  justify  his  assumption  of  sole  authority,  if 
he 'were  in  truth  addr^ing  communities  which 
owed  their  Christianity  to  the  two  men  in  conjunc- 
tion. On  the  S.  Galatian  hypothesis,  the  apostle 
appears  ungenerousl}^  to  have  elbowed  his  colleague 
out  of  the  partnership.  The  apostle  Paul,  it  is  to 
be  noted,  was  particularly  sensitive  on  matters  of 
this  kind  (seel  Cor  4  15;  2  Cor  10  13-16).  The 
name  of  Barnabas  was  known  through  the  whole 
church  (seel  Cor  9  6;  Col  4  10);  there  is  no  more 
difficulty  in  supposing  the  N.  Galatians  to  be 
familiar  with  it  than  with  the  names  of  James  and 
John  (2  9).  Possibly  Paul,  as  his  responsibilities 
eictended,  had  left  the  care  of  S.  Galatia  to  Barna- 
bas, who  could  readily  superintend  this  district 
from  Antioch  in  Sjrria;  Paul  refers  to  him  in  1  Cor 
9  6,  long  after  the  separation  of  Acts  16  39,  as  a 
fellow-worker.  This  would  account  for  his  making 
direct  for  N.  Galatia  on  the  3d  tour;  see  IV,  3  (3). 

(9)  The  two  Antiochs. — In  2  11  Paul  refers  to 
"Antioch,"  the  famous  city  on  the  Orontes.  To  S. 
Galatians  "Antioch"  meant,  as  in  2  Tim  3  11,  the 
Pisidian  ci  ty  of  that  name.  Had  Paul  been  address- 
ing S.  Galatians,  and  Antiochenes  imprimis,  he 
could  not  without  singular  inadvertence  have  failed 
to  make  the  distinction.  The  gaucherie  would  have 
been  as  marked  as  if,  in  writing  to  a  circle  of  West- 
of-England  towns  including  Bradford-on-Avon,  one 
should  mention  "Bradford"  without  qualification, 
meaning  the  Yorkshire  Bradford. 

The  arguments  drawn  from  local  difference  in 
legal  usaxe — ^in  the  matters  of  adoption^  testament, 
etc — in  favor  of  the  S.  Galatian  destmation  (see 
Schmiedel's  examination  of  Ramsay's  views  in  EB, 
coll.  1608-9),  and  from  the  temi)erament  of  Paul's 
"Galatians"  in  favor  of  N.  Galatia  (Lightfoot),  are 
too  precarious  to  build  upon. 

(10)  Wider  hearings  of  the  prMem. — On  a  broad 
view  of  the  scope  of  Paul's  nussionary  work  and  of 
the  relation  of  nis  letters  to  Acts,  there  is  much  to 
commend  the  S.  Galatian  theory.  It  simplifies  the 
situation  by  connecting  this  cardinal  writing  of 
Paul  with  churches  of  cardinal  importance  in 
Luke's  narrative.  The  S.  Galatian  cities  lav  along 
the  main  route  of  the  apostle's  travels,  and  in  the 
mid-stream  of  the  church's  life.  The  epistle,  when 
associated  with  the  Christian  communities  of  this 
region,  gains  a  definite  setting  and  a  firm  point  of 
attachment  in  NT  histoiy;  whereas  the  founding 
of  N.  Galatian  Christianity  is  indicated  by  Luke, 
if  at  all,  in  the  most  cursorv  fashion,  and  it  held  an 
.obscure  place  in  the  early  churcn.  How,  it  is 
asked,  could  Paul's  intimate  friend  have  been  (on 
the  N.  Galatian  theory)  so  uninterested  in  churches 
by  which  Paul  himself  set  such  store?  And  how 
can  Paul  have  ignored,  apart  from  the  allusion  of 
2  Tim  3  11,  the  S.  Galatians  who  formed  the  firsts 
fruits  of  his  wider  labors  and  supplied  a  vital  link 
in  his  chain  of  churches?  In  reply,  we  must  point 
out:  (1)  that  for  anything  we  know  Paul  wrote  many 
letters  to  S.  Galatia;  we  possess  but  a  selection 
from  his  correspondence;  the  choice  of  the  canonical 
epistles  was  not  governed  by  the  importance  of  the 
parties  addressed  in  them — ^witness  Col  and  Philem; 
nor  were  Paul's  concern  for  his  churches,  and  the 
empreesement  with  which  he  wrote,  determined  by 
their  magnitude  and  position,  but  by  their  needs 
and  their  hold  on  his  affections  (see  Gal  1  6,  etc; 
4  12-20).  (2)  The  N.  Galatian  mission  lay  off  the 
central  line  of  Paul's  joumeyings  and  of  the  advance 
of  gentile  Christianity;  this  is  probably  the  reason 
why  Luke,  who  was  compelled  to  a  strict  economy 
of  space,  just  ignores  this  field,  though  he  shows 
himself  aware  of  its  existence.    The  apostle's  con- 


fession that  he  preached  to  the  readers,  in  the  first 
instance,  not  from  choice  but  necessity  (4  13), 
accords  with  the  neglect  of  N.  Galatia  in  Acts;  the 
evangelizing  of  the  N.  Galatians  was  an  aside  in 
Paul's  work — an  incident  beyond  the  scope  of  his 
plans,  from  which  at  this  period  he  was  compelled 
again  and  again  to  deviate  (Acts  16  6-10). 

After  all,  though  less  important  during  the  Ist 
cent,  than  S.  Galatia.  N.  Galatia  was  not  an  un- 
important or  inaccessible  region.  It  was  traversed 
by  the  ancient  "Royal  Road"  from  the  £.  to  the 
Hellespont,  which  the  apostle  probably  followed  as 
far  as  Phrygia  in  the  journey  of  Acts  18  22.23. 
Planted  by  Paul  in  Old  Galatia,  the  gospel  would 
spread  to  Bith3mia  and  Pontus  farther  north,  as  it 
certainly  had  done  by  the  time  Peter  wrote  to  the 
churches  of  Asia  Minor  (1  Pet  11).  It  is  observ- 
able that  "Galatia"  stands  between  "Pontus  and 
Cappadocia"  in  Peter's  enumeration  of  the  provinces 
— an  order  indicating  that  Christians  of  North  Ga- 
latia were  particularly  in  the  writer's  mind.  Had 
Paul  never  set  foot  in  N.  Galatia,  had  he  not  worked 
along  the  Royal  Road  and  put  his  message  in  the 
way  of  reaching  the  northern  provinces  of  Asia 
Minor,  the  claim  of  Rom  15  19  is  difficult  to  sus- 
tain, that  "from  Jerusalem,  and  in  a  circle  as  far 
as  Illyricum,  he  had  fulfilled  the  gospel  of  Christ." 
On  the  whole,  we  find  the  ext^al  evidence  in 
accord  with  tne  testimony  given  by  the  internal 
character  and  afiinities  of  the  epistle:  we  judge  that 
this  epistle  was  written  cir  the  autumn  or  winter  of 
56-57  AD,  from  Macedonia  or  Corinth,  toward  the 
end  of  Paul's  third  missionary  tour;  that  it  was  ad- 
dressed to  a  circle  of  churches  situated  in  Galatia 
proper  or  N.  Galatia,  probably  in  the  western  part 
of  this  country  contiguous  to  (or  overlapping)  Phry- 
gia (Acts  16  6){  and  that  its  place  lies  between 
the  two  Corinthian  and  the  Rom  letters  among  the 
epistles  of  the  second  group. 

LiTBRATURB. — Tho  S.  Oalatlsn  destination  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Danish  Mynster  (Binltg.  in  d.  Brief  an  d. 
Gal,  1825;  M.  however  included  N.  Galatia).  and  adopted 
by  the  French  Perrot  {De  Qalatia  Provineia  Romana,  1867) 
and  Renan  (S.Paul);  by  the  German  Clemen  iChrono- 
loifie  d.  paulin.  Brief e,  1893;  Die  Adreeeaten  d.  Qal.' 
Brief ee;  Pavlue:  eein  Leben  u.  Wirken,  1904),  Hausrath 
(NT  Zeitifeschiehte,  1873.  ET),  Pfleiderer  (Pauliniemue, 
1873,  ET;  Pauliniemue'*,  much  altered;  Urehrietenthum, 
1902),  Steck  (as  above),  Weizs&cker  (Dae  apoat.  Zeitalter*, 
1902,  ET);  after  Ramsay  (see  mider  Galatia).  by  Bel- 
ser  {Beitrdge  t.  Brkldrung  d.  AQ,  etc),  O.  Holtzmann 
(Zeitachrift  f.  KO,  1894),  von  Soden  (Hiet  of  Barly  Chrie- 
iian  Lit.,  ET;  he  Includes  S.  with  N.  Galatia),  Weber 
(.Die  Adressalen  d.  Gal.- Brief  ee),  J.  Welss  {kS*,  art. 
"Kleinasien").  in  Germany;  by  Askwith  (£p.  to  Gal: 
An  Eenay  on  Ita  Destination  and  Date),  Bacon  (Bxpoa, 
V,  vil,  123-36;  X.  361-67),  Bartlet  {Expoa,  V,  x.  263-80), 
Gifford  iExpoa,  IV.  x,  1-20),  Maclean  (1-vol  HDB), 
RendaU  (Expoa,  IV,  ix,  254-64;  EGT,  Intro  to  "Gala- 
tians"). Round  (as  above),  Sanday  (with  hesitation,  Ex- 
poa, IV,  vil,  491-95).  Woodhouse  (BB,  art.  "Galatia"). 
The  N.  Galatian  destination,  held  by  earlier  scholars  up 
to  Lightfoot  and  Salmon  iDB\  an  illuminating  discua- 
sion) .  is  reasserted,  in  view  of  Ramsay's  findings,  by  Chase 
(Expoa,  IV.  viii.  401-19;  ix.  331-42).  Cheetham  (Claaa. 
Review,  1894),  Dods  (HDB,  art.  "Galatians").  WUliams 
(Cambr.  Gr  Teat.,  1910).  in  this  country;  by  Sabatier 
{UApdtre  Paun,  ET,  1891);  by  Gheorshlu  lAdreaaaiii 
ep.  c.  Galateni,  Cernauti,  1904.  praised  by  Steinmann). 
and  by  the  German  critics  Blass  (Acta  Apoat.),  von  Dob- 
schUtz  (Die  urchr.  Gemeinden,  1902,  and  Probleme  d. 
apoat.  ZeitaUera),  Harnack  (Apoatelgeaehichte,  1908.  87- 
90).  H.  Holtzmann  (Handeomm.  z.  NT,  "AG").  Jttilcher 

iNT  Intro,  ET).  LIpsius  (Handeomm.  z.  NT,  "Galater") 
iietzmann  (doubtfully.  Handbiteh  a.  NT,  III, i,  "Galater- 
brief"),  Mommsen  (ZNTW,  1901,  81-96).  Schmiedel 
(EB),  SchUrer  (Jahrbuch  f.  prot.  Theologie,  XVIII,  460- 
74),  Sleffert  (Meyer' a  Kommentar),  Steinmann  (as  above), 
Z5ckJer  (a  full  and  masterly  discussion:  Studien  u.  Kritiken, 
1895,  51-102).  Mommsen's  verdict  is  thus  expressed: 
"  To  apprehend  'the  Galatians'  of  Paul  otherwise  than  In 
the  stnct  and  narrower  sense  of  the  term,  is  imallowable. 
The  Provinces  associated  with  Galatia  imder  the  rule  of 
a  single  legate,  as  e.g.  Lycaonia  certainly  was  as  early 
as  the  time  of  Claudius,  were  in  no  way  incorporated  in 
that  region;  the  official  inscriptions  simplv  set  Galatia 
at  the  head  of  the  combined  regions.  Still  less  could  the 
inhabitants  of  Iconium  and  Lystra  be  named  'Gala- 
tians' in  common  speech." 
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Apart  from  the  aforesaid  controversy,  besides  the 
standard  Comm.  on  Paul's  Epp..  Luther's  Ad  Oalataa 
is  of  unique  historical  interest;  the  interpretations  of 
Usteri  (1833).  HUgenfeld  (1852).  Winer  (18500.  Hol- 
sten  (Daa  Evangel,  d,  PatUua,  1880),^Phiiippi  (1884).  in 
German;  Baljon  (1889),  in  Dutch;  and  of  B.  Jowett. 
Bllicott,  Beet,  are  specially  serviceable,  ftom  different 
points  of  view;  see  auso  COT  and  EB. 

George  G.  Findlay 
GALBANUM,  garba-num  (n;2lbn,  helb^nOh; 
Xakfidmi,  ch€dbdne):  A  gum-resin  which  occurs  in 
small,  round,  semitranslucent  tears  or  in  brownish 
yellow  masses;  has  a  pleasant  aromatic  odor  and 
a  bitter  taste;  and  is  today,  at  any  rate,  imported 
from  Persia.  It  is  derived  from  certain  umbellifer- 
ous plants.  Ferula  gdUbaniflua  and  F.  nibricaulis. 
It  is  mentioned  in  Ex  30  34  as  an  ingredient  of  the 
holy  incense,  and  also  in  Sir  24  15:  '^a  pleasant 
odour  ....  as  galbanum.'' 

GALEED,  gal'g-ed  n?^3,  gal'idh):  Derived 
from  the  Heb  golf  "a  heap  of  stones,"  and  *ed^,  '*wit- 
ness/'  The  meaning  therefore  is  "cairn"  or  "heap 
of  witness,"  corresponding  to  y*ghar-sShddhuthd*  in 
Aram.  (Gen  31  47).  It  is  applied  to  the  cairn 
raised  by  Jacob  and  Laban,  bcaside  which  they  sealed 
their  covenant  in  a  common  meal,  the  memory  of 
which  they  appealed  to  the  silent  cairn  to  preserve. 
The  ancient  custom  of  associating  events  with  inani- 
mate objects  as  witnesses  is  often  illustrated  in  Heb 
history  (Josh  4  4  ff,  etc).  There  may  be  in  this  nar- 
rative a  suggestion  of  how  the  name  "Gilead''  came 
to  be  applied  to  that  country.  W.  Ewinq 

GALGALA,  gal'gal-a  (T^yoka,  Gdlgala) :  Gr 
equivalent  for  Uilgal.  The  word  occurs  in  1  Mace 
9  2  in  connection  with  Arbela,  in  Galilee — "The 
way  to  Galgala"^^ut  it  is  doubtful  which  Gilgal 
is  meant.    Of  Jos,  Anty  XII,  xi,  1;  and  see  Gilgal. 

GALILEAN,  gal-i-le'an.    See  Galilee. 

GALILEE,  gal'i-le  (b'^b jn ,  nb'^bsn ,  ha^mi,  hor 

g'lUdh,  Ut.  "the  cu-cuit"  or  "district";  ^  TakiXala, 

hi  GalUaia) :  Kedesh,  the  city  of  refuge, 

1.  Galilee  of  is  described  as  lying  in  GalUee,  in  Mt. 
the  Nations  Naphtali      (Josh  20  7;     cf     21  32). 

The  name  seems  originally  to  have 
referred  to  the  territory  of  Naphtali.  Joshua's  vic- 
torious campaign  in  the  north  (ch  11),  and,  sub- 
seouently,  the  triumph  of  the  northern  tribes  under 
Deborah  and  Barak  (Jgs  4  f )  gave  Israel  supremacy; 
yet  the  tribe  of  Naphtali  was  not  able  to  drive  out 
all  the  former  inhabitants  of  the  land  (1  33).  In 
the  time  of  Solomon  the  name  applied  to  a  much 
wider  region,  including  the  territorv  of  Asher.  In 
this  land  lay  the  cities  given  by  Solomon  to  Hiram 
(1  K  9  11).  Cabul  here  named  must  be  identical 
with  that  of  Josh  19  27.  The  Asherites  also  failed 
to  possess  certain  cities  in  their  allotted  portion,  so 
that  the  heathen  continued  to  dwell  among  them. 
To  this  state  of  things,  probably,  is  due  the  name 
g^ven  in  Isa  9  1  to  this  region,  '^'Galilee  of  the  na- 
tions," i.e.  a  district  occupied  by  a  mixed  popula- 
tion of  Jews  and  heathen.  It  may  also  be  referred 
to  in  Josh  12  23,  where  possibly  we  should  read 
"king  of  the  nations  of  Galilee"  {I'gdltl)^  instead  of 
"Gilgal"  {b^gilgoT).  Yet  it  was  within  this  territory 
that,  according  to  2  S  20  18  (LXX)  lay  the  two 
cities  noted  for  their  preservation  of  ancient  Israel- 
itish  religious  customs  in  their  purity — Abel-beth- 
maacah  and  Dan. 

There  is  nothing  to  guide  us  as  to  the  northern 
boundary  of  Galilee  in  the  earliest  times.    On  the 

E.  it  was  bounded  by  the  upper  Jordan 

2.  Ancient    and  the  Sea  of  Galilee,  and  on  the  S.  by 
Boundaries  the  plain  of  e^Bo^touf.    That  all  within 

these  limits  belonged  to  Galilee  we 
may  be  sure.    Possibly,  however,  it  included  Zebu- 


4.  After 
the  Exile 

and  Syria. 


lun,  which  seems  to  be  reckoned  to  it  in  Isa  9  1. 
In  this  territory  also  there  were  unconquered 
Canaanite  cities  (Jgs  1  30). 

At  the  instigation  of  Asa,  king  of  Judah,  Benha- 
dad,  son  of  Tabrimmon  of  Damascus,  moved  against 
Israel,  and  the  cities  which  he  smote 
3.  Before  ail  lay  within  the  circle  of  Galilee  (1  K 
the  Exile  16  20).  Galilee  must  have  been  the 
arena  of  conflict  between  Jehoahaz 
and  Hazael,  king  of  Sjrria.  The  cities  which  the 
latter  captured  were  recovered  from  his  son  Ben- 
hadad  by  Joash,  who  defeated  him  three  times  (2  K 
10  32;  13  22ff).  The  affliction  of  Israel  neverthe- 
less continued  "very  bitter,"  and  God  saved  them 
by  the  hand  of  Jeroboam  son  of  Joash,  the  great 
warrior  monarch  of  the  Northern  Kingdom,  under 
whom  Galilee  passed  completely  into  the  hands  of 
Israel  (2  K  14  25  ff).  But  the  days  of  Israel's 
supremacy  in  Northern  Pal  were  nearly  over.  The 
beginning  of  the  end  came  with  the  invasion  of  Tig- 
lath-pileser  III,  who  took  the  chief  cities  in  Galilee, 
and  sent  their  inhabitants  captive  to  Assyria  (ver 
29).  Probably,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Southern  King- 
dom, the  poorest  of  the  land  were  left  as  husband- 
men. At  any  rate  there  still  remained  Israelites 
in  the  district  (2  Ch  30  10  f);  but  the  measures 
taken  by  the  conqueror  must  have  made  for  the 
rapid  increase  of  the  heathen  element. 

In  post-exilic  times  Galilee  is  the  name  given  to 
the  most  northerly  of  the  three  divisions  of  Western 
Pal.  The  boundaries  are  indicated 
by  Jos  (B/,  III,  iii,  1).  It  was  di- 
vided into  Lower  and  Upper  Galilee, 
and  was  encompassed  by  Phoenicia 
It  marched  with  Ptolemais  and  Mt. 
Carmel  on  the  W.  The  mountain,  formerly  Gali- 
lean, now  belonged  to  the  Syrians.  On  the  S.  it 
adjoined  Samaria  and  Scythopolis  (Beis&n)  as  far 
as  the  river  Jordan.  It  was  bounded  on  the  E.  by 
Hippene,  Gadara,  Gaulohitis  and  the  borders  of 
the  kingdom  of  Agrippa.  while  the  northern  frontier 
was  marked  by  Tyre  and  the  coimtry  of  the  Tynans. 
The  northern  limit  of  Samaria  was  Ginea,  the  mod- 
em JeniUf  on  the  south  border  of  Esdraelon.  Lower 
Galilee,  therefore,  included  the  great  plain,  and 
stretched  northward  to  the  plain  of  er-Rdmeh — 
Ramah  of  Josh  19  36.  Jos  mentions  Bersabe,  the 
modem  Ahi^Shebdj  and  the  Talm,  K'phar  J^&nanyc^, 
the  modem  Kefr  ^Anan,  as  the  northern  bolder; 
the  former  being  about  a  mile  N.  of  the  latter.  The 
plain  reaches  to  the  foot  of  the  moimtain  chain, 
which,  running  E.  and  W.,  forms  a  natural  Une  of 
division.  Upper  Galilee  may  have  included  the 
land  as  far  as  the  gorge  of  the  Liidny,  which,  again, 
would  have  formed  a  natural  boundary  to  the  N. 
Jos,  however,  speaks  of  Kedesh  as  belonging  to  the 
Svrians  (B/,  II,  xviii,  1),  situated  "between  the 
land  of  the  Tyrians  and  Galilee"  (ArU,  XIII,  v,  6). 
This  gives  a  point  on  the  northern  frontier  in  his 
time;  but  the  rest  is  left  indefinite.  Guthe,  Sanday 
and  others,  followed  by  Cheyne  (^B,  s.v.),  on  quite 
inadequate  grounds  conclude  that  certain  localities 
on  the  E.  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee  were  reckoned  as 
Galilean. 

In  the  mixed  population  after  the  exile  the  purely 
Jewish  element  must  have  been  relatively  small 
In   165  BC  Simon  Maccabaeus  was 
6.  Character  able  to  rescue  them  from  their  threat- 
of  the  ening  neighbors  by  carrying  the  whole 

Galileans  community  away  to  Judaea  (1  Mace 
5  14  ff).  Jos  tells  of  the  conquest  by 
Aristobulus  I  of  Ituraea  {Antf  XIII,  xi,  3).  He 
compelled  many  of  them  to  adopt  Jewish  religious 
customs,  and  to  obey  the  Jewish  law.  There  can 
be  little  doubt  that  Galilee  and  its  people  were 
treated  in  the  same  way.  While  Jewish  in  their 
religion,  and  in  their  patriotism  too,  as  subsequent 


Galilee 
Galilee,  Sea  of 
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history  showed,  the  population  of  Galilee  was  com- 
posed of  strangely  mingled  elements — ^Aramaean, 
Ituraean,  Phoen  and  Gr.  In  the  circumstances 
they  could  not  be  expected  to  prove  such  sticklers 
for  high  orthodoxy  as  the  Judaeans.  Their  mixed 
origin  explains  the  differences  in  speech  which  dis- 
tinguished them  from  their  brethren  in  the  S.,  who 
regarded  Galilee  and  the  Galileans  with  a  certain 
proud  contempt  (Jn  1  46;  7  62).  But  a  fine  type 
of  manhood  was  developed  among  the  peasant 
farmers  of  the  two  Galilees  which,  according  to  Jos 
(BJ,  III,  iii,  2).  were  "always  able  to  make  a  strong 
resistance  on  all  occasions  of  war;  for  the  Galileans 
are  inured  to  war  from  their  infancy  ....  nor  hath 
the  country  ever  been  destitute  of  men  of  courage.'* 
Jos.  himself  a  Galilean,  knew  his  countrymen  well, 
ana  on  them  he  mainly  relied  in  the  war  with  Rome. 
In  Galilee  also  the  Messianic  hope  was  cherished 
with  the  deepest  intensity.  When  the  Messiah 
appeared,  with  His  own  Galilean  upbringing,  it  was 
from  the  north-countrymen  that  He  received  the 
warmest  welcome,  and  among  them  His  appeal 
elicited  the  most  gratifying  response. 

In  47  BC,  Herod  the  Great,  then  a  vouth  of  25, 

was  made  military  commander  of  Galilee,  and  won 

great  applause  by  the  fashion  in  which 

6.  Later  ne  suppressed  a  band  of  robbers  who 
History         had  long  vexed  the  country  (  ini,  XIV, 

ix,  2).  When  Herod  came  to  the 
throne,  37  BC,  a  |>eriod  of  peace  and  prosperity  for 
Galilee  began,  which  lasted  till  the  banishment  of 
his  son  Antipas  in  40  AD.  The  tetrarchy  of  Gali- 
lee was  given  to  the  latter  at  his  father's  death,  4 
BC.  His  reign,  therefore,  covered  the  whole  life 
of  Jesus,  with  the  exception  of  His  infancy.  After 
the  banishment  of  Antipas,  Galilee  was  added  to 
the  dominions  of  Agrippa  I,  who  ruled  it  till  his 
death  in  44  AD.  Tlien  followed  a  period  of  Rom 
administration,  after  which  it  was  given  to  Agrippa 
II,  who  sided  with  the  Romans  in  the  subsequent 
wars,  and  held  his  position  till  100  AD.  The  patriotic 
people,  however,  by  no  means  submitted  to  his 
guidance.  In  their  heroic  struggle  for  independence, 
the  conunand  of  the  two  Galilees,  with  Gamala, 
was  intrusted  to  Jos,  who  has  left  a  vivid  narrative, 
well  illustrating  the  splendid  courage  of  his  freedom- 
loving  countrymen.  But  against  such  an  adversarv 
as  Rome  even  their  wild  braverv  could  not  prevail ; 
and  the  country  soon  lay  at  the  feet  of  the  victorious 
Vespasian,  67  AD.  There  is  no  certain  knowledge 
of  the  part  played  by  Galilee  in  the  rebellion  under 
Hadrian,  132-35  AD. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  Rom  period  Sepphoris 
{^uriyeh),  about  3  miles  N.  of  Nazareth,  took  the 
l^kding  place.  Herod  Antipas,  however,  built  a 
new  city  on  the  western  shore  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee, 
which,  m  honor  of  the  reigning  emperor,  he  called 
Tiberias.  Here  he  reared  his  "golden  house,"  and 
made  the  city  the  capital  of  his  tetrarchy.  See 
Tiberias.  Alter  the  fall  of  Jerus,  Galilee,  which 
had  formerly  been  held  in  contempt,  became  the 
home  of  Jewish  learning,  and  its  chief  seat  was 
found  in  Tiberias  where  the  Mish  was  committed 
to  writing,  and  the  Jerus  Talm  was  composed. 
Thus  a  city  into  which  at  first  no  pious  Jew  would 
enter,  in  a  province  which  had  long  been  despised 
by  the  leaders  of  the  nation,  became  the  main  center 
of  their  national  and  religious  life. 

Amone  the  more  notable  cities  in  Galilee  were 

Kedesh  Naphtali,  the  city  of  refuge,  the  ruins  of 

which  lie  on  the  heights  W.  of  elrHvieh; 

7.  Cities  of  Chorazin,  Bethsaida  and  Capernaum, 
Galilee  N.  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee;  Nazareth,  the 

city  of  the  Saviour's  youth  and  young 
manhood;  Jotapata,  the  scene  of  Jos'  heroic  defence 
against  the  Romans,  which  stood  at  TeU  Jejai.  N. 
of  the  plain  of  Asochis  (£J,  III,  vii,  viii);  Cana 


of  Galilee;  and  Nain,  on  the  northern  slope  of  the 
mountain  now  called  Little  Hermon. 

In  physical  features  Galilee  is  the  most  richly 

diversified  and  picturesque  district  in  Western  Pal; 

while   in   beauty   and   fertility   it  is 

8.  General    strongly  contrasted  with  the  barren 
Description  uplands  of  Judah.    Cut  ofif  from  Mt. 

Lebanon  in  the  N.  by  the  tremendous 
gorge  of  the  Ldt&nyf  it  forms  a  broad  and  high 
plateau,  sinking  gradually  southward  until  it  ap- 
proaches ^afedj  when  again  it  rises,  culminating  in 
Jebd  Jermuk,  the  highest  summit  on  the  W.  of  the 
Jordan.  From  §afed  there  is  a  rapid  descent  by 
stony  slope  and  rocky  precipice  to  the  shore  of  the 
Sea  of  Galilee.  The  mountains  of  which  Je6e/ 
Jermuk  is  the  N.E.  outrunner  stretch  westward 
across  the  country,  and  drop  upon  the  plain  of  er- 
Rameh  to  the  S.  Irregular  hills  and  valleys,  with 
breadths  of  shady  woodlands,  lie  between  this  plain 
and  that  of  Asochis  {d-Ba^auJ).  The  latter  is  split 
from  the  E.  by  the  range  of  Jebd  Tor^an,  S.  of 
Asochis  rise  lower  hills,  in  a  cup-like  hollow  among 
which  lies  the  town  of  Nazareth.  S.  of  the  town 
they  sink  steeply  into  the  plain  of  Esdraelon.  The 
isolated  form  of  Tabor  stands  out  on  the  E.,  while 
Carmel  bounds  the  view  on  the  W.  The  high  pla- 
teau in  the  N.  terminates  abruptly  at  the  lip  of  the 
upper  Jordan  valley.  As  the  Jordan  runs  close  to 
the  base  of  the  eastern  hills,  practically  all  this 
valley,  with  its  fine  rolling  downs,  is  included  in 
Galilee.  The  plain  of  Gennesaret  runs  along  the 
northwestern  snore  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee.  From  the 
uplands  to  the  W.,  stretching  from  J^wriin  HaUin 
(the  traditional  Mount  of  Beatitudes)  to  the  neigh- 
borhood of  Tabor,  the  land  lets  itself  down  in  a  series 
of  broad  and  fertile  terraces,  falling  at  last  almost 
precipitously  on  the  western  shore  of  the  Sea  of 
Galilee.  The  descent  toward  the  Mediterranean 
is  much  more  gradual;  and  the  soil  gathered  in  the 
longer  valleys  is  deep  and  rich. 

The  district  may  be  described  as  comparatively 
well  watered.  The  Jordan  with  its  mighty  springs 
is,  of  course,  too  low  for  purposes  of  irrigation.  But 
there  are  many  perennial  streams  fed  by  fountains 
among  the  hills.  The  springs  at  Jenin  are  the  main 
sources  of  the  river  Kishon,  out  for  the  greater  part 
of  its  course  through  the  plain  the  bed  of  that  river 
is  far  below  the  surface  of  the  adjoining  land.  The 
dews  that  descend  from  Lebanon  and  Hermon  are 
also  a  perpetual  source  of  moisture  and  refreshment. 

Galilee  was  famous  in  ancient  times  for  its  rich 

and  fruitful  soil,  ''full  of  the  plantations  of  trees  of 

all  sorts,  insomuch  that  it  invites  the 

9.  Products  most  slothful  to  pains  in  its  cultiva- 

tion by  its  fruitfulness;  accordingly  it 
is  all  cultivated  by  its  inhabitants,  and  no  part  of 
it  lies  idle''  (BJ,  III,  iii,  2).  See  also  Gennesaret, 
Land  op.  The  grapes  grown  in  Naphtali  were  in 
high  repute,  as  were  the  pomegranates  of  Shikmona 
— ^the  Sykaminos  of  Jos — which  stood  on  the  shore 
near  Mt.  Carmel.  The  silver  sheen  of  the  olive 
meets  the  eye  in  almost  every  valley:  and  the  olive 
oil  produced  in  Galilee  has  always  been  esteemed 
of  the  highest  excellence.  Its  wheat  fields  also 
yielded  an  abundant  supply,  the  wheat  of  Chorazin 
being  proverbial.  The  great  plain  of  Esdraelon 
must  also  have  furnished  rich  provision.  It  cannot 
be  doubted  that  Galilee  was  largely  drawn  upon 
for  the  gifts  in  kind  which  Solomon  bestowed  upon 
the  king  of  Tyre  (2  Ch  2  10).  At  a  much  later 
day  the  inhabitants  of  Tyre  and  Sidon  depended 
upon  the  produce  of  Galilee  (Acts  12  20). 

Galilee  was  in  easy  touch  with  the  outside  world 
by  means  of  the  roads  that  traversed  her  valleys, 
crossed  her  ridges  and  ran  out  eastward,  westward 
and  southward.  Thus  she  was  connected  with  the 
harbors  on  the  Phoen  seaboard,  with  Egypt  on  the 


S.,  with  Dunasciu  on  the  N.£.,  and  with  the  mariieta 
ol  the  E.  by  the  great  caravan  routes  (see  "Roads" 
under  Palestine).    In   the  days  of 


Outside  and  the  movemente  of  the  representa- 
World  lives  of  the  Empire,  must  have  made 

these  highways  a  scene  of  perpetual 
activity,  touching  the  dwellers  in  Galilee  with  the 
widening  influences  of  the  great  world's  life. 

liie  peasant  farmers  of  Galilee,  we  have  seen, 
were  a  bold  and  enterprising  race.  Encouraged 
by  the  fruitfulnees  of  their  country, 
11.  Popo-  they  were  industrious  cultivators  of 
lation  the  soil.     Jos  estimates  the  population 

at  3,000,000.  This  may  be  an  exag- 
geration; but  here  we  have  all  the  conditions  neces- 
sary for  the  support  of  a  nmnerous  and  prosperous 
people.  This  nclps  us  to  understand  the  crowds 
that  gathered  round  and  followed  Jesus  in  this  dis- 
trict, where  the  greater  part  of  His  public  life  was 
spent.  The  cities,  towns  and  villages  in  Galilee  are 
frequently  referred  to  in  the  Gospels.  That  the 
Jewish  population  in  the  centuries  immediately 
after  Chriat  wae  numerous  and  wealthy  is  sufficiently 
proved  by  the  remains  from  those  times,  esp,  the 
ruins  of  synagogues,  e.g.  those  at  Tell  Hum,  KerSzeh, 
Irbid,  d-Jisk,  Kefr  Bir'im,  Meiron,  etc.  Near  the 
last  named  is  shown  the  tomb  of  the  great  Jewish 
teacher  Hillel. 

Galilee  was  not  without  her  own  heroic  memories. 
The  great  battlefields  of  Me^ddo,  Gilboa,  and  the 
waters  of  Merora  lay  within  her  borders;  and 
among  the  famous  men  of  the  past  she  could  claim 
Barak,  Ibcan,  Elon  and  Tola  oi  the  judges:  of  the 
prophets,  Jonah  and  Elisha  at  least;  possibly  also 
Hosea  who,  according  to  a  Jewish  tradition,  died 
in  Babylon,  but  was  Brought  to  Galilee  and  buried 
in  .?qfed  (Neubauer,  Ceop.  der  Talmud,227).  When 
the  chief  priesU  and  Hiarisees  said,  "Search,  and 
see  that  out  of  GaUlee  ariseth  no  prophet,"  it  argued 
strange  and  inexcusable  ignorance  on  their  part  (Jn 
7  52).  Perhaps,  however,  iu  this  place  we  should 
read  4  rpo^ijrifi,  ho  prophtUs,  "the  prophet,"  i.e.  the 
Messiah.  It  is  significant  that  11  out  of  the  12 
apostles  were  Galileans. 

For  detailed  description  of  the  country,  see  Issa- 
CHar;  Ashbr;  Zbedldn  and  Nafhtau;  see  also 
Galilee,  Sea  op.  W.  Ewinq 

OALILEB,  HOUHTAIN  IN:  After  the  resui^ 
reotion  the  disciples  "went  into  Galilee,  unto  the 
mountain  where  Jesus  had  appointed  them"  (Mt 
28  16).  Here  Jesus  came  to  them  declared  that 
all  authority  in  heaven  and  earth  had  been  given  to 
Him,  commanded  them  to  go  and  make  disciples 
of  all  nations,  concluding  with  the  memorable 
promise:  "Lo,  I  am  with  you  always,  even  unto  the 
end  of  the  world."  Probably  it  was  some  well- 
known  height  not  far  from  the 


it  is  not  easy  to  imagine  a  more  appropriate  spot  for 
this  never-to-be-forgotten  interview  than  Jebei 
J^an'drt,  a  bold  headland  not  far  to  the  E.  of  $qfed, 
overlooking  the  land  of  Gennesaret  and  the  sea,  and 
commanding  from  its  lofty  summit  a  view  of  about 
80  miles  in  every  direction.  Of  coursej  thf 
certainty. 


#.  Ewinq 


GALILEE,  SEA  OP  (M  Wuunra  rfli  roXiXaloi, 
hi  Ihdlagta  da  GalHaUu):    This  is  the  name  5 1  given 

in  the  NT  (Mt  4  18;  16  29;  Mk  1  16; 
1.  The  7  31:    Jn  8  1)  to  the  sheet  of  water 

Name  which  is  elsewhere  called  "the  sea  of 

Tiberias"  (Jn  31  1;  cf  6  1);  "the 
lake  of  Gennesaret"  (Lk  S  1);  "the  sea"  (Jn  S  16, 


etc),  and  "the  lake"  (Lk  S  1,  etc).  The  OT  names 
were  "sea  of  Chinnereth"  (nTJ3"D^,  yam-kinner^; 
Nu  84  U;  Dt  3  17;  .  Josh  IS  27;  19  35),  and 
"sea of  Chinneroth"  (ni1}5~n^,  yaTn-kmTdlh:  Joah 
13  3 ;  cf  11  2 ;  1  K  IS  20).  In  1  Mace  11  67 
the  sea  is  called  "the  water  o(  Genneear"  (RV  "Gen- 
nesareth").  It  had  begun  to  be  named  from  the 
city  BO  recently  built  on  its  western  shore  even  in 
NTtimee(Ja  31  1;  6  1);  and  by  this  name,  slight- 
ly modified,  it  is  known  to  this  day— BoAr  faba- 
riyeh. 


Se*  ot  OklUee. 

The  sea  lies  in  the  deep  trough  of  the  Jordan 
valley,  almost  due  E.  of  the  Bay  of  Acre.  The  sur- 
face is  6S0  ft.  below  the  level  of  the 
3.  General  Mediterranean.  It  varies  in  depth 
Description  from  130  ft.  to  148  ft.,  being  deepest 
along  the  course  of  the  Jordan  (Bar- 
rois,  PEPS,  1894,  211-20).  From  the  point  where 
the  Jordan  enters  in  the  N.  to  its  eidt  m  the  S.  is 
about  13  miles.  The  greatest  breadth  is  in  the  N., 
from  d-Mejdel  to  the  mouth  of  WOdy  Semak  being 
rather  over  7  miles.  It  gradually  narrows  towara 
the  S.,  taking  the  shape  of  a  gigantic  pear,  with  a 
decided  bulge  to  the  W.  The  water  of  the  lake  is 
clear  and  sweet.  The  natives  use  it  for  all  purposes, 
esteeming  it  light  and  pleasant.  They  refuse  to 
drink  from  the  Jordan,  alleging  that  who  drinks 
Jordan  drinks  fever."  Seen  from  the  mountains 
the  broad  sheet  appears  a  t>eautiful  blue;  so  that, 
in  the  season  of  greenery,  it  is  no  exaggeration  to 
describe  it  as  a  sapphire  m  a  setting  of  emerald.  It 
lights  up  the  landscape  aa  the  eye  does  the  human 
face;  and  it  is  often  spoken  of  as  "the  eye  of  Galilee." 
To  one  descending  from  Mt.  Tabor  and  approach- 
ing the  edge  of  the  great  hollow,  on  a  bri^t  spring 
day,  when  the  land  has  already  assumed  its  fairest 
garments,  the  view  of  the  sea,  as  it  breaks  upon 
the  vision  in  almost  its  whole  extent,  is  one  never  to 
be  forf;otten.  The  mountains  on  the  E.  and  on  the 
W.  rise  to  about  2,000  ft.  The  heights  of  Naphtali, 
piled  up  in  the  N^  seem  to  culminate  only  in  the 
snowy  summit  of  Great  Hermon.  If  the  waters  are 
still,  the  shining  splendors  of  the  mountain  may  be 
seen  mirrored  in  the  blue  depths.  Round  the  greater 
part  of  the  lake  there  is  a  broad  pebbly  tieach,  with 
a  sprinkling  of  small  shells.  On  the  sands  along  the 
shore  from  et-Mejdel  to  'Ain  et-Tlneh  these  shelle 
are  so  numerous  as  to  cause  a  white  glister  in  the 
sunlight. 

The  main  formation  of  the  surrounding  district 
is  limestone.  It  is  overlaid  with  lava;  and  here  and 
there  around  the  lake  there  are  outcrops  of  basalt 
through  the  limestone.  At  ei-T&gha  in  the  N.,  at 
'Ain  el  pMllyek,  S.  of  d-Mydd,  and  on  the  shore, 
about  2  miles  S.  of  modem  Tibenas,  there  are  strong 
hot  springs.    These  things,  together  with  the  fre- 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


1106 


quent,  and  Bometimea  terribly  destructive,  earth- 
quakea,  aufBcipotly  attest  the  volcanic  character  of 
we  region.  The  soil  on  the  level  parts  around  the 
aea  is  exceedingly  fertile.  See  Gbnnesabet,  Land 
OP.  Naturally  the  temperature  in  the  valley  is 
higher  than  that  of  the  uplands ;  and  here  wheat  and 
barley  are  harvested  about  a  month  earlier.  Frost 
is  not  quite  unknown;  but  no  one  now  alive  remem- 
bers  it  to  have  done  more  than  lay  the  most  delicate 
fringe  of  ice  around  some  of  the  atones  on  the  shore. 
The  fig  and  the  vine  are  still  cultivated  with  success. 
Where  v^etable  gardens  are  planted  they  yield 
plentifully.  A  few  palms  are  still  to  be  seen.  The 
indigo  plant  is  grown  in  the  plain  of  Gennesaret, 
In  their  eeasoo  the  wild  flowers  lavish  a  wealth  of 
lovely  colors  upon  the  surrounding  slopes;  while 
bright-bloasoming  oleanders  fringe  the  shore. 

Coming  westward  from  the  point  where  the  Jor- 
dan ent«iB  the  lake,  the  mountains  approach  within 
a  short  distance  of  the  sea.  On  the  shore,  fuliy  2 
miles  from  the  Jordan,  are  the  ruins  of  TtU  IJum. 
See  Cafebnauu.  About  2  miles  farther  W.  are 
the  hot  springs  of  et-fabsfia.  Here  a  shallow  vale 
breaks  northward,  bounded  on  the  W.  by  Teli 
'AreiTneh.  This  tell  is  crowned  by  an  ancient 
Canasnit«  settlement.  It  throws  out  a  rocky 
promontory  into  the  sea,  and  beyond  this  are  the 
ruins  of  KhSn  Minyeh,  with  'Ain  et'Tlneh  close 
under  the  cliff.  Important  Rom  remains  have 
recently  been  discovered  here.  From  this  point  the 
l^in  of  Gennesaret  (ei'Ghuweir)  sweeps  round  to 
d-Mejdel,  a  distance  of  about  4  miles.  W.  of  this 
village    opens    the   tremendous   gorge,    Wody   e2- 


the  Horns  of  Ha^ln,  the  traditionalMount  of  Bcati 
tudes,  may  be  seen  through  the  rocky  jaws  of  the 
gorge.  S.  of  d'Mejdei  the  mountains  advance  to 
the  shore,  and  the  path  is  cut  in  the  (ace  of  the 
elope,  bringing  ua  to  the  hot  spring,  'Ain  el-Fidlyeh, 
where  is  a  httle  valley,  with  gardens  and  orange 
grove.  The  road  then  crosses  a  second  promontory, 
and  proceeds  along  the  base  of  the  mountain  to 
Tiberias.  Here  the  mountains  recede  from  the 
shore  leaving  a  crcecent-ehaped  [ilais,  lately  cov- 
ered with  the  ruins  of  the  ancient  city.  The  modem 
town  stands  at  the  northern  comer  of  the  plain ; 
while  at  the  southern  end  are  the  famous  hot  Saths, 
the  ancient  Hammath.  A  narrow  ribbon  of  plain 
between  the  mountain  and  the  shore  runs  to  the  S. 
end  of  the  lake.  There  the  Jordan,  issuing  from  the 
sea,  almost  surrounds  the  mound  on  which  are  the 
ruins  of  Kerah,  the  Tarichaea  of  Jos,  Crossing  the 
floor  of  the  valley,  past  Semakh,  which  is  now  a  sta- 
tion on  the  Haifa^Damascus  railway,  we  find  a 
similar  strip  of  plain  along  the  eastern  shore.  Near- 
ly opposite  Tiberias  is  the  sfroi^hold  of  ^al'atel~ 
Bofii,  possibly  the  ancient  Hippos,  with  the  village 
of  Fllf,  the  ancient  Aphek,  on  the  height  to  the  E. 
To  the  N.  of  this  the  waters  of  the  sea  almost  touch 
the  foot  of  the  steep  slope.  A  herd  of  swine  run- 
ning headlong  down  the  mountain  would  here  incvi- 
Ubly  perish  in  the  lake  (Ml  8  32,  etc).  Next  we 
reach  the  mouth  of  WOdy  Semak,  in  which  lie  the 
ruins  of  Kurseh,  probably  representing  the  ancient 
Gerasa,  Northward  the  plain  widens  into  the 
marshy  breadths  of  d~Baff^hah,  and  once  more  we 
reach  the  Jordan,  flowing  smoothly  through  the 
flat  lands  to  the  sea. 

The  position  of  the  lake  makes  it  liable  to  sudden 
BtomiB,  the  cool  air  from  the  uplands  rushing  down 

the  RorgPS  with  great  violence  and 
8.  Stonns      tossing     the     waters     in     tumultuous 

billows.  Such  alornis  are  fairiy  fre- 
quent, and  as  they  are  attended  with  danger  to 
small  craft,  the  boatmen  are  constantly  on  the  alert. 


Save  in  very  settled  conditions  they  will  not  venture 
far  from  the  shore.      Occasionally,  however,  ten>- 

Eta  break  over  the  lake,  in  which  a  boat  could 
dly  live.  Only  twice  in  over  5  years  the  present 
writer  witnessed  such  a  hurricane.  Once  it  burst 
from  the  S,  In  a  few  moments  the  air  was  thick 
with  mist,  through  which  one  could  hear  the  roar  of 
the  tortured  waters.  In  about  ten  minutes  the 
wind  fell  as  suddenly  as  it  had  risen.  Tlie  air 
cleared,  and  the  wide  welter  of  foam-crested  waves 
attested  the  fury  of  the  blast.  On  the  second  - 
occasion  the  wind  blew  from  the  E.,  and  the  phe- 
nomena described  above  were  practically  repeated. 


Flahlng  on  ttie  Sea  at  Galilee. 

The  sea  contains  many  varieties  of  fish  in  great 
numbers.  The  fishing  industry  was  evidently  pur- 
sued to  profit  in  the  days  of  Chriat. 
i.  Fish  Zebedee  was  able  to  hire  men  to  assist 

him  (Mk  1  20).  In  recent  yeais  there 
has  been  a  considerable  revival  of  ttus  industry. 
See  FisHiNO.  Four  of  the  apostles,  and  these  the 
chief,  had  been  brought  up  as  fishermen  on  the  Sea 
of  Galilee — Peter  and  Antlrew,  James  and  John. 

The  towns  around  the  lake  named  in  Scripture  are 
treated  in  separate  articles.  Some  of  these  it  is 
impossible  to  identify.  Many  are  the  ruins  of  great 
and  splendid  cities  on  slope  and  height  of  which 
almost  nothing  is  known  today.  But  from  their 
mute  testimony  we  gather  that  the  lake  in  the  valley 
which  is  now  so  quiet  was  once  the  center  of  a  busy 
and  prosperous  population.  We  may  assume  that 
the  cities  named  in  the  Gospels  were  mainly  Jewish. 
Jesus  would  naturally  avoid  those  in  which  Gr  in- 
fluences were  strong.  In  most  oases  they  have  gone, 
leaving  not  even  their  names  with  any  certainty 
behind;  but  His  memory  abides  forever.  The  lake 
and  mountains  are,  in  main  outline,  such  as  His  eyes 
beheld.  This  it  is  that  lends  its  highest  charm  to 
"the  eye  of  Galilee." 

The  advent  of  the  railway  has  stirred  afresh  the 
pulses  of  life  in  the  valley.  A  steamer  plies  on  the 
sea  between  the  station  at  Semahh  and  Tibwiaa. 
Superior  buildings  are  rising  outside  the  ancient 
walls.  Gardens  and  orchards  are  being  planted. 
Modem  methods  of  agriculture  are  being  employed 
in  the  Jewish  colonies,  which  ore  rapidly  increasing 
in  number.  Slowly,  perhaps,  but  surely,  the  old 
order  is  giving  place  to  the  new.  If  freedom  and 
security  be  enjoyed  in  reasonable  measure,  the  n^ion 
will  again  diapUy  its  long-hidden  treasures  of  fer- 
tility and  beauty.  W.  Ewinq 

GALL,  gdl: 

(1)  TDSl,  rffik,  or  TDIl,  rosh  (Dt  S3  32  only, 
''grapes  of  gall"):  Some  very  bitter  plant,  the  bitter- 
ness as  in  (2)  being  associated  with  the  idea  of 
Dt  39  18   m    "rosh,  a  poisonous  herb": 

.      _    J.19;    Jer  8  14;    9  15;    33  15,    "water   of 

ill,"  m  "poison";  Hob  10  4,  tr*  "hemlock";  Am 
n  12,  "Ye  have  turned  justice  into  gall";  Job 
30  16,  the  "poison  of  asps   :  here  r6ak  clearly  refers 
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to  a  different  substance  from  the  other  references, 
the  points  in  common  being  bitterness  and  poison- 
ous properties.  Hemlock  {Conium  maciuatum), 
colocyntn  {CitnUlua  colocyrUhus)  and  the  poppy 
{Papaver  somniferum)  have  all  been  suggested  as 
the  original  rdehj  the  last  having  most  support,  but 
in  most  references  the  word  may  represent  any  bitter 
poisonous  substance.  Rash  is  associated  with 
la'dnahy  ^'wormwood"  (Dt  29  18:  Lam  8  19;  Am 
6  12). 

(2)  nnn-Jp,  m^rerSh  (Job  16  13),  and  nnn-Jp, 
m'rorah  (20  14.25).  both  derived  from  a  root  mean- 
ing "to  be  bitter,''  are  applied  to  the  human  gall 
or  "bile,"  but  like  (1),  m'rdrah  is  once  applied  to 
the  venom  of  serpents  (20  14).  The  poison  of 
these  animals  was  supposed  to  reside  in  their  bile. 

.(3)  xoH  choU  (Mt  27  34),  "They  gave  him 
wine  to  drmk  mingled  with  gall";  this  is  clearly  a 
reference  to  the  LXX  version  of  Ps  69  21:  "They 
^ve  me  also  gall  [cholej  Heb  rosh]  for  my  food;  and 
m  my  thirst  they  gave  me  vinegar  to  drink."  In 
Mk  16  23.  it  says,  "wine  mingled  with  m3rrrh." 
It  is  well  Known  that  the  Romans  gave  wine  with 
frankincense  to  criminals  before  their  execution  to 
alleviate  their  sufferings;  here  the  ckole  or  bitter 
substance  used  was  myrrh  (Pliny  Ep.  xx.l8;  Sen. 
Ep.  83).  E.  W.  G.  Mastebman 

GALLANT,  gal'ant:  The  tr  of  T18,  'addir, 
"bright,"  "splendid,"  "mighty"  (Isa  88  21,  "Neither 
shall  gallant  [^addlr]  ship  pass  thereby");  the  word 
is  tr<i  "mighty"  in  Ex  16  10;  1  S  4  8;  Isa  10  34; 
Zee  11  2  AV.  In  Isa  88  21,  above,  it  is  applied  to 
Jeh,  "glorious  I'addlr]  Lord'*  AV,  RV  "Jeh  .... 
in  ...  .  majesty";  cf  also  Ps  16  3,  "the  excellent." 
As  a  noun  it  is  UBea  in  m  of  Nah  2  5  as  alternative 
for  "worthies,"  RV  "nobles";  in  Zee  11  2,  for  "the 
mighty,"  RV  "goodly  ones,"  m  "glorious";  it  is  tr<* 
"nobles"  in  Jgs  6  13;  2  Ch  28  20,  etc.  See  also 
Ships  axd  Boats. 

GALLERY,  gal'gr-i: 

(1)  (p'lnS,  ^aUUii,  Knhlbh;  p'^ing,  'o/Wj:,  used 

only  in  Ezk  41  16;  42  3.5;  etymology  and  mean- 
ing uncertain:  among  the  more  probable  sugges- 
tions are  "pillar,"  "column  "  "walk  with  pillars," 
"colonnades,"  "passageway,  "porches,"  "galleries" 
and  "terraces."  Comill  suggests  the  substitution 
of  t^irdthf  "walls,"  to  suit  the  context;  others,  e.g. 
Rothstein,  would  omit  it  as  a  dittography  or  other 
corruption) :  A  long  narrow  balcony  formed  either 
by  pillars  or  by  the  receding  upper  stories  of  a  build- 
ing. Both  kinds  are  described  in  Ezekiel's  vision 
of  the  Temple  restored.  Thev  surround  the  three 
stories  of  siae  chambers  around  the  Temple  proper, 
and  also  the  "buildine  before  the  separate  place 
which  wafi  at  the  back  thereof,"  and  the  three- 
story  structure  containing  rows  of  chambers  in  the 
outer  court  opposite  the  side-chambers  of  the 
Temple.  Those  around  the  Temple  proper  were 
apparently  supported  by  pillars,  and  hence  they 
dia  not  take  away  from  the  width  of  the  2d-  and 
3d-8tory  rooms  (cf  41  7).  On  the  other  hand,  the 
galleries  of  the  outer  buildings  which  were  not  sup- 
ported by  pillars  and  therefore  not  on  top  of  each 
other,  but  m  terraces,  did  take  away  from  the  upper 
stories  more  than  from  the  lowest  and  middlemost: 
the  upper  chambers  were  shortened  or  "straitened 
more  than  the  lowest  and  the  middlemost  from  the 
ground." 

The  lower  porches  of  the  outer  court  were  cut 
'off  from  the  view  of  those  of  the  inner  court  by  a 
low  wall,  but  in  the  3d  story,  gallery  looked  out  to 
gallery  across  the  "twenty  cubits  which  belonged 
to  the  inner  court  and  the  pavement  which  belonged 
to  the  outer  court."  These  "galleries,"  or  *aUli:im, 
are  one  of  the  few  features  that  distinguish  the 


temple  of  Ezekiel's  vision  from  Solomon's  temple. 
The  idea  and  perhaps  the  word  seem  to  have  been 
borrowed  from  the  more  elaborate  architecture  of 
the  countries  of  the  Exile,  which  must  have  im- 
pressed the  Jews  of  Ezekiel's  time  very  strongly. 
The  building  Ezekiel  would  place  in  the  outer  court 
with  its  terraces  is  a  perfect  Bab  ziggurcU  or  stage- 
tower  temple  (cf  Enc  Brit,  11th  ed,  11,  374,  od), 

(2)  (DHl ,  raha^,  probably  "lock  of  hair,"  Cant  7 
5;  ID'^nn,  rd^l^,  |f«r6,  D-^nn,  r(m^  Knhibh,  prob- 
ably "rafters,"  Cant  11  7;  both  words  and  also  the 
similar  word  [rhalxmj  Gen  80  38;  Ex  2  16],  ti^ 
"troughs,"  are  probably  connected  with  the  Aram. 
r*M.  "to  flow,^'  "to  nm"):  Although  AV  uses 
"galleries"  in  Cant  7  5  and  1  17  m,  the  context 
in  each  place  clearly  points  to  another  meaning.  In 
the  former  of  these  passages,  "the  king  is  held  cap- 
tive in  the  tresses  thereof,"  there  follows  a  descrip- 
tion of  the  head.  In  the  latter  passage  the  word  in 
question  is  in  parallelism  with  J^drdw.  bdtenU,  "the 
beams  of  our  house,"  and  "rafters"  AV,  or  possibly 
"boards,"  is  suggested.  Nathan  Isaacs 

GALLEY,  gal'i.    See  Ships  and  Boats,  II,  2,  (2). 

GALLIM,  gal'im  (D'^bj,  gaUlmy  "heaps"):  Prob- 
ably  two  distinct  places: 

(1)  A  town  mentioned  among  the  11  additional 
cities  of  Judah  which  are  in  the  LXX  appended  to 
Josh  16  59,  and  have  altogether  disappeared  from 
the  Heb  text.  It  occurs  between  Karem  (*i4in 
Kairem)  and  Baither  (BetUr);  it  is  probably  the 
large  and  flourishing  village  of  Beit  Jdia,  near  Beth- 
lehem. 

(2)  Gallim  is  mentioned  in  Isa  10  30;  not  far 
from  Laishah  and  Anathoth  and  certainly  N.  of 
Jems.  It  was  the  home  of  Palti  the  son  of  Laish 
(1  S  26  44),  and  it  is  by  many  authorities  identified 
with  the  Gilgal  on  the  N.  border  of  Judah  (Josh  16 
7),  the  WUoth  of  the  ||  passage  (18  17),  and  the 
Beth-gil^l  of  Neh  12  29. 

E.  W.  G.  Mastebman 
GALLIO,  gal'i-G  (TaXXUv,  QaUion):  The  Rom 
deputy  or  proconsul  of  Achaaa,  before  whom  Paul 
was  haled  by  his  Jewish  accusers  on  the  apostle's 
first  visit  to  Corinth,  during  his  second  missionary 
journey  (Acts  18  12-17).  The  trial  was  not  of  long 
duration.  Althou^  Gallio  extended  his  protection 
to  the  Jewish  religion  as  one  of  the  religions  recog- 
nized by  the  state,  he  contemptuously  rejected  the 
claim  of  the  Jews  that  their  law  was  binding  upon 
all.  In  the  e^es  of  the  proconsul,  the  only  law  uni- 
versaUy  applicable  was  that  of  the  Rom  code  and 
social  morality:  under  neither  was  the  prisoner 
chargeable;  therefore,  without  even  waiting  to  hear 
Paul  s  speech  in  his  own  defence,  he  summarily 
ordered  nis  lictors  to  clear  the  court.  Even  the 
subsequent  treatment  meted  out  to  Sosthenes,  the 
chief  ruler  of  the  synagogue,  was  to  him  a  matter  of 
indifference.  The  beating  of  Sosthenes  is  ascribed 
by  different  readings  to  "Jews"  and  to  "Greeks," 
but  the  incident  is  referred  to  by  the  writer  of  Acts 
to  show  that  the  S3rmpathies  of  the  populace  lay 
with  Paul,  and  that  Gallio  made  no  attempt  to  sup- 
press them.  Gallio  has  often  been  instanced  as 
typical  of  one  who  is  careless  or  indifferent  to  reli- 
gion, yet  in  the  account  given  of  him  in  Acts,  he 
merely  displayed  an  attitude  characteristic  of  the 
maimer  in  which  Rom  governors  regarded  the  re- 
ligious disputes  of  the  time  (cf  also  Lysias;  Felix; 
Fbstus).  Tnuned  by  his  administrative  duties 
to  practical  thinking  and  precision  of  language,  he 
refused  to  adjudicate  the  squabbles  of  what  he  re- 
garded as  an  obscure  religious  sect,  whose  law  was 
to  him  a  subtle  quibbling  with  "words  and  names." 
According  to  extra-canonical  references,  the  origi- 
nal name  of  Gallio  was  Marcus  Annaeus  Novstus, 


Gallows 
Games 
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but  this  was  changed  on  his  being  adopted  by  the 
rhetorician,  Lucius  Junius  Gallio.  He  was  bom  at 
Cordova,  but  came  to  Rome  in  the  reign  of  Tiberius. 
He  was  the  brother  of  the  philosopher  Seneca,  by 
whom,  as  also  by  Statius,  reference  is  made  to  the 
affable  nature  of  his  character.  As  Achaia  was 
reconstituted  a  proconsular  province  by  Claudius 
in  44  AD,  the  accession  of  Gallio  to  office  must  have 
been  subsequent  to  that  date,  and  has  been  variously 
placed  at  51-63  AD  (cf  also  Knowling  in  Expos  Gr 
Tea^.,  II,  389-92).  C.  M.  Kerr 

GALLOWS,  garoz.  See  Hanging;  Punish- 
ments. 

GAMAEL,  gam'i-el  (Ta^Ka^,  GamoM) :  Chief  of 
the  family  of  Ithamar  who  went  up  from  Babylon 
with  Ezra  (1  Esd  8  29) ;  called  Daniel  in  Ezr  8  2. 

GAMALIEL,  ga-ma'li-el  (bs^^bpj ,  garrdVel,  "re- 
ward or  recompense  of  God";  roftaXi-^,  Gamaliel): 

(1)  The  son  of  Pedahzur,  and  "prince  of  the 
children  of  Manasseh,"  chosen  to  aid  in  taking  the 
census  in  the  Wilderness  (Nu  1  10;  2  20;  7  54.59; 
10  23). 

(2)  A  Pharisee  who  at  the  meeting  of  the  "coun- 
cil'' succeeded  in  persuading  its  members  to  adopt 
a  more  reasonable  course  when  they  were  incensed 
at  the  doctrine  of  Peter  and  the  rest  of  the  apostles 
and  sought  to  slay  them  (Acts  6  33-40).  That 
he  was  well  qualified  for  this  task  is  attested  by  the 
fact  that  he  was  himself  a  member  of  the  Sanhedrin, 
a  teacher  of  the  law,  and  held  in  high  honor  among 
ail  the  people.  In  his  speech  he  pointed  out  to 
his  fellow-coundllors  the  dire  consequences  that 
might  ensue  upon  any  precipitous  action  on  their 
part.  While  quoting  instances,  familiar  to  his  hear- 
ers, of  past  insurrections  or  seditions  that  had  failed, 
he  remmded  them  at  the  same  time  that  if  this  last 
under  Peter  "is  of  God,  ye  will  not  be  able  to  over- 
throw them;  lest  haply  ye  be  found  even  to  be 
fighting  against  God.''  As  a  result  of  his  arguments, 
the  apostles,  after  being  beaten  and  admonishea 
to  speak  no  longer  in  the  name  of  Jesus,  were  re- 
leased. In  the  speech  which  he  was  permitted  by 
Lysias  to  deliver  from  the  stairs  of  the  palace  after 
the  riot  in  Jems,  Paul  referred  to  Gamaliel  as  the 
teacher  of  his  youth,  who  instructed  him  rigidly 
in  the  Mosaic  law  (Acts  22  3). 

The  toleration  and  liberality  dlarolayed  by  Gamsr 
liel  upon  the  occasion  of  his  speech  before  the  San- 
hedrin  were  all  the  more  remarkable  because  of  their 
rarity  among  the  Pharisees  of  the  period.  Although 
the  strict  observance  by  the  Christians  of  temple- 
worship,  and  their  belidf  in  immortality,  a  point  in 
dispute  between  Pharisees  and  Sadducees,  may  have 
had  influence  over  him  (Knowling),  no  credence 
is  to  be  attached  to  the  view  tlmt  he  definitely 
favored  the  apostles  or  to  the  tradition  that  he 
afterward  became  a  Christian.  The  high  place 
accorded  him  in  Jewish  tradition,  and  the  fact  that 
the  title  of  Rabban,  higher  even  than  Rabbi  or 
Master,  was  first  bestowed  upon  him,  testify  that 
he  remained  a  Pharisee  to  the  end.  Ms  speech  is 
rather  indicative  of  one  who  knew  the  deeper  truth 
in  the  OT  of  the  universal  fatherhood  of  God,  and 
who  recognized  that  the  presence  of  His  power  was 
the  deciding  factor  in  all  human  enterprise.  His 
social  enactments  were  permeated  by  the  same 
broad-minded  spirit.  Thus  his  legislation  on  behalf 
of  the  poor  was  formulated  so  as  to  include  (Gentiles 
as  well  as  Jews.  The  authenticity  of  his  speech 
has  been  questioned  by  Wendt  and  others,  chiefly 
on  account  of  the  alleged  anachronism  in  regard  to 
Theudas  (see  Theudas);  but  the  internal  evidence 
is  against  this  view  (cf  Knowling  in  Expos  Gr  Test, 
II,  161).     It  has  also  been  objected  by  Baur  and 


the  Tubingen  school  that  the  liberal,  peace-loving 
Gamaliel  could  not  have  been  the  teacher  of  the 
fanatical  Saul.  To  this,  reply  has  been  made, 
firstly,  that  the  charges  against  Stephen  of  de- 
stroying the  temple  and  subverting  the  laws  of 
Moses  were  not  brought  against  Peter  and  the  other 
apostles,  and|  secondly,  that  the  doctrines  of  any 
teacher,  however  moderate  he  himself  may  be,  are 
liable  to  be  carried  to  extremes  by  an  over-zealous 
pupil. 

LiTERATURB. — ConybeaTO  and  Howson,  Life  and  Bpp. 
of  St.  Paul,  chli:  Kitto.  Cyclopaedia  of  Bib.  Lit.,  1806. 
art.  "Gamaliel"  (Ginsberg). 

C.  M.  Kerr 
GAMES,  gamz: 

I.      ISRAELITISH    GaMBS 

1.  Children's  Games 
Mimicry 

2.  Sports 

3.  Games  of  Chance  and  Sldll 

4.  Story-Telling 

5.  Dancing 

6.  Proverbs 

7.  Riddles 

II.    The  Games  of  Greece  and  Rome 

1.  Historical  Introduction 

2.  General  References 

3.  Spedflc  References  to  Greeic  Athletics 

4.  References  to  the  Theater  and  the  Drama 
Literature 

About  the  amusements  of  the  ancient  Israelites 
we  know  but  little,  partly  on  account  of  the  nature 
of  our  literary  sources,  which  are  almost  exclusively 
religious,  partly  because  the  antiquities  thus  far 
discovered  yield  very  little  information  on  this  topic 
as  compared  with  those  of  some  other  countries, 
and  partly  because  of  the  relatively  serious  char- 
acter of  the  people.  Games  evidently  took  a  less 
prominent  place  in  Heb  life  than  in  that  of  the 
Greeks,  the  Romans  and  the  E^rptians.  Still  the 
need  for  recreation  was  felt  and  to  a  certain  extent 
supplied  m  ways  according  with  the  national  tem- 
perament. Mere  athletics  (apart  from  Gr  and  Rom 
mfluence)  were  but  little  cultivated.  Simple  and 
natural  amusements  and  exercises,  and  trials  of  wit 
and  wisdom,  were  more  to  the  Heb  taste.  What  is 
known  or  probably  conjectured  may  be  summed  up 
under  the  following  heads:  Games  of  Children; 
Sports;  Games  of  Chance  and  Skill;  Story-telling: 
Dancing;  Proverbs;  Riddles.  The  amusements  oi 
Greece  and  Rome,  which  to  some  extent  influenced 
later  Jewish  society  and  esp.  those  which  are  directly 
or  indirectly  referred  to  in  the  NT,  will  be  the  theme 
of  the  latter  part  of  the  article. 

/•  israelUuh  Games. — ^There  are  two  general  ref- 
erences to  the  playing  of  children:  Zee  8  5:  ''And 

the  streets  of  the  city  shall  be  full  of 
1.  Chil-  boys  and  girls  plajring  in  the  streets 
dren's  thereof:  and  Gen  21  9  m,  where  we 

Games  read  of  Ishmael  ''pla3ring''  (m'gahelf:). 

The  rendering  of  our  Bibles,  "mock- 
ing," is  open  to  question.  Of  specific  games  and 
pets  there  is  hardly  a  mention  in  the  OTT  Playing 
with  boZ/ is  alluded  to  in  Isa  22  18:  "HewiU  .... 
toss  thee  like  a  ball  into  a  large  country,"  but  chil- 
dren need  not  be  thought  of  as  the  only  players.  U 
the  balls  used  in  Pal  were  like  those  used  by  the 
Egyptians,  they  were  sometimes  made  of  leather  or 
skin  stuffed  with  bran  or  husks  of  corn,  or  of  string 
and  rushes  covered  with  leather  (a  Willdnson, 
Popttiar  Account,  I,  19&-201;  British  Museum  Guide 
to  the  Egyp  CoUedions,  78).  The  question  of  Jeh 
to  Job  (41  6) :  "WUt  thou  play  with  him  [the 
crocodile]  as  with  a  bird?  or  wflt  thou  bind  him  for 
thy  maidens?"  suggests  that  tame  birds  were  petted 
by  Heb  children,  esp.  by  girls.  The  NT  has  one 
reference  to  children's  play,  viz.  the  half-parable 
about  the  children  in  the  market-place  who  would 
neither  dance  to  the  flute  as  if  at  a  marriage  feast 
nor  wail  as  if  at  a  funeral  (Mt  11  16  f  ||  Lk  7  32). 
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10).  of  the  way  In  which  tho  children  o(  the  modern 
Nazareth  mimic  Keoe«  ci>miect«d  with  weddings  and 
funerals.  That  iKraelltUh  children  had  toys  (dolls, 
models  ol  animals.  el£|  cannot  be  doubted  In  view  or  the 
flnda  in  Esypt  and  eUewhere,  but  no  positive  evidence 
seems  to  be  as  yet  forthcoming. 

Rttnning  was  no  doubt  often  practised,  esp.  in 
the  time  of  the  early  monarcliy.  Saul  and  Jonathan 
(2  S  1  23),  Asatiel  (3  18),  Ahimaaz 
a.  Sports  (18  23.27)  and  some  of  the  Gaditea 
in  David's  service  (1  Ch  13  8)  were 
renowned  for  their  speed,  which  can  only  have  been 
the  result  of  training  and  exercise.  The  same  may 
be  Bud  of  the  fe&ta  of  those  who  ran  before  a  king 
or  a  prince  (I  S  8  II;  2  S  10  1;  1  K  1  5;  l8 
46).  The  Psahnist  must  have  watched  great  run- 
ners before  he  pictured  the  sun  as  rejoicing  like  a 
strong  man  to  run  his  course  (Fa  19  56;  cf  also 
Eccl  9  11;  Jer  8  6;  3S  10).  For  running  in  the 
Gr  Eamea,aee  the  latter  part  of  this  article. 

Archery  practice  is  implied  in  the  story  of  Jona- 
than's toucUng  interview  with  David  (1  S  20  20. 
35-38)  and  in  Job's  complaint:  "He  hath  also  set 
me  up  for  his  mark.  His  archers  compass  me  round 
about"  (Job  16  12  f).  Onl^  by  long  practice 
could  the  700  left-handed  Beojamite  siingers,  every 
one  of  whom  could  sling  stones  at  a  hair-breadth 
and  not  miss  (Jgs  20  IB),  and  the  young  David 
(1  S  17  49),  have  attained  to  the  precision  of  aim 
for  which  they  are  famous. 

In  Zee  U  3,  "I  will  make  Jerus  a  burdensome 
stone,"  lit.  "a  atone  of  burden,"  Jerome  found  an 
allusion  to  a  custom  which  prevailed  widely  in  Pal 
in  his  day,  and  has  been  noticed  by  a  recent  traveler, 
of  stoneA'^ting,  i.e.  of  testing  the  strength  of  young 
men  by  means  of  heavy  round  stones.  Some,  he 
says,  could  raise  one  of  these  stones  to  the  knees, 
others  to  the  waist,  others  to  the  shoulders  and  the 
head,  and  a  few  could  lift  it  above  the  head.  This 
interpretation  is  not  quite  certain  (Wright,  Comm., 
304),  but  the  form  of  sport  described  was  probably 
in  v<^e  in  Pal  in  Bib.  times. 

High  leaping  or  jumping  was  probably  also  prac- 
tised  (Pa  18  29).  The  "play"  referred  to  in  2  8 
2  14  ff  of  12  Benjamit«s  and  12  servants  of  David 
was  not  a  sport  but  a  combat  like  that  of  the 
Horatii  and  the  Curiatii. 

Dice  were  known  to  the  ancient  Egyptians,  and 
A«yr  dice  have  been  found,  made  ofbronie  with 
points  of  Eold,  but  there  is  no  trace  of 
8.  Games  them  in  tlie  OT.  Recent  research  at 
of  Chance  Ta'annek  has  brought  to  light  many 
and  Skill  bones  which  seem  to  have  been  used 
I  somewhat  the  same  way  as 
'  rabs,  who  call  it  f 
I  they  apply  to  dice.    These  bones 

___     . _._j8t  and  most  primitive  form  of  ("'    " 

(Konig  after  Sellin,  RE',  XVIII,  634).  Th< 
of  dice  among  the  later  Jewa  is  attested  by  the  con- 
demnation oi  dice-pla3^era  in  the  Mish  (Saiih.,  iii. 
3).  The  Syrian  soldiers  who  cast  lots  for  the  rai- 
ment of  Jesus  at  the  cross  (Mt  37  35  ||  Mk  IB  24; 
Lk  23  34;  Jn  19  24)  may  have  used  dice,  but  that 
can  nether  be  proved  nor  disproved. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  the  moektrii  ot  Jssus  before 
tite  Sanhedrln  described  In  Mt  SB  e7f  J]  Mk  14  S5;  Uc 
99  d3  f  may  have  been  connected  with  a  Or  game  in 
which  one  of  the  players  held  the  eyes  ot  anotlier  wblle 
a  tliird  gave  Urn  a  box  on  the  ear.  Tbe  last  was  then 
asked  with  what  hand  he  had  been  struck.  A  somewhat 
similar  game  Is  represented  In  an  Esyp  tomb  picture 
(Wllir "  -  ■       ■  ■   •    -—      *=-■■        -^ 


game  played  by  the  modem  Arabs,  who  call  it  ka'iA, 
the  very  word  they  apply  to  dice.    These  bones 
B  "the  oldest  and  most  primitive  form  of  dice" 


able. 


S'*!! 


>ugn  not  quit 


n  an  Eeyo  tomb  plctun 
I.  1921.  This  reference 
■     ■   ibli    ■ 


._. quite  Inadmimlble,  Is  scarcely  prob- 

Oamee  with  boards  and  mtm  bearing  some  reaem- 
to  our  draughts  were  In  Breal  favor  In  Egypt 
0-9A).  but  cannot  be  proved  for  the  Jews  even  In 


Listening 

lavoriifl  ami 

tiani.  369-BI:    "The 


i.  Storv-       redMrs.   and   heard   them ^ 

T.11I--  Kgyp  tales   ot   great   antiquity   are   well 

uUng  known  from  the  two  volumes  edited  by 

Professor  Petrie  In  ISSS:  and  there  are 
several  non-canonical  Jewish  tales  which  combine  romance 
and  moral  teaching:  the  Books  of  Tob  and  J^  and  per- 
haps the  Story  ot  Ahlkar,  the  last  of  which,  with  the  help 
ot  the  Aram,  papyri  discovered  at  Elephantine,  con  be 
traced  back  (In  some  form)  to  about  400  BO  (Schilrer. 
GJ  VI,  III.  2S5).  There  are  also  many  short  storiw  in  the 
Hsggadlc  portloiu  of  the  Talm  and  the  MIdr. 

Danang,  that  is,  the  expression  of  joy  by  rhyth- 
mical movements  of  the  limbs  to  musical  accompani- 
ment, is  scarcely  ever  mentioned  in  the 
5.  Dancing  Bible  as  a  social  amusement,  except  in  a 
general  way  (Jgs  16  25-27(7];  Job  21 
11;  Pa  SO  11;  Eccl  3  4;  Jer  31  4.13;  Lam  B  15; 
Mt  11  17j  Lk  16  25).     There  is  one  exception,  the 


Egyptian  Dance — from  Tomb  at  Thebes. 

dancing  of  Salome,  the  daughter  of  Herodias,  b^ore 
Herod  Antipas  and  his  court  (Mt  14  6  ||  Mk  8  22), 
which  was  a  solo  dance,  probably  of  a  pantomimic 
character  affected  by  Rom  influence.  The  other 
Bib.  references  to  dancing  can  be  ^ouped  under 
two  heads:  the  dance  of  public  rejoicing,  and  the 
dance  which  was  more  or  leaa  an  act  of  worship.  Of 
the  former  we  have  two  striking  examples  in  the  OT: 
the  dance  accompanied  by  the  tambourine  with 
which  the  maidens  of  Israel,  led  by  Jephthah's 
daughter,  met  that  leader  after  his  victory  (Jgs  11 
34)  .and  tbe  dances  of  the  laraelitiah  women  in  honor 
of  Saul  and  David  to  celebrate  the  triumph  over 
thePhilis  (1  S  18  6;  31  11;  29  5). 

It  was  probably  usual  to  welcome  a  Idng  or  general 
with  music  and  dancing.  There  Is  a  gooa  illustration 
In  a  fine  Assyr  sculpture  in  the  British  Museum  which 
represents  a  band  of  11  Instrumentalists  taking  part  In 
d<Mng  homage  to  a  new  ruler.  Three  men  at  the  head 
Of  the  proceaslon are  distinctly  dancing  ISBOT.  "Psalms," 
Eng.,  22SJ. 

The  distinctly  relinous  dance  is  more  frequently 
mentioned,  lite  clear  instances  of  it  m  the 
Bible  are  the  dance  of  the  women  of  larael  at  the 
Red  Sea,  headed  by  Miriam  with  her  tambourine 
(Ex  15  20);  the  dance  of  the  Israelites  round  the 
golden  calf  (82  19):  the  dance  of  the  maidens  of 
Shiloh  at  an  annual  feast  (Jgs  31  19  ff);  the  leap- 
ing or  limping  of  the  prophets  of  Baal  round  their 
altar  on  Carmel  (1  K  18  26),  and  the  dancing  <A 
David  in  front  of  the  ark  (2  S  6  14.16  [1  Ch  IS 
29).  There  are  general  references  in  Fs  U9  3: 
"Let  them  praise  his  name  in  the  dance";  IBO  4: 
"Praise  him  with  timbrel  and  dance";  and  perhaps 
in  68  25.  The  allusions  in  Cant  6  13,  "the  dance  of 
Mahanaim,"  and  in  the  proper  name  Abel-meholah, 
"the  meadow  of  the  dance''  (1  K  19  16,  etc),  are 
too  uncertain  to  be  utilized.  The  ritual  dance  was 
probably  widespread  m  the  ancient  East.  David's 
performance  has  Egyp  parallels.  Seti  I,  the  father 
of  Rameses  II,  and  three  other  Pharaolis  are  said 
to  have  danced  before  a  deity  (Budge,  The  Book  of 
the  Dead,  I,  xxxv),  and  Asiatic  monuments  attest 
the  custom  elsewhere.  About  the  methods  of 
dancing  practised  by  the  ancient  Hebrews  but  little 
is   known.     Probably   the   dancers   in   some   cases 


GaniM 
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joined  hands  and  formed  a  ring,  or  part  of  a  ring, 
as  in  some  heathen  representations.  The  descrip- 
tion of  David's  dance:  he  ^ ^danced  before  Jeh  with 
^1  his  might  ....  leaping  and  dancing  before  Jeh" 
(2  S  6  14-16)  suggests  three  features  of  that  par- 
ticidar  display  and  the  mode  of  dancing  which  it 
represented:  violent  exertion,  leaping  {m''phazzez)f 
and  whirling  round  {m'kharkir).  Perhaps  the 
whirhng  dance  of  Islam  is  a  modem  parallel  to  the 
last.  Women  seem  generally  to  have  danced  by 
themselves,  one  often  leading  the  rest,  both  in  dancing 
and  antiphonal  song;  so  Miriam  and  the  women 
of  Israel,  Jephthah  s  daughter  and  her  comrades, 
the  women  who  greeted  Saul  and  David,  and,  in  the 
Apoc.  Judith  and  her  sisters  after  the  death  of 
Hololemes  (Jth  15  12  f).  Once  the  separation  of 
the  sexes  is  perhaps  distinctly  referred  to  (Jer  31  13). 
In  public  religious  dances  they  may  have  occasionally 
umt^,  as  was  the  case  sometimes  in  the  heathen 
world,  but  there  is  no  clear  evidence  to  that  effect 
(cf,  however,  2  S  6  20  and  Ps  68  25).  Of  the  social 
dancing  of  couples  in  the  modem  fashion  there  is  no 
trace.  There  seems  to  be  some  proof  that  the  re- 
ligious dance  lingered  among  the  Jews  until  the  time 
of  Christ  and  later. 

If  the  Mish  can  be  trusted  {Sukkdh,  v.4),  there  was 
a  torch-light  dance  in  the  temple  in  the  Illuminated 
court  of  the  women  at  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles  in  which 
men  of  advanced  years  and  high  standing  took  part. 
The  Oemara  to  the  Jems  Talm  adds  that  a  famous  dancer 
on  these  occasions  was  Rabbi  Simeon  or  Simon,  the  son  of 
Gamaliel,  who  lived  in  the  apostolic  age  (Jos,  BJ,  TV, 
ill,  9).  According  to  another  passage  {Ta'dnlth  4  8) 
the  daughters  of  Jerus  used  to  dance  dressed  in  white  in 
the  vineyards  on  Tishri  the  10th  and  Ab  the  15th.     Reli- 

glous  dancing  in  the  modem  East  is  Illustrated  not  only 
y  the  dances  of  the  dervishes  mentioned  above,  but  also 
by  occasional  dances  led  by  the  sheikh  in  honor  of  a  saint 
(Curtiss,  Primitive  Semitie  Religion  To^ay,  169).  Among 
the  later  Jews  dancing  was  not  unusual  at  wedding 
feasts.  More  than  one  eminent  rabbi  is  said  to  have 
danced  before  the  bride  {KUhubbdlh  111  a).  Singing  and 
dancing,  with  lighted  torches,  are  said  to  be  wedding 
customs  of  the  modem  Arabs. 

LiTBRATURK. — Arts.  "Danoo"  in  Smith  DB*,  HDB, 
DCO,  EB,  Jew  Enc  (also  "Games"):  "Tanz"  in  RB^ 
and  the  German  Dictionaries  of  Winer,  Riehm,  and 
Guthe  (Reigen);  Nowack,  HA,  I,  278  f. 

Proverbs  (pfp^ ,  mdahSl;  rapoifda,  paroimia) :  Prov- 
erbs and  proverbial  expressions  seem  to  have  been, 

to  soma  extent,  a  means  of  amusement 
6.  Proverbs  as  well  as  instruction  for  the  ancient 

Oriental  who  delighted  in  the  short, 
pointed  statement  of  a  moral  or  religious  truth,  or 
a  prudential  maxim,  whether  of  literary  or  popular 
origin.  Most  of  these  sa3ring8  in  the  Bible  belong 
to  the  former  class,  and  are  couched  in  poetic  form 
(see  Pbo verbs;  Ecclesiastes;  Ecclesiasticus). 
The  others  which  are  shorter  and  simpler,  together 
with  a  number  of  picturesque  proverbial  phrases, 
must  have  recurred  continually  m  daily  speech  ana 
have  added  greatly  to  its  vivacity. 

The  OT  supplies  the  following  10  eicamples  of  the 
,  jpular  proverb:    (1 
before  Jeh"    (Gen  U 


popular  proverb:    (1)  "Like  Nimrod  a  mighty  himter 

before  Jeh"    (Gen  10  9);    (2;  " 

his  strength"  (Jgs  8  21),  only  two  words  in  the  Heb; 


(2)   "As   the  man  is,  so  is 


blind  and  the  lame:  he  cannot  come  into  the  house" 
(2  S  5  8):  (6)  "Let  not  him  that  girdeth  on  his  armor 
boast  himself  as  he  that  putteth  it  off"  (1  K  90  H); 
(7)  "Skin  for  skin,  yea,  all  that  a  man  hath  will  he  give 
for  his  Ufe"  (Job  2  4);  (8)  "The  days  are  prolonged, 
and  every  vision  faileth"  (Ezk  IS  22),  a  scof&ngjest 
rather  than  a  proverb;  (9)  "As  is  the  mother,  sols  her 
daughter"  (Ezk  16  44),  two  wonls  in  the  Heb:  (10) 
"The  fathers  have  eaten  sour  grapes,  and  the  children's 
teeth  are  set  on  edge"  (Jer  81  29;  Ezk  18  2).  In  the 
NT  we  find- 10  others:  (1)  "Phsrslcian.  heal  thyself" 
(Lk  4  23);  in  the  Aiidhrash  Rabbdh  on  Gen:  "Physician 
heal  thine  own  woimd";  (2)  "Can  the  blind  guide  the 
blind  7  shall  they  not  botk  fall  into  a  jpit  7  '^  (6  39) ; 
(3)  "With  what  measure  ye  mete,  it  shall  be  measured 
unto  you"  (Mt  7  2  ||  Mk  4  24;  Lk  6  38),  almost  identi- 
cal with  a  Jewish  proverb,  "measure  for  measure"  dted 
several  times  in  the  ancient  Midrash.  the  M«khiUd'; 


(4)  "One  soweth,   and  another  reapeth"    (Jn  4  37); 

(5)  "A  prophet  is  not  without  honor,  save  in  his  own 
country'^  (Mt  18  57;  Lk  4  24;  Jn  4  44;  Loglon  of 
Oxyrhynchus):  (6)  "There  are  yet  four  months,  and 
then  oometh  the  harvest"  (Jn  4  35),  possibly  a  kind  of 
proverb;  (7)  "  Wheresoever  the  carcase  is.  there  will  the 
eagles  (m  ''vultures"]  begathered  together"  (Mt  S4  28  :1 
Lk  17  37) ;  perhaps  a  proverb  of  which  there  is  a  trace 
also  in  the  reference  to  the  vulture:  "  Where  the  slain 
are,  there  is  she"  (Job  89  30);  (8)  "It  is  hard  for  thee 
to  kick  against  the  goad"  (Acts  ^  14).  a  Gr  proverb: 
for  proof  cf  Wetstein  s  note;  (9)  "  The  dog  turning  to  his 
own  vomit  again,  and  the  sow  that  had  washed  to  wallow- 
ing in  the  ^re"  (2  Pet  2  22);  Wetstehi  gives  rabbinic 
parallels  for  the  former  half,  and  Gr  for  the  latter;  (10) 
"Ye  ....  strain  out  the  gnat,  and  swallow  the  camel" 
(Mt  S8  24). 

There  are  also  many  proverbial  phrases  which  added 
piquancy  to  conversation.  Exceeding  smallness  was 
Ukened  to  the  eye  of  a  needle  (Mt  19  24  ||  Mk  IQ  25; 
Lk  18  25),  or  to  a  grain  of  mustard  (Mt  lH  31  'Mk  4  31 ; 
Mt  17  20  II  Lk  17  6),  comparisons  both  foimd  also  in 
the  Talm.  the  Koran,  and  modern  Arab,  sayizigs.  Rela- 
tive greatness  was  likened  to  a  camel  (Mt  19  24,  etc), 
in  the  Talm  to  a  camel  or  an  ^ephant.  Great  number 
was  illustrated  by  reference  to  "  the  sand  which  is  upon 
the  sea-shore"  (Gen  82  17  and  many  other  passages); 
"the  dust  of  the  earth"  (18  16,  etc:  also  an  Arskbian 
figure);  "the  grass  of  the  earth"  (Job  5  25;  Ps  72 
lo;  cf  92  7).  an  early  Bab  figure;  a  swarm  of  locusts 
(Nah  8  15  and  4  other  passages),  a  similitude  used 
also  by  Sennacherib  (RP,  n.s.  VI,  97),  and  the  stars 
of  heaven  (Gen  15  5  and  10  other  passaises).  When 
complete  security  was  promised  or  describea  it  was  said 
that  not  a  hair  of  the  head  was  or  should  be  injured  or 
perish  (1  S  14  45;  2  S  14  11;  1  K  1  52:  Dnl  8  27; 
Lk  21  18;  Acts  27  34).  Overcoming  of  difficulties 
was  referred  to  as  the  removal  of  mountains  (Mt  17  20; 
21  21  11  Mk  11  23;  1  Cor  18  2),  an  expression  which 
has  rabbinic  parallels.  Other  proverbial  phrases  may 
perhaps  be  foimd  in  the  saying  about  the  mote  and  the 
beam  (Mt  7  3-5),  Jot  or  titue  (Mt  5  18  II  Lk  16  17). 
and  the  foolish  words  of  Rehoboam  and  his  young  ad- 
visers (1  ^  12  lOf).  Many  old  proverbs  have  no  doubt 
perished.  Dukes  in  his  Rabbinieche  BlumenUaejAvea  665 
proverbs  and  proverbial  expressions  from  the  Talm  and 
related  Ut.,  and  modem  collections  show  that  proverbial 
lore  is  still  in  great  favor  in  the  Bib.  Orient.  See  also 
Pbovbrbb. 

LxTSBATUBs. — ^In  addition  to  works  already  mentioned 
K6nig,  Stilietik,  etc.  DCO  ("Jesus'  Use  of  Proverbs"); 
Murray.  DB,  art.  "Proverbs";  Cohen,  Ancient  Jewiek 
Proterbe,  1911. 

Riddles  {TTJ^ri  i  h,ldh&h;  aXpiy/M,  ainigma) :  lUddle- 
making  and  riddle-gueasing  were  in  favor  in  the  an- 
cient East,  both  in  educated  circles 
7.  Riddles  and  in  comparatively  common  life. 
There  is  a  tablet  in  the  British  Museum 
(K  4347 :  Guide  to  Aseyr  and  Bab  AiUi^Uies\  53) 
from  the  library  of  Ashur-bani-pal  which  attests 
the  use  of  riddles  not  only  by  the  Assyrians  of  the 
7th  cent.  BC,  but  also  in  a  far  earlier  age.  for  it 
contains  a  Sumer  as  well  as  a  Sem  text.  So  it  is 
not  surprising  that  we  find  a  remarkable  example 
in  early  Israelitish  history  in  Samson's  famous 
riddle:  '^Out  of  the  eater  came  forth  food,  and  out 
of  the  strong  came  forth  sweetness^'  (Jgs  14  14). 
The  riddle  is  couched  in  poetic  form,  as  is  also  the 
solution:  ''What  is  sweeter  than  honey?  and  what  is 
stronger  than  a  Hon?''  (ver  18),  and  the  comment: 
"If  ye  had  not  plowed  with  my  heifer,  ye  had  not 
found  out  my  hddle''  (ib).  The  stipulation  of  a 
prize  or  penalty  according  to  the  success  or  failure 
of  the  persons  challenged  to  solve  the  riddle  was  a 
custom  met  with  also  among  the  ancient  Greeks 
and  in  a  later  age  among  the  Arabs.  In  1  K  10  1 
II  2  Ch  9  1  the  word  used  of  Samson's  riddle 
(htdhdh)  is  employed  of  the  "hard  questions'*  put 
to  Solomon  by  the  queen  of  Sheba.  The  LXX 
seems  to  have  understood  the  word  as  ''riddle"  here 
also,  for  it  renders  "enigmas,"  and  some  of  the  later 
Jews  not  only  adopted  this  interpretation,  but  actu- 
ally gave  riddles  said  to  have  been  propounded. 
Of  these  riddles  which,  of  course,  have  no  direct 
historic  value,  but  are  interesting  specimens  of 
riddle  lore,  one  of  the  best  is  the  following:  "With- 
out movement  while  living,  it  moves  when  its  head 
is  cut  off";  the  answer  to  which  is:  "a  tree"  (Jew 
EnCf  art.     "Riddle";    see  also  for  these  riddles 
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Wtinsche,  Die  R&lhselweisheil  bei  den  H^&em, 
15-23).  If  Jos  can  be  trusted,  hiatoriaiiB  of  Ph[>e- 
nicia  recorded  a  riddle-contest  between  SolomoD  and 
the  FiioeD  Hiram  in  which  the  latter  finally  won 
with  the  help  of  a  Tyrian  named  Abdemon  {.Ant, 
VIII,  V,  3;  CAp,  1,  18).  In  this  case,  too,  defeat 
involved  penalty.  The  testing  of  ability  by  riddles 
has  a,  striking  parallel  in  the  Pers  epic,  the  Shah 
Namek,  in  the  trial  of  the  hero  Sal  by  tiie  mobeds 
or  wise  men  (Wilnsche,  op.  cit..  43-47).  Solomon's 
fame  as  an  author  of  riddles  and  riddle-like  sayings  is 
referred  to  in  Sir  47  15.17  (Heb):  "With  song,  and 
proverbs,  dark  sayings  \hWi^  and  figures,  thou 
didst  greatly  move  the  nations."  flidhsh  occurs 
only  once  in  Prov  (1  6):  "the  words  of  the  wise, 
and  their  dark  sayings,"  but  the  collection  contains 
several  examples  of  what  KOnig  calls  "the  numerical 
riddle":  6  16-19;  SO  7  ff.lSf.iaf.21ff.  24-28.29fi. 
In  each  case  the  riddle  is  stated  first  and  then  the 
solution.  The  saying  id  Prov  36  10:  "As  an 
archer  that  woundeth  all,  bo  is  he  that  hireth  the 
fool  and  he  that  hireth  them  that  pass  by,"  has  been 
dted  as  a  riddle,  and  it  is  certainly  obscure  enough, 
but  the  obscurity  may  be  due  to  textual  corruption. 
There  are  several  passages  in  the  OT  in  which  the 
word  hWtSh  seems  to  be  used  in  the  geaeral  sense 
of  "mysterious  utterance":  Nu  13  8;  Pa  49  4; 
78  2;  Dnl  6  12  (the  Aram,  equivalent  of  lildhah); 
8  23;  Uab  3  S.  In  Ezk  IT  I  it  describes  the 
parable  or  allegory  of  the  Two  Eagles  and  the  Cedar 
and  the  Vine.  Sir  has  several  numerical  riddles: 
SS  16;  26  If.7f;  36  5f;  60  25t;  and  there  are 
similar  saying  in  Ab  S  1-11.16-21  (Taylor's  ed). 
In  the  Book  of  Jer  (SB  26;  SI  41;  Bl  1)  are  two 
examples  of  a  cryptic  or  dpher  mode  of  writing 
which  comes  very  near  the  riddle.  SHE  SHaKH, 
in  the  first  two  passages,  represented  by  the  three 
letters  ikln,  skin,  kaph,  answering  to  our  sh,  ah.  k, 
is  meant  to  be  read  with  the  Hul»titutioa  for  each 
letter  of  the  letter  as  near  the  beginning  of  the  alpha- 
bet OS  it  is  near  the  end,  the  result  being  »h~b, 
tk  =  b,  k^l,  thati^  Bblor  Babel.  Babylon.  In  the 
same  way  in  the  last  passage  the  consonants  com- 
posing the  word  iMtkamai  I.  b,  k.  m,  m,  suffiest 
fc,  J,  d,  y,  m,  that  is,  Kaadlm  or  Chaldees.  This 
cipher  or  riddle-writing  was  called  by  the  Jews 
'Alrbask  (cf  Buxtorf,  Lexicon  Chaidaieum,  etc,  I, 
131,  137  f,  edited  by  Fischer;  and  modem  com- 
mentaries on  Jer).  The  NT  contains  no  riddle 
except  the  numerical  puzzle.  Rev  IS  18  (cf  Nmi- 
bbr;  Gbuatria),  and  has  the  Gr  equivalent  of 
hJdhelh  only  in  1  Cor  18  12,  "for  now  we  see  ...  . 
darklp,"  RVm  "in  a  riddle"  (Or  en  ainigmaii). 
There  can  be  little  doubt  that  riddles  enlivened 
marriage  festivals,  such  as  that  of  Cana.  WQnsche 
(op.  cit.)  gives  some  interesting  specimens  of  later 
Jewish  riddles,  subsequent  indeed  to  Our  Lord's 
time,  but  such  as  might  have  been  in  circulation  then. 


latenBtlng  paragr&uli 


;    RoaenniUller,  Dm  all*  i 


Winer.  Rietitn',  t,ad  O 

n>u<  tforpinland.  III.  4H  1. 

//.   77MGanM>o^Cr««eaanrfAonM.— Thisisnot 

the  place  to  give  a  detailed  account  of  the  Greek 
gymnasia  and  the  elaborate  contests 
1.  Histoii-  for  which  candidates  were  prepared 
cal  Intro-  in  them,  or  to  describe  the  special  forms 
duction  of  sport  introduced  by  the  Romans, 


but  t 


were  so  well  known  in  Pal  and  throughout  the  Rom 
Empire  in  the  time  of  Christ  and  the  apostles  that 
they  cannot  be  passed  over  in  silence.  Some  ac- 
quaintance with  them  is  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  interpretation  of  many  passages  in  the  NT,  esp. 


in  the  Epistles.  Hellenic  athletics  found  their  way 
inio  Jewish  society  through  the  influence  of  the  Or 
kingdom  ruled  over  by  the  Seleucidae.  Early  in 
the  reign  of  Antiocbus  Epiphanes  (cir  176  BC)  a 
gymnasium,  "place  of  exercise,"  was  built  in  Jems 


(I  Maco  1  14;     2  Mace  4  0.12)    and    frequented 


thinking  the  glories  of  the  Greeks  best  of  all." 
After  the  success  of  the  Maccabean  rising  Gr  games 
feU  into  disrepute  among  the  Jewish  population  of 
Pal,  and  were  thenceforth  regarded  with  suspicion 
by  all  strict  religionists,  even  the  worldly  Joe  sharing 
the  general  feeUng  {Anl,  XV,  viii,  1).  Neverthe- 
les  gentile  games  must  have  been  farailiar  to  most 
in  Jems  and  elsewhere  during  the  Herodian  rule 
and  the  Rom  occupation.  Herod  the  Great  built 
a  theat«r  and  amphitheater  in  the  neighborhood  of 
the  city  (Jos,  ib;  for  probable  sites,  see  G.  A.  Smith. 
Jerueaiem,  II,  493).  and  instituted  in  the  name  of 
Caesar  games  whicn  included  Rom  as  well  as  Hel- 
lenic sports,  celebrated  every  5  years.  There  was 
oJao  a  hippodrome  or  race-course  for  horses  and 
chariots,  bearing  considerable  resemblance  to  the 
Rom  circus  (Jos,  Ant,  XVII,  x,  2;  BJ,  II,  iii,  1). 
Jericho,  too,  was  provided  with  a  theater,  an  am- 
phitheater and  a  mppodrome.  There  was  a  hippo- 
drome also  at  Taricbaea.  In  addition  there  were 
scattered  over  Syria  many  Hellenic  and  partially 
Hellenic  cities— Schitrer  (C/V*  II,  108-221)  gives 
the  history  of  33 — Caesarea  Stratonis.  Caesarea 
PUIippi,  the  cities  of  the  Decapolis,  Tioeriae,  etc, 
which  would  all  have  had  gymnasia  and  games.  In 
Tarsus,  which  must  have  Had  a  large  Gr  element  in 
its  population,  Paul  must  have  heard,  and  perhaps 
seen,  in  his  childhood,  much  of  the  athletic  exer- 
cises which  were  constantly  in  progress,  and  in  later 
life  he  must  often  have  been  reminoed  of  them, 
esp.  at  Corinth,  near  which  were  celebrated  bien- 
nially the  Isthmia  or  Isthmian  Games  which  drew 
visitors  from  all  parts  of  the  Empire,  at  Caesarea 
which  poweased  a  theater,  an  amphitheater  and  a 
stadium,  and  at  Epbesus.  The  custom,  indeed, 
seems  to  have  been  almost  universal.  No  provincial 
city  of  any  importance  was  without  it  (SchiJrer,  op. 
rat.,  48),  esp.  after  the  introduction  of  games  in 
honor  of  the  Caesars.  The  early  Christians,  there- 
fore, whether  of  Jewish  or  gentile  origin,  were  able 
to  uiiderstand,  and  the  latter  at  any  rate  to  appre- 
ciate, references  either  to  the  games  in  general,  or 
to  details  of  their  celebration. 

The  word  which  described  the  assembly  gathered 
together  at  one  of  the  gn»t  Grecian  games  (opOn) 

was  also  applied  to  the  contests  them- 
3.  General  selves,  and  then  came  to  be  used  of 
References   any  intense  effort  or  conflict.     The 

corresponding  vb.  (agSnizoTnai)  had  a 
similar  history.  Both  these  words  are  used  fig.  in 
the  Pauline  Epistles:  the  noun  in  Phil  1  30;  Col 
2  1;  1  Theas  3  2;  1  Tim  6  12;  2  "nm  4  7,  ren- 
dered in  RV  (except  in  the  second  passage),  "con- 
flict" or  "fight";  the  vb.  in  Col  1  29;  4  12;  1  Tim 
4  10;  6  12;  2  Tim  4  7,  tr"  "strive,"  "fight."     In 
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1  Cor  B  25;  2  Tim  2  5  {where  another  word  is 
used)  there  are  literal  references.  The  former  pas- 
sage ERV:  "Every  mac  that  atriveth  in  the  eames 
temperate  in  all  tiungs,     also 


Ftgtitlng  irim  Wild  Beasts. 


alludefl  to  the  rigid  self'-control  enforced  by  long 
training  which  the  athlete  must  practise.  The 
training  itself  ia  glanced  at  in  the  exhortation:  "Ex- 
ercise thyself  \ffumruize]  unto  godlineas"  (1  Tim  1 
7),  and  in  the  remark  which  toUows:  "Bodily  exer- 
cise [ffumnaaia]  ia  profitable  for  a  little."  It  is 
remarkable  that  the  word  gymnoBium,  or  "place  of 
training,"  which  occurs  in  the  Apoc  (2  Mace  4  9. 
12)  is  not  met  with  in  the  NT.  The  necessity  for 
the  observance  of  rules  and  regulations  ia  referred 
to  in  the  words:  "And  if  also  a  man  contend  in  the 
games,  he  is  not  crowned,  except  he  have  contended 
lawfully"  (2  Tim  2  5).  In  all  these  passages  the 
uuues  will  have  been  more  or  less  in  the  apostle's 
ttiought  (for  other  possible  NT  references  cf  He  S 
14;    10  32;   13  1;   2  Pet  3  14). 

In  addition  to  these  general  references  there  are 
many  allusions  to  details,  again  found  mainly  in  the 
Pauline    Epistles.     These    may    most 
3.  Specific    conveniently    be   grouped    in    alpha- 
References     betical  order. 

to  Greek  (o)  Beaai-jJphi.— Thecombatsof  wild 

Afiiletics  animals  with  one  another  and  with 
men,  which  were  so  popular  at  Rome 
toward  the  close  of  the  Republic  and  under  the 
Emijire,  were  not  unknown  in  Pal.  Condemned 
criminals  were  thrown  to  wild  beaata  by  Herod  the 
Great  in  his  amphitheater  at  Jenjs,  "to  afford  de- 
light to  spectators,"  a  proceeding  which  Jos  (Ant, 
XV,  viii,  I)  characterizes  aa  impious.  After  the 
tall  of  Jerus  in  70  AD  many  Jewish  captives  were 
slain  in  fighting  with  wild  beasts  (BJ,  VII,  ii). 
This  horrible  form  of  sport  must  have  been  in  the 
apostle's  mind  when  he  wrote;  "I  fought  with 
beasts  lettmowwitAeso]  at  Epheaus"  (1  Cor  10  32). 
The  reference  is  best  understood  as  figurative,  as 
in  Ignatius  on  Rom  5  1,  where  the  same  word 
{fhiriamachiB)  is  used,  and  the  soldiers  are  compared 
to  leopards. 


Boitng  with  the  Cestiu. 
Itnm  ruofki,  BtUer  in  antiliai  Ltbau.} 

(6)  Boxinj.— This  form  of  sport  is  directly  re- 
ferred to  in  1  Cor  9  26:  "So  box  I  IRVm,  Gr 
puktetiO],  as  not  beatmg  the  aii,"  The  allusion  is 
probably  continued  in  ver  27a.'  'Tjut  I  buffet  [RVn 


took  place  in  an  incloaure  606  ft.  9  in.  in  length, 
called  a  stadium.  This  is  once  referred  to  in  a  pas- 
sage in  the  context  of  that  just  mentioned,  which 
ibaaedonobservation:  "Theythatn 

t,a  [RVtti     rir  Dfif/fVivT:  1  nin   nil''  Itraf  IA 


a  race-course  [  RVm,  Gr  stdditm]  n 


"(ver  24). 


(d)  i>wciM  Iftrmuinfl.^The  throwing  of  the  discus, 
a  round  plate  of  stone  or  metal  10  or  12  in.  in  diame- 
ter, which  was  a  prominent  feature  of  Gr  athletics 
and  is  the  subject  of  a  famous  statue,  a  copy  of 
which  ia  in  the  British  Museum,  is  not  mentioned 
m  the  NT,  but  is  alluded  to  in  2  Mace  4  14  as  one 
of  the  amusements  indulged  in  by  Helleniiing  priests 
in  the  reign  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes. 

(e)  The  JootrToce. — ^The  words  for  "run"  and 
"race"  (Gr  tr&did  and  dT&mo4i)  sometimes  cleaHy, 
and  in  other  cases  probably,  allude  to  foot-races  at 
the  games.  For  obvious  references  of  1  Cor  9  24; 
He  12  1;  2  Tim  4  7;  for  possible  referencee  see 
Acts  IS  25;  30  24;  Rom  9  16;  Gal  3  2;  S  7; 
Phil  2  16;     2  Thess  S  1.    The    second    of    theae 


Discus  Thrower. 


, „._  (He  13  1)  alludea  to  the  necessity  tor  the 

greatest  possible  reduction  of  weight,  and  for  steady 
concentration  of  effort.  All  the  passages  would 
remind  the  first  readers  of  the  single-couree  and 
double-course  foot-races  of  the  games. 

(J)  The  goal. — The  goal  of  the  foot-race,  a  square 
pillar  at  the  end  of  the  stadium  oppodte  the  entrance, 
which  the  athlete  as  far  as  posuble  kept  in  view  and 
the  Mght  of  which  encouraged  him  to  redouble  his 
exertions,  is  alluded  to  once:  "Ipresson  toward  the 
goal"  (Phil  3  14,  Gr  ikopda). 

(ff)  The  herald. — The  name  and  country  of  each 
competitor  were  announced  by  a  herald  and  also 
the  name,  country  and  father  of  a  victor.  There 
may  be  an  allusion  to  this  custom  in  1  Cor  9  27 : 
"after  that  I  have  been  a  herald  [RVm,  Gr  Jte- 
nissol  to  others";  of  also  1  Tim  2  7;  2  Tim  1  11, 
where  the  Gr  for  "preacher"  is  AAtji,  "herald." 

(A)  The  prize. — Successful  athletes  were  rewarded 
at  the  great  games  by  a  wreath  consistii^  in  the 
apostolic  age  of  wild  olive   (Olympian),  paisley 
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G>p 


(Nemeftn),  l&urel  (PytMan),  or  pine  (lathmiwi). 
This  is  reTened  to  in  a  general  way  in  Phil  3  14, 
uid  in  1  Cor  9  24:  "One  receiveth  the  prize"  (Or 
m  both  cases  brab^mi;  cf  &lso  Col  8  15:    "Let  the 


FooVRace. 

peace  of  Christ  arbitrate  [RVm]  in  your  hearts," 
where  the  vb.  is  brobeiiS),  The  wreath  (iUpbanoa) 
Ib  directly  alluded  to  in  1  Cor  9  25:  "They  [the 
athletes]  do  it  to  receive  a  corruptible  crown"; 
2  Tim  S  5:  "A  man  ....  is  not  crowned,  ex- 
cept he  have  contended  lawfully";  and  1  Pet  C  4: 
"Ye  shall  receive  the  crown  ot  glory  that  fadeth  not 
away."  There  may  be  allueions  also  in  Phil  4  1; 
1  Thees  3  19;  He  2  7.9;  Jas  1  12;  R«v  3  10; 
S  II.  In  the  palm-bearing  multitude  of  the  Apoc- 
alypse (R«v  7  9)  there  is  posmbly  a  reference  to 
the  carrying  of  palm-branchea  by  victors  at  the 
games.  The  judges  who  sat  near  the  goal  and  who, 
at  Olympia  at  any  rate,  had  been  carefully  prepared 
for  their  task,  may  be  glanced  at  in  2  Tim  1  8: 
"The  crown  ,  .  ,  .  nhi(£  the  Lord,  the  righteoua 
judge,  shall  give  to  me  at  that  day." 

(i)  WriBtUng. — This  form  of  sport,  which  was  in 
great  favor  in  Gr  society  from  the  age  of  Homer 
onward,  ia  alluded  to  once  in  Uie  NT:  "Our  wres- 
tliru;  |Gr  p^\  is  not  against  flesh  and  blood,"  et« 
(Eph  6  12).  The  exercise  made  great  demands 
on  etren^h,  perseverance  and  dexterity.  There 
ia  an  indirect  allusion  in  the  term  palae^a,  which 

firet  meant  "-'---  ' -'---  "  -    ■  ■■    -  '■-■ 

for  athletic 


i«f.hini«n  Orowni. 

Although  there  ia  no  direct  reference  in  the  NT 
to  the  intellectual  contests  in  which  the  Greeks  de- 
lighted as  much  as  in  athleliea,  the 
4.  Refer-  former  cannot  be  entirely  ignored. 
ences  to  the  The  word  "theater"  {Or  thiatroa) 
Theater  and  occurs  3  t:  twice  in  the  sense  of  "pub- 
th«  Drama  lie  hall"  (Acts  19  29.31);  and  once 
with  a  clear  reference  to  its  use  as  a 
place  ot  amusement:  "We  are  made  a  spectacle" 
(1  Cor  4  0).  "The  drama  was  strongly  dis- 
countenanced by  the  strict  Jews  of  Pal,  but  was 
probably  encouraged  to  some  extent  by  some  of  the 
Jews  of  the  Diaspora,  esp.  in  Asia  Minor  and  Alex- 
andria.   Philo  is  known  to  have  witnessed  the  rep- 


resentatioa  of  a  play  of  Euripides,  and  the  Jewish 
colony  to  which  he  belonged  produced  a  dramatic 
poet  named  Ezekiel,  who  wrote  ijiter  alia  a  play  on 
the  ExoduH,  some  fragments  ot  which  have  been 
preeerved  (SchUrer,-  GJ  K',  II,  60;  III,  500  ff).  An 
mscription  found  not  long  ago  at  Miletus  shows 
that  part  of  the  theater  of  that  city  was  reserved 
for  Jews  (Deissmann,  Light  from  the  Ancient  Boat, 
446  ff).  The  readers  of  the  Pauline  Epistles,  Jews 
as  well  as  Gentiles,  would  be  generally  more  or  leas 
familiar  with  the  theater  and  the  drama.  It  has 
been  suggested  that  there  is  a  glimpse  of  a  degraded 
form  of  the  drama,  the  mime  or  mimic  play,  which 
was  exceedingly  popular  in  the  Ist  cent,  and  after- 
ward, in  the  mocKcry  of  Jesus  by  the  soldiers  (Mt 
37  27-30  11  Mk  16  16-19).  The  "king"  seems  to 
have  been  a  favorite  character  with  the  comic  mime. 
The  mockery  of  the  Jewish  king,  Agrippa  1,  by  the 
populace  of  Alexandria,  a  few  years  later^  which 
furnishes  a  very  striking  parallel  to  the  mcident 
recorded  in  the  Gospels  (Schilrer,  GJV^,  I,  497),  Is 
directly  connected  by  Philo  with  the  mimes.  The 
subject  is  very  ably  discussed  by  a  German  scholar, 
Hermann  Reich,  in  aleamed  monoeraph,  Der  Kdnig 
mii  der  Dornenkrone  (1905).  Certainty  is,  of 
course,  unattainable,  but  it  seems  at  least  fairly 

Srobable  that  the  rude  Syrian  soldiers,  who  were  no 
oubt  in  the  habit  of  attending  the  theater,  mav 
have  been  echoing  some  mimic  play  in  their  mock 
homage  to  "the  kmg  of  the  Jews. 

LiTEBATUBB. — In  wId§tloD  to  worliB  already  mentioned 
Hee  tor  the  whole  subject;  arts.  ■■Gamee"'  in  Smith,  DB'; 
HDB.  large  and  sm^;  EB;  Jtir  Enc;tita.  "Splole"  in 
Winer,  R  WB.  and  liiehm',  and  esp.  KOnig.  "  Spiels  bei 
dtsn  Hobrfiem,"  RE>.     On  the  games  ot  Grooce  and  Rome 

.!  "  "  StaShim. " 


WiLUAU  Tatlor  SurrH 
GAHIUDIH,  gam'a-dim  (D*'!!^ ,  gammOdkim) : 
The  word  occurs  only  in  Ezk  37  11,  in  AV  in  form 
"Gammadims,"  in  ERV  "Ganunadim."  In  ARV. 
as  also  in  EEVm,  it  is  rendered  "valorous  meo. 
Some  think  a  proper  name  is  required,  but  identi- 
fication is  not  pcHuble,  and  the  meaning  remans 
doubtful. 

GAHDL,  gS'mul  (-113!,  g^'t^,  "weaned"):  The 
head  of  the  22d  of  the  24  courses  of  priests  inaugu- 
rated by  David  (1  Ch  34  17). 

GANGRENE,  ga^'grSn  (yiy^ptuv^  gdggraijM, 
pronoanced  gd^-graina;  AV  canker):  The  name  was 
used  by  the  old  Gr  physicians  for  an  eating  ulcer 
which  corrodes  the  soft  parts  and,  aoconUi^  to 
Galen,  often  ends  in  mortification.  St.  Paul  com- 
pares the  corrupting  influence  of  profane  babbling 
or  levity,  in  connection  with  subiects  which  ought 
to  be  treated  with  reverence,  to  this  disease  (2  Taa 
2  17),  The  old  Eng.  word  "canker"  is  used  by 
16th-  and  17th-cent.  authors  as  the  name  of  a  cater- 
pillar which  eats  into  a  bud.  In  this  sense  it  occurs 
18  t  in  Shakespeare  (e.g.  Midsummer  Night's  Dream. 
II,  ii,  3),  The  conker-wonn  mentioned  6  t  by  Joel 
and  N^um  is  probably  the  young  stage  of  AcndiuTit 

negrinuTTi,  a  species  of  locust.  Cankered  in  Jas 
I  AV  means  "rusted"  (Gr  katlOtai),  and  is  so 
rendered  in  RV.  In  Sus  ver  52  Coverdale  uses  the 
phrase,  "O  thou  old  cankered  carle,"  in  Daniel's 
address  to  the  elder,  where  EV  has  waxen  old  in 
wickedness."  Theword  is  still  usedin  the  Scottish 
dialect  and  applied  to  persona  who  are  cross-grained 
and  disagreeable.  Alex.  Macalistbr 

GAP:  The  tr  of  f^? ,  peref,  "a  breach"  (Ezk  18 
5,  "Ye  have  not  gone  up  into  the  gaps,"  RVm 
"breaches";  22  30,  "I  sought  for  a  man  among 
them,  that  should  build  up  the  wall,  and  stand  in 
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the  gap  before  me  for  the  land").  Said  of  prophets 
who  failed  to  stand  up  for  the  right  and  to  strengthen 

and  preserve  the  people. 

GAR,  gar:  AVforGAB  (q.v.). 

GARDES,  g&r'd'n  (13,  gan,  71^,  gannOh,  P^, 
ffimUik;    Ktiwoi,  klpos):    The  Arab,  jannah  (dun. 

iannainah),  like  the  Heb  gannSh,  lit.  "a  covered  or 
liddea  place,"  denotes  in  tlie  mind  of  the  dweller 
in  the  East  something  more  than  the  ordinary 
garden.  Gardens  in  Bib,  times,  such  as  are  fre- 
quently referred  to  in  Sem  lit,,  were  usually  walled 
incIoBiires,  as  the  name  indicates  (Lam  2  6  ARVm), 
in  which  there  were  paths  winding  in  and  out  among 
shade  aad  fruit  trees,  canals  of  running  water, 


4;  B3  7).  They  are  inclosed  with  walls  of  mud 
blocks,  as  in  Damascus,  or  stone  walls  capped  with 
thorns,  or  with  hedges  of  thorny  bushes  (cf  Lam  2 
6  ARVm),  or  prickly  pear.  In  nearly  treeless 
countries,  where  there  is  no  rain  during  4  or  5 
months,  at  least,  of  the  year,  the  gardens  are  often 
the  only  spots  where  trees  and  other  vegetation 
can  flourish,  and  here  the  existence  of  v^etation 
depends  upon  the  water  supply,  brought  in  canals 
from  streams,  or  raised  from  wells  by  more  or  less 
crude  lifting  machines  (cf  Nu  24  7).  Such  refer- 
ences as  Gen  3  10;  Nu  24  6;  Dt  11  10;  Isa  1 
30;  tS  11;  Cant  4  15  indicate  that  in  ancient 
times  they  were  as  dependent  upon  irrigation  in 
Bib.  lands  as  a^  present.  The  planning  of  their 
gardens  so  aa  to  utilise  the  water  supplies  has  be- 


and  convenient  arbors  m  which  to  sit  and  enjoy 
the  effect.  These  gardens  are  mentioned  in  Gen 
2  and  3;  13  10;  Cant  4  12-16;  Ecci  2  5.6;  Ezk 
98  13;  31  8.9;  36  35;  Joel  3  3.  Ancient  Bab, 
Assyr  and  Egyp  records  show  the  fondness  of  the 
rulers  of  these  countries  for  gardens  laid  out  on 
a  grand  scale  and  planted  with  the  rarest  trees  and 
plants.  The  drawings  made  bv  the  ancients  of 
their  gardens  leave  no  doubt  about  their  general 
features  and  their  correspondence  with  Bib.  gardens. 
The  Pers  word  pardef  (rapdStvrot,  varddeitoi)  ap- 
pears in  the  later  Heb  writings  to  denote  more  ex- 
tensive garden's  or  parks.  It  is  tr*  "orchards"  in 
Eccl  2  5  AV;   Cant  4  13,     See  Pabadisb, 

Such  gardens  are  still  common  throughout  the 
Levant,  They  are  usually  situated  on  the  out- 
ekirte  of  a  city  (cf  Jn  18  1.26;  19  41),  except  in 
the  case  of  the  more  pretentious  estates  of  rich 
pashas  or  of  the  government  scats  (cf  2  K  21  18; 
Est  1  5;    7  7.8;    Neh  3  15;    2  K  30  4;    Jer  SB 


come  instinctive  with  the  inhabitants  of  Pal  and 
Syria.  The  writer  has  seen  s  group  of  young  Arab 
boys  modeling  a  garden  out  of  mud  and  conducting 
water  to  irrigate  it  by  channels  from  a  nearby  canal, 
in  a  manner  that  a  modem  engineer  would  admire. 
Gardens  are  cultivated,  not  only  for  their  fruits 
and  herbs  (cf  Cant  6  11;  Isa  1  8;  1  K  21  2) 
and  shade  (cf  Cant  6  11;  Lk  IS  19),  but  they 
are  planned  to  serve  as  dwelling-places  during  the 
summer  time  when  the  houses  are  hot  and  stuffy. 
That  this  was  an  ancient  practice  is  indicated  by 
!:   6  3;    8  13.    A  shaded  garden,  the  au- 

til    the    ethereal   perfumes   of   fruits  and 

flowers,  accompanied  by  the  music  of  running  water, 
a  couch  on  wluch  to  sit  or  recline,  suggest  a  condi- 
tion of  bliss  dear  to  the  Oriental.  Only  one  who 
has  traveled  for  days  in  a  dry.  glaring  desert  country 
and  has  come  upon  a  spot  like  the  gardens  of  sucn 
a  city  as  Damascus,  can  realize  how  near  like  para- 
dise these  gardens  con  appear.  Mohammed  pic- 
tured such  a  place  as  the  future  abode  of  his  follow- 
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era.  No  doubt  the  remembrances  of  his  visit  to 
Damascus  were  fresh  in  his  mind  when  he  wrote. 
ElrJannah  is  used  bv  the  Moslems  to  signify  the 
''paradise  of  the  faithful." 

Gardens  were  used  as  places  of  sacrifice,  esp.  in 
heathen  worship  (Isa  1  29:  65  3;  66  17).  They 
sometimes  contained  burial  places  (2  K  21  18.26; 
Jn  19  41). 

Figurative:  The  destruction  of  gardens  tvpified 
desoktion  (Am  4  9);  on  the  other  hand,  miitful 
gardens  figured  prosperity  (Nu  24  6;  Job  8  16; 
Isa  51  3;  58  11;  61  11;  Jer  29  5.28;  31  12; 
Am  9  14).  James  A.  Patch 

GARDEN,  THE  KING'S:  Mention  is  made  of 
''the  king's  garden''  in  2  K  25  4;  Jer  89  4;  52  7 
(fundamentally  the  same  passage),  in  connection 
with  the  flight  of  Zedekiah  from  Jerus;  and  again 
in  Neh  8  15.  The  last  passage  shows  that  the 
"garden"  was  at  the  pool  of  Siloah  (RV  "Shelah"), 
at  the  mouth  of  Tyropoeon.  near  the  ''fountain 
gate."  This  would  seem  to  be  "the  gate  between 
the  two  walls  which  was  by  the  king^s  garden"  of 
the  passages  in  2  K  and  Jer  (cf  2  Ch  82  5).  On 
the  topography,  see  Jerusalem;  also  Robinson, 
Paly  It,  142.  Arnold  (in  Herzog)  thinks  the  garden 
is  probably  identical  with  "the  garden  of  Uzza" 
of  2  K  21  18.26.  James  Orb 

GARDENER,  gar'd'n-^  (id|««vpo«,  ktpawroa): 
"Gardener"  occurs  once  in  the  EV  (Jn  20  15).  the 
tr  of  ktpaa  and  atXroSj  "warden"  or  "keeper.  It 
is  likely  that  the  man  referred  to  was  the  watchman 
or  keeper  (Arab.  naJiiCLT;  Heb  ndger)^  correspond- 
ing to  those  mentioned  in  2  K  17  9;  18  8:  Job 
27  18,  etc,  and  not  one  who  did  the  manual  labor. 
It  is  the  common  practice  in  Pal  today  to  set  a 
watchman  over  a  garden  during  its  productive 
season.    See  Watchman. 

GARDEN-HOUSE  (l^H  n^^d,  h&h  ha-gdn):  A 
place  mentioned  in  describing  the  flight  of  Ahaziah, 
king  of  Judah,  from  Jehu  (2  K  9  27).  Probably 
we  ought  not  to  translate  tne  Heb,  but  take  it  as 
a  proper  name,  Beth-haggan  (Q'V.).  If  he  fled 
southwcurd.  the  town  might  possibly  oe  Jenln,  £n- 
GANNnc,  which 


GAREB,  gU'reb  p*!)^,  gdrehh):  One  of  David's 
"mighty  men  of  the  armies"  (2  S  28  38;  1  Ch  11 
40),  an  "Ithrite,"  i.e.  a  member  of  one  of  the  fami- 
lies of  Kiriath-jearim  (1  Ch  2  63).  Some,  how- 
ever, read  horyaUiri  for  horyitkri,  thus  making  him 
a  native  of  Jattir.    See  Ira. 

GAREB,  g&'reb,  THE  HILL  OF  (11$,  gdr&>h): 
A  hill  in  the  neighborhood  of  Jerus,  which  was  one 
of  the  landmarks  to  which  the  prophet  Jeremiah 
(81  39)  foresaw  that  the  city  should  extend.  The 
site  is  unknown.  Cheyne  (EB)  would  connect 
this  with  the  "mountain  that  lieth  before  the 
valley  of  Hinnom  westward"  (Josh  15  8),  but  this 
is  too  far  S.;  it  is  inconceivable  that  the  prophet 
could  have  imagined  the  citv  extending  so  far  in 
this  direction;  most  probably  the  hill  was  to  the 
N. — ^the  one  natural  du-ection  for  the  city's  exten- 
sion— and  is  now  incorporated  in  the  modem 
suburbs.  E.  W.  G.  Masterbian 

GARIZIMy  gar'i-zim.    See  Gerizim. 

GARLAND,  g&rland  (vr^mMi,  sUmma,  "wreath") : 
Mentioned  only  in  Acts  14  13,  where  it  is  said  that 
the  priest  of  Jupiter  brought  oxen  and  garlands  unto 
the  gates  with  which  to  offer  sacrifices  unto  Barna- 
bas and  Paul.  The  rendering  "oxen  and  garlands,'' 
instead  of  "oxen  garlanded,    seems  to  imply  that 


the  garlands  were  for  the  priests  and  altar  and  wor- 
shippers themselves,  as  well  as  for  the  victims  sacri- 
ficed. Only  occasionally  did  the  Hebrews  use  such 
ornaments  for  themselves,  and  that  almost  alto- 
gether in  their  later  history.     See  Crown. 

• 
GARLIC,  garlik  (D^lD,  ahum,  used  only  in  pi. 

D'^VWy  shCmtm;  cf  Arab,  ^yj,  thUm):  One  of  the 

delights  of  Egypt  for  which  the  Israelites  in  the 
Wilderness  longed  (Nu  11  5);  we  know  from  other 
soiirces  that,  though  originallv  a  product  of  Central 
Asia,  garlic  was  known  to  the  ancient  Egyptians. 
It  is  the  bulb  of  Allium  sativum,  N.O.  Liliaceaef  and 
is  cultivated  all  over  the  Orient.  It  is  eaten  cooked 
in  stews;  its  disagreeable  penetrating  odor  is  in  evi- 
dence in  the  houses  and  on  the  breath  of  most  Orien- 
tals. A  bulb  of  garlic,  hung  over  a  bed  or  over  the 
door  of  a  house,  is  a  powerful  charm  against  the  evil 
eye  and  other  malign  influences. 

E.  W.  G.  Mastbrman 
GARMENT,  g&r'ment.    See  Dress. 

GARMTTE,  gar'mit  O'Q'^I,  garml):  A  gentilic 
name  applied  to  Keilah  in  1  Ch  4  19.  The  reason 
for  this  is  not  known. 

GARNER,  g&r'ner  (^Tl^,  rndzH;  &vo<NIkt|,  apo- 
iMki) :  "Gamers,"  derived  from  zduM,  "to  gather," 
occurs  in  Ps  144  13;  ^ogdr  is  similarly  tr^  in  Joel 
1  17.  In  the  NT  apothekS  is  twice  tr**  "gamer" 
(Mt  8  12;  Lk  3  17).  The  same  word  is  tr** '^bams" 
in  Mt  6  26;  18  30;  Lk  12  18.24. 

GARNISH,  g&r'nish  (H^X,  ^ppSh,  TTJ^V, 
shipkrdh;  koo-|U«,  kosmid):  The  word  is  used 
twice  in  the  OT.  In  2  Ch  3  6,  ^ppdh  means  "to 
overlay,"  or  "to  plate."  Thus  he  "garnished"  the 
house  or  "overlaid"  it,  "studded"  it,  with  {N'ecious 
stones,  and  thus  adorned  and  beautified  it.  In  Job 
26  13,  shipkrdh  is  a  fem.  noun  meaning  "fairness," 
"beauty,"  ''brilliancy."  "By  his  Spirit  the  heavens 
are  garnished."  i.e.  the  clouds  are  driven  off  by  the 
wind  or  breath  of  Jeh,  and  the  sky  made  bright  and 
clear. 

In' the  NT  (Mt  12  44;  28  29)  the  word  kosmed 
means  "set  in  order,"  "make  ready,"  "adorn,"  etc. 
In  Mt  26  7  it  is  tr<>  "trimmed,"  and  in  Rev  21  19 
"adorned."  J.  J.  Rebvb 

GARRISON,  gar'i-fl'n.    See  War. 

GAS,  gas  (TcCt,  Gds):  Named  among  the  "sons 
of  the  servants  of  Solomon"  (1  Esd  6  34);  not 
mentioned  in  the  lists  of  £zr  and  Neh. 

GASHMU,  gash'mQ,  gash'moo  (^13^3,  gashina): 
A  form  of  the  name  Geshem  (q.v.),  found  in  Ne^ 
6  6  (cf  ver  1),  '*And  Gashmu  saith  it."  According 
to  BDB  the  same  termination  -u  is  found  in  Nabi^ 
taean  proper  names. 

GATAM,  g&'tam  (01^73,  ga^tdm):  An  Edomite 
chief,  grandson  of  Esau  ((jen  86  11.16;  1  Ch  1 
36). 

GATE,  gat  (Heb  normally  [over  300  t]  ■^, 
sha^ar;  occasionally  Plb*^ ,  ddeth,  prop,  "gateway" 
[but  cf  Dt  8  5] ;  elsewhere  the  gateway  is  nnjp , 
pelhaiL  [cf  esp.  Gen  19  6];  Aram,  r^n,  t^a\'  Gr 
wvhJtVf  puUhiy  «*Xt|,  pdle;  ERV  and  AV  add  DC, 
9aph,  "threshold,"  in  1  Ch  9  19.22;  and  AV  adds 
D'JP?^,  d^ldthayim,  "double-door,"  in  Isa  46  1; 
Wpo,  thUra,  "door,"  Acts  8  2): 

(1)  The  usual  gateway  was  provided  with  double 
doors,  swung  on  projections  that  fitted  into  sockets 
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in  the  Bill  and  lintel.  Ordinarily  the  material  was 
wood  (Neh  2  3.17),  but  greater  strength  and  pro- 
tection againat  fire  was  given  by  plating  witii  metal 
(Pa  107  16;  Isa  4S  2).  Jos  (BJ,  V,  v,  3)  speaks 
of  the  vAid  metal  doors  of  the  Beautiful  Gate  (Acts 
3  2)  as  a  very  exceptional  thin^.  Some  doors  were 
solid  slabs  of  stone,  from  which  the  imagery  of 
single  jewels  (Isa  H  12;  Eev  31  21)  was  derived. 
WheD  closed,  the  doors  were  secured  with  a  bar 
(usually  of  wood,  Nah  3  13,  but  sometimes  of 
metal,  1  K  4  13;  Ps  107  16;  lea  4S  2),  which 
fitted  into  clamps  on  the  doors  and  sockets  in  the 
post,  uniting  the  whole  firmly  (Jgs  16  3).  Some- 
times, perhaps,  a  portcullis  was  used,  but  Ps  S4  7 
refers  to  the  enlai^ment  or  enrichment  of  the  gates. 
As  the  Kate  was  esp.  subject  to  attack  (Ezk  81  15, 
22),  and  as  to  "possess  the  sate"  was  to  possess  the 
city  (Gen  23  17;  24  60),  it  was  protected  by  a 
tower  (2  8  18  24.33;  2  Ch  U  7;  20  9),  often, 
doubtless,  overhanging  and  with  flanking  projec- 
tions. Sometimes  an  mner  gate  was  added  (2  S 
18  24).  Unfortunately,  Pal  gives  us  little  monu- 
mental detail. 


GATE,  EAST :  The  expressions  are  found  in  Esk : 
"Even  the  gate  that  looketh  toward  the  east" 
(4S  1):  "The  gate  whose  prospect  is  toward  the 
east"  (ver  4);  but  the  idea  of  a  gate  on  the  eastern 
side  as  the  principal  entrance  to  the  court  of  the 
saDctuaiT  goes  back  to  the  d&ya  of  the  tabernacle 
(Ex  27  13-16).  In  addition  to  its  use  as  admitting 
to  the  sanctuary  incloeure,  it  may  be  presumed,  in 
analogy  with  the  general  mode  of  the  administration 
of  justice,  to  have  been  the  place  where  in  earlier 
times  cases  were  tried  which  were  referred  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  sanctuary  (cf  Ex  18  19-22;  Dt 
17  8;  IS  16.18;  Nu  27  2.3,  etc). 

In  Ex  27  13-16  the  "gate"  by  which  the  con- 
gregation entered  the  taoemacle  is  carefully  de- 
scribed. An  embroidered  screen  of  the 
1,  The  three  sacred  colors  (blue,  purple  and 

Tabernacle  scarlet),  20  cubits  in  width,  hung  from 
4pillars  (really  5  pillars,  5  cubits  apart; 
on  the  reckonmg  see  Tabbsnaclb),  in  the  center 
of  the  E.  side  of  the  tabernacle  court.  Tliia  is 
further  alluded  to  in  Nu  4  26,  "  the  screen  tor  the 
door  of  the  gate  of  the  court." 


FlUllH  SilTHAF  Dl 


(2)  As  even  farm  laborers  slept  in  the  cities,  most 
of  the  men  passed  through  the  ^ate  every  day,  and 
the  gate  was  the  place  for  meeting  others  (Ruth  1 
1 ;  2  S  16  2)  and  for  assemblages.  For  the  latter 
purpose  "broad"  or  open  places  (distinguished  from 
the  "streets"  in  Prov  7  12)  were  provided  (1  K  22 
10;  Neh  8  1),  and  these  were  tne  centers  of  the 
pubLclife.  Here  the  markets  were  held  (2  K  7  1), 
and  the  special  commodities  in  these  gave  names 
to  the  gates  (Neh  S  1.3.28).  In  particular,  the 
"gate"  was  the  place  of  the  legal  tribunals  (Dt  18 


while  "oppression  in  the  gates"  was  a  synonym  for 
judicial  corruption  (Job  31  21;  Prov  32  22;  Isa 
39  21;  Am  S  10).  The  king,  in  especial,  held 
pubUc  audiences  in  the  gate  (2  8  19  8;  1  K  S2 
10;  Jer  88  7;  cf  Jer  39  3),  and  even  yet  "Sublime 
pOTte"  (the  Hench  tr  of  the  Turkish  for  "high 
^te")  is  the  title  of  the  Court  of  Constantinople 


Jer  17  19;  Prov  1  21;  8  3;  31  31),  while  on  the 
other  hand  the  gates  were  the  resort  of  the  town 
good-for-nothings   (Ps  89  12). 

(3)  "Gates"  can  be  used  figuratively  for  the  glory 
of  a  city  (Isa  3  26;  14  31;  Jer  14  2;  Lam  1  4; 
contrast  Ps  87  2),  but  whether  the  military  force, 
the  rulers  or  the  people  is  in  mind  cannot  be  deter- 
mined. InMt  16  18"Kal«sof  Hades"  (not  "hell") 
may  refer  to  the  hosts  (or  princes)  of  Satan,  but  a 
more  likely  tr  is  'the  pates  of  the  grave  [which  keep 
the  dead  from  returmng)  shall  not  be  stronger  than 
it.'  The  meaning  in  Jgs  S  8.11  is  very  uncertain,  and 
the  text  may  be  corrupt.  See  Citt;  Jerubalem; 
Tabkrnaclb;  Temple.     Borton  Scott  Easton 


Nothing  is  siud  of  the  position  of  gat«s  in  conneo- 
tion  with  Solomon's  temple,  but  there  was  an ''inno'' 
(1  K  6  36),  and  also  an  "outer"  or 
3.  Solo-        "^reat"  court  (2  Ch  4  9),  the  latter 
mon's  with  doors  overlaid  with  brass,  and 

Tempi*  analogy  makee  it  certain  that  here  also 
the  chief  sate  (inner  or  outer  court? 
see  CoiiaT)  was  on  the  E.  side.  ProviMon  was 
made  by  Solomon  in  his  adjoining  palace  for  the 
administration  of  justice  in  a  hail  or  "porch  of 
judgment"  (1  K  7  7),  but  p^ver  cases  were  still, 
apparently,  referred  tor  decision  to  the  sanctuary 
(Jer  36  10).  The  trial  in  Jeremiah's  case,  how- 
took  place,  not  at  the  E.  gate,  but  at  "the 

'   ■'  '      Jif  .Inli'o  linium''    CToi-   911    Ifl- 


In  Eiekiel's  ideal  temple,  "the  gate  whose  pro»- 
pcct  was  toward  the  east"  was  that  by  which  the 
^lory  of  Jeh  went  up  from  the  city 


3.  BieUel's  (11  23),  and  by  which  the  prophet  in 

"^ '"         --"don  saw  it  return  (48  4).    NothioE 

told  of  an  E,  gate  in  the  temple  ol 


Temple 


4.  Second  Zcrubbabel,  but  it  may  be  aasum^l 
Temple  that  there  was  one   as  in   the  other 

cases.  The  great  E.  gate  of  the  He- 
6.  Herod's  rodian  temple,  which  followed  those 
Temple         above  mentioned,  was  that  "Beautiful 

Gate  at  the  temple"  where  the  miracle 
ot  the  healing  of  the  lame  man  was  performed  (Acts 
3  1-10).  See  Gate,  Thb  Beautiful;  Harsith; 
Shecaniah.  W.  Shaw  Caldbcott 

GATE,  THE  BEAUTIFUL,  bQ'ti-fd&l  (^  itpmla, 
viiK-n  Tofl  Upoil,  Ae  ASroia  piili  loH  Ai«r<nl) ;  This  gate 
of  Herod's  temple  is  mentioned  in  the  narrative  of 
the  healing  of  the  lame  man  by  Peter  and  John  in 
Acta  3  2,10.  Little  dispute  exists  as  to  the  iden^ 
fication  of  the  Beautiful  Gate  with  tlie  qtlendid 


1177 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


Gate,  Comer 
Gather 


"gate  of  Nicanor"  of  the  Mish  (Mid.,  i.4),  and 
'^Corinthian  Gate"  of  Joe  {BJ,  V,  v,  3),  but  author- 
ities are  divided  as  to  whether  this  gate  was  sit- 
uated at  the  entrance  to  the  women's  court  on  the 
E.y  or  was  the  gate  reached  by  15  steps,  dividing 
that  court  from  the  court  of  the  men.  The  balance 
of  recent  opinion  inclines  strongly  to  the  former 
view  (cf  Kennedy,  "Problems  of  Herod's  Temple," 
ExTooa  T,  XX^  1/0);  others  take  the  opposite  view 
(Waterhouse,  m  Sacred  Sites  of  the  Gospds,  110),  or 
leave  the  question  open  (thus  G.  A.  Smith,  Jeru- 
salem, II,  212).  See  Temple,  Herod's.  The  pate 
itself  was  of  unusual  size  and  splendor.  It  received 
the  name  "Nicanor''  from  its  being  the  work,  or 
having  been  constructed  at  the  esroense,  of  an 
Alexandrian  Jew  of  this  name.  Lately  an  ossuary 
was  discovered  on  Mt.  CHivet  bearing  the  Gr  inscrip- 
tion: "The  bones  of  Nicanor  the  Alexandrian,  who 
made  the  doors."  Its  other  name,  "Corintboan," 
refers  to  the  costly  material  of  which  it  was  con- 
structed— Corinthian  bronze.  Jos  gives  many 
interesting  particulars  about  this  gate,  which,  he 
tells  us,  greatly  excelled  in  workmanship  and  value 
all  the  otners  (BJ,  V,  v,  3).    These  were  plated  with 

fold  and  silver,  but  this  still  more  richly  and  thickly, 
t  was  larger  than  the  other  gates;  was  50  cubits 
in  height  (the  others  40);  its  weight  was  so  great 
that  it  took  20  men  to  move  it  (BJ.  VI,  vi,  3).  Its 
massiveness  and  magnificence,  therefore,  well  earned 
for  it  the  name  "Beautiful." 

W.  Shaw  Caldecott 
GATE,  VALLEY:  In  Neh  2  13  AV,  "gate  of  the 
valley."    See  Jerusalem. 

GATE,  gath  (nj,  gath;  LXX  FiO,  G4th,  "wme- 
press"):  One  of  the  five  chief  cities  of  the  Philis 
(Josh  13  3;  1  S  6  17).  It  was  a  walled  town  (2 
Ch  26  6)  and  was  not  taken  by  Joshua,  and,  al- 
though manv  conflicts  took  place  between  the 
Israelites  and  its  people,  it  does  not  seem  to  have 
been  captured  until  the  time  of  David  (1  Ch  18  1). 
It  was  rendered  famous  as  the  abode  of  the  giant 
Goliath  whom  David  slew  (1  S  17  4),  and  other 
giants  of  the  same  race  (2  S  21  1^22).  It  was  to 
G.  that  the  Ashdodites  conv^ed  the  ark  when 
smitten  with  the  plague,  and  G.  was  also  smitten 
(1  S  5  8.9).  It  was  G.  where  David  took  refuge 
twice  when  persecuted  by  Saul  (21  10;  27  2-4).  It 
seems  to  have  been  destroyed  after  being  taken  by 
David,  for  we  find  Rehoboam  restoring  it  (2  Ch  11 
8).  It  was  after  this  reoccupied  by  the  Philis,  for 
we  read  that  Uzziah  took  it  and  razed  its  walls  (26 
6),  but  it  must  have  been  restored  again,  for  we  find 
Hazael  of  Damascus  capturing  it  (2  K  12  17).  It 
seems  to  have,  been  destroved  before  the  time  of 
Amos  (Am  6  2),  and  b  not  further  mentioned  in  the 
OT  or  Mace,  except  in  Mio  1  10,  where  it  is  referred 
to  in  the  proverb,  "Tell  it  not  m  Gath"  (cf  2  S  1 
20).  Since  its  destruction  occurred,  probably,  in 
the  middle  of  the  8th  cent.  BC,  it  is  easy  to  under- 
stand why  the  site  has  been  lost  so  that  it  can  be 
fixed  only  coniecturally.  Several  sites  have  been 
suggested  by  different  explorers  and  writers,  such 
as:  Tell  es  Sdfi,  Beit  Jibrin,  Khurbet  Jeladtyek, 
Khurbet  Ahu  Geithf  Jennata  and  Yehna  (see  PEFS, 
1871,  91;  1876,  42,  144,  194;  1880,  170-71,  211- 
23 :  1886, 200-202) .  Tradition  in  the  early  centuries 
AD  fixed  it  at  5  Rom  miles  N.  of  Eleutheropolis 
{Beit  Jibrin,  toward  Lydda,  which  would  indicate 
TeU  es  Sdfi  as  the  site,  but  the  Crusaders  thought  it 
was  at  Jamnia  (  Yebna),  where  they  erected  the 
castle  of  Ibelin,  but  the  consensus  of  opinion  in 
modem  times  fixes  upon  TeU  es  Sdfi  as  the  site,  as 
b  to  be  gathered  from  the  references  cited  in  PEFS 
above.  The  Bib.  notices  of  G.  would  indicate  a 
place  in  the  Phili  plain  or  the  Shephelah^  which  was 
fortified,  presumably  in  a  strong  position   on  the 


border  of  the  Phili  country  toward  the  territory 
of  Judah  or  Dan.  TeU,  es  Sdfi  fits  into  these  condi- 
tions fairly  well,  but  without  other  proof  this  is  not 
decisive.  It  is  described  in  SWP,  II,  240,  as  a  posi- 
tion of  strength  on  a  narrow  ridge,  with  precipitous 
cliffs  on  the  N.  and  W.,  connected  with  tne  hills  by 
a  narrow  neck,  so  that  it  is  thrust  out  like  a  bastion, 
a  position  easily  fortified.  In  1144  Fulke  of  Anjou 
erected  here  a  castle  called  Blanchegarde  (Alba 
Specula) .  The  writer  on  *  *Gath  and  Its  Worthies' '  in 
PEFS,  1886,  200-204,  connects  the  name  Sdfi  with 
that  of  the  giant  Saph  (2  S  21  18),  regarding  him 
as  a  native  of  Gath,  but  the  most  direct  evidence 
from  early  tradition  connecting  TeU  es  Sdfi  with 
Gath  is  found  in  a  MS  said  to  be  in  the  library  of 
the  Patriarchate  of  Jems,  which  informs  iis  that 
Catherocastrum  was  situated  on  a  mountain  called 
Telesaphion  or  Telesaphy,  which  is  clearly  TeU  es 
Sdfi.  Catherocastrum  must  be  the  Lat  for  "camp 
of  Gath"  (PEFS,  1906,  305).  H.  Porter 

GATHER,  gath'gr  (QQIgt,  'a^aph,  yyp^,  hdbhac; 
oiiXXfytf,  suUSgd,  trwaytf,  sundgd):  "Gather,"  trans 
"to  bring  together,"  "collect."  etc,  and  intrans  "to 
come  together,"  "assemble,'  etc,  occurs  frequently 
and  represents  many  Heb  and  Gr  words.  It  is  the 
tr  of  ^i^aph,  "to  bring  together,"  in  Josh  6  9,  AVm 
"gathering  host";  Ps  27  10,  AVm  "The  Lord  will 
gatherme^;  cf  Nu  12  14.16;  Isa  52  12  AVm.  The 
phrases  "gather  thee  unto  thy  fathers,"  "gathered 
unto  his  fathers,"  "gathered  into  the  grave,  etc,  are 
frequently  used  for  "to  die"  and  "death"  (Gen  25 
8.17;  49  29.33;  Dt  82  50:  2  K  22  20;  2  Ch  84 
28;  Job  27  19;  cf  Jer  8  2),  etc;  l^hoQ,  "to  take 
or  grasp  with  the  himd,"  is  frequently  used  of  the 
Divine  "gathering"  or  restoration  of  Israel  (Dt  80 
3.4;  Neh  1  9:  Ps  106  47;  Isa  48  5,  etc;  Ezk  20 
34,  etc;  Hos  8  10;  Mic  2  12;  Zeph  8  19.20;  Zee 
10  8.10);  figuratively,  Isa  40  11,  ^'He  shall  gather 
the  lambs  with  [RV  ^'in"]  his  arm"  (cf  Ps  27  10 
AVm);  sometimes  it  denotes  bringing  together  for 
punishment  or  destruction  (Mic  4  12),  "He  hath 
gathered  them  as  the  dieaves  to  the  thre^ing-floor." 

In  the  NT  we  have  svUegd,  "to  lay  together,"  "to 
collect"  (Mt  18  28.29.30.40.41.48);  «una^5.  "to  lead 
or  bring  together,"  "to  gather,"  "to  collect"  (25 
26,  "seek  returns":  Jn  4  36,  "fruit  unto  life  eter- 
nal"); episundgd,  "to  lead  or  bring  together"  (Mt 


together  in  one  aH  things  in  Christ,"  RV  "to  sum 
up  all  things  in  Christ";  cf2  14;  in  Rom  18  9  the 
pass,  is  tr*  "be  briefly  comprehended,"  RV  "sum- 
med up"). 

"To  gather,"  in  the  sense  of  "to  infer,"  occurs  in 
Acts  16  10  as  the  tr  of  sumbtbdzd,  "to  bring  to- 
gether" (here,  in  mind),  "assuredly  gathering,'^  RV 
"concludmg"  (cf  9  22,  ''proving"). 

Gatherer  occurs  in  Am  7  14  as  the  tr  of  bdlS^,  from 
bOlof,  to  cultivate  fiss  or  sycomores,  "a  gatherer  of 
sycamore  fruit,"  RV  "a  dresser  of  i^comore-trees" 
("a  nipper  of  sycomore  figs,  i.e.  helpmg  to  cultivate 
a  sort  of  figs  or  mulberries  produced  by  the  real 
sycamore  tree"  [used  only  by  the  poorest],  which 
requires  nipping  in  the  cultivation,  perhaps  an 
occupation  of  shepherds;  Vulg  veUicans  sycamnia). 

Gathering  is  the  tr  of  episunagdgt,  "leading  to- 
gether unto"  (2  Thess  2  1),  "our  gathering  to- 
gether unto  him";  in  1  Cor  16  2  we  have  "gath- 
ering" (logia  from  lego)  in  the  sense  of  a  collection 
of  many,  RV  "collection,"  as  AV  in  ver  1. 

"Gather,"  etc,  occurs  frequentlv  In  Apoc.  e.g.  "will 
gather  us  out  of  all  the  nations,  aunagd  (Tob  18  5) ; 
"gather  them  together"  (1  Mace  9  7;  10.8);  "Gather 
together  our  dispersion,"  epitundgage  ten  diaapordn 
him6n    (2  Mace  1  27);     "gathered    to     his     fathers" 


BroiMUht  prft  ISn  lain  avle^.  RT  "people"  (Jth  lA  22; 
Bel  ver  1,  (oiIj  paitrai:  1  Msec  S  69):  "gBtherlng  up 
briefly."  RV  "gKCher,''  •unf«««£  (2  Mace  10  10):  a 
"ntberlug"  la  the  MiDse  of  a  cotUclion  of  moner  (IS 
43>.  RV  '■  collection." 

Among  the  ctuuiges  In  R\   . _ — 

'■g»tliar"  (Jor  fil  llj;  "OaCher  thea  together"'  lor  "Go 
oneway  or  other"  (Ezk  31   10  m,  "Make  thyself  on""' 
Inr  "B»ther  blEiclaiesa"  {Nah  8  10),  "are  vrued  pi 
r   ga,ther  together"    (Job  11   10)."iuid  call 


"hold  Orm"  (or 


for 


Judgment."  m  "Heb  call  an   assembly    .    .„. 

a  hen  doth  gather  her  brood"  (Ui  IS  34}  "gathereth 
her  ovn  brood":  for  "as  the  partrldse  sltteth  on  eggs 
and  hateheth  them  not."  ARV Tias  "that  sicteth  on  em 
which  she  hath  not  laid."  m  "gathereth  young  which 
she  hath  not  brought  forth."  text  ul  ERV  and  AVm 
(Jot  17  11)- 

W.  L.  Waleek 
GATH-HEPHER,  gath-hS'fSr  (n?nri  nS,  gath 
ha-hepher,  "winepress  of  the  pit"):  A  town  on  the 
boundary  of  Zebulun  (Josh  19  13;  AV  in  error, 
"Gittob-hapher"),  the  birthplace  of  the  prophet 
Jonah  (2  K  14  25).  Jerome  [Comm.  on  Jon) 
gpeaka  of  Goth  as  an  inconsiderable  village,  about 
2  miles  from  Sepphoris  on  the  Tiberias  road,  where 
the  tomb  of  Jonali  was  shown.  Benjamin  of  Tudela 
aays  that  Jonah  the  son  of  Amittai  the  prophet  was 
buried  "in  the  mountain"  near  Sepphoris  (Bohn, 
Early  TraneU  in  Pal,  8S).  These  indications  agree 
with  the  local  tradition  which  identifies  Gath-hepher 
with  elrMeshhed,  a  village  with  ancient  ruins  on  a 
height  N.  of  the  road  as  one  goes  to  Tiberias,  about 
2  miles  from  Nazareth,  and  half  a  mile  from  Kefr 
Kennah.  W.  Ewino 

GATH-RIHHON,  gath-rirn'mi  (I'lCn  n^,  gath 
rimmOn,  "winepress  of  Rimmon"): 

(!)  A  city  in  the  territory  of  Dan  named  with 
B^e-berak  and  Me-jarkon,  in  the  plain  not  far 
from  Joppa  (Josh  19  45),  aswgned  to  the  Kohathite 
Levites  (21  24),  reckoned  to  Ephraim  in  1  Ch  6 
69.  Onom  locates  it  12  miles  from  Eleutheropolia 
on  the  way  to  Diospolis.  This,  however,  is  too  far 
to  the  S.  More  probably  it  is  identical  with  the 
"Gath"  which  Onom  places  between  Antipatris 
and  Jamnia.     It  is  not  identified. 

(2)  A  town  in  the  territory  of  Manasseh,  W.  of 
Jordan,  given  to  the  Levites  (Josh  Si  25).  There 
is  nothing  to  indicate  the  position  of  the  place,  and 
there  ia  much  confusion  in  the  writing  of  the  name: 
LXX  A,  "Baithsa";  B,  "Jebatha.*'  In  1  Ch  6 
70  it  ia  replaced  by  "Bileam,"  i.e.  Iblbam  (q.v,). 

W.  EWINQ 

OAITLOmriS,  gfil-on-I'tis.    See  Golan. 

OADLS,  ^dlz  (ToXiItiu,  Gatdlai):  Galatia  in  Asia 
Minor  is  bt«rally  the  Gailia  of  the  East;  its  in- 
habitants are  called  GaUi  by  Rom  writers,  just 
as  the  inhabitants  of  ancient  France  are  called 
Galalai  by  Gr  writers.  In  some  MSS  in  2  Tim 
4  10,  eis  GaUian  is  read  for  «m  Gaiaiian.  The 
emigration  of  the  Gauls  from  Europe  and  their 
settlement  in  the  central  region  of  the  peninsula  of 
Asia  Minor  are  somewhat  obscure  subjects,  but  the 
ancient  authorities  leave  no  doubt  of  the  main  facta. 
In  1  Mace  8  2  it  is  difficult  to  say  whether  Judas 
MaccabaeUB  is  referring  to  the  Gauls  of  Europe  or 
the  Gauls  of  Asia  Minor.  Both  became  finally  sub- 
ject to  the  Romans,  and  about  the  same  time.  It 
was  in  191  BC  that  Gallia  Cisalpina  was  reduced 
to  the  form  of  a  Rom  province,  and  in  IS9  BC  oc- 
curred the  defeat  of  Antiochus,  king  of  Asia. 
Monunsen  argues  that  the  reference  is  to  the  Gatils 
in  the  N.  of  Italy,  from  the  circumstance  that  they 
are  mentioned  as  being  under  tribute  to  the  Romans, 
and  also  from  their  mention  in  connection  with  Spain. 
Not  much,  however,  can  be  argued  from  this,  aa  the 
notice  of  them  is  in  a  manner  rbelorical,  and  the 
defeat  of  Antiochus  is  mentioned  practically  in  the 
same  connection.  In  2  Maco  8  20  the  reference 
is  without  doubt  to  the  Asiatic  Gauls  or  Galatians, 


as  they  are  more  commonly  called.  In  the  Macca- 
bean  period  they  were  restless  and  fond  of  war,  and 
often  hired  themselves  out  as  auxiliaries  to  the 
Asiatic  kings.  J.  Hdtchison 

GAZA,    g^'za    (rn?,    'azzOh,    "strong";     LXX 

T<Ha.,  Gdza;  Aieh.  Bye ,  Ohoizeh) :  One  of  the  five 

chief  towns  of  Philistia  and  probably  the  oldest, 
situated  near  the  coast  in  lat.  31°  30'  and  about  40 
miles  S.  of  Jaffa.  It  is  on  a  hill  rising  60  to  200  ft. 
above  the  plain,  with  sand  dunes  between  it  and 
the  aea,  which  is  about  2}  miles  distant.  The  plain 
around  is  fertile  and  wells  aboimd,  and,  being  on  the 
border  of  the  desert  between  Syria  and  Egypt  and 
lying  in  the  track  of  caravans  and  armies  passinK 
from  one  to  the  other,  it  was  anciently  a  place  oT 
importance.  The  earliest  notices  of  it  are  found  in 
the  records  of  Itopt.  Thothmes  III  refers  to  it 
in  the  account  of  his  expedition  to  Syria  in  1479  BC, 
and  it  occurs  again  m  the  records  of  the  expedition 


of  Seti  I  in  1313  BC  (Breasted,  History  of  Egypt, 
285,  409).  It  occurs  also  in  the  earl^  catalogue  of 
cities  and  tribes  inhabiting  Canaan  m  the  earliest 
times  (Gen  10  16).  Joshua  reached  it  in  his  con- 
quests but  did  not  take  it  (Josh  10  41;  11  22). 
Judah  captured  it  (Jgs  1  18)  but  did  not  hold  it 
long,  for  we  find  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Philis  in  the 
days  of  Samson,  whose  exploits  have  rendered  it 
noteworthy  (16  1-3,21.30).  The  hill  to  which  be 
carried  off  the  gate  of  the  city  was  probably  the  one 
now  called  d-Munlar  ("watch-tower"),  which  lies 
S.E.  of  the  city  and  may  be  referred  to  in  2  K  18 
8,  "from  the  tower  of  the  watchmen  to  the  fortified 
city."     G.,  with  the  other  chief  towns,  sent  a  tree- 

rss  offering  to  Jeh  when  the  ark  was  returned  (1  8 
17).  Hezekiah  defeated  and  pursued  the  Philis 
to  G,,  but  does  not  seem  to  have  captured  it.  It 
was  taken  by  Sargon  in  720  BC,  in  his  war  with 
Egypt,  since  Khanun,  the  king  of  G.,  joined  the 
Egyptians  and  was  captured  at  the  battle  of  Raphia 
(Rawlinson,  Ancietd  Monarchies,  II,  142),  It  was 
probably  destroyed  (see  Am  1  7).  It  was  cer- 
tainly dismantled  by  Alexander  the  Great  in  332, 
whenitdaredtorcsistbim.  It  was  then  exceedingly 
strong,  verifying  its  name,  and  was  most  bi-avely 
defended,  so  that  it  took  Alexander  two  months  to 
reduce  it.  He  put  to  death  all  the  men  and  sold  the 
women  and  children  as  slaves  (Grot«,  History  of 
Greece,  XI,  467  ff).  It  was  restored,  however,  and 
we  learn  that  Jonathan  forced  it  to  submit  to  him 
(Jos,  Ard,  XIII,  V,  5;  1  Mace  11  62),  and  Alex- 
ander Jannaeus  took  it  and  massacred  the  inhabit- 
ants who  escaped  the  horrors  of  the  siege  (Jos,  A  jii, 
XIII,  xiii,  3).  Pompey  restored  the  freedom  of  G. 
fib,  XIV,  iv,  4),  andGabinius  rebuilt  it  in  57  BQ 
(ib,  XIV,  V,  3).  G.  is  mentioned  only  once  in  the 
NT  (Acts  8  26),  in  the  account  of  Philip  and  th.3 
eunuch.  In  the  2d  and  3d  cents.  AD,  it  became  i\ 
center  of  Gr  commerce  and  culture,  and  pagan  in-? 
Ruence  was  strong,  while  the  church  founded  therel 
was  struggling  for  existence.     Many  martyrs  there' 
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testified  to  the  faith,  until  finally,  under  Theodouus, 
Christianity  gained  the  supremacy  {UGHL,  12th  ed, 
188) .  It  fell  into  the  handa  of  the  Arabs  in  634  AD, 
and  became  and  has  remtiined  a  Moslem  city  since 
the  days  of  Salsdin,  who  recovered  it  from  the 
Crusaders  in  1187,  after  the  battle  of  Hattin.  It  is 
now  a  city  of  some  20,000  inhabitants,  among  whom 
are  a  few  hundred  Christians.  See  also  Azzah. 
H.  Poster 

OAZARA,  ga-K&'ra  (Tolitpa,  Gazdra,  Tatiipcf, 
(Tozerd):  A  fortress  of  great  strength  in  Judaea, 
which  figures  often  in  the  Maccabean  wars.  To 
this  place  Judas  pursued  Gorgias  (1  Mace  4  16). 
It  was  fortified  by  the  Gr  general  Bacchides  (9  52; 
Ant,  XIII,  i,  3).  It  was  captured  by  Simon  Macca- 
baeuB,  who  turned  out  the  mhabitants  and  pureed 
the  city.  He  built  here  a  palace  for  himself,  and 
appointed  his  son  John  commander  of  his  army 
(1  Mace  13  43  fli).  A  different  account  of  this 
occurrence  ia  given  in  2  Mace  10  32  ff,  where  the 
capture  is  attributed  to  Judas.  The  narrative  here, 
however,  is  inspired  by  antagonism  to  Simon  because 
he  bad  assumed  the  high-priesthood. 

The  fortress  ia  identical  with  TeU  Jezer,  the  an- 
cient Gekeh  (q.v.).  It  is  interesting  to  note  that 
recent  excavations  have  uncovered  the  ruins  of 
Simon's  palace  (PEPS,  1905,  26).         W.  Ewing 

OAZATHITES,  g&'zatb-Its  (QTl??,  'azzOhlm): 
The  inh^itants  of  Gaza  (q.v.)  (Josh  18  3  AV), 
rendered  "Gaaites"  (Jgs  16  2). 

GAZELLE,  ga-zel'  05?,  s-bhi,  and  tem.  n^JS, 
{•UilySh;  cf  ToptiSA,  TiOieahd  [Acts  9  36],  and 
Arab,  ic^ >  fo^t'  ^Ibo  Arab.  Jr«£ ,  ghazAt;  Aopitdi, 

Dorkda  [9  36];  modem  Gr  [api^,  zarkddi):  The 
word  "gazelle"  does  not  occur  in  AV,  where  fbkl 
and  t'hhlyah,  in  the  16  passages  where  they  occur, 
are  uniformly  tH  "roe"  or  "roebuck."  In  RV  the 
treatment  is  not  uniform.  We  find  "gazelle"  with- 
out comment  in  Dt  12  15.22;  U  5;  U  22:  IK 
4  23.  We  find  "roe,"  with  marginal  note  or  ga- 
«Ue,"  in  Prov  6  5;    Cant  2  7.9.17;   4  5;    8  14; 


Qaiclle  (OaicHodorcEu). 

Isa  18  14,  We  find  "roe"  without  comment  in 
2  8  2  18;  1  Ch  13  8;  Cant  3  5;  73.  In  the 
last  passane  cited.  Cant  7  3,  while  ARV  has  no 
note,  ERv  refers  to  Cant  1  5,  where  "gaielle"  is 
given  in  the  m.  In  the  opinion  of  the  writer,  the 
rendering  should  be  "gazelle"  in  all  of  these  pas- 
sages. It  must  be  acknowledged,  however,  that 
the  gaielle  and  the  roe-deer  are  of  about  the  same 
size,  and  are  sometimes  confused  with  each  other. 
The  Gr  dorkai  may  refer  to  either,  and  in  Syria  the 


.     . ._  ...  called  gkazdl  or  even  tm'I, 
which  is  the  proper  name  of  the  Pera  wild  goat. 

The  gazelle  is  an  antelope  belonging  to  the  bovine 
family  of  the  even-toed  ruminants.  There  aremore 
than  twenty  species  of  gazelle,  all  belonging  to 
Asia  and  Africa.  The  species  found  in  Syria  and 
Pal  is  the  Dorcas  gazelle  (Goiella  dorcai^.  It  is 
2  ft.  high  at  the  shoulders.  Both  sexes  have  un- 
branched,  lyrate,  ringed  homa,  which  may  be  a  foot 
long.  The  general  coloration  is  tawny,  but  it  is 
creamy  white  below  and  on  the  rump,  and  has  a 
narrow  white  line  from  above  the  eye  to  the  nostril. 
Several  varieties  have  been  distinguished,  but  they 
will  not  bear  elevation  to  the  rank  of  species,  except 
perhaps  G.  meriUi,  a  form  of  which  a  few  speci- 
mens have  been  obtained  from  the  Judaean  hills, 
having  distinctly  different  horns  from  those  of  the 
common  gazelle.  The  gazelle  is  found  singly  or  in 
small  groups  on  the  interior  plains  and  the  uplands, 
but  not  in  the  high  mountains.  It  is  a  marvel  of 
lightness  and  grace,  and  a  herd,  when  alarmed,  makes 
off  with  great  rapidity  over  the  roughest  country 
(2  S  2  18;  1  C£  12  8;  Prov  S  5;  Cant  8  14). 
The  beauty  of  the  eyes  ia  proverbial.  The  skin 
ia  used  for  floor  coverings,  pouches  or  shoes,  and  the 
llesh  is  eaten,  though  not  highly  esteemed.  See 
Deeb;  Goat;  Zo5looy.  Alfbed  Ely  Dat 


GAZERA,  ga-ze'ra  (ratnp<ii  Gazeri): 

(1)  A  fortress  of  Judaea  (1  Mace  4  15;  7  46); 
in  RV  always  Gazaba  (q.v.). 

(2)  Head  of  a  family  of  temple-servants  who  re- 
turned with  Zenibbabel  (1  Esd  S  31}o"Gazzam" 
in  Ezr  S  48  and  Neh  7  51. 

GAZEZ,  g&'zes  (TT|,  gSzlz,  "shearer"); 

(1)  A  son  of  Ephah,  Caleb's  concubine  (I  Ch  2 
46). 

(2)  A  second  Gaiez  is  mentioned  in  the  same  ver 
as  a  son  of  Haran,  another  son  of  Ephah. 

GAZING-STOCE,  gaz'ing-stok :  This  obs  word 
occurs  twice:  (1)  in  Nab  3  6,  as  the  tr  of 
"'S^,  t6'1,  "a  sight"  or  "spectacle"  (fromrJ'dA,  "to 
look,"  "see,"  also  "to  lookdown  upon,"  "despise"); 
"I  will ....  make  thee  vile,  and  will  set  thee  as  a 
gaziDg-st«ck,"asane  set  up  to  be  gazed  at,  mocked 
and  despised — a  form  of  punishment  in  olden  times; 
cf  "mocking  stock"  (2  Mace  7  7),  and  "laughing- 
stock" still  in  use.  "The  Heb  word  occurs  only  here 
and  in  Gen  16  13;  1  S  16  12;  Job  7  8;  33  21, 
in  which  places  it  does  not  have  the  same  bad  mean- 
ii^;  for  a  similar  threatening  cf  Isa  14  16;  Jer  SI 
37.  (2)  In  He  10  33,  it  is  the  tr  of  theoMid,  "to 
bring  upon  the  theater,"  "to  be  made  a  spectacle 
of,"  "made  a,  gazing  stock  both  by  reproaches  and 
amictions";  cf  1  Cor  4  9,  thiatron  ginomai,  where 
St.  Paul  says  the  apostles  were  "made  a  spectacle 
unto  the  world,"  AVm  "Gr  theatre."  The  reference 
in  both  instances  is  to  the  custom  of  exhibiting 
crimioals,  and  esp.  gladiators,  men  doomed  to  death, 
in  the  theaters.  "In  the  morning  men  are  exposed 
to  liona  and  bears;  at  mid-day  to  their  spectators; 
tbosethatkillareeKpoBedtoone  another;  the  victor 
is  detained  for  another  slaughter;  the  conclusion 
of  the  fight  is  death"  (Seneca,  £p.  vii,  quoted  by 
Dr.  A.  Clarke  on  1  Cor  4  9).  We  are  apt  to  for- 
get what  the  first  preachers  and  professors  of  Chris- 
tianity had  to  endure.  W.  L.  Walker 

GAZITES,g&z'It8:  Inhabitants  of  Gaza,  who  were 
Philis  when  the  Israelites  came  into  contact  with 
them  (Josh  13  3;  Jgs  16  2),  but  there  was  an 
older  stratum  of  population  which  occupied  tlw 


Gazzam 
Gederoth 
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place  before  the  invasion  of  the  Philis,  probably  of 
Amorite  stock. 

GAZZAM,  gaz'am  (D*J3,  ffazzdntf  '^devouring")  • 
Head  of  a  family  of  Nethinim  who  returned  from 
exile  (Ezr  2  48;  Neh  7  51;  1  Esd  5  31,  ''Ga- 
zera"). 

GEBA,  ge'ba  (JP^ ,  gebha\  "hUl") : 

(1)  A  town  on  the  N.E.  boundary  of  the  terri- 
tory of  Benjamin  (Josh  18  24),  given  to  the  Levites 
(Josh  21  17;  1  Ch  6  60).  It  stood  on  the  north- 
em  frontier  of  the  kingdom  of  Judah,  Geba  and 
Beersheba  marking  respectively  the  northern  and 
southern  limits  (2  K  23  8).  In  2  S  5  25  "Geba" 
should  be  altered  to  "Gibeon,"  which  stands  in  the 
corresponding  passage,  1  Ch  14  16.  In  Jgs  20 
10.33:  1  S  18  3.16,  the  Heb  reads  "Geba,'^the 
tr  "Gibeah"  being  due  to  confusion  of  the  two 
names.  FVom  1  S  14  5  we  gather  that  Geba 
stood  to  the  S.  of  the  great  gorge,  Wddy  Suioeinltf 
commanding  the  pass  at  Micnmash.  This  was  the 
scene  of  JonathaJi's  daring  enterprise  against  the 
Philis,  when,  accompanied  b^  his  armorHbearer,  he 
accomplished  an  apparently  impossible  feat,  climb- 
ing the  rocky  steeps  of  the  gorge  to  the  N.  and  put- 
ting the  enemy  to  flight.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  modem  village  of  Jeba^  occupies  the  ancient 
site.  It  stands  to  the  S.  of  Wddy  Suweinitf  looking 
toward  Michmash — ^modem  Mukhmds — with  Seneh, 
the  crag  on  the  southern  lip  of  the  gorge,  in  front 
of  it.  The  distance  from  Jems  is  about  6  miles.  It 
was  fortified  by  Asa  with  materials  that  his  enemy 
Baasha  had  used  to  fortifv  Ramah  against  him 
(1  K  16  22).  It  is  named  by  Isaiah  in  his  descrip- 
tion of  the  terrifying  march  of  the  Assyrians  upon 
Jems  from  the  N.  (10  28  if).  It  appears  among  the 
cities  which  were  reoccupied  by  Israel  after  the 
Exile  (Ezr  2  26,  etc;  Neh  11  31). 

(2)  (raij8a£,  Gaibai):  Between  a  fortress  so 
named  and  Scythopolis  (Beisdn)^  Holof ernes  pitched 
his  camp  (Jth  8  10).  On  the  high  road  that  runs 
through  JenlUf  and  down  the  Vale  of  Jezreel  to 
BeisdUf  about  2  miles  to  the  S.  of  iSfantJr,  stands  the 
village  of  Jeba^,  with  which  this  fortress  may  be 
identified.  W.  Ewing 

GEBAL,  gS'bal  (bj^,  {Thhal,  'border'';  B^pXot, 
Bdblos,  and  BcpXot,  Bibloa;  Byblua,  mod.  Jebeil): 

(1)  An  ancient  Phoen  city,  situated  on  a  bluff 
of  the  foothills  of  Lebanon,  overlooking  the  Medi- 
terranean. It  was  one  of  the  principal  seaports  of 
Phoenicia,  and  had  a  small  but  good  harbor  for  small 
ships.  It  lies  in  lat.  34^  8',  nearly,  and  about  4  miles 
N.  of  the  river  Adonis  {Nahr  IbrcMm).  It  was 
regarded  as  a  holy  city  by  the  ancients.  Philo  men- 
tions the  tradition  that  it  was  founded  by  Kronos, 
and  was  sacred  to  the  worship  of  Beltis  and,  later, 
of  Adonis,  whose  rites  were  celebrated  yearly  at 
the  river  of  the  same  name  and  at  its  source  in  the 
mountain,  at  Apheca  (see  Tammuz).  G.  was  the 
center  of  quite  an  extensive  district,  extending  from 
the  Eleuthems  on  the  N.  to  the  Tamyras  on  the 
S.,  a  distance  of  60  or  70  miles  along  the  coast.  It 
is  mentioned  by  Josh  (13  5)  as  the  land  of  the 
GebaUtes  (q.v.)  (AV  ''Giblites"),  and  the  Gebalites 
are  also  mentioned  in  1  K  6  18  (Heb  32)  as  aiding 
in  the  construction  of  Solomon's  temple.  The  "el- 
ders" and  the  "wise  men"  of  G.  are  among  the  work- 
men employed  on  Tsrrian  ships  (Ezk  27  9  ARVm). 
The  earliest  mention  of  G.  found  in  history  is  in  the 
Am  Tab,  which  were  composed  in  the  firat  half  of 
the  14th  cent.  BC.  It  had  become,  in  connection 
with  all  Phoenicia,  a  dependency  of  Egypt  hi  the 
days  of  Thothmes  III  and  was  under  Egyp  govern- 
ors, but,  in  the  reign  of  Amenhotep  IV  (Ikhnaton)^ 
the  Hittites  and  Amorites  from  the  N.  and  Khabiri 


from  the  S.  attacked  the  territory  of  G.,  and  its 
governor  wrote  letters  to  Amenhotep,  calling  for 
help.  There  are  over  60  of  these,  describing  the 
desperate  condition  of  the  city  and  of  its  governor, 
Ribaddi,  who  was  expelled  and  took  refuge  in  Beirut, 
but  afterward  regained  his  capital  only  to  be  be- 
sieged and  lose  all  his  dependencies,  and  finally  to 
fall  into  the  hands  of  the  enemv.  G.  afterward 
became  independent,  as  is  shown  by  the  records  of 
Ramses  IX  (1442-1423  BC)  and  of  Ramses  XII, 
for  its  king  retained  the  emissaries  of  the  former  17 
years  in  captivity,  and  treated  a  trusted  agent  of 
the  latter  with  scant  civility.  Its  king  at  this  time 
was  Zakkar-Baal.  and  kings  of  G.  are  mentioned  in 
the  Assyr  records,  one  paying  tribute  to  Ashur- 
nazir-pal  (c  887  BC)  and  another  to  Sennacherib 
(70&-680).  The  latter  kmg  was  Um-melek,  and 
kings  of  G.  are  mentioned  in  connection  with  other 
Phoen  cities  under  Pers  rule.  The  city  submitted 
to  Alexander  the  Great  without  opposition,  and 
furnished  a  fleet  to  aid  him  in  the  siege  of  Tyre 
(332).  Strabo  refers  to  it  as  a  town  of  note  in  the 
days  of  Pompey  (xvi.2.17),  and  it  is  fre<^uently 
mentioned  in  rhoen  (C/iS,  1)  and  Assyr  inscriptions 
in  the  forms  Gubal  and  GuUi  (COT,  1, 174). 

(2)  (b^,  grhhdl;  To^Xtns,  GobdiHa):  A  district 
S.E.  of  the  Dead  Sea,  which  is  referred  to  in  Ps  88 
7  (Heb  8)  in  connection  with  Moab,  Ammon,  Ama- 
lek  and  others,  as  making  a  covenant  together 
agamst  Israel  (cf  1  Mace  6).  Robinson  (BR,  II, 
154)  found  the  name  Jebdl  still  applied  to  this  region, 
and  Jos  (AnL  II,  i,  2)  speaks  of  a  Gdxditis  as  form- 
ing part  of  Idumaea.  It  is  a  hiUy  region,  as  the 
modem  name  signifies,  and  includes  the  towns  of 
Shobek  and  folfteh,  H.  Pobteb 

GEBALITES,  gS^al-Its  (D*^>?9ri,  horgibhilm): 
Inhabitants  of   Gebal  (q.v.).     According  to  the 

E resent  text  of  Josh  18  5,  ''the  land  of  the  Ge- 
alites''  was  given  to  Israel  as  part  of  its  future 
territory.  But  it  was  never  occupied  by  the  Is- 
raelites. LXX,  however,  has  a  very  different  read- 
ing, indicating  an  earlv  corruption  of  the  text. 
Perhaps  with  many  modem  scholars  it  is  better  to 
r^td    to  the  borders  of  the  Gebalites." 

In  1  K  6  18  AV  translates  this  word  ''stone- 
squarers,"  AVm  ^ves  "Giblites,"  and  RV  "Gebal- 
'  ites,"  as  workmen  who,  with  the  men  of  Solomon 
and  of  Hiram,  fashioned  the  stones  for  the  temple. 
Here  also  the  text  is  doubtful,  and  some  by  a  slight 
change  would  read:  "and  made  a  border  for  them" 
(i.e.  for  the  stones).  In  Ezk  27  9  the  men  of  Gebal 
are  described  as  the  "calkers''  of  the  ships  of  Tyre 
and  Sidon.  Geobgb  Ricb  Hovey 

GEBER,  gS'bSr  09i,  gebher,  "man,"  "strong 
one"): 

(1)  According  to  1  K  4  13  AV  the  father  of  one 
of  the  12  officers  who  provided  food  for  Solomon  and 
his  household  (but  here  RV  "Ben-geber").  His 
district  lay  to  the  N.E.  of  Jordan. 

(2)  Another,  and  the  last  in  the  list  of  Solomon's 
commissariat  officers  (1  K  4  19).  His  district 
was  also  E.  of  the  Jordan,  but  probably  to  the  S.  of 
that  named  in  connection  with  the  official  of  ver  13 
(RV  "Ben-geber").  According  to  the  rendering 
of  EV,  he  is  said  to  have  been  ''the  only  officer  that 
was  in  the  land."  ^  Unless  the  text,  which  presents 
some  difficulties,  is  corrupt,  as  some  suppose,  it 
probably  means  that  this  lai^e  region  was  assigned 
to  one  official  because  less  able  than  the  others  to 
furnish  the  required  supplies. 

Benjamin  Reno  Downeb 
GEBIM,    ge'bim    (D-'M,    gebhlm,    "trenches"): 
A  place  named  only  in  Isa  10  31.    Some  would 
place  it  at  Jebia,  identifying  it  with  the  Geba  of 
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Eusebius,  5  Rom  miles  from  Gophna  (modem  JiS- 
nek) J  on  the  wav  to  Shechem.  Its  place,  however, 
in  the  order  of  names,  after  Anathoth,  seems  to 
point  to  some  position  S.  of  that  village,  to  the  N.E. 
of  Jems. 

GECKO,  gek'd  (RV  for  HJJJtC ,  'dnOiOh,  only  in 
Lev  11  30;  LXX  liirydXti,  mtlgdli.  "shrew  mouse'' 
or  "field  mouse":  AV  ferret):  Prooably  a  shrew  or 
a  field  mouse.    See  Ferret;  Lizard;  Spider. 

GEDALIAH,  ged-a-U'a  (H^^*^^ ,  g'dhaly&k,  except 
in  1  Ch  25  3.9  and  Jer  88  1,  where  it  is  inj^nj, 
g'dhdLyahU,  "Yahfu]  is  great") : 

(I)  Gedaliah,  the  son  of  Ahikam  (the  friend  and 
protector  of  Jeremiah)  and  grandson  of  Shaphan 
(the  scribe  in  the  reign  of  Josiah)  (2  K  25  22-25; 
Jer  39  14;  40  5-16;  41  1-18). 

After  the  destruction  of  Jems  and  the  carmng 

away  captive  of  the  Jews  to  Babylon  (586  fiC), 

Gedaliah  was  appointed  by  Nebuchad- 

1.  His  Ap-  nezzar  governor  over  the  poor  Jews 
pointment  who  had  been  left  in  the  land  to  be 
as  Governor  vinedressers  and  husbandmen  (2  K 
in  Judah  25  12.22).  To  his  charge  were  com- 
mitted also  some  royal  princesses  (Jer 

48  6)  and  courtiers  (41  16)  who  had  been  allowed 
to  remain  as  unlikely  to  cause  any  trouble.  Gedaliah 
fixed  his  residence  at  Mizpah,  a  few  miles  N.W.  of 
Jems.    Here  he  was  joined  by  Jeremiah  (40  6). 

The  Jewish  soldiers  who  had  escaped  capture. 

having  heard  that  the  Chaldaeans  had  departed,  ana 

that  Gedaliah,  one  of  their  own  nation, 

2.  His  Con-  had  been  appointed  governor  in 
ciUatory  Judah,  came  with  Ishmael,  Johanan 
Spirit  and  and  other  officers  at  their  head,  to 
Wise  Rule    GedaHah  at  Mizpah  (2  K  25  23.24: 

Jer  40  7-10).  The  governor  assured 
them  that  they  need  have  no  fear  di  vengeance  from 
their  conquerors,  and  promised  them  on  oath  pro- 
tection and  security,  if  they  would  remain  and 
cultivate  the  land  and  become  the  peaceful  subjects 
of  the  kins  of  Babylon.  This  assurance  led  to  a 
general  gathering  around  Gedaliah  of  refugees  from 
all  the  neighbormg  countries  (Jer  40  11.12).  For 
two  months  (some  think  longer)  Gedaliah's  benefi- 
cent and  wise  rule  did  much  to  consolidate  affairs 
in  Judah  and  to  inspire  the  feeble  remnant  of  his 
countrymen  with  heart  and  hope. 

But  evil  spirits  were  at  work  against  him.  Baalis, 
king  of   Ammon,  had  determined   upon   his  life 

(Jer  40  13-16).  The  peaceful  and 
8.  His  popular  rule  which  was  being  estab- 

Treacherous  lished  by  the  good  governor  stood  in 
Assassi-  the  way  of  the  accomplishment  of 
nation  any  plan  of  conquest  he  entertained. 

Baalis  foimd  a  ready  instrument  for  his 
murderous  design  in  Ishmael  who,  as  one  of  royal 
birth  and  in  the  counsels  of  the  king  (41  1),  was 
doubtless  jealous  of  the  man  who  had  been  chosen 
governor  in  preference  to  himself.  Gedaliah  was 
informed  by  Johanan  and  the  other  captains  of  the 
plot  to  assassinate  him,  and  Johanan  at  a  private 
interview  expressed  to  him  a  strong  desire  to  go 
himself  and  slay  Ishmael  secretly,  declaring  that 
the  safety  of  the  Jews  depended  upon  the  life  of  the 
governor.  But  Gedaliah  refused  to  allow  Johanan 
to  anticipate  his  enemy,  believing,  in  the  generositv 
of  his  heart,  that  Ishmael  was  not  capable  of  such 
an  act  of  treachery.  He  soon  found,  however,  that 
his  confidence  had  been  sadly  misplaced.  Ishmael, 
with  ten  of  his  companions,  came  on  a  visit  to  him 
to  Mizpah,  and  after  they  had  been  hospitably 
entertamed  they  fell  upon  their  good  host  and  mur^ 
dered  him.  along  with  all  the  Jewish  and  the  Chal- 
daean  soldiers  whom  he  had  with  him  for  order  and 
protection  (2  K  25  25;   Jer  41  1-3).    They  then 


cast  the  bodies  of  their  victims  into  the  cistern  which 
Asa  had  made  (ver  9).  Ishmael  was  pursued  and 
overtaken  by  Johanan,  but  he  succeeded  in  effecting 
his  escape  to  the  Ammonites  (vs  11-15).  Tlien 
Johanan  and  the  other  captains,  afraid  lest  the 
Chaldaeans  should  avenge  upon  them  the  murder  of 
the  governor  (vs  16-18),  and  against  the  earnest 
entr^ties  of  Jeremiah  (ch  42),  fled  to  Eg^pt.  taking 
the  prophet  and  the  Jewish  remnant  witn  them 
(48  6-75.  In  memory  of  the  date  of  Gedaliah's 
assassination  the  Jews  kept  a  fast  (which  is  still 
retained  in  the  Jewish  calendar)  on  the  3d  day  of 
the  7th  month,  Tishri  TZec  7  5;  8  19). 

The  narratives  reveal  GedaliaJi  in  a  very  attract- 
ive light,  as  one  who  i)ossessed  the  confidence  alike 

of  his  own  people  and  their  conquerors; 
4.  His  a  man  of  rare  wisdom  and  tact,  and 

Noble  of    uprigjht.     transparent     character, 

Character     whose    kindly  nature    and    generous 

disposition  would  not  allow  him  to 
think  evil  of  a  brother;  a  man  altogether  worthy 
of  the  esteem  in  which  he  was  held  by  succeeding 
generations  of  his  fellow-countnrmen. 

(2)  (a'dhalyOha):  Son  of  Jeduthun.  and  instm- 
mental  leader  of  the  2d  of  the  24  choirs  m  the  Leviti- 
cal  orchestra  (1  Ch  25  3.9). 

(3)  A  priest  of  the  "sons  of  Jeshua,"  in  the  time  of 
Ezra,  who  had  married  a  foreign  woman  (Ezr  10  18) . 

(4)  ig'dkalydhU) :  Son  of  Pashhur  (who  beat  Jere- 
miah and  put  him  in  the  stocks,  Jer  20  1-6),  and 
one  of  the  chiefs  of  Jems  who,  with  the  sanction  of 
the  king,  Zedekiah,  took  Jeremiah  and  let  him  down 
with  cords  into  a  cistern  where  he  sank  in  the  mud 

(88  \.\r%), 

(5)  Grandfather  of  Zephaniah  the  prophet,  and 
grandson  of  Hezekiah,  probably  the  king  (^ph  11). 

James  Cbighton 
GEDDUR,  ged'ur  (TcSSo^p,  Oeddtnir):  Head  of 
a  family  of  temple-servants  (1  Esd  5  30),  corre- 
sponding to  Gahar  of  Ezr  2  47  and  Neh  7  49. 

GEDEON,  ged'frK)n  (He  11  32  AV).  See  Gid- 
eon. 

GEDER,  g§'d6r  (nnj,  gedker):  A  royal  city  of 
the  Canaanites  taken  by  Joshua  along  with  Lachish, 
Eglon,  Gezer,  Debir  and  Hormah  (Josh  12  13  f). 
It  may  be  the  city  called  "Beth-gader*^  in  1  Ch  2  51, 
and  the  birthplace  of  Baal-hanan,  who  had  charge 
of  David's  olives  and  sycomores  (27  28);  un- 
identified. 

GEDEIUH,  ge^iS'ra,  GEDERATHTTE,  ge-de'ra- 
thlt  (nil^n,  horirdherah,  "the  inclosed  place"): 
A  town  in  the  Shephelah  of  Judah,  named  with 
Socoh,  Azekah,  Sha^raim  and  Adithaim  (Josh  15 
36).  In  1  Ch  4  23  RV  reads,  "the  inhabitants  of 
Netaun  and  Gederah,"  for  AV,  "those  that  dwelt 
among  plants  and  hedges."  It  is  probably  repre- 
sented by  Khirbet  Jadirehf  about  3  miles  S. W.  of 
Gezer.  ^'Gederathite,"  applied  to  Jozabad  (12  4), 
probably  meant  an  inhabitant  of  this  place. 

GEDERTTE,  g6'd6r-It,  ge-d5'rlt  Oil?,  g'dherl): 
Inhabitant  of  Gedbr,  which  see  (1  Ch  27  28). 

GEDEROTH,  ged'6-roth,  ge^§'r6th  (nnm|, 
g*dherdth) :  A  town  in  the  Shephelah  of  Judah,  named 
with  Kithlish,  Beth-dagon,  Naamah  and  Makkedah 
(Josh  15  41).  It  is  mentioned  along  with  Beth- 
shemesh  and  Aijalon  as  taken  by  the  Philis  in  the 
reign  of  Ahaz  (2  Ch  28  18).  It  possibly  corre- 
sponds with  the  "Kidron"  of  1  Mace  15  39.41: 
16  9.  Onom  places  a  very  large  viHage  named 
Gedrom  10  Rom  miles  from  Lydda  on  the  road  to 
Eleutheropolis.  This  points  to  fjlatrahf  S.E.  of 
Yebnah, 


Gederothaim 
Genealogy 
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GEDEROTHAIM,  ged-fi-rft-tha'im  (D-JphTJ, 

ffdhirOthayimf  '^place  of  inclosures'')*  Stands  as  the 
15th  in  a  list  which  professes  to  give  onlv  the  names 
of  14  cities  in  the  Judaean  Shephelah  (Josh  16  36). 
AVm  suggests  that  we  might  read  "or"  for  "and" 
after  Gederah,  but  this  is  impossible.  LXX  reads, 
"and  its  cattle  shelters."  Pix)bably,  however,  the 
name  has  arisen  by  dittography  from  the  preceding 
Gederah  (q.v.). 

GEDOR,  ge'dor  O^l?,  (Tdhar;  B,  TtSSAp, 
Gedddr,  A,  TtSAp,  Ged&r) : 

(1)  A  town  in  the  mountains  of  Judah,  named  with 
Halhul  and  Beth-zur  (Josh  16  58).  It  seems  to 
be  referred  to  by  Eusebius  as  Gadeira  (Ononif  s.v.), 
which  he  identifies  with  Gaidora  (Jerome  calls  it 
Gadora),  a  village  in  the  borders  of  Jems,  near  the 
terebinth.  It  is  probably  represented  today  bv 
Khirbet  JedUr,  about  7  miles  N.  of  Hebron  (PEF, 
III,  313,  Sh  XXI). 

(2)  Among  the  Benjamites  who  joined  David 
at  Ziklag  were  the  sons  of  Jeroham  of  Gedor  (1  Ch 
12  7).  No  trace  of  this  name  is  found  in  the  terri- 
tory of  Benjamin.    It  may  be  identical  with  (1). 

(3)  The  Simeonites  are  said  to  have  gone  to  the 
entering  in  of  Gedor  in  search  of  pasture  for  their 
flocks.  They  smote  and  expelled  the  Meunim,  "and 
dwelt  in  their  stead"  (1  Ch  4  39ff).  Here  LXX 
reads  Gerar,  and  this  is  probably  correct 

(4)  A  family  in  Judah  (1  Ch  4  4). 

(5)  An  ancestor  of  Saul  (1  Ch  8  31). 

W.  EWINQ 

GE-HARASHIM,  ge-ha-ra'shim  (D^^nn  K^ ,  g^ 
hdr&ahim):  In  1  Ch  4  14,  AV  renders  "valley  of 
tJharashim."  In  Neh  11  35,  EV  renders  "valley 
of  craftsmen";  here  it  is  named  with  Lod  and  Ono. 
Something  of  the  name  perhaps  survives  in  Khirbet 
Hirsaj  E.  of  Lydda. 

GEHAZI,  gg-ha'zl  (^Tn'^3,  gShdzi,  except  in  2  K 
4  31;  6  25;  8  4.5,  where  it  is  "^THIi,  gikdzlj  perhaps 
"valley  of  vision"):  The  confidential  servant  of 
Elisha.  Various  words  are  used  to. denote  his  rela- 
tion to  his  master.  He  is  generally  called  Elisha's 
"boy"  (^5,  na^ar)f  servant  or  personal  attendant; 
he  calls  himself  (6  25)  his  master's  servant  or  slave 
(T57,  ^thhedh)f  and  if  the  reference  be  to  him  in  4 
43  RVm,  he  receives  the  designation  "minister" 
(P'll^P ,  m*8hdreth)f  or  chief  servant  of  Elisha. 

Mention  is  made  of  him  on  three  different  occa- 
sions.    He  is  first  brought  under  notice  in  the  story 

of  the  wealthy  Shunammite  (2  K  4 
1.  His  8-37)    who    provided    in    her    house 

Ready  spencial    accommodation    for    Elisha, 

Service  which  suited  his  simple  tastes,  and  of 

which  he  availed  himself  as  often  as 
he  passed  that  way.  By  command  of  his  master, 
Gehazi  called  the  Shunammite,  that  she  might  be 
rewarded  by  the  prophet  for  her  liberal  hospitality. 
Failing  to  elicit  from  the  ladv  a  desire  for  any  par- 
ticular favor,  and  being  himself  at  a  loss  to  know  now 
to  repay  her  kindness,  Elisha  consulted  with  his 
servant,  whose  quick  perception  enabled  him  to  in- 
dicate to  his  master  tne  gift  that  would  satisfy  the 
great  woman's  heart.  When  on  the  death  of  her 
child  the  Shunanunite  sought  out  the  man  of  God 
at  Carmel,  and  in  the  intensity  of  her  grief  laid  hold 
of  the  prophet's  feet,  "Gehazi  came  near  to  thrust 
her  away"  (ver  27) — ^perhaps  not  so  much  from  want 
of  sympathy  with  the  woman  as  from  a  desire  to 
protect  his  master  from  what  he  considered  a  rude 
unportunity.  Then  Elisha,  who  had  discovered 
of  himself  (ver  27),  from  what  the  woman  had  said 
(ver  28).  the  cause  of  her  sorrow,  directed  Gehazi, 
as  a  preliminary  measure,  to  go  at  once  to  Shunem 


and  la^  his  staff  upon  the  face  of  the  dead  child. 
Gehazi  did  so,  but  the  child  was  "not  awaked." 

In  this  narrative  Gehazi  appears  in  a  favorable 
light,  as  a  willing,  efficient  servant,  jealous  of  his 
master's  honor;  a  man  of  quick  observation,  whose 
advice  was  worth  asking  in  practical  affairs. 

Gehazi,  however,  reveals  himself  in  a  different 
character  in  connection  with  the  healing  of  Naaman 
(2  K  6  20-27).    As  soon  as  the  Syr- 
2.  His  ian  general  had  taken  his  departure 

Grievous       with  his  retinue  from  the  house  of 
Sin  Elisha,  the  covetous  spirit  of  Gehazi, 

which  had  been  awakened  by  the  sight 
of  the  costly  presents  the  prophet  had  rdfused,  was 
no  longer  able  to  restrain  itself.  Running  after 
Naaman,  Gehazi  begged  in  the  prophet's  name  a 
talent  of  silver  (£4(X)»$2,(XX))  and  two  changes  of 
raiment,  alleging,  as  a  specious  reason  for  Elisha's 
change  of  mind,  the  arrival  at  his  master's  house 
of  two  poor  scholars  of  the  prophet,  who  would 
require  help  and  maintenance.  Naaman,  glad  to 
have  the  opportunity  he  desired  of  showing  his 
gratitude  to  Elisha,  urged  Gehazi  to  take  two  talents 
and  sent  two  servants  with  him  to  carry  the  money 
and  the  garments.  When  they  came  to  the  hill  in 
the  neighborhood  of  the  prophet's  house,  Gehazi 
dismissed  the  men  and  concealed  the  treasure. 
Thereafter,  with  a  bold  front,  as  if  he  had  been 
attending  to  his  ordinary  duties,  he  appeared  before 
his  master  who  at  once  inquired,  "Whence,  Gehazi?" 
(Heb).  On  receivinethe  ready  answer  that  he  had 
not  been  anywhere,  Elii^a,  who  felt  sure  that  the 
suspicion  he  entertained  regarding  his  beloved 
servant, his  very  "heart"  (ver  ^),  was  well  grounded, 
sternly  rebuked  him  for  the  dishonor  he  hsid  brought 
upon  (jrod's  cause,  and  called  down  upon  him  and  his 
family  forever  the  loathsome  disease  of  the  man 
whose  treasures  he  had  obtained  by  his  shameful 
lie.  "And  he  went  out  from  his  presence  a  leper  as 
white  as  snow." 

By  this  narrative  oonfldence  in  Gehazi  is  somewhat 
unexpectedly  and  rudely  shaken.  The  active,  aealoiis 
servant  stands  confessed  a  liar  and  a  thief.  Oehasi's 
sin  branched  out  in  different  directions.  By  his  false- 
hood he  deceived  Naaman  and  misrepresented  EUsha: 
he  not  only  told  a  lie,  but  told  a  lie  about  another  man. 
and  that  man  his  master  and  friend.  Further,  he 
brought  true  religion  into  disrepute:  for  it  was  not  a 
time  (ver  26)  for  a  servant  of  God  to  allow  any  commer- 
cial idea  to  be  associated  with  the  prophet's  work  in  the 
mind  of  the  Syrian  general  to  whom  Ood's  power  had 
been  so  strikingly  manifested  and  when  many  for  worldly 
gain  pretended  to  be  prophets.  But  while  Gehasi's  sin 
had  its  various  ramlflcations,  its  one  root  was  covet- 
ousness,  "  the  love  of  money  [which]  is  a  root  of  all  kinds 
of  evU"  (1  Tim  6  10). 

Once  more  Gehazi  is  mentioned  (2  K  8  1-6)  as 
having  been  summoned,  leper  though  he  was,  by 
King  Jehoram  to  give  him  an  account 
8.  His  of  all  the  great  things  Elisha  had  done. 

Probable  And  when  he  came  to  the  story  of  the 
Repentance  restoration  of  the  Shunammite's  child 
to  life,  the  woman  herself  appeared 
before  the  king  along  with  her  son,  craving  to  be 
reinstated  in  her  house  and  land  of  which  she  had 
been  dispossessed  during  her  seven  vears'  absence 
from  her  native  country  in  a  time  of  famine.  Ge- 
hazi testified  to  the  identity  of  both  mother  and  son, 
with  the  result  that  the  king  at  once  ordered  the 
restoration  not  only  of  all  her  former  possessions, 
but  also  of  all  the  profits  her  land  had  yielded  during 
her  sojourn  in  Philistia. 

The  appearance  and  conduct  of  Gehazi  on  this 
occasion  give  some  ground  for  the  hope  that  he  had 
repented  of  his  sin  and  could  now  be  trusted  to 
speak  the  truth;  and  the  pleasure  he  seemed  to  take 
in  rehearsing  the  wondertul  deeds  of  a  master  who. 
though  kind  and  indulgent  to  a  stranger,  was  hard 
upon  him,  may  even  warrant  the  belief  that  in  his 
earlier  days  there  was  some  good  thing  in  hun 
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toward  his  maater's  God.  If  also,  as  has  been  indi- 
cated above,  the  word  used  in  4  43  (m'skdrith)  ap- 
plies to  him — the  same  as  is  applied  to  Elisha  (1  JK 
19  21) — ^we  may  be  the  more  readily  inclined  to 
see  in  the  history  of  Gehazi  how  one  b^etting  sin 
niay  prevent  a  man  from  taking  his  natural  place 
in  the  succession  of  God's  i^rophets.  Let  us  nope, 
however,  that  though  Gehazi  became  a  ''lost  leader, 
"just  for  a  handful  of  silver,"  he  was  yet  saved  by 
a  true  repentance  from  becoming  a  lost  soul. 

James  Crichton 
GEHENNA,  g^hen'a  (yt^wo,  ge&nna  [see 
Grimm-Thayer,  s.v.j) :  Gehenna  is  a  transliteration 
from  the  Aram,  form  of  the  Heb  ge-hinnanif  "vjdley 
of  Hinnom."  This  latter  form,  however,  is  rare 
in  the  OT,  the  prevailing  name  being  "the  valley 
of  the  son  of  Hinnom."  LXX  usually  translates; 
where  it  transhterates  the  form  is  different  from 
Gehenna  and  varies.  In  the  NT  the  correct  form 
is  GeSnna  with  the  accent  on  the  penultj  not  Gienna. 
There  is  no  reason  to  assume  that  Hinnom  is  other 
than  a  plain  patronymic,  although  it  has  been  pro- 
posed to  find  m  it  the  corruption  of  the  name  of  an 
idol  (EB,  II,  2071).  In  the  NT  (ARVm)  Gehenna 
occurs  in  Mt  6  22.29.30;  10  28;  18  9;  23  15.33; 
Mk  9  43.45.47;  Lk  12  5;  Jas  3  6.  In  aU  of 
these  it  designates  the  place  of  eternal  punishment 
of  the  wicked,  generally  in  connection  with  the  final 
judgment.  It  is  associated  with  fire  as  the  source 
of  torment.  Both  body  and  soul  are  cast  into  it. 
This  is  not  to  be  explained  on  the  principle  that  the 
NT  speaks  metaphorically  of  the  state  after  death 
in  terms  of  the  Dody ;  it  presupposes  the  resur- 
rection. In  AV  and  KV  Gehenna  is  rendered  by 
"hell"  (see  EscHATOLoaY  op  the  NT).  That  "the 
▼alley  of  Hinnom"  became  the  technical  designation 
for  the  place  of  final  punishment  was  due  to  two 
causes.  In  the  first  place  the  valley  had  been 
the  seat  of  the  idolatrous  worship  of  Molech,  to 
whom  children  were  immolated  bv  fire  (2  Ch  28 
3;  33  6).  Secondly,  on  account  of  these  practices 
the  place  was  defilcMi  by  King  Josiah  (2  K  23  10), 
and  Decame  in  consequence  associated  in  prophecy 
with  the  judmient  to  be  visited  upon  the  j)eople 
(Jer  7  32).  The  fact,  also,  that  the  city's  offal  was 
collected  there  may  have  helped  to  render  the  name 
synon^ous  with  extreme  defilement.  Topo- 
graphically the  identification  of  the  valley  of  Hin- 
nom is  still  uncertain.  It  has  been  in  turn  identified 
with  the  depression  on  the  western  and  southern 
side  of  Jerus,  with  the  middle  valley,  and  with  the 
valley  to  the  E.  Cf  EB,  II,  2071;  DCG,  I,  636; 
RE*f  VI.  Geerhardus  vos 

GELILOTH,  g6-lI'loth  (nft-^bj,  frlUotk):  This 
word  is  used  for  "districts"  or  "circuits,"  perhaps 
indicating  the  different  parts  subject  to  the  several 
lords  of  the  PhUis  (Josh  13  2,  AV  "borders,"  RV 
"regions");  for  the  quarter  of  the  Jordan  valley 
where  the  eastern  tribes  built  the  altar  of  Ed  (22 
10  f ;  AV  'border  of,"  RV  "region  about,"  Jordan); 
and  apparently,  for  the  whole  of  Philistia  (Joel  3  4, 
AV  'Sooasts  of  Pal,"  RV  "regions  of  PhiUstia"). 
But  in  Josh  18  17,  it  is  clearly  used  as  a  place-name. 
Geliloth  lay  on  the  boundary  between  Judah  and 
Benjamin  which  passed  En-shemesh  (probably 
^Ain  elrHd4,  about  2  miles  E.  of  Jems),  "and  went 
out  to  (jieliloth,  which  is  over  against  the  ascent  of 
Adummim."  From  this  point  it  "went  down" 
toward  the  plain.  The  place  cannot  therefore  be 
identified  with  Gilgal  in  the  Jordan  valley.  Some 
point  on  the  road  leading  from  Jericho  to  Tal^ai  ed- 
Dummf  about  6  miles  from  Jerus,  was  probably  in- 
tended, but  no  identification  is  possible. 

W.  EwiNQ 

GEM,  jem  (Prov  26  8,  ERV  "a  bag  of  gems"). 
See  Stones,  Precious. 


GEMALLI,  g«-mal1  C^^^l,  gfnallt,  "camel 
owner") :  Father  of  the  spy  Ammiel  from  the  tribe 
of  Dan  (Nu  13  12),  who  was  one  of  those  sent  by 
Moses  to  spy  out  the  land  of  Canaan. 

GEMARA,  ge-ma'ra.    See  Talmud. 

GEMARIAH,  gem-a-ri'a  (IH^n'Oa,  g^maryahU, 
n^")10J ,  gTnarydhf  "Jeh  hath  accomplished") : 

(1)  Son  of  Shaphan  the  scribe,  one  of  the  princes, 
from  whose  chamber  Baruch  read  Jeremiah's 
prophecies  to  the  people.  He,  with  others,  sought 
to  stay  Jehoiakim  from  burning  the  roll  (Jer  36  10. 
11.12.25). 

(2)  Son  of  Hilkiah,  one  of  Zedekiah's  ambassadors 
to  Babylon,  by  whom  Jeremiah  sent  his  letter  to 
the  captives  (Jer  29  3). 

GEMATRIA,  g^ma'tri-a.   See  Numbers;  Games. 

GENDER,  jen'der  (lb;,  yOladh,  njlT,  'abhar; 
Tfwdtty  genndo):  "Gender"  is  an  abbreviation  of 
"engender."  In  Job  38  29  yaladh  (common  for 
"to  bear,"  "to  brmg  forth")  is  tr**  "gender"  (after 
Wicliff),  RV  "The  hoary  frost  of  heaven,  who  hath 
gendered  it?"  m  "given  it  birth."  In  21  10  we 
nave  ^dbhar  (either  the  Piel  of  ^dbhart  "to  pass 
over,"  etc,  or  of  a  separate  word  meaning  "to  bear," 
"to  be  fruitful"),  tr«*  "gendereth,"  "Their  buU  gen- 
dereth,  and  faileth  not";  in  Lev  19  19,  rdi>fia\  "to 
lie  down  with."  is  used  of  cattle  ^ndering.  In  Gal 
4  24  AV  we  nave  "Mount  Sinai,  which  gendereth 
IgennaOf  "to  beget"]  to  bondage,"  RV  "bearing 
children  unto  bondage"  (like  Hagar,  Abraham's 
bondwoman),  and  in  2  Tim  2  23,  which  "gender 
strifes,"  i.e.  beget  them.  W.  L.  Walker 

GENEALOGY,  je-ne-al'o-ji,  jen-«-al'6-ji: 

1.  Definition 

2.  Biblical  References 

3.  Importance  of  Genealogies 

4.  Their  Historical  Value 

6.  Principles  of  Interpretation 

6.  Principles  of  Compilation 

7.  Sources 

8.  Principal  Genealogies  and  Lists 

LiTERATURB 

The  OT  tr-  (once,    Neh  7  5)  the  nomi  'lOTV}, 

yahas;  tDn?n  ^^Q ,  §epher  ha^yahas,  'Ibook  of  the 

genealogy";  also  tr*  a  denominate  vb. 

1.  Defini-     in    Hithpael,  ten^,  yahaSf  "sprout," 
tion  "grow"   (cf  family  "tr^");  fen?ipr\, 

hithyah^f  "genealogy";  the  idea  is 
conveyed  in  other  phrases,  as  Pli*lb^n  ^l^O ,  §epher 
toMhothf  "book  of  the  generations,"  or  simply 
n'nbhn,  tol'dhoth,  "generations."  In  the  NT  it 
transliterates  yev^^oyla  genealogia,  "account  of 
descent,"  1  Tim  1  4;  Tit  3  9.  In  Mt  1  I,  /3i/3Xoi 
yev4e€<aSf  Hblos  gerUseos,  "book  of  the  generation"  of 
Jesus  Christ,  is  rendered  in  ARVm  "the  genealogy 
of  Jesus  Christ";  a  family  register,  or  register  of 
families,  as  1  Ch  4  33,  etc;  the  tracing  backward 
or  forward  of  the  line  of  ancestry  of  individual, 
family,  tribe,  or  nation;  pedigree.  In  Tim  and  Tit 
it  refers  probably  to  the  gnostic  (or  similar)  lists  of 
successive  emanations  from  Deity  in  the  develop- 
ment of  created  existence. 

According  to  the  OT,  the  genealogical  interest 
dates  back  to  the  beginnings  of  sacred  history.     It 

appears  in  the  early  genealogical  tables 

2.  Bibtical     of  Gen  6,  10,  46,  etc;  in  Ex  6  14r-27. 
References   where  the  sons  of  Reuben,  Simeon  ana 

esp.  Levi,  are  given;  in  Nu  12;  26 
2-51,  where  the  poll  of  fighting  men  is  made  on 
genealogical  principles;  in  Nu  2  2,  where  the  posi- 
tions on  the  march  and  in  camp  are  determined  by 
tribes  and  families;   in  David's  division  of  priests 
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and  Levites  into  courses  and  companies  (1  Ch  6-9) ; 
is  referred  to  in  the  account  of  Jeroboam's  reign 
(2  Ch  12  15  m,  ^'the  words  of  Iddo,  after  the  manner 
of  genealogies'') ;  is  made  prominent  in  Hezekiah's 
reforms  when  he  reckoned  the  whole  nation  by 
genealogies  (1  Ch  4  41;  2  Ch  31  16-19):  is  seen 
in  Jotham's  reign  when  the  Reubenites  ana  Gadites 
are  reckoned  genealogically  (1  Ch  6  17).  Zerub- 
babel  took  a  census,  and  settled  the  returning  exiles 
according  to  their  genealogies  (1  Ch  3  19-24: 
1  Ch  9;  Ezr  2:  Neh  7,  11,  12).  With  the  rigid 
exclusion  of  all  foreign  intermixtures  by  the  leaders 
of  the  Restoration  (Ezr  10;  Neh  10  30;  13  23-31). 
the  genealogical  interest  naturally  deepened  imtil 
it  reached  its  climax,  perhaps  in  the  time  of  Christ 
and  up  to  the  destruction  of  Jerus.  Jos,  in  the 
opening  of  his  Lt/e,  states  that  his  own  i>edigree 
was  re^tered  in  the  public  records.  Many  families 
in  Christ's  time  clearly  possessed  such  lists  (Lk  1  5. 
etc).  The  affirmed,  reiterated  and  unquestioned 
Davidic  descent  of  Christ  in  the  NT,  with  His 
TBxplicit  genealogies  (Mt  1  1-17;  Lk  3  23-38): 
Paul's  statement  of  his  own  descent;  Barnabas 
Levitical  descent,  are  cases  in  point.  Davididae, 
descendants  of  David,  are  found  as  late  as  the  Rom 
period.  There  is  a  tradition  that  Herod  I  destroyed 
the  genealogical  lists  at  Jems  to  strengthen  his  own 
seat,  but  more  probably  they  persisted  until  the 
destruction  of  Jems. 

Genealogical  accuracy,  always  of  interest  both  to 

primitive  and  more  highly  civilized  peoples,  was 

made  esp.  important  by  the  tacts  that 

3.  Impor-      the  land  was  promised  to  the  descend- 
tance  of        ants  of  Abraham,  Isaac,  Jacob,  that 
Genealogies  the  priesthood  was  exclusively  heredi- 
tary, that  the  royal  succession  of  Judah 

lay  in  the  Davidic  house,  that  the  division  and 
occupation  of  the  land  was  according  to  tribes, 
families  and  fathers'  houses;  and  for  the  David- 
idae, at  least,  that  the  Messiah  was  to  be  of  the 
house  of  David.  The  exile  and  return,  which 
fixed  indelibly  in  the  Jewish  mind  the  ideas  of  mono- 
theism, and  of  the  selection  and  sacred  mission  of 
Israel,  also  fixed  and  deepened  the  genealogical 
idea,  prominently  so  in  the  various  assignments  by 
families,  and  in  the  rejection  in  various  ways  of 
those  who  could  not  prove  their  genealogies.  But 
it  seems  extreme  to  date,  as  with  many  modem 
critics,  its  real  cultivation  from  this  time.  In 
the  importance  attached  to  genealogies  the  Heb 
resembles  many  other  ancient  literatures,  notably 
the  E©rp,  Gr,  and  Arab.,  but  also  including  Ro- 
mans, Kelts,  Saxons,  the  earliest  history  naturally 
being  drawn  upon  genealogical  as  well  as  on  annalic 
lines.  A  modem  tendency  to  overestimate  the 
likeness  and  underestimate  the  unlikeness  of  the 
Scripture  to  its  undoubtedly  cognate  literatures 
finds  in  the  voluminous  artificial  genealogical  ma- 
terial, which  grew  up  in  Arabia  after  the  time  of  the 
c^ph  Omar,  an  almost  exact  analogue  to  the  gene- 
alogical interest  at  the  time  of  the  return.  This, 
however,  is  on  the  assumption  of  the  late  date  of 
most  of  the  genealogical  material  in  the  older  NT 
books,  and  rests  in  turn  on  the  assumption  that  the 
progress  of  religious  thought  and  life  in  Israel  was 
essentially  the  same  as  in  all  other  coimtries;  an  evo- 
lutionary development,  practically,  if  not  theoreti- 
cally, purely  naturalistic  in  its  genesis  and  progress. 
TTie  direct  historical  value  of  the  Scripture  gene- 
alogies is  variously  estimated.  The  critically  re- 
constructive school  finds  them  chiefly 

4.  Their  in  the  late  (priestly)  strata  of  the  early 
Historical  books,  and  dates  Ch-Ezr-Neh  (our 
Value  fullest  sources)  about  300  BC,  holding 

it  to  be  a  priestly  reconstruction  of  the 
national  history  wrought  with  great  freedom  by  the 
"Chronicler."    Upon    this    hypothesis    the    chief 


value  of  the  genealogies  is  as  a  mirror  of  the  mind 
and  ideas  of  their  authors  or  recorders,  a  treasury 
of  reflections  on  the  geographical,  ethnological  and 
genealogical  status  as  bdieved  in  at  their  time,  and 
a  study  of  the  effect  of  naive  and  exaggerative  pa- 
triotism dealing  with  the  supposed  facts  of  national 
life,  or  else,  in  the  extreme  instance,  a  highly  in- 
teresting example  of  bold  and  inventive  ju^ling 
with  facts  by  men  with  a  theory,  in  this  particular 
case  a  priestly  one,  as  with  the  "Chronicler."  To 
more  conservative  scholars  who  accept  the  OT  at  its 
face  value,  the  genealogies  are  a  rich  mine  of  his- 
torical^ personal  and  ethnographic,  as  well  as  reli- 
gious, information,  whose  workmg,  however,  is  much 
hindered  by  the  inevitable  corruption  of  the  text, 
and  by  our  lack  of  correlative  explanatory  informa- 
tion. Much  interesting  illustrative  matter  may 
be  looked  for  from  such  archaeological  explorations 
as  those  at  Gezer  and  elsewhere  under  the  Pal  Ex- 
ploration Society,  the  names  on  the  pottery  throw- 
ing light  on  the  name-lists  in  Ch,  and  the  similar 
discoveries  on  the  supposed  site  of  Ahab's  palace 
in  Samaria,  which  also  illustrate  the  conflict  between 
Baal  and  Jeh  worship  by  the  proportion  of  the 
proper  names  compounded  by  **Baal"  or  "Jah" 
(see  Macalister,  Bihle  Siddighia  from  Qezer,  150  ff ; 
PEF,  1905,  243,  328:  Harvard  Theological  Review, 
1911).  In  spite  of  all  such  illustrative  data,  how- 
ever, the  genealogies  must  necessarily  continue  to 
present  many  insoluble  problems.  A  great  de- 
sideratum is  a  careful  and  systematic  study  of  the 
whole  question  by  some  modem  conservative  scholar 
endowed  with  the  patience  and  insight  of  the  late 
Lord  A.  C.  Hervey,  and  equipped  with  the  fruits 
of  the  latest  discoveries.  While  much  curious  and 
suggestive  information  may  be  derived  from  an 
intensive  study  of  the  names  and  relationships  in 
the  genealogies  (although  here  the  student  needs  to 
watch  his  theories),  their  greatest  present  value 
lies  in  the  picture  the^  present  of  the  large-hearted 
cosmopolitanism,  or  mtemational  brotherliness,  in 
the  older  ones,  notably  Gen  10,  recognizing  so 
clearly  that  God  hath  made  of  one  all  nations  to 
dwell  on  the  earth;  and,  as  they  progress,  in  the 
successive  selection  and  narrowing  as  their  lines 
converge  upon  the  Messiah. 

In  the  evaluation  and  interpretation  of  the  gene- 
alogies, certain  facts  and  principles  must  be  held  in 

mind.  (1)  Lists  of  names  necessarily 
5.  Princi-  suffer  more  in  transmission  than  other 
pies  of  In-  literature,  since  there  is  almost  nu 
terpretation  connectional  suggestion  as  to  their  real 

form.  Divergences  in  different  ver- 
sions, or  in  different  stages,  of  the  same  genealogy 
are  therefore  to  be  looked  for,  with  many  tan^es 
hard  to  unravel,  and  it  is  precisely  at  this  point 
that  analytic  and  constructive  criticism  needs  to 
proceed  most  modestly  and  restrain  any  possible 
tendency  imduly  to  theorize.  (2)  Frequently  in  the 
Scriptural  lists  names  of  nations,  countries,  cities, 
districts  or  clans  are  found  mingled  with  the  names 
of  individuals.  This  is  natural,  either  as  the  per- 
sonification of  the  clan  or  nation  under  the  name  of 
its  chief,  or  chief  progenitor,  or  as  the  designation  of 
the  individual  clan,  family  or  nation,  from  its  loca- 
tion, so  common  among  many  nations.  Many  of 
the  cases  where  this  occurs  are  so  obvious  that  the 
rule  may  not  be  unsafe  to  consider  all  names  as 
probably  standing  for  individuals  where  the  larger 
geographical  or  other  reference  is  not  unmistakably 
clear.  This  is  undoubtedly  the  intent  and  under- 
standing of  those  who  transmitted  and  received 
them.  (3)  It  is  not  necessary  to  assume  that  the 
ancestors  of  various  tribes  or  families  are  epony- 
mous, even  though  otherwise  unknown.  The 
Scriptural  explanation  of  the  formation  of  tribes  by 
the  expansion  and  division  of  families  is  not  im- 
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probable,  and  is  entitled  to  a  certain  presunmtion 
of  correctness.  Furthermore,  it  is  extremely  difficult 
to  establish  a  stopping-point  for  the  application  of 
the  eponymous  theory:  under  its  spell  the  sons  of 
Jacob  disappear,  and  Jacob,  Isaac  and  even  Abra- 
ham become  questionable.  (4)  The  present  quite 
popular  similar  assumption  that  personal  details  in 
the  genealogy  stand  for  details  of  tribal  history,  as, 
for  instants,  the  takins  of  a  concubine  means  rather 
an  alliance  with,  or  absorption  of,  an  inferior  tribe 
or  clan,  is  a  fascinating  and  far-reaching  general- 
ization, but  it  lacks  confirmation^  and  would  make  of 
the  Scripture  an  allegorical  emgma  in  which  his- 
torical personages  and  events,  personified  peoples 
or  countries,  and  imaginanr  ancestors  are  mingled 
in  inextricable  confusion.  (5)  Scriptural  genealogies 
are  often  given  a  regular  number  of  generations  by 
omitting  various  intermediate  steps.  The  gene- 
alogies of  Jesus,  for  instance,  cover  42  generations, 
in  3  subdivisions  of  14  each.  Other  instances 
are  found  in  the  OT,  where  the  regularity  or  sym- 
metry is  clearly  intentional.  Instance  Jacob's  70 
descendants,  and  the  70  nations  of  Gen  10.  This 
has  in  modem  eyes  an  artificial  look,  but  by  no 
means  necessarilv  involves  violence  done  to  the  facts 
imder  the  genealogist's  purview,  and  is  readily  and 
creditably  accounted  for  by  his  conceptions  and 
purposes.  The  theory  that  in  some  cases  the 
requisite  number  has  been  built  up  by  the  insertion 
of  imaginary  names  (vide  Curtis,  ICC^  "Chronicles," 
135)  has  another  aspect,  and  does  not  seem  neces- 
sary to  account  for  the  facts,  or  to  have  sufficient 
facts  to  sustain  it.  See  21  5,  (6)  below.  It  in- 
volves a  view  of  the  mental  and  moral  equipment 
and  point  of  view  of  the  Chronicler  in  particular, 
which  would  not  seem  to  leave  him  manv  shreds 
of  either  historical,  or  'Religious"  value,  and  which  a 
soimder  criticism  will  surely  very  materially  modify. 
(6)  Much  perplexity  and  confusion  is  avoided  by 
remembering  that  other  modes  of  entrance  into  the 
family,  clan,  tribe  or  nation  obtained  than  that  by 
birth:  capture,  adoption,  the  substitution  of  one 
clan  for  another  just  become  extinct,  marriage. 
Hence  "son  of,"  "father  of,"  "begat,"  have  broader 
technical  meanings,  indicating  adoptive  or  official 
connection  or  "descent,"  as  well  as  actual  con- 
sanguinity, nearer  or  remote,  "son"  also  mean- 
ing "grandson,"  "great-grandson,"  etc.  Instance 
Caleb,  the  son  of  Jephunneh,  of  the  tribe  of  Judah, 
styled  (1  Ch  2  18)  a  descendant  of  Hezron  and  son 
of  Hur,  but  also^  in  token  of  his  original  descent, 
called  the  Kenizzite  or  "son  of  Kenaz"  (Josh  15  17), 
etc.  Similarly,  where  in  an  earlier  genealogy  a  clan 
or  individual  is  assigned  to  a  certain  tribe^  and  in  a 
later  to  another,  it  has  been  "grafted  m."  But 
while  these  methods  of  accretion  clearly  obtained, 
the  nations  freely  absorbing  neighboring  or  sur- 
rounding peoples,  families,  or  (lersons,  families  like- 
wise ab^rbing  individuals,  as  in  American  Indian, 
and  many  other  tribes;  yet,  as  in  them,  the  descent 
and  connection  by  birth  constituted  the  main  line, 
and  in  any  given  case  has  the  presumption  imless 
clear  facts  to  the  contrary  exist.  (7)  The  repetition 
of  the  same  name  in  the  same  genealogy,  as  in  that 
of  the  high  priests  (1  Ch  6  1-15).  rouses  "suspicion" 
in  some  minds,  but  unnecessarilv.  It  is  very  nat- 
ural, and  not  uncommon,  to  find  grandfathers  and 
grandsons,  esp.  among  the  Hebrews,  receiving  the 
same  name  (Lk  1  59).  This  would  be  esp.  to  be 
expected  in  a  hereditary  caste  or  office  like  the 
priesthood.  (8)  The  existence  of  the  same  name 
in  different  genealogies  is  not  uncommon,  and 
neither  implies  nor  should  cause  confusion.  (9)  The 
omission  of  one  or  many  links  in  the  succession, 
often  clearly  caused  by  the  desire  for  symmetry,  is 
frequent  where  the  cause  is  unknown,  the  wnters 
being  careful  only  to  indicate  the  connection  more 


or  less  generally,  without  feeling  bound  to  follow 
every  step.  Tribes  were  divided  into  families,  and 
families  mto  fathers'  houses;  tribe,  family  and 
fathers'  house  regularly  constituting  links  in  a 
formal  genealo^,  while  between  them  and  the  per- 
son to  be  identified  any  or  all  links  may  be  omitted. 
In  similar  fashion,  there  is  an  absence  of  any  care 
to  keep  the  successive  generations  absolutely  dis- 
tinct in  a  formal  fashion,  son  and  grandson  being 
designated  as  alike  "son"  of  the  same  ancestor. 
Gen  46  21,  for  instance,  contains  grandsons  as  well 
as  sons  of  Benjamin,  Bela,  Becher,  Ashbel,  Gera, 
Naaman,  Ehi,  etc.  This  would  be  esp.  true  where 
the  son  as  well  as  the  father  became  founder  of  a 
house.  Some  confusion  is  occasionally  caused  by 
the  lack  of  rigid  attention  to  precise  terminology, 
a  characteristic  of  the  Heb  mind.  Strictly  the  tribe, 
1399 »  shebhet  (in  P,  TX^'D ,  moffeA),  is  the  larger  sub- 
division, then  the  clan,  nni}ip*Q,  mishpahdhj 
"family,"  and  then  the  "house"  or  "fathers'  house," 
tT]^ ,  hayith,  or  D^  n-»3 ,  hHh  'dbh,  or  PlTl^  Pl-'S , 
hSth  *dbhdth;  but  sometimes  a  "fathers'  house"  is  a 
tribe  (Nu  17  6),  or  a  clan  (1  Ch  24  6).  In  this 
connection  it  is  to  be  remembered  again  that  se- 
quence of  generations  often  has  to  do  with  families 
rather  than  with  individuals,  and  represents  the 
succession  to  the  inheritance  or  headship,  rather 
than  the  actual  relationship  of  father  and  son.  (10) 
Genealogies  are  of  two  forms,  the  descending,  as 
Gen  10:  "The  sons  of  Japheth:  Gomer,"  etc; 
"The  sons  of  Gomer:  Ashkenaz,"  etc:  and  the  as- 
cending. Ezr  Tiff:  "Ezra^he  son  ot  Seraiah,  the 
son  of  Azariah,  the  son  of  Hilkiah,"  etc.  The  de- 
scending are  the  usual.  (11)  Feminine  names  are 
occasionally  found,  where  there  is  anything  remark- 
able about  them,  as  Sarai  and  Milcah  (Gen  11  29), 
Rebekah  (22  23).  etc;  or  where  any  right  or  property 
is  transmitted  through  them,  as  the  daughters  of 
Zelophehad,  who  claimed  and  were  accorded  "a 
possession  among  the  brethren  of  [their]  father"  (Nu 
26  33;  27  1-11)^  etc.  In  such  cases  as  Azubah  and 
Ephrath,  successive  wives  of  Caleb  (1  Ch  2  18-20). 
many  modem  critics  find  tribal  histoiy  enshrined 
in  this  case,  "Caleb"  or  "dog"  tribe  havmg  removed 
from  Azubah,  "deserted"  to  Ephrathah,  Bethle- 
hem, in  Northern  Judah.  But  the  principle  is  not, 
and  cannot  be,  carried  out  consistently.  (12)  The 
state  of  the  text  is  such,  esp.  in  Ch,  that  it  is  not 
easy,  or  rather  not  possible,  to  construct  a  complete 
genealogical  table  after  the  modem  form.  Names 
and  words  have  dropped  out,  and  other  names  have 
been  changed,  so  that  the  connection  is  often  difficult 
and  sometimes  impossible  to  trace.  The  different 
genealogies  also  represent  different  stages  in  the 
history  and,  at  many  places,  cannot  with  any  knowl- 
edge now  at  our  command  be  completely  adjusted 
to  each  other,  just  as  geographical  notices  at  different 
periods  must  necessarily  be  inconsistent.  (13)  In 
the  present  state  of  our  knowledge,  and  of  the  text, 
and  also  considering  the  large  and  vague  chronologi- 
cal methods  of  the  Hebrews,  the  genealogies  can 
give  us  comparatively  little  chronological  assistance. 
The  uncertainty  as  to  the  actual  length  of  a  gen- 
eration, and  the  custom  of  frequently  omitting  links 
in  the  descent,  increases  the  difficulty;  so  that 
unless  they  possess  special  marks  of  completeness, 
or  have  outstanding  historical  relationships  which 
determine  or  corroborate  them,  or  several  parallel 
genealogies  confirm  each  other,  they  must  be  used 
with  great  caution.  Their  interest  is  historical, 
biographical,  successional  or  hereditary,  rather  than 
chronological. 

The  principal  genealogical  material  of  the  OT 
is  found  in  Gen  6,  10,  11,  22,  26,  29,  30,  35,  36, 
46;  Ex  6;  Nu  1,  2,  7,  10,  13,  26,  84;  scattered 
notices  in  Josh,  Ruth,  1  S;  2  S  3,  6,  23;  .1  K  4; 
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1  Ch  1-9,  11,  12,  15,  23-27:  2  Ch  23,  29;  Ezr  2, 

7, 10;  Neh  3,  7, 10, 11, 12.    The  genealogies  of  Our 

'Lord(Mt  1  1-17;  Lk  3  23-38)  are  the 

6.  Princi-  only  NT  material.  The  OT  and  NT 
pies  of  genealogies  bring  the  record  down  from 
Compilation  the  creation  to  the  birth  of  Christ. 

After  tracing  the  descent  from  Adam  to 
Jacob,  incidentally  (Gen  10)  giving  the  pedigree  of 
the  various  nations  within  their  purview,  the  Heb 
genealogists  give  the  pedigree  of  the  twelve  tribes. 
As  was  to  be  expected,  those  tribes,  which  in  the 
developing  history  assumed  greater  prominence, 
receiv^  the  chief  attention.  Dan  is  carried  down 
but  1  generation,  and  credited  with  but  1  descend- 
ant; Zebulun  1  generation,  3  sons;  Naphtali  1 
generation,  4  sons;  Issachar  4  generations,  15  de- 
scendants; Manasseh  4  generations,  39  descendants; 
Asher  7  generations,  40  descendants;  Reuben  8  (?) 
generations,  22  descendants;  Gad  10  generations, 
28  descendants:  Ephraim  14  (?)  generations,  25 
descendants.  Levi,  perhaps  first  as  the  priestly 
tribe.  Judah  next  as  the  royal,  Benjamin  as  most 
closely  associated  with  the  others,  and  all  three  as 
the  survivors  of  the  exile  (although  representatives 
of  other  tribes  shared  in  the  return)  are  treated  with 
the  greatest  fulness. 

Ch  furnishes  us  the  largest  amount  of  genealogical 
information,  where  coincident  with  the  older  gene- 
alogies, clearly  deriving  its  data  from 

7.  Sources    them.    Its  extra-canonical  sources  are 

a  matter  of  considerable  difference 
among  critics,  many  holding  that  the  books  cited  by 
the  Chronicler  as  his  sources  ("The  Book  of  the 
Kings  of  Israel  and  Judah,"  "The  Book  of  the  Kings 
of  Judah  and  Israel,"  "The  History  of  Samuel  the 
Seer,"  "The  History  of  Nathan  the  Prophet,"  etc. 
to  the  number  of  perhaps  16)  are  our  canonical 
books,  with  the  addition  of  a  "Midrashic  History 
of  Israel,"  from  which  he  quotes  the  most  freely. 
But  the  citations  are  made  with  such  fulness,  vivid- 
ness, and  particularity  of  reference,  that  it  is  hard 
to  believe  that  he  did  not  have  before  him  extensive 
extra-canonical  documents.  This  is  the  impression 
he  clearly  seeks  to  convey.  Torrey  {AJSLy  XXV, 
195)  considers  that  he  cites  this  arra>r  of  authority 
purely  "out  of  his  head,"  for  impressiveness'  sake, 
a  theory  which  leaves  the  Chronicler  no  historical 
value  whatever.  It  is  extremely  likely  that  he  had 
before  him  also  oral  and  written  sources  that  he  haa 
not  cited,  records,  private  or  public  lists,  pedigrees, 
etc,  freely  using  them  for  his  later  lists  anddescents. 
For  the  post-exilic  names  and  lists,  £zr-Neh  also 
furnish  us  much  material.  In  this  art.  no  attempt 
is  made  at  an  exhaustive  treatment,  the  aim  being 
rather  by  a  number  of  characteristic  examples  to 
give  an  idea  of  the  quality,  methods  and  problems 
of  the  Bible  genealogies. 

In  the  early  genealogies  the  particular  strata  to 
which  each  has  been  assigned  by  reconstructive 
crit ics  is  here  indicated  by  J,  P,  etc.  The  signs  "  =  " 
or  ": "  following  individual  names  indicate  sonship. 

(1)  Gen  4  16-24.     The  Cainites  (assigned  to  P). 

Seven  generations  to  Jabal.  Jubal  and   Tubal-cain, 

explaining  the  hereditary  origin  of  certain 

ft    Princinal  occupations   (supposed  by  many  to  be  a 

Genealo^es  ^°'"*^  ''®"*''''  of  ch  6). 
and  Lists  (2)  Gen  4  25.26.     The  Sethites  (as- 

signed to  J). 
(8)  Gen  6  1-32.     The   Book  of  the  Generations 
of  Adam  (assigned  to  P,  except  ver  29  J). 

Brings  the  genealogy  down  to  Noah,  and  gives  tiie 
chronology  to  the  Flood.  The  numbers  In  the  Heb  MT. 
the  Sam  Heb,  and  the  LXX  differ,  MT  aggregating 
1,656  years,  Sam  1.307  years,  and  LXX  2,242  years. 
Some  scholars  hold  this  list  to  be  framed  upon  that  of  the 
ten  Bab  kings  given  in  Berosus.  ending  with  Xisuthrus, 
the  Bab  Noah.  An  original  primitive  tradition,  from 
which  both  lists  are  derived,  the  Heb  being  the  nearer, 


is  not  impossible.    Both  the  "Calnite"  list  in  Gen  4  and 
this  "Sethite"  list  end  with  three  brothers. 

(4)  Gen  10  1-32.  The  Generatums  of  the  Sont 
of  Noah,  ''The  Table  of  Nations'*  (assigned  to  P,  vs 
1-7;  J,  vs  &-19;  P,  ver  20;  J,  ver  21;  P,  ver  22;  J, 
vs  24-30;  P,  vs  31.32).  Found  in  abridged  form 
in  1  Ch  1  5^24. 

I.  Tapheth=Gomer,  Magog,  Badai,  Javan,  Tubal, 
Mesnech,  Tiras. 

1.  (7o7ner=Aahkenaz,  Riphath  (1  Ch  1  6,  Dip- 
hath),  Togarmah. 

2.  Javan=^E\\ahahf  Tarshish,  Kittim,  Dodanim 
(Rodanim,  1  Ch  1  7,  is  probably  correct,  a 
1,  d,  having  been  substituted  by  a  copyist  for 
*1,  r). 

II.  Ham^^Cush,  Mizraim,  Put,  Canaan. 

1.  Citsh^Seh&f  Havilah,  Sibtah,  Raamah,  Sab- 
teca  (Nimrod). 

2.  Mizraim— Lndiin,  Anamim,  Lehabim,  Naph- 
tuhim,  Pathrusim,  Casluhim  (whence  the 
Philis),  Caphtorim. 

3.  Canaan^ iidon  (Ch  Sidon),  Heth;  the  Jebu- 
site,  Amorite,  Girgashite,  Hivite,  Arkite, 
Sinite,  Arvadite.  Zemarite,  Hittite. 

4.  Raamah  (s.  Cu8h)»Sheba,  Dedan. 
III.  Eiam^Asshur,  Arpachshad,  Lud,  Aram. 

1.  Aram—Vz,  Hul,  Gether,  Mash  (Ch  Meshech). 

2.  Arpachshad^ Shelah^'Eher^l^elGg,  Joktan. 

3.  Joktan  (s.  Eber)  — Almodad,  Sheleph.  Haz- 
armaveth,  Jerah,  Hadoram,  Uzal,  Diklah, 
Obal,  Abimael,  Sneba,  Ophir,  Havilah,  Jobab. 

4.  Pdeg  (s.  Eber)  =  Reu=Serug=Nahor=«Terah 
B  Abraham. 

Nearly  all  these  names  are  of  peoples,  cities  or  dis- 
tricts. That  Noah.  Shem,  Ham.  Japheth.  Nahor,  Terah, 
Abraham,  Nimrod,  and  probably  Peleg.  Beu,  Serug, 
represent  actual  persons  the  general  tenor  of  the  narra- 
tive and  the  general  teaching  of  Scripture  clearly  indicate, 
although  many  critics  consider  these  also  as  purely 
eponymous.  The  others  can  mostly  be  more  or  less 
clearly  identified  ethnographically  or  geographically. 
This  table  represents  the  nations  known  to  the  writer, 
and  in  general,  although  not  in  all  particulars,  ex- 
presses the  ethnographical  relationshins  as  far  as  they 
are  now  known  to  modem  research.  It  follows  a  partly 
ethnolcM^cal,  partly  geographical  scheme,  the  descendants 
of  Japheth  m  general  representing  the  Aryan  stock 
settled  in  Asia  Minor,  Media,  Armenia,  Greece,  and  the 
idands  of  the  Mediterranean;  those  of  Ham  representing 
the  Hamitic  races  in  Ethiopia,  Egypt,  In  Southwest 
Arabia,  and  Southern  Babylonia.  Many  modern  writers 
hold  that  in  making  "Nimrod"  the  son  of  "Gush."  the 
Scripture  writer  has  confused  "Gush,"  the  son  of  Ham. 
with  another  *'  Gush."  the  Gassei,  living  near  Elam,  since 
the  later  Babylonians  and  Assyrians  were  clearly  Sem 
in  language  and  racial  characteristics.  Nevertheless 
the  Scripture  statement  is  accordant  with  early  traditions 
of  a  Hamitic  settlement  of  the  country  (Oannes  the  fish- 
god  coming  out  of  the  Red  Sea,  etc),  and  perhaps  also 
with  the  fact  that  the  earliest  language  of  Babylonia 
was  non-Sem.  The  sons  of  Ganaan  represent  the  nations 
and  peoples  found  by  the  Hebrews  in  Pal.  the  Phoeni- 
cians and  the  Ganaanites.  Hcth  is  the  great  Hittite 
nation,  by  language  and  racial  type  strikingly  non-Sem. 
Among  the  sons  of  Shem.  Eber  is  by  many  considered 
eponymous  or  imaginary,  but  the  hypothesis  is  not  nec- 
essary. Most  Assyriologists  deny  the  connection  of 
Elam  with  Shem.  the  later  Elamites  being  non-Sem; 
the  inscriptions,  however,  show  that  the  earlier  inhabit- 
ants up  to  2300  BG  were  Sem.  Lud  must  be  the  Lyd- 
ians  oi  Asia  Minor,  whose  manners  and  older  names 
resemble  the  Sem.  Asia  Minor  presents  a  mixture  of 
races  as  manifold  as  does  Pal.  The  sons  of  Joktan  are 
tribes  in  Western  and  Southern  Arabia.  Havilah  is  given 
both  as  a  son  of  Gush,  Hamite.  and  of  Joktan,  Semite, 
perhaps  because  the  district  was  occupied  by  a  mixed 
race.  It  woldd  seem,  however,  that  ^ begat  '  or  "son 
of"  often  represents  geographical  as  well  as  ethnological 
relations.  And  where  the  classification  of  the  Scripture 
writer  does  not  accord  with  the  present  deliverances  of 
archaeology,  it  must  be  remembered  that  at  this  dis- 
tance conclusions  drawn  trom.  ethnology,  philology  and 
archaeology,  considering  the  present  incomplete  state 
of  these  soences,  the  Kaleidoscopic  shifting  of  races, 
dynasties  and  tongues  through  long  periods,  and  our 
scanty  information,  are  liable  to  so  many  sources  of  error 
that  dogmatism  is  precarious.  The  ancient  world  pos- 
sessed a  much  larger  amount  of  international  knowledge 
than  was,  imtil  recently,  supposed.  A  writer  of  300  BG 
had  a  closer  range  and  coula  nave  had  sources  of  informar 
tion  much  more  complete  than  we  possess.    On  the 
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peopln  ouUlde  ot  the  life  oliu  writer).  torgenlBl  broad- 
mlDdedneaB.  la  one  of  the  most  remarkable  documenta 
In  uoy  literature. 


From  8bem  to  Abraham.  The  list  Is  slao  chronologi- 
cal, but  the  Terdonsdlira'.  MT  making  200  yean,  from 
Shem  to  Abraham,  Sam  Heb.  040,  and  LXX  1.070. 
IJLX  InaertB  Catnaa.  130  yeais.  otherwise  agreeing  with 
Sam  to  the  birth  of  Abraham.  Arpachihad  may  be 
rendOTed  "the  territory  ot  Chcaed,"  I.e.  of  tlw  Chaadim. 
Chakiaeaiu.  Eber  therefore  Is  deecended  from  Arnch- 
■bad,  Abraham,  his  deKondant,  coming  tram  Ur^has- 

(B)  Gen  11  23-26;  22  20-24.  The  Children  of 
Nahor  (11  23-26  P;  M  20-24  J). 

Ci.  Buz,  Kemuel.  ete.  These  descendanta  of  Abra- 
ham's brother  probably  repreaent  Aramaean  tribes  chiefly 
E.  or  N.E.  ol  Canaan.  Aram  may  be  the  ancestor  ot  the 
Syrians  of  Damascus.  Us  and  Bux  orobably  belong  to 
Arabia  Petraea.  mentioned  In  Jer  SB  23  with  the  Ara- 
bian tribes  Dedan  and  Thema.  Chased  In  this  list  prob- 
ably stands,  not  tor  the  Cbaldaeans  ot  Babylonia,  but  tor  a 
related  tribe  of  Northern  Syria.  In  Oen  10  23  (asidgaed 
to  P)  Us  la  the  son  of  Aram,  and  In  10  22  Aram  la  a  son 
of  Shorn.  On  the  purely  tribal  hypothesla.  this  Is  cither 
a  contradiction,  or  the  later  ataCement*  represent  other 
tribal  relatlDnshlps  or  aubdivlalona.  Probably  other 
Individuals  or  tribes  are  Indicated,  Ch  does  not  have  this 
list.  It  being  a  side  stream. 


(7)  Gen  18  15;  81  1-3;  36  (alao  1  Ch  1  28-33). 
The  Soru  of  Abraham  by  Sarah,  Hagar,  Keturah 
(IS  15  asBJgDed  to  P;  21  1-3  to  J,  P,  J,  P;  Gen  36 
1-6J;  7-11  P;  U6J;  12-17P;  18 J;  19.20P;  21- 
26a  J;   266  P;   27-34  J). 

The  desceDdants  of  Abraham  through  Hagar  and 
Ishmael  represent  the  Ishmaellte  tribes  ot  Arabia  living 
N.  and  N.W.  of  the  JoktanMae.  who  chiefly  peopled 

Arabia.     Twelve  princes  are  named,  possibly  all 

ot   lahmael.    perhaps   some   of   Iher ' 

number  has  seemed  "suspicious"  at    

aclly  the  twelve  tribes  of  larael.     But  twel' 
proved  Sem  nui 


_    .. grandsons.     The 

ildous"  as  balancing  too  ex- 
■       ■      " IvoTs 


„ The  Arablana 

„ . .._-e  frequently  given  the  name  Isbmaelltcs. 

perhaps  because  of  the  greater  prominence  and  closer 
contact  ot  these  noriliem  tribes  with  (he  Hebrews.  The 
sons  of  Keturah  seem  to  have  been  chiefly  Arabian 
tribes,  whose  locations  are  unknown.  Midlan.  of  the 
sons  of  Keturah.  is  the  veil-known  and  powerful  tribe 
In  the  Arabian  desert  near  the  Aelonltlc  Gull,  bordered 
by  Edom  on  the  N.W.  Bhuba  and  Dcdan  are  abu  men- 
tioned as  Cushltes  (Ucn  10  7).  Vpry  likely  the  Uibee 
extensively  Intermarried,  and  could  claim  descent  from 
both;  or  were  adqpwd  Into  one  or  the  other  family. 
BhotA  waa  In  Southwestern  Arabia.  Dedan  lived  near 
Edom.  where  the  caravan  rouCis  to  varloua  parts  ot 
Arabia  convened.  Asshurlm  are  ot  course  not  Aasyr- 
lona,  but  an  Arabian  tribe,  mentioned  by  the  side  ot 
Egypt  In  Kflnaeon  Inscriptions.  While  the  two  aons  of 
laaoc  are  to  be  accepted  as  real  persons,  their  typical 
character  Is  also  tinmlslokable.  the  history  of  the  two 
— .1 — ^   Israel  and  Edom.   being  prcflgured  In   their 

(8)  Gen  S9  31—30  24;  86  16-26.  The  Children. 
0}  Jacob  (39  31-35  assigned  to  P;  SO  l-3a  JE;  4a 
P;  46-24  JE;  86  16-22  JE;  23-26  P). 


Levi.  Judah,  Issachar,  Zebulun  (d.  DInahJ;    „^ 

Dan,  Napbtall:  by  ZUpah:  Gad,  Asher:  by  Rachel: 
Joseph,  Benjamin.  Much  modern  critlclam  agreas  that 
these  namea  are  purely  those  of  tribes.  Home  of  Ibem 

rhaps  derived  from  persona  or  places  Imposalble  now 
trace,   but    mostly  r j.--...     -,.--- 

chapters  a—  •-  "—  •-•  -■ 


IS  Rachel. 


.,    Accordingly,  these 

, .-•'•  as  follows.     An  Arab  tribe,  Jacob, 

wanders  in  Canaan,  quarrcii  »it.>i   RHnm     mLBratjH  (j^ 
Haran.  forms  alliances  with 
BUhah.  Leah.  ZUpah.      Rachel  and 

new   tribe.    Joseph.     The    tederatlou —    — 

Jacob.    Tbe  other  allied  clans  divide  Into  sub-clana. 

new  clans  join  them,  until  Leah  has  sli  "sons."  Reuben. 

»'— "n,  etc:  ZUpah.  two:  BUhah.  two.    ZUpah  and  BU- 

.-  ., C, ..   ■ i_. — 1 1 •  yjg 


iratlon    takes    t 


in  facts  or  Ifgenda.  whose  real  vi 


though  Buch  are  the  original  facta  Imbedded  In  the  docu- 
rocnla.  they  are  now  aet  In  a  framework  o(  peraonal 
narrative,  and  were  undersi«od  as  narrative  by  the  tlrst 
hearers  and  readers.  The  history  thus  conatltuted  Is 
necessarily  "an  enigma  which  it  Is  very  hard  to  solve" 
(Bennett,  (i*n.  284).  and  with  almost  as  many  answers 
aa  studenu.  For  critical  purposes  it  presents  a  rich  Oeld 
foreiploraUon,  onOlyslB  and  conjecture,  but  luedlflcatory 
value  la  chiefly  found  In  reading  tbe  narratives  as  per- 

1. ■-...  md  reverent  religlaus  romance  founded 

,  whose  real  value  Ilea  In  the  aldellghta 

.. jnol  character  and  ethical  principles. 

expressed  In  a  naive,  vivid,  litelike  story,  full  of  auggcstlon 
and  teaching.  This  present  article,  however,  proceeds 
on  the  Scripture  representation  ot  these  details  and  In- 
ddonts  as  personal . 

The   explanations  ot  tbe  namea    Uluatrate    tbe    Heb 

. —  J i__  ._ _.    -  ij^    coming  from  a 

ittached  to  words  and 
ed  mere  popular  ety- 
er  being  fully  capable 
ssarlly  represent  tbe 


nown.  unless  Leah's 
I  name,  rather  than  is 
lath  looked  upon  my 
,  be  f'a  bla.  "See.  a 
tbe  second  statement: 
I  another  etymology. 
...e  lover  of  assonances 
be  tribe  Is  not  prominent 
m,  considered  by  some  an 
lin'u.  cross  between 
lotber  (or  la  auffgeated 


after  Deborah's  timi 


I.   the  Ai 


hyena  and  noli. 
bythBt)lts1lkenEHBLu>na'>ia  . 
It  Is  not  much  known  after  U 

hesion,  assodato":  thought  by ,.  _„ , 

from  Leah,  the  Leah  trrbe  par  eiccDence:  the  name  Is 
adjectival  In  form.  Leah  connects  It  with  fi"  '  '  ~ 
will  Jojn."  _'Now  wlll_  my  husband  ^  be  Joined 


suggested 
th  heard." 
quest.     Levi,  "ad- 
a  gentUlc  adjective 


the  "Joining"  ol 
^atod  wlthflie  v) 


1  Nu  18  2 


.  then 


.~ clymology    and    oriRrln   o 

BUhah  are  unknown.  Dan  Is  lusocTated  with  ianaii 
"Judge":  "Cod  hath  Judged":  no  other  etymology  cai 
be  found.  Naphtoll  Is  derived  from  nipAial,  "wraitle" 
"1  have  wnnUed,"  the  only  discoverable  etymology 
ZUpah.  litpah.  perhaps  la  "dropphig,"  "droo."  (lad 
;djA,  "fortunate,"  according  to  Leah. 
weU-known  Syrian  god  of  "fortune";  but  mere  la  no 
necessary  connectlonbere.  Ashcr,  from  'ithar.  "happy," 
'oiAiWr.    "call   happy";    so  Leah:   no  connection  with 

Aaahur,     Aasyr    god.     Issachar,     from    i ^.  .  ,. 

"man  of  hlr^":     "God  hath  give 


toakwt'' 


Wellhau 


mine  hire,"  also 


tation,  dweUIng    :   Leah  glvee  two  e_, 

aaaigned  by  crftlcs  to  E  (probably),  eonno 
with  a  root  found  in  Zebrdioh,  Zabdl.  • 
■'God  hath  endowed  me  with  a  good  down 


n,fromt'6huI,  "habl- 


wlth  r 


3,    like    Dan,    Is   from   ddn.    "Jud 

J  to  bo  an  old  tribe  ot  Israel,  in  i 

.,_.,     aasodatod    with    Dan.    possibly    a   twin   dlvi! 

Rachel  la  "ewe,"  " .j— /^---  _.-.. 

Joseph  has  a  Iwi 

E>  from  aiavh,  "moo  a-^i    .       uuu  "=,."  ™-^u  ...... 

my  reproach  ;  the  second  (sssigntd  to  J)  from  udKaph, 
"add'*^:  "Jeh  wlU  add  to  me  another  son."  None  of 
these  thrwi  cases  ot  double  explanation  would  ao  far  ex- 
haust Heb  maiemal  Imagination  as  to  require  the  hy- 
potheaia  ot  two  documenia,  even  though  in  the  lost  "God" 


1  the  flnit  suggestion  and  '^eh 
1  is  caUed  by  Rachel  Benoni,  ' 
which  Is  supposed  to  be  an  old  t 


happiness,  is  underetood  aa  "son  of  the  south,"  because 
originally  the  southern  section  ot  the  Joseph  tribe.  The 
attempU  to  trace  these  names  to  tribal  origins,  local  allu- 
sions, cognate  languages,  customs  and  rellghins  have 
engaged  much  reenarcn  and  Ingenuity,  with  results  ei- 
ceedmgly  diverse. 

(«)  Gen  36.     The  Generations  of  Esau  (P). 

I.  The  descent  of  the  Edomite  chiefs  and  clona 
from  Esau  through  his  three  wives,  the  Hittite 
or  Canaanite  Adah,  the  labmaehtA  Baeemath, 
and  the  Uorite  Oholibamah  (vs  1-19). 
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The  wives'  names  here  differ  from  the  other  statements: 
In  96  34  and  28  0:  1.  Judith,  d.  of  Beerl  the  Hittite. 

2.  Bashemath,    d.    of   Elon,    the 
Hittite. 

3.  Mahalath,  d.  of  Ishmael.  sister 
of  Nebaioth. 

In  Gen  86:  1.  OhoUbamah.  d.  of  Anah.  d.  of  Zibeon. 
the  Hivite. 

2.  Adah.  d.  of  Elon  the  Hittite. 

3.  Bashemath,  d.  of  Ishmael.  sister  of 
Nebaioth. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  resort  to  the  hypothesis  of  different 
traditions.  Bashemath  and  Adah  are  clearly  identical. 
Esau  perhaps  having  changed  the  name ;  as  are  Mahalath 
and  tne  Ishmaellte  Basemath.  a  transcriber's  error  being 

Srobably  responsible  for  the  change.  As  to  Judith  and 
holibamah.  Anah  is  probably  a  man.  identical  with  Beeri 
(ver  24).  the  son  of  Zibeon.  Both  "Hivite"  and  "Hit- 
tite" are  apparently  errors  for  "Horite,"  the  difference 
being  in  only  one  consonant.  Or  "Hittite"  may  be  used 
as  the  larger  term  embracing  "Horite."  "Boom"  (vs 
1.8.10)  Is  a  personal  name;  in  vs  9.43  (Heb  ARVm)  it  \a 
national,  indicating  that  to  the  writer  Esau  was  a  person, 
not  an  eponym.  Nowhere  are  personal  characteristics 
more  vividly  and  unmistakably  portrayed  than  in  the 
accounts  of  Jacob  and  Esau.  In  these  Esaulte  names  are 
but  two  compoimds  of  "El"  ('iZ).  none  of  "  Jah"  (ydh). 

II.  The  aborigmal  leaders  or  clans  in  Edom,  partly 
subdued  by,  partly  allied  with,  the  Esauites  (vs 
20-30). 

These  are  descendants  of  "Selr  the  Horite"  in  seven 
branches,  and  in  sub-dans.  "  Selr  "  looks  like  an  eponym 
or  a  personification  of  the  country,  as  no  personal  details 
have  been  preserved.  Among  these  names  are  no  "El" 
CH)  or  "Jan"  (.ydh)  compounds,  although  they  are  clearly 
cognate  with  the  Heb.  Several  close  slmilarl  ties  to  names 
in  Judah  are  found,  esp.  the  Hesronite.  Many  animal 
names.  "Alah."  "bird  ofprey."  "Aran,"  "wild  goat."  etc. 

III.  Eight  Edomite  ''kings''  before  the    Hebrew 
monarchy  (vs  31-39). 

One  '81  compound,  "Mehitabel,"  one  ba'aZ  compound. 
It  Is  to  be  noted  that  the  "crown"  was  not  hereditary 
and  that  the  "capital"  shifted:  the  office  was  elective. 
or  fell  into  the  hands  of  the  local  chief  who  could  win  it. 

IV.  A  list  of  Esauite  clan  chiefs;  "dukes"  (EV), 
"chiefs"  (ARV);  "sheiks"  (vs  40-43). 

Apparently  arranged  territorially  rather  than  trlbally. 
The  names  seem  used  here  as  either  clans  or  places  and 
should  perhaps  be  read:  "the  chief  of  Teman,"  etc. 
The  original  ancestor  may  have  given  his  name  to  the  clan 
or  district,  or  obtained  it  from  the  district  or  town. 

In  general  this  genealogy  of  Esau  shows  the  same  sym- 
metry and  balance  which  rouses  suspicion  in  some  minds: 
excluding  Amalek,  the  son  of  the  concubine,  the  tribes 
number  twelve.  Amalek  and  his  descendants  clearly 
separated  from  the  other  Edomltes  early  and  are  found 
historically  about  Kadesh-bamea.  and  later  roaming  from 
the  border  of  Egypt  to  North  Central  Arabia. 

(10)  Gen  46  &-27  (in  different  form,  Nu  26  1- 
51,  and  much  expanded  in  parts  of  1  Ch  2-8;  cf 
Ex  6  14-16).  Jacob's  posterity  at  the  descent  into 
Egypt  (considered  a  late  addition  to  P). 

A  characteristic  genealogy.  It  includes  the  ideal 
number  of  70  persons,  obtained  by  adding  to  the  66  men- 
tioned in  Gen  46  26,  Jacob.  Joseph,  Ephraim  and 
Manasseh.  the  two  latter  bom  in  Egypt.  LaX,  followed 
bv  Stephen  (Acts  7  14),  reckons  75,  adding  to  Gen  46 
20  the  names  of  three  grandsons  and  two  sreat-grand- 
sons  of  Joseph,  obtained  from  Nu  86  20.35  fl.  Some 
may  have  been  omitted  to  secure  the  ideal  number  so 
fascinating  to  the  Heb  mind.  It  is  to  be  noted  that 
Leah's  male  descendants  are  double  those  of  2Sllpah, 
and  Rachel's  double  those  of  Bilhah,  showing  the  Ideal 
(but  not  the  fictitious)  character  of  the  Ust.  The  design, 
also,  seems  to  be  to  include  those  descendants  of  Jacob 
from  whom  permanent  divisions  sprang,  even  though, 
like  Manasseh  and  Ephraim  and  probably  Hezron  and 
Hamul,  born  after  the  migration,  but  before  Jacob's 
death.  A  comparison  with  the  partial  parallels  also 
lUustrates  the  corruption  of  the  text,  and  the  difficulty 
of  uniformity  in  lists  of  names.    The  full  list  follows : 

1.  Jacob. 

2.  Leah's  descendants. 

A.  iJciifcen=Hanoch,  Pallu,  Hezron,  Carmi. 

B.  iSimeonsJemuel,  Jamin,  Ohad,  Jachin,  Zo- 
har,  Shaul. 

C.  L«OT=Grer8hon,  Kohath,  Merari. 

D.  Jii£{aA»Er,    Onan,    Shelah,    Perez,    Zerah; 
Perez,  Hezron,  Hamul. 

E.  /Macnar=>Tolah,  Puvah,  lob,  Shimron. 


F.  ZcfttiZun  «Sered,  Elon,  Jahleel. 

G.  Dinah f  daughter. 

3.  Zilpah's  descendants,  16. 

A.  Ga(2  ^Ziphion,    Haggi,   Shuni,    Ezbon,    Eri, 
Arodi,  Areli. 

B.  Asher '^Jmnahf  Ishvah,  Ishvi,  Beriah,  Scrah 
(daughter);  Beriah »Heber,  Malchiel. 

4.  Rachel's  descendants,  14. 

A.  Jasep/i»  Manasseh,  Ephraim. 

B.  Benjamin = Beta,  Becher,  Ashbel,  Gera,  Naa- 
man,  Ehi,  Rosh,  Muppim,  Huppin,  Ard. 

5.  Bilhah's  descendants,  7. 

A.  Z)an  sHushim. 

B.  Naphtali^Jahzeelf  Guni,  Jezer,  Shillem. 

The  Ust  dlif ers  In  many  respects  from  those  in  Nu  and 
Ch,  and  presents  some  chronological  and  other  problems. 
Without  entering  upon  an  exhaustive  study,  a  number  of 
names  may  be  touched  on. 

Oarml  (2A),  like  the  other  names  in  «.  might  be  a 
gentilic,  "the  Carmlte,"  like  **the  Amorite.'*  etc,  esp.  if 
these  names  are  those  of  clans,  as  they  are  in  Nu.  instead 
of  persons,  as  the  Gen  narrative  states.  A  town.  *'  Beth- 
haocherem."  Is  mentioned  In  Jer  6  1.  But  "the  vine- 
dresser" is  also  a  good  rendering. 

Hearon  (2A).  Another  Hesron  Is  given  as  a  descend- 
ant of  Judah.  This  duplication  of  names  is  possible  in 
clans;  see  instances  below,  but  more  lik^y  in  persons. 

Jemuel  (2B).  Nemuel  in  Nu  86  12;  1  Ch  4  24,  an 
easy  error  in  transcription,  ^ .  y6dh,  and  3  >  n^n,  being  easily 
confused.     In  Nu.  Nemuel  is  also  a  Reubenite  name. 

Jamhi  (or  Jachin)  (2B)  is  Jarib  hi  Ch. 

Ohad  (2B).     Not  in  Nu  or  Ch. 

Zohar  (2B)  is  Zerah  in  Nu  and  Ch. 

Gershon  (2C).  In  1  Ch  6  16  Gerahom;  identified 
by  some  with  Gershom,  son  of  Moses,  on  the  theorv  that 
the  prlestiy  family  of  Gershom  originally  traced  Its  de- 
scent to  Moses,  but  its  later  members  were  reckoned,  not 
as  priests,  but  as  Levltes,  thus  becoming  Identified  with 
Levi;  precarious;  its  principal  foundation  being  similarity 
of  name  and  tribe. 

Hesron  and  Hamul  (2D)  rouse  chronological  or  eze- 
getical  difficulties.  Pharez  (Gen  88)  could  not  have 
been  old  enough  at  the  migration  to  have  two  sons;  but 
very  possibly  Gren  88  is  introduced  episodically,  not 
chronologically,  and  therefore  its  events  may  have 
occurred  Defore  those  of  Gen  87.  Jacob  was  130  years 
old  at  the  descent,  making  Judah  not  42  but  62.  and 
Pharez  old  enough  for  sons.  And,  as  suggested  above, 
the  writer  may  nave  done  with  Hezron  and  Hamul  as 
with  Ephraim  and  Manasseh — ^included  them  construct- 
ively, they  having  been  bom  in  Egypt,  but  before 
Jacob's  death,  belonginflf  therefore  to  the  generation  of 
the  migration  and  so  reckoned,  esp.  as  they  founded  p^ 
manent  tribal  diyislons. 

Puvah  (2E).  Puah  hi  1  Ch  7  1.  In  Jgs  10  1. 
centuries  later,  Puah  Is  father  of  Tola,  an  illustration  of 
the  descent  of  fathers*  names. 

lob  (2E)  is  Jashub  (Nu.  Ch),  the  latter  probably  cor- 
rect. LXX  has  it  here.  A  copyist,  no  doubt,  omitted 
the  "tMn,"  "«A." 

Dinah  (2G)  is  thought  by  some  to  be  a  later  insertion, 
on  account  of  the  "awlcward  Heb."  "with  Dinah.'^ 
Dinah  and  Serah  as  unmarried,  and  no  doubt  because 
of  other  distinguishing  facts,  now  unknown,  are  the  only 
women  descendants  mentioned:  married  women  would 
not  be.  On  the  clan  theory  of  the  names,  the  "  Dinah" 
clan  must  have  disappeared  in  Egypt,  not  being  found  in 
Nu. 

Ziphlon  (3A).  Zephon  in  Nu,  perhaps  giving  its  name 
to  the  Gadite  city  of  Zaphon  (Josh  18  27). 

Ezbon  (3A).  Ozni  (Nu  86  16).  Possibly  Oznl,  on 
Ezbon*8  death,  took  his  place,  founding  a  tribal  family, 
like  Hezron  and  Hamul  In  Judah.  Copyist's  error 
unlikely. 

Arom  (3A).    In  Nu  26  17  Arod. 

Ishvah  (3B).  Omitted  in  Nu:  perhaps  died  childless, 
or  his  descendants  did  not  constitute  a  tribal  family. 

Beriah  (3B).  Also  an  Ephraimite  (1  Ch  7  23);  a 
Benjamlnite  (8  13.16);  a  Levite  (23  10.11).  The  repe- 
tition of  the  name  indicates  indiviaualB  rather  than  dans: 
but  both  the  Asherite  and  Benjamite  were  heads  of 
families. 

Serah  (3B),  n^*^t  »erah,  "abundance,"  not  the  same 

name  as  that  of  Abraham's  wife,  TX^W  •  »&r&h,  "princess." 

Heber  (3B).  1^71.  hebher;  In  1 'ch  4  18.  a  dan  of 

Judah;    8  17.  of  Benjamin.    Not  the  same  name  as 
Eber.  1^ ,  'ibher  (5  13;  8  22;  and  Gen  10  21). 

The  Sons  of  Benjamin.  The  three  lists.  Gen,  Nu.  Ch, 
represent  marked  divergences,  illustrating  the  corruption 
of  perhaps  all  three  texts.  This  list  illustrates  the  gene- 
alogical method  of  counting  ail  descendants  as  sons, 
though  of  different  generations.  It  gives  Benjamin  ten 
"sons."  Nu  26  38-40  gives  five  sons,  Naaman  and  Ard 
being  sons  of  Bela.  The  LXX  of  our  j>assage  gives  only 
three  sons,  Bela,  Becher,  Ashbel.     1  Ch  7  6  ipves  three 
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sons,  Bela,  Becher.  Jedlael  (Ashbel).  and  Shuppim  and 
Hupplm  are  Bela*8  grandsons.  Becher  is  omitted  in 
8  1.  probably  through  a  copyist's  error,  who  took  *ipa 

b^'O^I*  bekher  w-athbil,  for  "Becher  and  Ashbel," 
ba©S  '^^^b^l.  b»khdrd  'ashbil,  "his  flrst-bom.  Ashbel." 

Jediael.  both  by  older  and  newer  scholars,  is  usually,  but 
not  with  absolute  certainty,  identified  with  AshbeL  He 
may  be  a  later  chief.  Another  explanation  is  that  7  6  is 
part  of  a  Zebulunite  genealogy  which  has  been  trans- 
formed into  a  Benjanute  list,  Jediael  being  a  remaining 
Zebulunite  "pebble." 
Naaman  (4B)  perhaps  appears,  by  a  transcriber's  error 

in  8  2.  as  N6ha^,  mVO  tor  ^^QTS  •     If  Nohah  is  not 

Naaman,  and  not  (Keil)  Shephupham,  or  a  chief  who 
succeeded  him,  he  may  have  been  one  who  was  bom  after 
the  migration  and  not  needed  to  make  up  the  seventy. 

Gera  (4B)  in  similar  fashion  may  appear  in  8  2  as 
Kapha.  If  not.  Kapha  also  may  be  one  bom  after  the 
migration,  and  did  not  found  a  family. 

Ehi  (4B)  is  Ahiram  (Nu  86  38);  Aharah  (1  Oh  8  1). 
Ehi  probably  arises  from  some  copyist  omitting  the 


IV.  Issachar:  Nethanel,  s.  of  Zuar. 


"ram." 


Kosh  (4B)  is  not  in  Nu  or  Ch.    He  founded  no  family. 

Muppim  (4B)  troubled  the  scribes  greatly.  In  Nu 
86  30  he  is  Shephupham,  though  as  compounded  in  his 
family  name  it  is  Shupham.     In  1  Ch  7  12  he  is  Shup- 

Sim,  and  it  is  not  made  dear  whether  he  is  a  son,  or  other 
escendant,  of  Benjamin.  He  is  apparently  called,  with 
Huppim,  a  son  of  Ir  (Iri),  son  of  Bela.  In  8  8  he  is  cata- 
logued as  a  son  of  Bela,  as  Shephuphan.     In  old  Heb 

mem  1Q  (m)  and  akin  ^  (ah)  closely  resemble  each  other. 
As  the  Mh  also  appears  in  the  gentilic  names,  it  is  probably 
the  correct  form.  The  corrupt  state  of  the  Chronicler  s 
text  esp.  is  apparent,  and  also  the  fact  that  "son"  may 
refer  to  any  male  descendant. 

Huppim  (4B)  in  Nu  86  39  is  Hupham;  hi  1  Ch  8  5 
is  Huram. 

Ard  (4B)  in  1  Ch  8  3  is  a  son  of  Bela.  Addar.  the 
copyist  having  transposed  "1 .  d,  and  *1 .  r.  or  mistaken 
one  for  the  other.  In  LXX  at  Gen  46  21  Ard  is  son  of 
Gera.  son  of  Bela. 

Hushim  (5A).  the  same  in  1  Ch  7  12,  is  Shuham  (Nu 
286  42).  by  transposition  of  consonants.  Another  Hush- 
im is  a  Benjaminite.  son  of  Aher.  but  Aher  may  possibly 
be  a  corruption  of  the  numeral  "one,"  it  being  the  Chron- 
icler's frequent  habit  to  add  numerals.  But  see  under 
Dan  81  6.  (3),  p.  1194. 

Jahxeel  (5B)  is  Jahziel  in  1  Ch  7  13. 

Guni  (5B)  in  1  Ch  5  15  is  also  a  Gadite  name. 

Shillem  (5B),  in  1  Ch  7  13.  Shallum,  the  conunoner 
form. 

(11)  Ex  6  14-25  (assigned  to  P).  Partial  list  of 
heads  of  fathers*  hoiiaes  of  Reuben,  Simeon  and  Levi. 

Keuben  and  Simeon  are  as  in  Gton.    Levi  follows: 

1.  Gershon^^labm,  Shimei. 

2.  Kohath. 

A.  Amram  m.  Jochebed»  Aaron.  Moses;  Aaron 
m.  Elbh^a,  d.  of  Amminadab,  sister  of  Nah- 
8hon«Nadab,  Abihu,  Eleazar,  Ithamar;  Elea- 
zar  m.  d.  of  Putiel»Phinehas. 

B.  /z^r=Korah,  Nepheg,  Zichri;  Korah,  Assir, 
Elkanah,  Abiasapn. 

C.  Hebron. 

D.  Uzziel^M\ah&e\f  Elzaphan,  Sithri. 

3.  Merari =Mahli,  Mushi. 

The  interest  of  the  list  is  partly  chronological,  but 
chiefly  to  illustrate  the  senealoffical  place  of  Aaron  and 
Moees.  It  jprobably  exnibits  the  genealogical  practice 
of  omitting  Unks.  Amram  the  father  of  Moses  apparently 
being  several  links  from  Amram  the  son  of  Kohath.  By 
Moses'  time  the  Anuramites  numbered  some  2.000  males 
(Nu  8  27,  etc).  Jochebed  (2A)  is  an  instance  of  Jah 
in  compounds  before  the  Exodus.  Putiel  (2A)  has  been 
considered  a  partly  Bgyp  name,  Puti  or  PotI,  "devoted 
to"  -El  {'il)i  but  probably  Heb.  "afflicted  by  God." 
Hebron  is  often  identified  with  the  city.  It  is  also  found 
in  1  Ch  8  42.43.  as  Judahite. 

(12)  Nu  1  5-64;  2  3-29;  7  12  ff ;  10  4  ff.  The 
heads  of  houses  representing  and  leading  the  tribes 
(assigned  to  P). 

I.  Reuben:  Elizur,  s.  of  Shedeur. 
II.  Simeon:  Shelumiel,  s.  of  Zurishaddai. 

Shelumiel  found  in  Jth. 

III.  Judah:  Nahshon,  s.  of  Amminadab. 

Both  found  also  hi  Ex  6  23;  Kuth  4  9-22;  1  Ch  8 
10-12:  Mt  1  4:  Lk  8  32  (genealogies  of  Christ). 


Neth..  name  of  nine  persons  in  Ch.  Neh.  Ezr,  same  as 
Nathaniel. 

V.  Zehtdun:  Eliab,  s.  of  Helon. 

Other  EUabs.  Nu  16  1  (Beubenite);  1  S  16  6  (Jesse's 
son.  Judah). 

VI.  Joseph:  Ephraim:  Elishama,  s.  of  Ammihud. 

Other  Elishamas:  2  S  5  16  (s.  of  David):  Jer  86  12: 
2  Ch  17  8.  Ammihuds:  2  S  18  37  m;  Nu  84  20.28: 
1  Ch  9  4  (Judahite). 

VII.  Joseph:  Manasseh:  Gamaliel,  s.  of  Pedahzur. 

NT  Gamaliel. 
VIII.  Benjamin:  Abidan.  s.  of  Gideoni. 
IX.  Dan:  Ahiezer,  s.  or  Ammishaddai. 

Another.  1  Ch  12  8  (Benjamite). 

X.  Asher:  Pagiel,  s.  of  Ochran. 
XI.  Gad:  Eliasaph,  s.  of  Deuel. 

Another,  Nu  8  24  (Levite). 
XII.  Naphtali:  Ahira,  s.  of  Enan. 

Seven  of  these  names.  Amminadab.  Ammihud.  Abi« 
dan.  Ahirah.  Ahieaser.  Eliab.  Elishama.  are  concededly 
early.  The  6  compounded  in  Shaddai  or  Zur  are  said 
to  be  of  a  type  foimd  only  in  P;  9  of  the  24  are  com- 
pounded in  ^^.  said  to  be  a  characteristic  of  late 
names.  The  'El  is  postfixed  more  times.  5,  than  it  is 
prefixed.  4;  also  a  characteristic  of  late  names.  The 
proportion  of  compound  names  is  also  greater  than  in 
the  older  names;  for  these  and  similar  reasons  (Gray. 
ICC,  "Nu,"  6;  HPN,  191-211;  Expot  T,  September, 
1897.  173-90)  it  is  concluded  that  though  several  of  the 
names  are,  and  more  nuty  be.  early,  the  list  is  late.  But 
see  il^r.  74,  83  ff,  85  ff.  320.  The  contention  rests 
largely  on  the  late  date  of  P  and  of  Ch.  But  while  fashions 
in  names  changed  in  Heb  life  as  elsewhere,  in  view  of  the 
persistence  of  things  oriental,  the  dating  of  any  particular 
names  is  somewhat  precarious.  They  may  be  anticipa- 
tions or  late  survivals  of  classes  of  names  principally 
prevalent  at  the  later  or  earlier  date.  Two  of  the  names, 
otherwise  unknown,  have  come  to  us  through  Ruth,  and 
indicate  a  source  now  unknown  to  us,  from  which  ail  the 
names  could  have  been  drawn.  The  fondness  for  names 
in  'il  very  likely  indicates  not  a  late  date  but  an  early 
one.  *El  is  the  Divine  name  appearing  in  personal 
names  previous  to  Moses,  succeeded  by  Jah  from  Moses 
and  Joshua  on.  The  recurrence  of  'il  in  the  time  of 
Ezra  and  later  probably  indicates  the  renewed  interest 
in  antiquity  as  well  as  the  at  once  wider  and  narrower 
outlook  brought  about  by  the  exile  and  return.  Nu- 
merous S.  Arabian  compounds  both  with  the  "ilu."  "ili " 
C^Ot  alfixed  and  prefixed,  occur  in  monuments  about 
1000  BC  UHT,  81  tt). 

(IS)  Nu  8  1-37.  The  family  of  Aaron,  with  the 
"princes"  of  Levi. 

Adds  nothing  to  list  in  Ex  16  16-25  except  the  Levite 
••princes." 

I.  Gershonites:  Eliasaph,  s.  of  Lael. 

Also  a  Benjaminite  Eliasaph  (Nu  1  14). 

II.  Kohathites:  Elizaphan,  s.  of  Uzziel. 

A  Zebulunite  Ellzaphan  (Nu  84  25).  Five  other  n»- 
ziels.  Benjamite,  Levite,  Simeonite. 

III.  Merarites:  Zuriel,  s.  of  Abihail. 

A  Gadite  Abihall  (1  Ch  5  14);  also  father  of  Queen 
Esther;  also  two  women:  wife  of  Abishur  (1  Ch  2  29); 
wife  of  Rehoboam  (2  Ch  11  18).  Four  'H  suffixes, 
two  prefixes. 

(14)  Nu  13  4-16.     The  Twelve  Spies  (P). 
I.    Reuben:  Shammua,  s.  of  Jaccur. 

Other  Shanmiuas  (2  S  5  14;  1  Ch  14  4  [David's  son]; 
Neh  11  17.  Levite:  12  18.  priest).  Seven  other  Zac- 
curs.  Simeonites  and  Levites. 

II.    Simeon:  Shaphat,  s.  of  Hori. 

Four  other  Shaphats.  one  Oadlte.  one  Judahite ;  Elisha's 
f atlier.  Hori  looks  like  the  national  name  of  the  Horites ; 
perhaps  Hori  or  an  ancestor  had  been  adopted,  through 
marriage  or  otherwise. 

III.   Judah:  Caleb,  s.  of  Jephunneh,  the  Keniz^ 
zite  (Nu  32  12;    Josh  14  6.14). 

Another  Caleb.  Chelubai.  s.  of  Hezron.  brother  of 
Jerahmeel  (1  Ch  2  9).     Either  as  an  individual,  or  as 
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a  clan,  Caleb  seema  to  be  originally  of  the  pre-Israelitish 
stock  in  Canaan,  absorbed  into  the  tribe  of  Judah. 
Perhaps  Jephimneh  the  Kenizzite  married  a  woman  of 
Caleb  s  (brother  of  Jerahmeel)  household,  and  to  their 
firstborn  was  given  the  name  of  Caleb,  he  becoming  head 
of  the  house  and  prince  of  Judah.  Another  Jephunneh, 
an  Asherite  (7  38). 

IV,    Issachar:  Igal,  s.  of  Joseph. 

Other  Igals:  2  S  28  36  (one  of  David's  heroes);  1 
Ch  3  22.  Note  the  name  of  another  tribe  given  to  a 
man  of  Issachar — Joseph  (Nu  13  7). 

V.    Ephraim:  Hoshea,  s.  of  Nun. 

Hoshea.  Joshua's  early  name.  Others:  1  Ch  27  20; 
King  Hoshea,  2  K  15  30;  Neh  10  23;  Heb  name  of 
prophet  Hosea. 

VI.     Benjamin:  Palti,  s.  of  Raphu.     See  16  IV. 
VII.    Zehvlun:  Gaddiel,  s.  of  Sodi. 
VIII.    Joseph-Manasseh:  Gaddi,  s.  of  Susi. 

A  Gaddi  is  in  1  Mace  2  2. 

IX.    Dan:  Ammiel,  s.  of  Gemalli. 

Another  Ammiel  (2  S  9  4). 

X.    Asher:  Sethur,  s.  of  Michael. 

Nine  other  Michaels,  Gadite,  Levite,  Issacharlte.  Ben- 
Jamite,  Manassite,  Judahite. 

XI.    Naphtali:  Nahbi,  s.  of  Vophsi. 
XII.    Gad:  Geuel,  s.  of  Machi. 

Four  names  in  'el.  Nine  ending  with  t;  unusual 
number.  The  antiquity  of  the  list  cannot  be  readily 
questioned. 

(15)  Nu  26  5-62  (P).  The  heads  of  houses  at 
the  second  census. 

Related  to  Nu  1  and  2,  and  closely  follows  Gen  46. 
The  divergences  in  individual  names  have  been  noted 
under  (10).    This  list  adds  to 

I.  Reuben: 

1.  Eliab,  8.  of  Pallu  (also  Nu  16  1.12). 

2.  Dathan,  Abiram,  Nemucl,  ss.  of  Eliab. 
II.  Manasseh: 

1.  Machir;  also  Gen  60  23. 

2.  Gilead,  s.  of  Machir. 

3.  lezer  (abbreviation  for  Abiezer),  Helek  (not 
in  Ch),  Asriel,  Shechem,  Shemida,  ss.  of 
Gilead. 

4.  Zelophehad,  s.  of  Hepher. 

5.  Mahlah,  Noah,  Hoglah,  Milcah,  Tirzah,  d. 
of  Zelophehad. 

III.  Ephraim: 

1.  Shuthelah;  also  1  Ch  7  21. 
2    Rpchsr 

3.  Tahan  (Tahath,  1  Ch  7  20). 

4.  Eran  (Elead,  1  Ch  7  21). 

The  names  of  Manasseh's  grandsons  and  great-grand- 
sons are  puzzling.  Gilead  is  the  district  except  in  Jgs 
11  1.2.  where  it  is  the  father  of  Jephthah.  Shechem 
sounds  like  the  Ephralmite  town.  Hepher  reminds  of 
Gath-Hepher.  In  Josh  17  1.2  the  six  sons  of  Gilead 
are  described  as  sons  of  Manasseh ;  loosely,  it  is  probable: 
they  are  to  be  understood  as  descendants.  Perhaps  the 
redTerences  mav  be  simmiarlzed:  The  family  of  Machir, 
the  son  of  Manasseh.  conquered  Gilead.  and  took  its 
name  therefrom,  either  as  a  family  or  In  the  person  of  a 
son,  Gilead,  whose  six  sons  founded  clans  named  from  or 
giving  names  to  certain  towns  or  districts. 

The  daughters  of  Zelophehad  are  noted  for  the  inter- 
esting case  at  law  they  presented,  claiming  and  receiving 
the  inheritance  of  then*  father,  which  by  Gray.  ICC, 
"  Nu,"  is  considered  not  historical  but  a  fictitious  instance, 
for  the  purpose  of  raising  the  question,  these  daughters 
being  clans,  and  not  persons. 

Among  the  sons  of  Ephraim,  Becher  has  perhaps  been 
misplaced  from  ver  38.  and  possibly  (Usplaces  Bered  ( 1  Ch 
7  20)  between  Shuthelah  and  Tahath.  It  is  not  found 
here  in  the  LXX.  It  is  possible  that  an  alliance  between 
the  Becherites  and  the  Ephraimites  caused  one  portion 
of  the  former  to  be  counted  with  Ephraim  and  another 
with  Benjamin;  or  that  at  different  times  the  clan  was 
allied  with  the  two  different  tribes.  An  error  in  trans- 
cription is  more  probable.  Another  Shuthelah  is  found 
later  in  the  line  (1  Ch  7  21). 

(16)  Nu  34  16-28.  Tribal  representatives  in  the 
aUotmsnt, 


Reuben.  Gad,  half-Manasseh.  omitted  because  their 
allotments  had  already  been  assigned  E.  of  Jordan: 
Levi,  became  receiving  none.  Changing  to  the  order 
in  (10) : 

I.  Reuben:  None. 
II.  Simeon:  Shemuel,  s.  of  Ammihud. 

Shemuel  Is  Heb  of  Samuel.  Another  S.  Is  of  Issachar, 
1  Ch  7  2.     Samuel  the  prophet,  a  Levite. 

III.  Judah:  Caleb,  s.  of  Jephunneh. 

IV.  Issachar:  Paltiel,  s.  of  Azzan. 

Another  PaltieL  otherwise  Paltl.  David's  wife  Mi- 
chal's  temporary  husband  (2  S  8  15).  Another  Ben- 
Jamitespy  (Nu  13  9). 

V.  Zebulun:  Elizaphan,  s.  of  Parnach. 
Another  E.,  Kohathite  Levite  (Ex  6  18.22). 

VI.  Gad:  None. 

VII.  Asher:  Ahihud,  a.  of  Shelomi. 
Another  Ahihud.  Benjamite  (I  Ch  8  7). 

VIII.  Joseph-Ephraim:  Kemuel,  s.  of  Shiftan. 

Another  Kemuel,  s.  of  Nahor.  an  Aramaean  chief 
(Gen  22  21);  also  Levite  of  David's  time  (1  Ch  27  17). 

IX.  JosepfirMaruisseh:  Hanniel,  s.  of  Ephod. 
Hanniel,  also  an  Asherite  (1  Ch  7  39). 

X.  Benjamin:  Elidad,  s.  of  Chislon. 
XI.  Dan:  Bukki,  s.  of  Jogli. 

Bukki,  abbreviation  of  Bukkiah;  another.  In  high- 
priestly  line  of  Phinehas  (1  Ch  6  5.51). 

XII.  Naphtali:  Pedahel,  s.  of  Ammihud. 

A  Slmeonlte  Ammihud  above. 
Seven  "El"  names,  only  one  "Jah." 

(17)  Ruth  4  20.  The  ancestry  of  David  (Perez: 
Hezron:  Ram:  Amminadab:  Nahshon:  Salmon 
[Salmah]:  Boaz:  Obed:  Jesse:  David). 

Contained  unchanged  in  1  Ch  2  9-15;  also  Mt  1  1-6; 
also  Lk  8  32.  Some  links  have  been  omitted  between 
Obed  and  Jesse.  Salmon  might  be  traced  to  the  ancestor 
of  the  Bethlehemite  (1  Ch  2  51.54).  who  is.  however,  of 
Caleb's  line,  not  Ram's;  but  the  lines  may  mingle. 

(18)  2  S  8  2-5;  6  14.15.  David's  children  (also 
in  1  Ch  8  1-9;   14  4-7). 

I.  Bom  in  Hebron:    Amnon,   Chileab,   Absalom, 

Adonijah,  Shephatiah,  Ithream. 
II.  Bom  in  Jerus:    Shammua,   Shobab,    Nathan, 
Solomon,     Ibhar,     Elishua,     Nepheg,     Japhia, 
Elishama,  Eliada,  Eliphelet. 

Four  names  in  *el,  all  prefixed.  Two  in  **Jah." 
Chlleab  is  Daniel  in  1  Ch  8  i ;  uncertain  which  is  right, 
but  probably  Daniel  is  a  corruption.  Ch  adds  Nogah 
to  the  Jerus  sons,  probably  developed  In  transcription. 
3  G-8  has  two  Eliphelets;  14  6  has  Elpalet  In  place  of 
the  first;  more  probable.  This  gives  David  6  sons  in 
Hebron,  and.  if  both  Nogah  and  Eipalet  be  correct.  12  in 
Jerus.  Eliada  is  Beeliada  in  14  7.  perhaps  the  original 
form,  a  relic  of  the  time  before  the  Hebrews  turned 
against  the  use  of  Baal,  "lord,"  as  applied  to  Jeh;  in 
which  case  Baaliada,  "Lord  knows.'  was  changed  to 
Eliada.  "God  knows."  8  6  reads  Elishama  for  Elishua. 
Japhia  is  also  the  name  of  a  king  of  Lachish  In  Joshua's 
time  (Josh  10  3-7). 

(19)  2  S  23  (also  1  Ch  11  11-41).  David's 
knights. 

1.  Josheb-bashebeth,  the  Tahchemonite. 

In  Ch  it  is  Jashobeam.  and  should  read  Ishbaal.  the 
writer's  religious  horror  of  Baal  leading  him  to  substi- 
tute the  consonants  of  bdaheih,  "shame.*  as  In  Mephilx>- 
sheth.  Ishbosheth.  LXX  has  *UfrtfiaBi  (B).  'UiwfiaAdk, 
'l<rfiaa^  (A),  in  Ch.  and  'I«^6<r«e  (B).  'Ie^o(r0ai  (A)  here. 
In  Ch  he  is  a  Hachmonlte.  probably  correct.  Adino 
the  Heznite"  is  probably  a  corruption  for  "He  wielded  his 
spear"  (Ch). 

2.  Eleazar,  s.  of  Dodai,  the  Ahohite. 

Dodo  in  Ch;  8  other  Eleazars  in  the  OT.  Anotber 
Dodo  is  father  of  Elhanan. 

3.  Shammah,  s.  of  Agee,  a  Hararite. 

Omitted  by  Ch.  Three  other  Shammahs,  one  of  them 
a  knight  of  David.  "Harari"  may  be  "mountaineer," 
or  "inhabitant  of  the  village  Harar." 
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4.  Abishai,s.  of  Zcmiah,  brother  of  Joab. 


CBenaJ&bs,  oneofthemfcl»akalght.  This 
Joah  u  commander-ln-ctilet.  4  olher  Jehol- 
i  srandBOD.  high  Id  David's  counsel.  '     ' '  " 


6.  Asohel,  brother  of  Joab. 

Three  ottMT  AakheU. 

7.  Elhanan,  e.  of  Dodo  of  Bethlehen 


\l  the  Harodite. 
Cb.  ShmmmoUi.     From  Harod.  neat  Oideim's  well  {Jgs 


Paltit«  perhaps  local  or  tamUy  name  tram  Pelet.  or 
PalU. 

11.  It&,  6.  of  DckMb  the  Tekoit«. 

Two  other*,  one  a  kntgbt.    Tekoah.  JudalM  town, 
home  of  Amoa.  etc. 

12.  Abieier  the  Anathothite. 

One  other,  a  Manuilte  (Josh  IT  2).     AnathoCh  an 
bow  N.E.  ot  Jenu,  Jeremiah's  town. 

13.  Mebunnai  the  Huehathite. 
Should  read,  with  Ch.  aibbecal. 

14.  Zolmon  the  Ahohitc. 


15.  Mah&rai  the  Netophatlute. 
Prom  Nelophah.  town. 

16.  Heleb,  b.  of  Baanah. 

1  Ch  11  30.  Heted.    Three  other  Baanahs. 

17.  Ittai,  B.  of  Ribw  of  Gibeah  of  the  children  of 
Benjamin. 

1  Cb  11  81,  ItbsL     An  Ittal  of  Oath  abo 


IS.  Benaiah  a  Pirathonite. 
PlratboD.  Amal^te  town  Id  Ephralmlle  territory. 

19.  Hiddaiof  thebrookBof  Gaash. 

Ch.  aural  n  (or  1).     Os'uh.  a  wady  In  Bphralm. 

20.  Abi-albon  the  Arbathite. 

Ch.  Ablel.  perhapa  corrupted 
Beth-arabah.  Judah  or  Benjamli 

21.  Ainiavetb  the  Barhumite. 

Three  otherH,  and  a  Jud^(«  toi 
Bahanuulte.  Oh.    B..  a  B«njamlti 

22.  Eliabba  the  Shaalbonit«. 
8.,  a  Danlte  town. 

23.  The  BOOS  of  Jashen  (better,  Hashem). 
ions  of  Hashera  the  QlzonlM." 

._  ^  scribal  error,  or  Incerpolatlon 
in  of  "bal"  In  "  Stiaalbonl "  above. 

24.  Jonath&n,  a.  of  Shanunah  the  Hararite. 

Ch  adds,  "the  son  ot  Shasee  the  Hararite."  Sbagee 
should  perhaps  be  Agee  (S  S  S3  II):  but  I.XX  Indi- 
cates Sbammah  here:  both  S  and  Ch  should  read  "J., 
a.  ot  Shunmah  the  Arorlte." 

25.  Ahiam,  b.  of  Sharar  the  Ararit«. 

Ch,  Saear  the  Hararite.     S  Is  supported  by  LXX. 

26.  Eliphelet,  b.  of  Ahasvu,  the  son  of  the  Maaco- 
diite. 


Oh  has  "Ellphal.  s.  of  Ur,"  aud  adds  "Hepher  the 
Mecherathlte."  Both  texts  are  oorrupt.  Co  should 
porhapa  read.  ' '  Eliphelet  the  son  ot .  .  .  .  .  the  Maaca- 

thlte.BUam."etc. 

27.  Bliham,  s.  of  Ahithopbel  the  Gilonite. 

B.,  possibly  tatherofBathiheba.  Ahlthophal.  David's 
counselor.    OUonlte.  native  ot  Olloh. 

27a.  Ahijah  the  Pelonite  (ia  Ch  but  not  S). 

m  other  Ahljalu.     Pelonite  uocortaln.    probably 


I  Inserted  by  a  scribe  n 


28.  HeEro(Hezrai)  the  Carmelite. 

Scribe  oanfuaed  1  and  ^ .    Oarmel.  near  Hebroi 

29.  Paarai  the  Arbite. 

Ch.  "Naaral.  a.ot  Eabal."    Dncertaln.    Arab,  i 
of  Judah. 

30.  Igal,  a.  o!  Nathan  of  Zobah. 


12  other  Joels;  S  other  Nathans. 

30a.  Mibhar.  b.  of  Hagri  (Ch,  not  S). 

Text  uncertain  as  between 'this  and  31 . 

31.  Bani  the  Gadita  (omitted  Ch). 
Ponlbly  the  Oerarite. 

32.  Zeiek  the  Ammonite. 

Ammon  E.  ot  Jordan  Mid  upper  Jabbok . 


Beeroth.  BenJamlM  town. 

34.  Ira  the  Ithrtte. 

Ithritee,  a  family  of  Klrlath-Jearim,  Judab. 

35.  Gareb  the  Ithrite. 
Oareb  also  a  bill  W.  of  Jerui. 

36.  Uriah  the  Hittit«. 


37.  Zabad,  s.  of  Ahltu  (perhaps  dropped  out  of  S), 
Ch. 
Oh  adds  13  others.     The  flUliu;  o_ 
the  number  37  InsUad  ot  30.    Two  n 

iia'ol.  B  In  silt.  7  In  '«.     Aa  far  as  l  ...    - 

JudlJi.  3  from  Benjamin,  2  from  Bphralm,  1  from  Dan, 
1  from  Issacbar.  1  Ammonlle.  I  Hitttte.  3  (or  4}  Hara- 
rltes.  2  Harodltea.  2  Ithrltes. 

(SO)  1  K  4  1-19.    Solomon's  "priTuxa"  and  com- 


re  preQied  icn  as  It  their 


connections:   — „ , 

nth  names.  1  'H:  S  ot  the  of 
own  names  had  dropped  O' 


alMlea  for  conMmporary  hmlllefl,  Implying  an  ac 
daUog  insertion  ot  names  "after  the  manner  o 
alcjgles"    today.      Two  mslo  purposefl,     however,    seem 
clear:  the  Brst  historical,  to  give  the  historical  and  per- 
sonal ba^  aud  setting  to  eluddale  the  Chronicler's  — -'-- 


titmalcl 


d  by.  adellty  to  the  law  of 
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Ood,  esp.  as  It  centered  upon  the  worship  and  services  of 
Jeh's  house.  To  do  this  it  was  necessary  to  trace  the 
descent  of  the  prominent  characters,  families,  tribes. 
Hence  the  space  siven  to  Judah,  Levi.  Benjamin,  the 
main  line  of  fldelTty,  the  survival  of  the  fittest.  The 
other  purpose  was  to  conserve  purity  of  blood  in  the 
restored  nation,  to  include  all  who  were  entitled  and  to 
exdude  all  who  were  not.  We  may  also  credit  him  with 
such  regard  for  his  material  that  he  preserved  it  all  (with 
certain  comprehensible  exceptions),  even  though  ex- 
tremely fragmentary  here  and  there.  His  materiikls  are 
of  many  degrees  of  age.  It  is  thought  by  some  that  the 
antiquity  is  indicated  by  the  last  stage  in  the  descent, 
the  genealogy  of  Sheshan,  e.g.  ending  with  Hezeldah's 
time;  Heman's  and  Asaph's  (1  Ch  6  33)  in  David's. 
Name-study  and  historico-literary  criticism  seeks  still 
other  marks  of  relative  age.  The  text  has  suffered  much, 
as  lists  of  names  will,  from  scribal  errors.  Details  of  his 
method  will  be  pointed  out  in  the  following  analysis. 
As  in  this  whole  article,  space  forbids  exhaustive  treat- 
ment of  the  endless  textual,  critical,  historical  questions 
arising.     A  few  illustrative  cases  only  are  given. 

I.    Primeval  Genealogies  (1  Ch  1  1-54). 

To  show  Israel's  place  among  the  nations;  follows  Qen 
closely,  omittins  only  the  Cainites;  boldly,  skilfully 
compressed,  as  if  the  omitted  facts  were  well  known. 

(1)  The  ten  antediluvian  Patriarchs,  and  Noah's 
three  sons  (vs  1-4). 

Follows  Gen  4  5,  giving  only  the  names. 

(2)  Japheth's  descendants  (vs  5-7)  (Gen  10  2-A 
iinchanfiteu  I 

(3)  The  Hamites  (vs  8-16)  (Gen  10  6-8.13- 
18a  unchanged). 

(4)  The  Semites  (vs   17-23)   (Gen  10  22-29; 
only  scribal  changes). 

(5)  Abram's  descent  (vs  24-27)  (Gen  11  10-26 
abridged,  giving  only  the  Patriarchs). 

(6)  The  sons  of  Abraham,  Keturah,  Isaac  (vs 
28-34). 

Gen  85  1-4.13-16.25.26;  88  28.  Reverses  the  order 
of  Ishmael's  and  Keturah's  descendants. 

(7)  Sons,  of  Esau  (vs  35-52)  (Gen  36  4-10). 

(8)  Kings  and  sheikhs  of  Edom  (vs  43.54)  (Gen 
36  31-43).    Scribal  changes. 

II.    Descendants  of  Jacob  (1  Ch  2-9). 

The  tribes  arranged  chiefly  geographically.  Judah, 
as  the  royal  line,  is  given  100  verses,  Levi,  as  the  priestly. 
81  verses,  Benjamin  50,  the  other  ten  56,  Dan  and  2Sebu- 
lun  neglected.  His  purpose  practically  confines  him  to 
the  first  three;  and  these  were  also  the  best  preserved. 

(1)  Sons  of  Israel. 

Follows  substantially  the  order  in  Gen  85.     Dan  is 

g laced  before  Rachel's  sons.     17  different  orders  of  the 
ribes  In  Bible  lists. 

(2)  Genealogies  of  Judah  (2  3-4  23). 

(a)  Descent  of  Jesse's  sons  from  Judah 
(2  3-17). 

Largely  gleaned  from  the  historical  books.  The  sons 
of  Zerah  (vs  6-8)  are  not  found  elsewhere.  Chelubal  Is 
Caleb.  Onlv  7  sons  of  Jesse  are  mentioned.  Ablshai, 
Joab,  Asahel  are  always  designated  by  their  mother's 
name,  Zeruiah. 

(6)  Genealogy  of  Bezalel  (vs  18-20). 

The  artificer  of  the  tabernacle,  hence  greatly  interests 
the  Chronicler. 

(c)  Other  descendants  of  Hezron  (vs  21- 

24). 
id)  The  Jerahmeelites  (vs  25-41). 

Concededly  a  very  old  Ust  of  this  important  dan  not 
foimd  elsewhere.  Sheshan  (ver  35).  who  married  Ms 
daughter  to  Jarha,  an  Egyp  servant,  illustrates  the  hitro- 
duction  of  a  foreicpiier  into  the  nation  and  tribe. 

(e)  The  Calebites(vs  41-55). 

Not  elsewhere.  The  names  are  largely  geographical. 
A  subdivision  of  the  Hezronites.  Not  Caleb  the  son  of 
Jephunneh. 

CO  David's  descendants  (8  1-24). 

Gives  first  the  sons  and  their  bhrthplaco's,  then  the 
kings  to  Jeconiah  and  Zedekiah,  then  the  'Davidic  line 
from  Jeconiah  to  Zerubbabel,  then  the  gra*idsons  of  Ze- 


rubbabel  and  the  descendants  of  Shecaniah.  Two  other 
lists  of  David's  sons  (2  S  5  14-16;  1  Ch  14  4-17). 
Eliphelet  and  Nogah  here  are  thought  to  have  developed 
in  transcription,  with  some  other  changes.  Johanan's 
name  (s.  of  Josiah)  is  given  among  the  longs,  though  he 
never  reigned.  Zedekiah  is  called  son  (instead  of 
brother)  of  Jehoiachin,  perhaps  a  scribal  error.  "Jah" 
names  extremely  numerous.  Names  of  Zerubbabel's 
sons  are  highly  symbolic:  Meshullam.  "Recompensed": 
Hananiah,  "Jah  is  gracious";  Shelomith,  '^ Peace"; 
Hashubah,  "Consideration";  Ohel,  "Tent," i.e.  "DweU- 
ingofJeh^':  Berechlah,  "Jah blesses";  Hasadiab.  "Jah 
is  kind":  Jushab-hesed,  "Loving-kindness  returns"; 
characteristic  of  the  Exile. 

Vs  19-24,  beginning  with  Zerubbabel's  descendants, 
are  obscure,  and  a  battleground  of  criticism  on  account 
of  thehr  bearing  on  the  date  of  Ch.  There  are  three  pos- 
sible interpretations :  (IJ)  Following  the  Heb.  Zerubbabel's 
descendants  stop  with  Felatiah  and  Jeshaiah,  his  grand- 
sons. Then  follow  three  unclassified  sets  of  "sons." 
No  connection  is  shown  between  Jeshaiah  and  these. 
Then  follows  Shecaniah's  line  with  four  generations. 
There  are  several  other  instances  of  unrelated  names  thus 
being  thrown  in.  This  gives  two  generations  after 
2torubbabel.  (2)  Still  following  the  Heb.  assume  that 
Shecaniah  after  Obadiah  is  in  Z.'s  line.  This  gives  »ix 
generations  after  Z.  (3)  Following  LXX.  Syr.  Vulg 
(but  the  two  latter  are  of  very  soiall  critical  weight), 
read  in  ver  21.  "Repkalah  his  son,  Aman  his  son,  etc 
— a  very  possible  change:  eleven  generations  after  Z. 
According  to  (3),  Ch  was  written  at  least  253  years 
(allowing  23  years  to  a  generation;  more  probable  than 
30  or  40)  after  Zerubbabel  (515),  hence  after  262  BC; 
(2)  makes  it  after  373;  (1)  makes  it  459,  during  Eara's 
life.  The  book's  last  recorded  event  is  Cyrus'  decree 
(538),  which  indicates  the  earliest  date.  The  NT  casts 
no  light  here,  none  of  these  names  appearing  in  the  gene- 
alogies in  Mt  or  Lk.  If  LXX  is  correct,  Keil  suggesU 
that  it  is  a  later  insertion,  a  critical  device  too  frequently 
used  to  nullify  inconvenient  facts.  The  passage  itself 
Justifies  the  statement  that  "thwe  is  no  shadow  of  proof 
that  the  families  enumerated  in  ver  21,  latter  part, 
were  descendants  of  Hananiah  the  son  of  Sterubbabel." 
Against  this,  and  the  other  indications,  the  admittedly 
faulty  LXX  furnishes  an  insufficient  basis  for  so  far- 
reacliing  a  conclusion. 

ig)  Fragmentary  genealogies  of  f anulies  of 
Judah  (4  1-23). 

Contains  (1)  "sons"  of  Judah,  four  or  five  successive 

?enerations;  (2)  sons  of  Shobal  and  Hur;  (3)  sons  of 
)helub;  (4)  sons  of  Caleb,  s.  of  Jephunneh;  (5)  souk  of 
Jehaleel;  (6)  sons  of  Ezra  (of  course,  not  the  priest-scribe 
of  the  return);  (7)  sons  of  "Bethlah  the  daughter  of 
Pharaoh  whom  Mered  took";  (8)  sons  of  Shimon;  (9) 
sons  of  Ishi;  (10)  sons  of  Shelah.  It  is  har:i:  to  trace  the 
law  of  association  here;  which  fact  has  its  bearing  on  the 
discussion  under  (/)  above.  Chelub  may  be  another 
Caleb.  Vs  9-11  give  an  interesting  name-study,  where 
Jabez  by  prayer  transforms  into  prosperity  the  omen  of 
his  sorrowful  name:  "Because  I  bare  him  with  sorrow," 
a  characteristic  note.  Vs  21-28  speak  of  the  linen- 
workers  and  potters.  Similar,  even  identical,  names  have 
been  found  on  pot-handles  in  Southern  Pal. 

(3)  Genealogy  of  Simeon  (4  24r-43). 

(a)  Simeon's  sons.     Genealogy  of  Shimei. 

After   Gen  46  10:    Ex  6  15:    Nu  26 

12-14. 
(6)  Dwelling-places  of  Simeon.    After  Josh 

19  2-8. 
(c)  Princes  and  conquests  (vs  34-43). 

Source  unknown,  but  considered  old.  Gray,  however, 
thinks  the  names  of  late  formation.  Meshobab,  Jam- 
lech,  Joshah.  Amaziah,  Joel,  Jehu,  Josibiah.  Seraiah. 
Asiel,  Elioenai,  Jaakobah,  Jeshohalah,  Asaiah,  Adiel. 
Jesimiel,  Benalah,  Ziza.  Shiphi,  Allon,  Jedaiah,  Shhnrl. 
Shemaiah.  Ishi,  Pelatiah,  Neariah,  Rephaiah.  Uzziel: 
many  undoubtedly  old  ones;  11  in  ydh,  5  in  'eZ.  Elioenai 
sounds  post-exilic.  The  section  mentions  several  exploits 
of  Simeon. 

(4)  EastrJordanic  tribes  (6  1-24). 

As  in  Simeon  above,  the  usual  order,  deviated  from 
in  instances,  is  (1)  Introductory:  Sons  and  immediate 
descendants;  (2)  Territory;  (3)  Princes  or  Cliiefs;  (4) 
Incidents. 

(a)  Reuben  (vs  1-10). 

Partly  follows  Qen,  Nu;  but  only  as  to  first  graieraUon. 
Very  fragmentary  and  connections  obscure. 

(6)  Gad  (vs  11-17). 

First  generation  omitted.  Chronicler  draws  from 
genealogies  "in  the  days  of"  Jotham  and  Jeroboam. 

(c)  Half-Manasseh  (vs  23.24). 
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(5)  Len  (8  1-81). 
UuBlTBtas  more  fully  the 


(a)  High  priests  from  Levi  to  Jehozadak 

(the  Exile)  (vb  1-15). 

(a)  Levi's  sons:  Gershon,  Kohath, 
Merari   (Geo  46  11;    Ex  S  16). 

(fi)  Kohsth's  sous:  Ainram,  Izhar, 
Hebron,  Uzziel  (Ex  6  18). 

(7)  Amram  8  "sons  1  Aaron,  Moaes, 
Miriam  (Ex  6  20.23  [except  Mir- 
iam]; Nu  36  5gf). 

(!)  High  prieHta  from  Eleaaar.  Alao 
(partly)  Ezra  (7  1-5): 


3.  Ablsbua 


20,  Asarlftb 

21.  Senloh 
32,  Jeboiadkk 

I  house.   EU.   Ptalnehu. 

Zadc^~B  lQ~Soiom^i  Ume;  Biikld  to  Zadok  belna  theit 
contemponrka;  but  Uu  Urt  ftlao  omiU  Anurlkh  in  the 
reign  of  JetKohapliat  (perhaps),  Jebolada.  Joaoh's 
"power  behind  tbe  throne."  Urijah  In  AhM'  dar,  Asa- 

Hkh  In   n<waIifKh-a       It  hu  hnan  t.hniivhli  tJi^t  tMm  «k 


. . ,  ^  be  30  u  40  ;««n,  and 

aa  a  mMter  of  fact  was  nearer  30.  The  apparent  number 
of  iceneraCIoni  from  Aaron  to  Hie  Oaptlvltr.  adding  the 
data  from  the  hirtorlcalboaki.  Is  29,  making  a  generation 
about  24  yean.  The  raaaoni  tOr  tbe  omloBlon  bore,  as 
tor  many  others,  are  not  apparent.  Outalde  of  Oh  and 
" • '-■ 'Ataahi-   "-■-'-'  "—  " — ■^■-•- 


Zadok  2.  Shallum.  Aiarlaii  3.  The  list  touches  his- 
torical nodcesin  Aaron,  Eleaiar.Phlneliaa.  Zadolc.Ablma- 
ai.  Aiarlah  2.  contmiporan'  of  Solomon,  perhaps 
Amariah,  contemporary  of  jehoehaphat,  AzBTbth,  con- 
temporan  of  Unlah.  Hllldab,  cooMmporary  of  Joshua, 
Senlah  slain  by  the  Chaldaeans,  and  Jehoiadak.  The 
recurrence  of  similar  names  1b  clou  succession  Is  char- 
acUrimcaUy  Jewish  (but  compare  oaines  of  Dopes  and 
kings).  It  Is  seen  in  the  list  beginning  with  Jeboiadak: 
Joabua,  JoliUdm,  Ellashlb.  JolBda,  Jonathan.  Jaddua. 
Onlas,  Simon.  Eleaiar,  Maoasaeh,  Onlas,  BlmoQ.  Onlas. 
Joabua,  Aim  about  Christ's  time:  Eleaxar,  Jeans. 
Annas,  Ismael,  Bleasar,  Simon,  Joseph.  Jonathan.  The- 
opbllus.  Simon,  altbough  these  lal(«r  do  not  succeed  In  a 
'  gaie^ogkal  Ihie. 

(6)  The  three  Levitioal  clans  {vh  16-19), 
After  Ex  6  17-19;    Nu  3  17-20. 

(c)  Lineal  descendants  of  Gershom :  seven, 
VB  20.21 ;  thirteen,  vs  39-43.  See  also 
1  Ch  28  7, 


o  lists  (1 


!0.21  and  vs  39-43)  are  dearly  the 


Jahath,  ZImmah,  Zerah  are  In  both.  By  slight 
changes  Joah,  nsni,  is  Ethan.  ^TTl/t:  iddo.  115.  Is 
rrny.  Adalat:  JeatheraJ.  ^inK^,  Is  Ethnl,  ''Snll- 
Shlinel  may  have  dropped  from  one  and  Llbnl  from  the 
Other.  JaAath  aod  Ublmei  have  been  Cranapoeed.  In 
1  Ch  S3  7  Ubnl  Is  Ladan, 


Tataath 
Uriel 
Uulab 
9  haul 
Elkanah 

Ahlmoth 
EUianab 

N^ath 

Eliab 

Jeroham 


txMti  son  t- 


Jeh.  beyond  recall  or  redempUon.  and  to 
KHu  am  luusecraUon  by  the  stgniflcant  Bymbat  of  the 
unshorn  head,  la  not  hard  to  Imagine  In  either  a  Levlte 
or  an  Ephralmlte.  and  equally  "  unoecesBary  "  In  either 
case.  Heman.  ending  the  pedigree  (3),  was  David's 
oantomporary, 

(e)  Pedigree  of  Asuah  the  Merarite  (1  Ch 
6  29.30), 

MersTl:  Mahll:  Ubnl:  Shlmel;  Uuah:  Shimea: 
Hagglah:  Asalab.  Hard  Co  adlust  or  place.  Ubnl  and 
Shlmel  are  elsewhere  Gersbonlbes.  but  the  same  name  Is 
frequently  found  In  dlOerent  tribes  or  clans.  Informa- 
tion below  Mahll  is  entirely  wan  tins. 

if)  Descent  of  David's  three  siogers,  He- 
man   Asaph,  Ethan  (vs  33-47). 
(a)  Heman  has  been  given  under  (d); 

20  links. 
(^)  Aaaph:  Gershom:  Jahath:  Shiind: 
Zimmah:  Ethan;  Adaiah;  Z^h: 
Ethni  (Jeatherai):  Malchijah:  Ba* 
aeeiah;  Michael:  Shimea:  Berech- 
iah:  Asaph;  15  links. 
(y)  Ethan:  Merari:  Mushi:  Mahlt: 
Shemer :  Hani :  Amzi :  Hilkiah : 
Amasiah :  Hashabiah :  Malluch : 
Abdi:  Kishi:  Ethan;  12Iinlcs, 


Hardly  aoywba 

„_lds  of  singers  cli _^ 

three,  and  through  theae  from  Levi,  ho  Ote  them  out,  with 


s  the  Chronicler's  good  faith  n 
•■-se  lists.      Finding  in  ■•'"  -■— 
claiming  descaDl  f 


16-20,  and  ailing 


pedw^es.  b«HTOwin<  n 

out  with  his  favorite  naim,  ui  tuun  ui  lus  u<, 

or  from  current  Usla.     To  make  Asaph  conComporary 

with    David,    he  adds   Malcbljah,    Maaselah,    Michael. 

Shlmel.  Berechlah.     Hehelps  out  Ethan  with  Ban!,  Amil. 

HlUdah.  AnuHlah.   Hsahablah.   MaUuch,   Abdi,    KIshl. 


The  names  added  are  very  frequen 

frequent  in  older  writings.     Adde  from  the  KOneral  _  _ 

lection  to  this  thoroughgoing  discredit  of  Ch.  and  the 


theory  of  religious  development  la  Israel  on  w 
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based,  it  may  be  said:    (1)  The  Chronicler's  failure  to 

gve  his  three  families  nearly  the  same  number  of  links 
suspicious,  but  if  he  took  an  old  Ust.  as  it  came  to  him. 
it  is  natural.  (2)  The  fact  that  these  added  names  occur 
many  more  times  in  Gh.  Ezr,  Neh  indicates  simply  that 
Levitical  names  occur  frequently  in  a  writer  and  among 
a  people  whose  interests  are  Levitical.  No  one  would 
lo(&  among  the  Roundheads  for  either  classical  or  aristo- 
cratic names.  (3)  In  no  tribe  would  such  names  be  more 
likely  to  recur,  naturallv  or  purposely,  than  in  the  Leviti- 
cal. (4)  The  Chronicler  has  inserted  among  his  new 
names  6  in  yah  and  only  1  in  'el,  and  that  far 
down  the  list.  (5)  Of  the  "added"  names  Malchijah 
occurs  in  Jer  21  1;  Masseiah.  in  29  21.25;  35  4.  in 
every  case  priestly  or  Levitical.  Michael  occurs  in  Nu 
18  13.  Berechiah  is  the  name  of  the  prophet  Zecha- 
riah's  father.  Hllkiah  is  the  name  of  Joshua's  high  priest. 
Amaziah  reigned  800  BC.  Bani  is  mentioned  in  2  S 
28  36  (though  this  is  thought  to  be  copied  from  Ch). 
Shlmea  is  concededly  early.  Of  the  13  added  names" 
8  are  found  elsewhere.  Of  the  others.  Amzi.  Abdi. 
Eishl  (KIsh.  Kushaiah)  have  an  early  look.  Malluch 
might  be  late.  If  Hashabiah  is  late  the  author  has  scat- 
tered it  well  through  the  history.  1  several  generations 
before  David.  3  in  David's  time.  1  in  Josiah's.  1  in  Ezra's, 
3  in  Nehemiah's.  in  every  case  a  Levlte.  (7)  While 
these  "added"  names  occur  more  times  in  Ch.  Ezr.  Neh. 
than  elsewhere,  and  5  of  the  13  occur  nowhere  else,  it  is 
also  true  that  more  than  500  other  names  also  occur  only 
in  these  three  books,  and  that  the  total  names  in  these, 
to  say  nothing  of  the  " P"  portions  elsewhere,  outnumber 
the  names  in  the  other  books  about  three  to  one.  Other 
things  being  equal,  three  mentions  of  any  common  name 
ought  to  be  found  in  these  books  to  one  in  the  others. 
Of  all  names  applied  to  more  than  four  persons  the  usual 
proportion  in  these  books  by  count  is  four,  to  one  else- 
where. 

(jg)  Pedigree  of  Ahimaaz  (vs  50-53). 

Parallel  with  6  4-8. 

(h)  Dwelling-places  of  Levi. 
(6)  The  six  remaining  tribes. 
(a)  Issachar  (7  1-5). 

Yer  1  derived  from  Oen  46  13;  Nu  26  23.24.  The 
rest  peculiar  to  Ch.  Closes  with  a  record  of  fighting 
men.  instead  of  the  usual  statement  of  dwelling-places. 

(6)  Benjamin  (7  6-13). 

A  very  difficult  section.  It  is  considered  a  Zcbulunite 
genealogy  which  has  been  Benjaminized.  because  (1) 
there  is  a  Benjamite  list  elsewhere;  (2)  Benjamin  is  out 
of  place  here,  while  in  13  out  of  17  tribal  lists  Zebulun 
comes  at  this  point,  and  in  this  list  has  no  other  place; 
(3)  the  numbers  of  Benjamin's  sons  differ  from  other 
Benjamite  genealogies:  (4)  the  names  of  Bela's  and 
Becher's  sons  are  different  here;  (5)  many  names  are 
not  Benjamite;  (6)  Tarshish,  in  this  list,  is  a  sea-coast 
name  appropriate  to  Zebulun,  but  not  Benjamin.  But 
(1)  it  is  called  Benjamite;  (2)  doublets  are  not  unknown 
in  Ch;  (3)  Dan  is  also  neglected;  (4)  many  Benjamite 
names  are  found;  (5)  both  the  Zebul unite  material  and 
the  Benjamite  material  elsewhere  is  too  scanty  for  safe 
conclusions. 

(c)  Dan,  ver  12,  from  Gen  46  23. 

Aher  ("another")  is  a  copyist's  error  or  substitute  for 
Dan. 

(d)  Naphtali,    ver    13,    from    Gen  46  24 
(transcriptional  changes). 

(e)  Manasseh,  E.  and  W.  (vs  14-19). 

The  text  of  vs  14.15  very  corrupt.  No  other  notice 
is  foimd  of  the  sons  in  vs  16.17:  Peresh,  Sheresh,  Ulam, 
Rakem,  Bedan. 

(/)  Ephraim  to  Joshua  (vs  20-29). 

Contains  an  interesting  personal  note  in  the  mourning 
of  Ephraim  over  his  sons  Ezor  and  Elead,  and  the  sub- 
sequent birth  of  Beriah.  Interpreted  to  mean  that  the 
clans  Ezer  and  Elead  met  with  disaster,  on  which  the  clan 
Beriah  became  prominent. 

(g)  The  seats  of  Joseph's  sons  (vs  28.29). 

Hard  to  say  why  this  has  been  placed  here. 

(h)  Asher  (vs  30-40). 

The  earliest  names  derived  from  Gen  46  17.  Gray 
considers  the  others  ancient. 

(t)   Benjamin  (8  1-40). 

(a)  Sons  of  Benjamin.    After  Gen  46 
21,  with    variations.     See  (6)  (6). 
03)  Descendants  of  Ehud   (vs  6-28). 
Text  very  corrupt,  obscure. 


(7)  The  house  of  Saul  (vs  29-38) ;  re- 
peated (9  35-44). 

In  this  passage  two  exceptions  to  the  usual  treatment 
of  Baal  compounds.  Ishbaal  and  Meribbaal  here  are 
Ishbosheth  and  Mephlbosheth  in  S. 

(7)  The  inhahilanls  of  Jerusalem  (9  1-34). 

With  variations  in  Neh  11  1-13.  This  passage  has 
been  thought  an  interpolation,  but  it  is  the  Chronicler's 
custom  to  give  dwelling-places.  Perhaps  this  and  Neh 
are  two  independent  abridgments  of  the  same  document. 
This  probably  describes  post-exilic  conditions.  Vs  1 
and  2  here,  and  Neh  11  seem  conclusive  on  this  point. 
Four  classes  of  returning  exiles: 

(a)  The    children    of    Judah,    Benjamin, 
Ephraim,  Manasseh. 

Constituting  "the  laity."  "Israel." 

(6)  The  priests. 
Agreeing  with  Neh,  but  abridged. 

(c)  The  Levites.    Paralleling  Neh,  but  not 
exactly. 

(d)  Nethinim  or  porters.    Fuller  than  Neh, 
and  different. 

(8)  The  house  of  Saul  (9  35-44,  repeating  8 
29-38). 

(22)  David's  knights  (1  Ch  11  10-47). 

Discussed  under  (19).  Adds  to  the  list.  Adina.  s.  of 
Shia».  Reubenite;  Hanan.  s.  of  Maacah.  Joshaphat  the 
Mithnite,  Uzziah  the  Ashterathlte.  Shama  and  Jeiel  the 
sons  of  Hotham  the  Aroerite,  Jediael  the  son  of  Shimrl. 
and  Joah  his  brother,  the  Tizite,  Eliel  the  Mahavite,  and 
Jeribai  and  Joshaviah.  the  sons  of  Elnaam,  and  Ithmah 
the  Moabite,  Eliel,  and  Obed.  and  Jaasieh  the  Mezo- 
baite. 

(23)  Damd's  recruits  at  ZiJdag  (1  Ch  12-22). 

Found  only  here.  Contains  23  names  from  Benjamin 
(some  may  be  Judahite);  11  from  Gad:  8  from  Manas- 
seh; nothing  to  show  that  the  names  are  not  old. 

(24)  David's  musicians  and  porters  at  the  bring- 
ing of  the  ark  (1  Ch  15  16-24). 

Also  16  5.6.37-43.  Each  division  of  the  Levites  rep- 
resented by  a  chief  musician. 

(25)  David's  organization  of  the  kingdom  (1  Ch 
23-27). 

I.  The  Levites  (ch  23). 

(1)  The  family   of  Gershon    (vs   7-11);    9 
houses. 

(2)  The  family  of  Kohath  (vs  12-20);    11 
houses. 

(3)  The  family  of  Merari  (vs  21-23) ;  4  houses. 

II.  The  priests  (ch  24). 

24  divisions;  16  divided  among  descendants  of  Eleazar, 
headed  by  Zadok;  8  among  those  of  Ithamar.  headed  by 
Ahimelecn  (perhaps  an  error  for  Abiathar) ;  but  perhaps 
Ahimelech's. 
his  father. 


LP 


Abiathar,  s.  of  Ahimelech,  was  acting  for 


(1)  Eleazar 's  courses:  Jehoiarib.  Harim,  Mal- 
chijah, Hakkoz,  Joshua,  Eliashib,  Hup- 

5 ah,  Bilgah,  Hezer,  Aphses,  Pethahiah, 
ehezekel,  Jachin,  Uamul,  Delaiah,  Ma- 
aziah. 

(2)  Ithamar:  Jedaiah,  Seorim,  Mijamin, 
Abijah,  Shecaniah,  Jachim,  Joshebeab, 
Immer. 

Jos  gives  the  same  names  of  courses  {Ani,  YII,  xiv. 
7;  Vila,  1).  Several  are  mentioned  In  Apoc.  Talm.  and 
the  NT.  Jehoiarib.  Jedaiah,  Harlm.  Malchijah.  Mija- 
min, Abijah,  Shecaniah,  Bilgah,  Maaziah,  are  found  in 
one  or  both  of  Nehemiah's  Usts. 

(3)  Supplementary  list  of  Levites  (1  Ch  24 
20-31). 

Repeats  the  Levitical  families  in  1  Ch  23  6-23, 
omitting  the  Gershonites,  adding  to  the  Kohathites  and 
Merarites. 

III.    The  singers  (1  Ch  25). 

(1)  Their  families,  classified  under  the  three 
great  groups,  descendants  of  Asaph,  Jedu- 
thun  (Ethan),  Heman. 
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A  curious  problem  Is  suggested  by  the  fact  that  the 
names  In  ver  4.  beginning  with  Hanani,  with  a  few  very 
slight  changes,  read:  "Hanan  ('Have  mercy')  -iah  ('O 
Jehovah*) ;  Hanani  ('Have  mercy*);  Eli-athah  ('Thou 
art  my  God');  Giddalti  ('I  have  magnified')  (and)  Ro- 
mamti  ('exalted')    (thy)    Ezer   ('help^);  Josh-bekashah 

i'ln  the  seat  of  hardness');   Mallothi  ('I  spake  of  it'); 
lothir  7' Gave  stiU') ;  Mahazloth  (*  Visions')."     How.  or 
why,  this  came  among  these  names,  cannot  be  said. 

(2)  The  24  courses  of  12  singers  each,  of  which 
courses  nos.  1,  3,  5,  7  fell  to  Asaph;  nos. 
2,  4,  8,  10,  12,  14  fell  to  Jeduthun;  nos. 
6,  9,  11,  13,  15-24  fell  to  Heman. 

Gatekeepers  and  other  officers  (1  Ch  26). 

(1)  Genealogies  and  stations  of  the  gate- 
keepers (vs  1-19). 

(2)  Those  in  charge  of  the  temple  treasury 
(vs  20-28). 

(3)  Those  in  charge  of  the  "outward  busi- 


IV. 


ness. 


n 


Subordinate  magistrates,  tax-collectors,  etc. 

V.    The  annyf  and  DatniT 8  officers  (I  Ch  27). 

(1)  The  army  (vs  1-15). 

12  officers,  each  commanding  24.000  men,  and  in 
charge  for  one  month;  chosen  from  David's  knights. 

(2)  The  tribal  princes  (vs  16-24). 

After  the  fashion  of  Nu  1  2-15.  Gad  and  Asher  are 
omitted.  The  12  are  made  up  by  including  the  Levites 
and  the  Aaronites. 

(3)  The  king's  twelve  stewards  (vs  25-31). 

(4)  The  king's  court  officers  (vs  32-34). 

Counselor  and  scribe:  Jonathan,  the  king's  uncle, 
otherwise  unknown;  tutor:  Jehiel;  counselor:  Ahitho- 
phei;  "the  king's  friend"  (closest  confidant?):  Hushai. 
Fossibly  two  priests  are  next  included:  Jenoiada  the 
son  of  Benalah.  and  Abiathar,  high  priest  of  the  Ithamar 
branch.  But  perhaps  it  should  read,  "  Benaiah,  the  son 
of  Jehoiada."  If  two  priests  are  intended,  it  seems 
strange  that  Zadok  is  not  one.  The  list  ends  with  the 
commander-in-chief.  Joab. 

This  elaborate  organization  in  every  part  and  branch 
of  the  kingdom  is  looked  upon  as  the  Chronicler's  glow- 
ing Utopian  dream  of  what  must  have  been,  underrating 
the  organizing  power  of  the  great  soldier  and  statesman. 

(26)  Ezr  2  1-63.  The  exiles  who  returned  loith 
Zerubbabd. 

ParaUeled  in  Neh  7  6-73.  9  "Jah."  4  "El"  names  in 
107. 

(1)  The  leaders  (ver  2). 

(2)  NumberSf  according  to  families  (vs  3-19). 

18  of  Ezra's  numbers  difTer  from  Nehemiah's. 

(3)  Numbers  according  to  localities  (vs  20-35). 
10  towns  probably  Judahite,  7  Benjamite. 

(4)  The  priests  (vs  39.42). 

Only  4  families,  representing  3  Davidic  courses. 

(5)  The  LeviUs  (vs  43.44). 
Among  the  singers*  only  Asaphites. 

(6)  The  porters  (ver  45). 
3  old  names,  3  new  ones. 

(7)  The  ''Nethinim'*  (temple-slaves)  (vs  46-56). 

(8)  The  children  of  Solomon's  servants  (slaves)  (vs 
57-59). 

(9)  Those  who  could  not  prove  their  descent, 
(a)  General  population. 

Three  families,  children  of  Delaiah,  Tobiah,  Nekoda. 
(6)  Priestly  families. 

Hobaiah,  Hakkoz.  Barzlllai.  Hakkoz,  the  seventh  of 
the  Davidic  courses,  perhaps  succeeded  later  in  estab- 
lishhig  their  right  (Neh  3  21). 

(27)  Ezr  6  1-5.    Ezra^s  genealogy. 

An  ascending  genealogy :  Ezra.  s.  of  Seraiah.  s.of  Azariah, 
8.  of  Hilkiah,  s.  of  Shallum,  s.  of  Zadok,  s.  of  Ahitub,  s. 
of  Amaraiah,  s.  of  Azariah,  s.  of  Meraioth.  s.  of  Zerahiah. 
q.  of  Uzzi,  s.  of  Bukki,  s.  of  Abishua.  s.  of  Phinehas.  s.  of 


Eleazar.  s.  of  Aaron;  16  links.  Follows  1  Ch  6  7-10 
down  to  Zadok,  then  omits  7  to  Shallum.  besides  the  7 
omitted  in  Ch. 

(28)  Ezr  8  1-20.  Numbers  and  leaders  of  those 
who  returned  with  Zervbbabel: 

Numbers  much  smaller  than  in  Zerubbabel's  list  (Ezr 
2  1-14).  Perhaps  3  new  families.  Shecanlah,  Shelomith. 
Joah;  7  more  leaders.  A  much  smaller  proportion  of 
Levites;  among  them  a  "man  of  discretion."  perhaps  a 
name,  "Ishsecel,"  of  the  sons  of  Mahll.  therefore  a  Me- 
rarite,  with  other  Merarites,  39  in  all. 

(29)  Ezr  10  18-44.  Jews  who  had  married  for- 
eign women. 

(1)  The  priests  (vs  18-22). 

17  in  all;  members  of  the  high  priest's  family,  and  of 
the  Davidic  courses  of  Immer  and  Harlm,  besides  the 
family  of  Pashhur. 

(2)  The  Levites  (ver  23) ;  6  in  all. 

(3)  Singers  and  porters  (ver  24) ;  4  in  all. 

(4)  ^'Israel,''  ''the  laUy''  (vs  25-43). 

16  families  represented;  86  persons.  Out  of  a  total 
of  163  names,  39vdA  compounds,  19  'H  compounds.  8 
prefixed. 

(80)  Neh  3  1-12.  The  leaders  in  the  repair  of 
the  waU. 

38  leaders;  in  30  instances  the  father's  name  also  given. 
As  far  as  mentioned,  all  from  Judah  and  Jems. 

(81)  Neh  7  7-63.  Those  who  returned  with  Zervb- 
babel. 

Follows  Ezr  2  1-63,  with  transcriptional  variations 
in  names  and  numbers. 

(82)  Neh  8  4-7.  Levites  and  others  who  assisted 
Ezra  in  proclaiming  the  law. 

(88)  Neh  10  1-27.     The  sealers  of  the  Covenant. 

22  priests,  17  Levites.  20  heads  of  families  already 
mentioned.  24  individuals. 

(84)  Neh  11  3-36.  Chief  dwellers  in  Jerusalem 
and  vicinity. 

Parallels  in  1  Ch  9  9-22.  Some  omissions  and  vari- 
ations; 5  priestly  courses  given.  Joiarib.  course  no.  1 :  Je- 
daiah.  no.  2;  Jachin,  no.  23;  Malchijah,  no.  5;  Immer,  no. 
6.    24  "Jah."  6  "El"  names  out  of  82. 

(36)  Neh  12  1-8.  Priests  and  Levites  who  went 
up  vrilh  Zerubbabd. 

Compare  with  priests'  lists  in  Neh  10  2-8  (33),  and 
with  priests  under  Joiakim  (Neh  18  12-21  [36]).  They 
are  names  of  families.     See  Neh  12  12. 

(36)  Neh  12  10.11.  High  priests  from  Jeshua  to 
Jaddua. 

1)  Jeshua,  538  to  520  BC. 

2)  Joiakim.  * 

(3)  Eliashib,  446  tUl  after  433. 

(4)  Joiada,  about  420. 

(5)  Jonathan,  Johanan,  405  to  362. 

(6)  Jaddua,  to  323. 

This  list  bears  upon  the  date  of  Ezr-Neh.  Jaddua 
was  high  priest  when  Alexander  visited  Jerus.  335  BC. 
If  the  Darius  of  ver  22  is  Darius  Nothus  (425  to  405  BC), 
and  Jaddua,  a  young  boy.  is  mentioned  as  the  heir  to  the 
high-priesthood,  this  passage  was  written  before  400. 
If  Jaddua's  actual  high-priesthood  is  meant,  and  Darius 
Codomannus  (336  to  330  BC)  is  the  Darius  here,  the 
date  may  be  about  330.  The  enumeration  of  families 
here  Is  assigned  to  the  time  of  Joiakim,  before  405,  and 
the  latest  recorded  events  to  the  time  of  the  high  priest 
before  Jaddua  (Neh  12  23;  13  28),  hence  before  362. 
The  hypothesis  of  an  addition  by  some  scribe  after  350 
is  posmble,  but  not  necessary. 

(37)  Neh  12  12-21.    Heads  of  priesUy  families. 
(88)  Neh  12  22-26.    Levites  and  porters   under 

high  priest  Johanan. 

(39)  Neh  12  31-42.  Princes  and  priests  at  dedi- 
cation of  the  wall. 

(40)  Mt  1  1-17.  The  genealogy  of  Jesus  Christ 
(see  separate  article). 

(41)  Lk  8  23-38.  The  genealogy  of  Jesus  (see 
separate  article). 
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LiTBRATUBB. — Oomm.  In  loc.,  esp.  on  Oen,  Ex.  Nu. 
Ch.  Ezr-Neh,  esp.  C.  F.  Keil,  Bible  Comm.,  1872;  E. 
Berthe&u,  in  Kurtgef,  exeget.  Handb,  turn  AT,  1873; 
BibU  ("Speaker's")  Comm.  (Browne,  Gen:  Olark.  Ex; 
Espin,  Nu;  Rawlinson,  Oh,  etc);  W.  B.  Barnes,  Cam- 
bridge Bible,  Ch;  R.  KiCtel.  Die  BUcher  der  Ch;  Driver. 
Weetmineter  Comm.,  Oen;  ICC  (Gray,  Nu;  Moore,  Jgs; 
Curtis,  Ch,  etc);  Pulpit  Comm.;  W.  R.  Harvey-JelUe, 
Chin  Century  Bible;  8.  Oettli,  Kgf.  Kom.,  1889;  O.  Zoeck- 
ler,  Lange'a  Comm.,  etc. 

Encyclopaedia  arts.,  esp.  HDB,  E.  L.  Curtis,  "  Gene- 
alogies"; SBD,  A.  C.  Hervey.  "Genealogies":  EB,  S.  A. 
Cook,  "Genealogies";  EB,  11th ed.  S.  A.  Cook,  "Gene- 
alogies" ;  other  encyclopaedia  arts.,  under  specific  books, 
tribes,  names,  genealogies. 

General  works:  Gray.  Studies  in  Heb  Proper  Names; 
Hommel.  The  Ancient  Heb  Tradition;  A.  C.  Hervey. 
The  Genealogies  of  Our  Lord:  Spre^^r,  Das  Leben  u.  d. 
Lehre  d.  Mohammad;  W.  R.  Smith,  Kinship  and  Marriage 
in  Early  Arabia;  J.  Wellhausen,  De  Oentihus  et  Familiis 
Judaeisj  J.  Wellhausen,  Prolegomena,  1883  (ET),  177- 
277;   McLennan,  Studies  in  Anc,  Hist. 


1902,  343-51*1  J.  W.  Rothstein,  Die  Genealogie  des  Kdnigs 
Jojaehin  und  seiner  Nachkommen  in  geschichtlieher  Beleueh- 
tung,  Berlin:  Reuther  u.  Reichold,  1902;  R.  S  Macalister, 
"The  Royal  Potters.  1  Oh  4  23."  Expos  T,  XVI,  1905. 
379 ff;  R.  S.  Macalister,  "The  Craftsmen  Guild  of  the 
Tribe  of  Judah."  PEF8,  1905,  243-63,  328-42;  C.  C. 
Torrey,  "The  Gr  VSS  of  Ch,  Ear.  and  Neh."  Proceedings 
of  the  Society  of  Bib.  Archaeology,  XXV  1903,  139  ft,  and 
many  others. 
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/.  Introduction. — The  genealogy  of  Jesus  as  con- 
tained in  the  First  and  Tlurd  Gospels  presents  three 
special  problems  which  lie  somewhat 

1.  The  apart  from  general  questions  of  NT 
Problems  criticism:  (1)  the  construction  and 
Involved       purpose  of  each  list  taken  separately; 

(2)  the  relation  of  the  two  lists,  in  their 
coincidences  and  variations,  to  each  other;  (3)  the 
relationship  of  both  lists  to  the  statement  concern- 
ing the  virgin  birth  of  Our  Lord  with  which  they 
are  directly  connected.  These  questions  necessarily 
involve  the  conclusion  to  be  arrived  at  concerning 
the  trustworthiness  of  the  list  of  names  as  forming 
an  actual  historical  connection  between  Jesus  and 
His  ancestors  according  to  the  flesh. 

Before  these  problems  are  dealt  with,  it  would  be 

well  to  consider  the  kind  and  degree  of  importance 

to  be  attached  to  the  question  at  issue. 

2.  The  As  we  see  it.  the  only  vital  point  at 
Nature  and  st^ke  is  the  balance,  sanity  and  good 
Importance   judgment  of  the  evangelists. 

of  the  Issue  (1)  That  Jesus  had  a  line  of  ances- 
tors by  His  human  birth  may  be  taken 
for  granted.  The  tradition,  universal  from  the 
earliest  times  among  believers  and  granted  even  by 
the  bitterest  opponents,  that  He  was  connected 
with  the  line  of  David,  may  also  readily  be  accepted. 
The  exact  line  throuygh  which  that  connection  is 
traced  is,  on  general  principles,  of  secondary  im- 

g)rtance.  The  fact  is  that,  while  natural  sonship  to 
avid  on  the  part  of  the  Messiah  was  of  vital  im- 
portance to  many  Jewish  inquirers,  it  failed  of  any 
very  enthusiastic  endorsement  on  the  part  of  Jesus 
Himself  (see  the  truly  remarkable  interview  record- 


ed in  Mk  12  35-37).    The  expressions  of  Paul  in 
this  connection  will  be  referred  to  later;    at  this 

g>int  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  physical  kinship  to 
avid  cannot  be  insisted  upon  as  the  only  justi- 
fication for  his  words. 

(2)  If,  then,  the  purpose  of  the  evangelists  in 
having  recourse  to  these  lists  is  worth  while,  the 
question  of  their  correctness  need  not  even  be 
raised.  Unless  some  vital  issue  is  involved,  the 
supposition  of  a  special  inspiration  to  go  behind 
lists  currently  accepted  is  gratuitous.  No  such 
issue  seems  to  be  presented  here.  The  Davidic 
kinship  of  Jesus,  in  any  sense  essential  to  His  Mes- 
siahship,  is  independent  of  the  lists  which  are  used 
to  justify  it.  This  is  preliminary  to  the  actual  dis- 
cussion and  need  not  prevent  us  from  giving  all  due 
credit  to  lists  which  could  not  have  been  carelessly 
compiled  nor  lightly  used. 

//.  The  GanealogieB  Separately. — (1)  The  con- 
struction and  incorporation  of  Joseph's  genealogi- 
cal tree  is,  in  the  light  of  all  the  facts, 

1.  Peculiar-  the  primary  consideration. 

ities  of  Mt's  (2)  The  artificial  division  into  three 
Genealogy  groups  of  fourteen  generations  each. 
The  apparent  defect  in  this  arrange- 
ment as  it  actuallv  stands  (the  third  group  lacks 
one  member)  is  probably  traceable  to  a  defect  of  the 
LXX  version  of  1  Ch  8  11,  which  is  reproduced 
in  the  Gr  gospel  (see  Zahn,  Intro  to  the  NTj  ET, 
564,  n.  4).  This  arrangement  into  groups  is  the 
more  striking  because  it  makes  14  generations  from 
the  captivity  to  Joseph,  where  Lk  makes  20  or  21, 
and  because  the  first  group  of  14  is  formed  by  the 
omission  of  three  names.  It  is  perfectly  clear, 
therefore,  that  this  artificial  grouping  is  essential  to 
the  purpose  of  the  evangelist. 

(3;  The  insertion  of  the  names  of  brothers,  thus 
following  the  historical  lists  and  broadening  the 
genealogy  hy  including  collateral  lines. 

(4)  The  insertion  of  the  names  of  women — a 
practice  not  only  foreign  but  abhorrent  to  ordinary 
usage.  This  peculiarity  is  the  more  marked  when 
we  notice  that  these  names  introduce  what  would 
be  considered  serious  blots  in  the  family  history 
of  the  Davidic  house  (see  vs  5.7). 

(5)  The  principle  upon  which  the  division  into 
periods  is  constructed:  (a)  from  Abraham  to  David, 
(6)  from  David  to  the  Captivity,  (c)  from  the  Cap- 
tivity to  Jesus.  Attention  has  repeatedly  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  this  gives  a  d^nite  historical 
movement  to  the  genealogy.  It  involves  the  origin, 
the  rise  to  power,  the  decay  and  downfall  of  the 
house  of  David  (see  Allen,  /CC,  "Matthew,"  2; 
cf  Zahn,  NT,  ET,  I,  535). 

.     Of  the  many  theories  which  have  been  constructed 
to  explain  the  foregoing  six  peculiarities  of  the  gene- 
alogy of  Mt,  altogether  the  most  sat- 

2.  Ezplana-  isfactory  is  that  of  Professor  Zahn. 
tion  of  the     His  contention  is  that  the  list  was 
Foregoing     framed  not  to  prove  the  natural  con- 
nection of  Jesus  with  the  house  of 

David — a  fact  which  no  one  doubted — but  to  defend 
the  one  vital  point  where  attack  had  been  made, 
namely,  the  legitimacy  of  Jesus'  connection  with 
David.  No  one  seems  to  have  questioned  that 
Jesus  was  bom  of  Mary  and  was  closely  connected 
with  the  royal  house.  The  question  was  whether 
He  was  of  legitimate  birth.  It  was  charged — and 
the  slander  which  was  very  early  in  origin  and  cir- 
cumstantial in  character  obtained  an  extraordinary 
hold  upon  the  hostile  Jewish  mind — that  Jesus  was 
the  illegitimate  offspring  of  Mary.  The  Gospel  of 
Mt  meets  that  slander  by  giving  a  bird's-eye  view 
of  the  movement  of  the  history  from  Abrsdiam  to 
the  Messiah  in  the  form  of  a  genealogy  of  Joseph, 
who  in  the  light  of  all  the  facts  concerning  the  origin 
of  Jesus  marries  Mary  and  gives  her  the  protection. 
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of  his  Btainlefls  name  and  roval  lineage.  The  ex- 
traordinaiy  boldness  and  brilliancy  of  this  apolo- 
getic method  ought  not  to  be  overlooked.  The 
formal  charge  that  Jesus  is  son  of  Mary,  not  of 
Joseph,  is  admitted — the  dander  involved  is  re- 
fute by  bringing  Joseph  forward  as  a  witness  for 
Mary.  Nothing  could  have  been  more  natural  for 
a  man  fearless  in  the  confidence  of  truth;  nothing 
could  have  been  more  impossible  for  one  insecure  in 
his  hold  upon  the  facts.  So  far  as  the  genealogy  is 
concerned,  just  the  moment  we  realize  that  the  pur- 
pose is  not  to  prove  the  natural  sonship  of  Jesus  to 
David,  but  to  epitomize  the  history,  all  hesitancy 
and  apprehension  concerning  the  historicity  of  the 
successive  names  disappear.  The  continuity  of 
blood  relationship  thrdugh  these  successive  gen- 
erations becomes  of  no  essential  importance. 
Zahn's  explanation  (the  argument  in  full  should  be 
read  by  every  student),  simple  in  itself,  explains  all 
the  facts,  as  a  key  fits  a  complicated  lock.  It  ex- 
plains the  choice  of  a  genealogy  as  a  method  of  epit- 
omizing history  and  that  genealogy  Joseph's,  the 
artificial  grouping  at  the  expense  of  changing  the 
traditional  lists,  the  inclusion  of  the  names  of 
brothers  and  of  women. 

(1)  The  choice  of  Joseph's  genealogical  tree  on 
the  part  of  one  who  is  so  deeply  interested  in  Mary. 

(2)  The  reversal  of  order  in  going 
8.  Peculiar-  back  from  Joseph  to  his  ancestors, 
ities  of  Lk's  Godet  emphasizes  the  fact  that,  in  the 
Genealogy  nature  of  the  case,  a  genealogy  follows 
the  order  of  succession,  each  new  indi- 
vidual being  added  to  the  roll  of  his  family.  Luke's 
method  indicates  that  his  genealogy  has  been  con- 
structed for  a  special  purpose. 

(3)  The  carrying  of  the  line  back  of  the  history 
of  the  covenant,  which  begins  with  Abrahani,  to 
Adam,  who  represents  the  race  in  general.  This 
fact,  together  with  another,  that  the  line  of  Joseph 
is  traced  to  David  througn  Nathan  who  was  not 
David's  heir,  proves  that  Luke  was  not  concerned 
with  establishing  the  Davidic  standing  of  Jesus. 

(4)  The  placing  of  the  genealogy,  not  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Gospel,  but  at  thebeginning  of  the 
ministiy,  between  the  baptism  and  the  temptation. 

(5)  The  omission  of  the  article  before  the  name  of 
Joseph. 

(1)  In  his  comment  upon  the  fourth  peculiarity 
enumerated  above,  namelv,  the  placing  of  the  gene- 
alogy at  the  beginmng  of  the  ministry, 
4.  Ezplana-  Godet  {Gospel  of  SL  Lukef  Am.  ed, 
tion  of  the  126)  has  this  to  say:  '^In  crossing  the 
Foregoing  threshold  of  this  new  era,  the  sacred 
historian  casts  a  general  glance  over 
the  period  which  thus  reaches  its  close,  and  sums  it 
up  in  this  document,  which  might  be  called  the 
mortuary  register  of  the  earlier  humanity."  In 
other  words,  in  connecting  the  genealo^  directly 
with  the  ministry,  Luke  exhibits  the  fact  that  his  in- 
terest in  it  is  historical  rather  than  antiquarian  or, 
so  to  say,  genealogical.  As  Matthew  summarizes 
the  history  of  the  covenant  people  from  the  da^s  of 
AbraJiam  by  means  of  the  genealogical  register, 
modified  so  as  to  make  it  graphic  by  its  uniformity, 
so  Luke  has  written  the  story  of  the  humanity  Jesus, 
as  the  Second  Adam,  came  to  save,  by  the  register 
of  names  summarizing  its  entire  course  in  the  world. 

It  has  recently  been  commented  upon  that  gene- 
alogical lists  such  as  those  of  Gen  and  the  NT  are 
not  infrequently  used  to  convey  ideas  not  strictly 
germane  to  the  matter  of  descent  or  the  cognate 
notion  of  chronology.  For  example,  the  statements 
as  to  the  longevity  of  the  patriarchs  are  of  historical 
interest  only — they  are  not  and  could  never  have  * 
been  of  value  for  chronolo^cal  purposes  (see  War- 
field,  "Antiquity  and  Unity  of  Human  Race," 
PrinceUm  Review^  February,  1911). 


(2)  In  commenting  upon  the  order  which  Luke 
adopts,  Godet  (who  has  thrown  more  light  upon  this 
portion  of  the  Gospel  than  anyone  else)  says:  "The 
ascending  form  of  genealogy  can  only  be  that  of  a 
private  instrument,  drawn  up  from  the  public  docu- 
ment with  a  view  to  the  particular  individual  whose 
name  serves  as  the  starting-point  of  the  whole  list" 
(127). 

(3)  From  the  fact  that  the  name  of  Joseph  is 
introduced  without  an  article  Godet  draws  three 
conclusions:  (a)  that  this  name  belongs  rather  to 
the  sentence  introduced  bv  Lk;  (&)  that  the  gene- 
alogical document  which  ne  consulted  began  with 
the  name  of  Heli;  (c)  and  consequently,  that  this 
piece  was  not  orisdnally  the  genealogy  of  Jesus  or 
of  Joseph,  but  of  Heli  (ib,  128). 

(4)  (a)  The  importance  of  these  considerations 
is  twofold.  In  the  first  place  it  indicates  that  Luke 
is  bringing  together  two  separate  documents,  one 
of  which  contamed  a  statement  of  the  foster-father- 
hood of  Joseph,  While  the  other  contained  the  gene- 
alogy of  Heh,  between  whom  and  Joseph  there  existed 
a  relationship  which  made  Luke  desirous  of  connect- 
ing them,  (b)  In  addition,  the  absence  of  the  arti- 
cle serves  to  call  attention  to  something  exceptional 
in  the  relationship  of  Joseph  to  the  rest  of  this 
ancestral  line  which  is  brought  into  connection 
with  his  name.  To  this  point  we  shall  recur  later. 
We  have  an  explanation  for  all  the  suggested  prob- 
lems except  one,  and  that  one,  in  a  sense,  the  most 
difficult  of  all,  namely,  the  choice  ot  Joseph's 
genealogy. 

///•  The  Ceneaiogiet  Comparmd. — In  order,  how- 
ever, to  discuss  this  question  intelligently,  we  must 
enter  upon  the  second  stage  of  our 

1.  Diver-      inquiry — as   to   the  relationship  be- 
gences  tween  the  two  lists. 

(1)  The  most  notable  fact  here  is  of 
course  the  wideness  of  the  divergence  together  with 
the  contrasted  and  unintelligible  fact  of  minute 
correspondence.  Between  Abraham  and  David 
the  two  lists  agree.  Between  David  and  Joseph 
there  is  evident  correspondence  in  two  (see  Mt  1  12; 
Lk  8  27),  and  possible  correspondence  in  four 
names  (that  is,  it  Abiud  JMt  1  13]  and  Judah  [Lk 
8  30]  are  the  same).  This  initial  and  greatest  diffi- 
culty is  of  material  assistance  to  us  because  it  makes 
one  conclusion  certain  beyond  peradventure.  The 
two  lists  are  not  divergent  attempts  to  perform  the 
same  task.  Whatever  difficulties  may  remain,  this 
difficulty  is  eliminated  at  the  outset.  It  is  impossi- 
ble that  among  a  people  given  to  genealogies  two 
lists  purporting  to  give  the  ancestry  of  a  man  in  the 
same  line  could  diverge  so  widely.  There  is,  there- 
fore, a  difference  between  these  lists  which  includes 
the  purpose  for  which  they  were  compiled  and  the 
meaning  which  they  were  intended  to  convey. 

(2)  Two  of  the  most  striking  points  in  the  lists 

as  they  stand  may  be  brou^t  mto  connection  and 

made  to  explain  each  other.    The  two 

2.  Corre-      lists  coinciae  in  the  names  of  Zerub- 
spondence    babel  and  Shealtiel — they  differ  as  to 

the  name  of  Joseph's  father,  who  is 
Jacob  according  to  Mt  and  Heli  according  to  Lk. 
As  to  the  second  of  these  two  important  items  this 
much  is  clear.  Either  these  two  lists  are  in  violent 
contradiction,  or  else  Joseph  was  in  some  sense  son 
of  both  Jacob  and  Heli.  Now,  in  connection  with 
this  seeming  impossibility,  turn  to  the  other  item. 
The  names  of  Shealtiel  ana  Zerubbabel  belong  to  the 
captivity.  Their  being  common  to  both  lists  is 
easilv  explained  by  tne  fact  that  during  that 
troubled  period  a  number  of  collateral  family 
branches  might  be  narrowed  down  to  one  or  two 
common  representatives  (see  Zahn,  op.  cit.,  535). 
In  the  NT  genealogies  Zerubbabel  is  the  son  of 
Shealtiel — according  to  1  Ch  3  19  he  is  the  nephew 
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of  Shealtiel  and  the  son  of  Pedaiah.  He  is,  there- 
fore, at  one  and  the  same  time  heir  and,  legally,  son 
of  two  men  and  would  appear  as  such  on  two  col- 
lateral lists. 

Shealtiel  himself  appears  in  Mt  (1  12}  as  the  son  of 
Jechonlah  and  In  Lk  (3  27)  as  the  son  of  Neri.  In  1  Ch 
8  17  he  appears  as  son  of  Jechonlah.  The  name  of  Neri 
la  peculiar  to  Lk.  so  that  we  cannot  check  his  use  of  It 
and  discover  the  actual  parentage  of  Shealtiel.  His 
appearance  In  two  lists  with  a  double  reference  of  parent- 
age Is  not  surprising  in  view  of  what  we  have  already  seen. 
Besides  this,  a  reasonable  explanation  at  once  appears. 
In  Jer  86  30  it  Is  asserted  that  Jehoiakim  should  have 
"none  to  sit  upon  the  throne  of  David."  and  of  his  son 
(Jehoiachln.  Jechonlah,  Conlah)  it  is  said  (Jer  22  30). 
"Write  ye  this  man  childless,"  etc.  It  has  been  rightly 
pointed  out  (see  HDB,  II,  557)  that  this  means  simply 
legal  proscription,  not  actual  childlessness.  It  suggests, 
however,  that  it  might  be  thought  necessary  to  provide 
in  the  genealogy  an  heir  not  of  their  blood  for  the  two 
disgraced  and  proscribed  members  of  the  royal  house. 
In  view  of  these  facts  the  contradictory  references  as  to 
Joseph's  parentage  present  no  difficulty. 

Joseph  may  easily  have  been  and  undoubtedly 
was,  legally,  son  and  heir  of  both  Jacob  and  Heli. 
Godet's  objection  to  this  is  based  upon  the  suppo- 
sition that  Heli  and  Jacob  were  brothers,  which 
leaves  the  divergence  beyond  these  two  names  un- 
explained. It  is  evident,  however,  that  the  kin- 
ship between  Jacob  and  Heli  might  have  been  more 
distant  than  this  supposition  caUs  for. 

(3)  When  we  come  to  explain  how  it  happened 
that  Joseph  was  connected  with  both  these  lines 
and  that  Mt  chose  one  list  and  Lk  the  other  we  are 
necessarily  shut  up  to  conjecture.  There  is  one 
supposition,  however,  which  is  worthy  of  very  care- 
ful consideration  because  it  solves  so  many  and  such 
difficult  problems.  The  authorities  have  been 
divided  as  to  whether  Lk's  genealogy  is  Joseph's, 
as  appears,  or  Mary's.  Godet  makes  a  strong 
showmg  for  the  latter,  and,  after  all  has  been  said 
per  contra,  some  of  his  representations  remain  un- 
shaken (cf  Godet  and  Plununer  sub  loc).  Most  of 
the  difficulties  are  removed  at  one  stroke,  and  the 
known  facts  harmonized,  by  the  simple  supposition 
that  Lk  has  given  us  the  meeting-point  of  the 
lineage  both  of  Joseph  and  Mary  who  are  akin. 
This  explains  the  apparent  choice  of  Joseph's  list; 
the  peculiar  position  of  his  name  in  that  list;  the 
reversal  of  the  order;  the  coincidences  and  discrep- 
ancies with  reference  to  Mt's;  the  early  tradition 
of  Mary's  Davidic  origin;  the  strange  reference  in 
the  Tahn  (Hdfhlghd'  77  4)  to  Mary  as  the  daughter 
of  Heli;  the  visit  of  Mary  with  Joseph  to  Bethlehem 
at  the  time  of  the  registration;  the  traditional 
discrepancy  of  ages  between  Joseph  and  Mary,  such 
that  (apparently)  Joseph  disappears  from  the  scene 
before  Jesus  reaches  maturity.  A^inst  this  nothing 
of  real  weight  can  be  urged  (the  kinship  with  Elisa- 
beth is  not  such:  see  Eidersheim,  LTJMj  I,  149) 
except  that  it  is  too  simple  and  too  felicitous.  Its 
simplicity  and  felicitous  adjustment  to  the  whole 
complex  situation  is  precisely  its  recommendation. 
And  there  we  may  let  the  matter  rest. 

IV,  The  Ganealogims  and  the  Virgin  Birth,— We 
have  now  to  deal  with  the  relationshap  of  the  gene- 
alogies to  the  virgin-birth  statement  which  forms 
the  vital  center  of  the  infancy  narratives  and  to  the 
general  question  of  the  Davidic  origin  of  Jesus.  See 
Virgin  6irth. 

The  first  part  of  this  question  may  be  most  di- 
rectly approached  by  a  brief  consideration  of  the 
text  of  Mt  1  16.  The  text  upon 
1.  Text  of  which  RV  is  based  reads:  "And  Jacob 
Mt  1:16  begat  Joseph  the  husband  of  Mary,  of 
whom  was  bom  Jesus,  who  is  called 
Christ."  Beside  this  there  are  two  readings,  one 
contained  in  the  so-called  Ferrar  group  of  MSS,  and 
the  other  in  the  Sinaitic  which,  dinering  among 
themselves,   unite  in  ascribing  the  parentage  of 


Jesus  to  Joseph.  This  has  been  seized  upon  by 
negative  critics  (see  for  list  and  discussion  Machen, 
Princeton  Review^  January,  1906,  63;  cf  Bacon, 
HDB^  art.  "Genealogy  of  Jesus  Christ,"  Am. 
Jour.  Theol.y  January,  1911,  who  long  ago  gave  in  his 
advocacy  to  the  supposition  that  the  evangelists 
could  easily  reconcile  the  supernatural  birth  with 
the  actual  paternity  of  Joseph)  to  support  the 
idea  of  a  primitive  Christian  tradition  thiat  Joseph 
was  the  father  of  Jesus.  Of  this  contention  Zahn 
leaves  nothing,  and  concludes  his  argument  with 
this  statement:  "The  hope  of  finding  indications  in 
old  MSS  and  VSS  that  the  authors  of  lost  Gospels 
or  brief  writings  which  may  have  been  worked  over 
in  our  Mt  and  Lk  regarded  Joseph  as  the  physical 
father  of  Jesus,  should  at  last  be  dismissed.  An 
author  who  knew  how  to  make  even  the  dry  ma- 
terial of  a  genealogy  to  its  least  detail  contribute 
to  the  purpose  of  his  thought  concerning  the  slan- 
dered miracle  of  the  Messiah's  birth,  cannot  at  the 
same  time  have  ttdcen  over  statements  from  a  gene- 
alogy of  Joseph  or  Jesus  used  by  him  which  directly 
contradicted  his  conception  of  this  fact.  Any  text 
of  Mt  which  contained  such  statements  would  be 
condemn^  in  advance  as  one  altered  against  the 
author's  interest"  (op.  cit.,  567).  It  is  interesting 
to  note  that  Allen  QICC,  ^^Matthew/'  8)^  starting 
from  the  extreme  position  that  the  Smaitic  form  of 
statement,  of  all  extant  texts,  most  nearly  represents 
the  original,  reaches  the  same  conclusion  as  Zahn, 
that  Matthew's  Gospel  from  the  begmning  taught 
the  virgin  birth. 

(1)  It  is  clear,  therefore,  from  the  general  trend 
as  well  as  from  specific  statements  of  both  Gospels, 

that  the  genealogies  and  the  birth- 
2.  Genend  narratives  were  not  floating  traditions 
Conclusions  which  accidentally  touched  and  coa- 
lesced in  mid-stream,  but  that  they 
were  intended  to  weld  inseparably  the  two  beliefs 
that  Jesus  was  miraculously  conceived  and  that  He 
was  the  heir  of  David.  This  could  be  done  only  on 
the  basis  of  Joseph's  genealogy,  for  whatever  the 
lineage  of  Mary,  Joseph  was  the  head  of  the  family, 
and  the  Davidic  connection  of  Jesus  could  only  be 
established  by  acknowledgment  of  Him  as  legal  son 
by  Joseph.  Upon  this  basis  rests  the  common 
belief  of  the  apostolic  age  (see  Zahn,  ib,  567,  not« 
references),  and  in  accordance  with  it  all  statements 
(such  as  those  of  Paul,  Eom  1  3;  2  Tim  2  8)  must 
be  interpreted. 

(2)  For  it  must  be  remembered  that,  back  of  the 
problem  of  reconciling  the  virgin  birth  and  the 
Davidic  origin  of  Jesus,  lay  the  far  deeper  problem— 
to  harmonize  the  incarnation  and  the  Davidic  origin. 
This  problem  had  been  presented  in  shadow  and 
intimation  by  Jesus  Himself  in  the  question:  "David 
himself  calleth  him  Lord;  and  whence  is  he  his 
Son?"  It  is  further  to  be  noticed  that  in  the  an- 
nunciation (Lk  1  32)  the  promised  One  is  called 
at  once  Son  of  God  and  Son  of  David,  and  that  He 
is  the  Son  of  God  by  virtue  of  His  conception  by  the 
Spirit — leaving  it  evident  that  He  is  Son  of  l)avid 
by  virtue  of  His  birth  of  Mary.  With  this  should 
be  compared  the  statement  of  Paul  (Rom  1  3.4): 
He  who  was  God's  Son  was  "bom  of  the  seed  of 
David  according  to  the  flesh,  and  declared  to  be 
the  Son  of  God  with  power,  according  to  the  spirit 
of  holiness,  by  the  resurrection  from  the  dead." 
This  is  at  least  most  suggestive  (see  Orr,  Virgin 
Birth  of  CArwt,  119,  with  note,  p.  121),  for  it  indi- 
cates that  as  raul  and  Luke  were  in  very  close 
sympathy  as  to  the  person  of  Our  Lord,  so  they  are 
in  equally  close  sympathy  as  to  the  m3rstery  of  His 
origin.  The  unanimity  of  conviction  on  the  part 
of  tne  early  church  as  to  the  Davidic  origin  of  Jesus 
is  closely  paralleled  by  its  equally  firm  conviction 
as  to  His  supernatural  derivation.    The  meeting- 
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point  of  these  two  beliefs  and  the  resolution  of  the 

mvstery  of  their  relationship  is  in  the  genealogies  in 

which  two  widely  diverging  lines  of  human  ancestry, 

representing  the  whole  process  of  history,  converge 

at  the  point  where  the  new  creation  from  heaven  is 

introduced. 

LiTBBATUBB. — Tho  lit.  on  this  subject  is  very  copious. 
The  works  referred  to  in  the  text  will  serve  to  introduce 
the  reader  to  more  extensive  investigations.  The  whole 
situation  is  well  summarized  by  Plunmier  {ICCt  "  Luke," 
sub  ioc.)- 

Lonis  Matthews  Sweet 

GENERAL,  jen'Sr-al,  GENERALLY,  jen'gr-al-i 
(n5^ ,  kvUdh;  iraWj-yvpit,  parCtguriB) : 

(1)  Genend  is  the  tr  of  sar,  "master,"  "head," 
"chief" ;  used  once  in  AV  in  the  sense  of  commander- 
in-chief,  "the  general  of  the  king's  army''  (1  Ch  27 
34),  usually  in  this  connection  tr^  "captain,"  RV 
"the  captain  of  the  king's  host." 

(2)  Afi  an  adj.  "general  assembly"  is  the  tr  of 
paneguria  (whence  we  have  panegyric) ^  "an  assembly 
or  convocation  of  the  whole  people  to  celebrate  any 
public  festival  or  solemnity,  as  the  public  games  or 
sacrifices,  hence  a  high  festival,  public  convocation, 
joyful  assembly"  (Robinson);  the  word  occurs  in 
the  NT  only  in  He  12  23,  "to  the  general  assembly 
and  church  of  the  firstborn";  panSguris  is  LXX  for 
mo'edh  (Ezk  46  11;  Hos  2  11),  "solemn  assembly," 
and  for  ^dgdrah  (Am  5  21),  with  the  same  meaning. 
The  Gr  words  tr**  "and  to  an  innumerable  company 
of  angels,  to  the  general  assembly  and  church  of  the 
firstborn"  (AV)  have  been  variously  arranged  and  tr**; 
Robinson  gives  "and  to  countless  throngs  [even]  the 
joyful  assembly  of  angels,  i.e.  as  hymning  the  praises 
of  God  arounci  His  throne";  cf  Rev  5  11  f;  Ps  148 
2;  Dnl  7  10).  FVom  both  Heb  and  Gr  analogies, 
this  is  probably  correct^  similarly.  AlforcL  Delitzsch 
and  others  have  "festival  assembly";  Weymouth 
tr^  "to  countless  hosts  of  angels,  to  the  great  festal 
gathering  and  church  of  the  first-bom." 

(3)  Generally,  advb.,  occurs  in  Jer  48  38  AV 
as  the  tr  of  kuUdh  (Pual  of  kdldh),  "the  whole  of 
it,"  "There  shall  be  lamentation  generally  [univer- 
sally] upon  all  the  housetops  of  Moab,"  RV  "eveiy 
where";  in  2  S  17  11,  'a^aphf  "to  be  gathered,"  is 
tr**  "to  be  generally  gathered,"  RV  "gathered  to- 
gether." 

In  Apoc  we  have  "general"  in  the  sense  of  "com- 
mon," "universal"  (Ad  Est  15  10  m,  kainds;  2 
Mace  3  ISf  pdndenum);  "in general"  (2  Esd  8  15, 
"man  in  general";  Ecclus  18  1,  "all  things  in  gen- 
eral," koino8j  RV  "in  common"). 

W.  L.  Walker 

GENERATION,  ien-§r-&'shun  (Lat  generation 
from  generOf  "beget' ): 

(1)  The  tr  (a)  of  nh'l  ddr,  "circle,"  "generation," 
hence  "age,"  "period,  "cycle":  "many  genera- 
tions" (Dt  32  7);  (&)  the  people  of  any  particular 
period  or  those  bom  about  the  same  time:  "Right- 
eous before  me  in  this  generation"  (Gen  7  1); 
"four  generations"  (Job  ^  16);  (c)  the  people  of 
a  particular  class  or  sort,  with  some  implied  ref- 
erence to  hereditary  quality;  the  wicked  (Dt  32  5; 
Prov  30  11);   the  righteous  (Ps  14  6;   112  2). 

(2)  nhlbnn ,  tdMholh,  '^births,"  hence  (a)  an 
account  of  a  man  and  his  descendants:  "The  book 
of  the  generations  of  Adam"  (Gen  5  1);  (&)  succes- 
sive families:  "The  families  of  the  sons  of  Noah, 
after  their  generations"  (Gen  10  32);  (c)  genealogi- 
cal divisions:  "The  children  of  Reuben  ....  their 
generations^  by  their  families"  (Nu  1  20) ;  {d)  fig., 
of  the  origin  and  early  history  of  created  things: 
"The  generations  of  the  heavens  and  of  the  earth" 
(Gen  2  4). 

(3)  y€V€d,  gened,  "a  begetting/'  "birth,"  "na- 
tivity"  therefore  (a)  the  successive  members  of  a 
genealogy:     "All  the  generations  from  Abraham 
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imto  David"  (Mt  1  17);  (6)  a  race,  or  class,  dis- 
tinguished by  common  characteristics,  always  (in 
the  NT)  bad:  "Faithless  and  perverse  generation" 
(Mt  17  17);  (c)  the  people  of  a  period:  "This  gen- 
eration shall  not  pass  away"  (Lk  21  32)'  (d)  an 
age  (the  average  lifetime,  33  years) :  "Hid  for  [Gr 
"from  the"]  ages  and  [from  the]  generations"  (Col 

1  26).  The  term  is  also  by  a  figurative  trans- 
ference of  thought  applied  to  duration  in  eternity: 
"Unto  all  generations  for  ever  and  ever"  (Eph  3 
21)  (Gr  "all  the  generations  of  the  age  of  the  ages"). 

(4)  y4v€iri$j  g&nesiSj  "source,"  "origin":  "The 
book  of  the  generation  of  Jesus  Christ"  (Mt  1  1; 
ARVm  "The  genealogy  of  Jesus  Christ"). 

(5)  yiyrnfjM  ginn^ma^  "offspring,"  "progeny"; 
figurative:  "O  generation  of  vipers     (Lk  3  7  AV). 

(6)  yivoi^  g^noSf  "stock,"  "race,"  in  this  case 
spiritual:   "But  ye  are  a  chosen  generation"  (1  Pet 

2  9;  ARV  "an  elect  race"). 

Philip  Wendell  Crannell 
GENESIS,  jen'e-sis: 

I.    Genbbal  Data 

1.  The  Name 

2.  Survey  of  Contents 

3.  Connection  with  Succeeding  Books 
II.    Composition  of  Gbnesis  in  General 

1.  Unity  of  the  Biblical  Text 

(1)  The  T6ledh6th 

(2)  Further  Indication  of  Unity 

2.  Rejection  of  the  Documentary  Theory 
(I)  In  General 

(a)  Statement  of  Theory 

(6)   Reasons  Assigned  for  Divisions 

(c)  Examination     of     the     Documentary 
Theory 

a)   Stvle  and  Peculiarities  of  Language 
Alleged  Connection  of  Matter 
The  Biblico-Theological  Data 
Duplicates 

Manner  in  Which  the  Sources  Are 
Worked  Together 
CC)  Criticism  Carried  to  Extremes 
In  View  of  the  Names  for  God 
(a)  Error  of  Hypothesis  in  Principle 
(6)  False  Basis  of  Hypothesis 
(e)  Improbability  That  Distinction  of 
vine  Names  Is  without  Significance 

(d)  Real  Purpose  in  Use  of  Names  for  God 
(a)  Decreasing  Use  of  Jehovah 
ifi)  Reference  to  Approach  of  Man  to 

God.  and  Departure  from  Him 
)  Other  Reasons 

)  Systematic  iTse  in  History  of  Abra- 
ham 
Scantiness  of  the  Materials  for  Proof 
Self- Disintegration  of  the  Critical  Po- 
sition 
_,    Different  Uses  in  the  LXX 
III.    Structure  of  the  Individual  Pericopes 

1.  The  Structure  of  the  Prooemium  (Gen  1 — 2  3) 

2.  Structure  of  the  10  TdUdhdth 

(1)  The  Unity  of  the  Biblical  Text 

(2)  Rejection  of  the  Division  into  Sources 
Under  Abraham,   Discussion  of  So-called 
Duplicates 

rV.    The  Historical  Character 

1.  History  of  the  Patriarchs  (Gen  18-50) 

(1)  Unfounded  Attacks  on  the  History 
(a)  From  General  Dogmatic  Principles 

From  Distance  of  Time 

From  Biblical  Data 

From    Comparison    with    Religion    of 

Arabia 

(2)  Unsatisfactory  Attempts  at  Explaining  the 
Patriarchal  Age 

a)  Explanation  Based  on  High  Places 
The  Dating  Back  of  Later  Events  to 
Earlier  Times 

The  Patriarchs  as  herotB  eponymi 
,   Different  Explanations  Combined 

(3)  Positive  Reasons  for  the  Historiatl  Charac- 
ter of  Genesis 
Individuality  of  Patriarchs,  etc 

2.  The  Primitive  History  of  Gen  1-11 

(1)  Prominence  of  the  Religious  Element 

(2)  Carefulness  as  Regards  Divergent  Results 
of  Scientific  Research 

(3)  Frequent   Confirmation  of  the   Bible   by 
Science 

(4)  Superiority  of  the  Bible  over  Heathen  My- 
tholoKies 
Babylonian  and  Biblical  Stories 

V.    Origin  and  Authorship  of  Genesis 

1.  Connection  with  Mosaic  Times 

2.  Examination  of  Counter-Arguments 
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(1)  Possibility  of  Later  Additions 

(2)  "  Prophecy  after  the  Event "  Idea 

(3)  Special  Passages  Alleged  to  Indicate  Later 
Date 

Examination  of  These 

VI.      SxONiriCANCB 

1.  Lays  Foundation  for  the  Whole  of  Revelation — 
Creation,  Fall,  Man  in  Image  of  God.  Sin,  etc 

2.  Preparation    for    Redemption — Promises    and 
Covenants 

LXTERATURB 

/.  General  Data. — ^The  first  book  of  Moses  is 

named   by   the   Jews  from    the  first  word,   viz. 

n-»iP«-)5,  Ifr^shUh,  i.e.  "in  the  be- 

1.  The  ginning''  (cf  the  Bfyqaie  of  Origen).  In 
Name  the  LXX  it  is  called  T^pt^is^  Ginesia. 

because  it  recomits  the  beginnings  of 
the  world  and  of  mankind.  This  name  nas  passed 
over  into  the  Vulg  {Liber  Genesis).  As  a  matter  of 
fact  the  name  is  based  only  on  the  beginning  of  the 
book. 

The  book  reports  to  us  the  story  of  the  creation 
of  the  world  and  of  the  first  human  beings  (ch  1) ; 

of  paradise  and  the  fall  (chs  2  f ) ;   of 

2.  General  mankind  down  to  the  Deluge  (chs  4  f ; 
Survey  of  cf  ch  4,  Cain  and  Abel) ;  of  the  Deluge 
Contents       itself  (chs  6-9);  of  mankind  down  to 

the  ase  of  the  Patriarchs  (10  1 — 11 
26;  cf  11  1  ff,  the  building  of  the  tower  of  Babel); 
of  Abraham  and  his  house  (11  27 — ^25  18);  of  Isaac 
and  his  house  (25  19 — 37  2) ;  of  Jacob  and  of  Joseph 
(37  2—60  26).  In  other  words,  the  Book  of  Gen 
treats  of  the  history  of  the  kingdom  of  God  on  earth 
from  the  time  of  the  creation  of  the  world  down  to 
the  beginning  of  Israel's  sojourn  in  Egypt  and  to  the 
death  of  Joseph;  and  it  treats  of  these  subjects  in 
such  a  way  that  it  narrates  in  the  1st  part  (1  1 — 11 
26)  the  history  of  mankind :  and  in  the  2d  part  (11 
27— M  26)  the  history  of  families;  and  this  latter 
part  is  at  the  same  time  the  b^inning  of  the  history 
of  the  chosen  people,  which  history  itself  begins 
with  Ex  1.  Though  the  introduction,  chs  l-lli 
with  its  universal  character,  includes  all  nmnkind 
in  the  promise  given  at  the  beginning  of  the  history 
of  Abraham  (12  1-3),  it  is  from  the  outset  distinctly 
declared  that  God,  even  if  He  did  originally  set 
apart  one  man  and  his  family  (Gren  13-50),  and 
after  that  a  single  nation  (Ex  1  S)t  nevertheless  in- 
tends that  this  particularistic  development  of  the 
plan  of  salvation  is  eventually  to  include  all  man- 
kind. The  manner  in  which  salvation  is  developed 
historically  is  particularistic,  but  its  purposes  are 
universal. 

By  the  statements  Just  made  it  has  already  been  indi- 
cated in  what  close  connection  Oen  stands  with  the  sub- 
sequent books  of  the  sacred  Scriptures. 

3.  Connec-  The  history  of  the  chosen  people,  which 
tion  with  begins  with  Ex  1  ff.  at  the  very  outset  and 
S„^^^^jj«„  with  a  clear  purpose,  refers  back  to  the 
Succeeding  history  as  found  in  Gen  (cf  Ex  1  1-6.8 
Books  with  Gen  46  27;    50  24fl:    and  see  Ex- 

oDua.  I,  3),  although  hundreds  of  years 
had  elasped  between  these  events;  which  years  are  ig- 
nored, because  they  were  in  their  details  of  no  importance 
for  the  religious  history  of  the  people  of  God.  But  to 
Abraham  in  Gen  18  1-3  the  promise  had  been  given, 
not  only  that  he  was  to  be  the  father  of  a  mighty  nation 
that  would  recognize  him  as  their  founder,  and  the  earliest 
history  of  which  is  reported  in  Ez  and  the  following  books 
of  the  Pent,  but  also  that  the  Holy  Land  had  been  prom- 
ised him.  In  this  respect,  the  Book  of  Josh,  which  gives 
the  story  of  the  capture  of  this  land,  is  also  a  contin- 
uation of  the  historical  development  begun  in  Gen.  The 
blessing  of  God  pronounced  over  Abraham,  however,  con- 
tinued to  be  efficacious  also  in  the  later  times  among  the 
people  who  had  descended  from  him.  In  this  way  Gen 
u  an  introduction  to  all  of  the  books  of  the  OT  that  follow 
it,  which  in  any  way  have  to  do  with  the  fate  of  this 
people,  and  originated  in  its  midst  as  the  result  of  the 
special  relation  between  God  and  this  people.  But  in 
BO  far  as  this  blessing  of  God  was  to  extend  to  all  the  na- 
tions of  the  earth  (12  3),  the  promises  given  can  be 
entirely  fulfilled  only  in  Christ,  and  can  expand  only  in 
the  work  and  success  of  Christian  missions  and  in  the 
blessings  that  are  found  within  Christianity.  Accord- 
ingly, this  book  treats  first  of  beginnings  and  origins,  in 
which,  as  in  a  kernel,  the  entire  development  of  the  king- 


dom of  God  down  to  its  ooDSummation  is  contained  (cf 
VI  below). 

//•   The  CompoeUion  of  GenemM  in  General, — 

The  tdl*dh6th. — ^The  fact  that  Gen  is  characterized  by 
a  far-reaching  and  uniform  scheme  has, 

1.  Unity  of  at  least  in  outline,  been  already  indi- 
the  Biblical  cated  (see  1. 2  and  3).  This  impression 
Text  is  confirmea  when  we  examine  matters  a 

little  more  doeely  uid  study  the  plan 
and  structure  of  the  book.  After  the  grand  introitus, 
which  reports  the  creation  of  the  world  (1  1 — ^2  3) 
there  follows  in  the  form  of  10  pericopes  the  his- 
torical unfolding  of  that  which  God  has  created, 
which  pericopes  properly  in  each  case  bear  the  name 
tdl'dhdth,  or  "generations."  For  this  word  never 
signifies  creation  or  generation  as  an  act,  but  always 
the  history  of  what  has  already  been  created  or  be- 
gotten, the  history  of  generations;  so  that  for  this 
reason,  2  4a,  where  mention  is  made  of  the  tdl'dkdth 
of  heaven  and  of  earth,  cannot  possibly  be  a  super- 
scription that  has  foimd  its  way  here  from  i  1. 
It  is  here,  as  it  is  in  all  cases,  the  superscription 
to  what  follows,  and  it  adnnraoly  leads  over  from 
the  history  of  creation  of  the  heavens  and  the  earth 
in  ch  1  to  the  continuation  of  this  subject  in  the  next 
chapter.  The  claim  of  the  critics,  that  the  redactor 
had  at  this  place  taken  only  the  superscription  from 
his  source  P  (the  priestly  narrator,  to  whom  1 — ^2  3 
is  ascribed),  but  tnat  the  section  of  P  to  which  this 
superscription  originally  belonged  had  been  sup- 

Sressed,  is  all  the  more  monstrous  a  supposition  as 
4a  throughout  suits  what  follows. 
(1)  Only  on  the  ground  of  this  correct  explana- 
tion of  the  term  tSl'dhdth  can  the  fact  be  finally 
and  fully  explained,  that  the  tol*dhdth  of  Terah 
contain  also  the  history  of  Abraham  and  of  Lot; 
the  tiA'dhoth  of  Isaac  contain  the  history  of  Jacob 
and  Esau;  the  t6l*dh6th  of  Jacob  contain  the  history 
of  Joseph  and  his  brethren.  The  ten  tdl*dhdth 
are  the  following:  I,  2  4--4  26,  the  tdl'dk&th 
of  the  heavens  and  the  earth;  II,  5  1 — 6  8,  the 
t6l*dh5th  of  Adam;  III,  6  9—9  29,  the  tdMhdth  of 
Noah;  IV,  10  1—11  9,  the  tdl*dhdih  of  the  sons 
of  Noah;  V,  11  10-26,  the  t6l*dk&th  of  the  sons  of 
Shem:  VI,  11  27—25  11,  the  idl'dh&th  of  Terah; 
VII,  26  12-18,  the  m^dhdth  of  Ishmael;  VIII,  25 
19—35  29,  the  tdl'dhdth  of  Isaac;  IX,  36  1^37  1, 
the  toL*dhQ1h  of  Esau  (the  fact  that  36  9,  in  addition 
to  the  instance  in  ver  1^  contains  the  word  tdl*dh&th 
a  second  time,  is  of  no  importance  whatever  for  our 
discussion  at  this  stage,  as  the  entire  chapter  under 
any  circumstances  treats  in  some  way  of  the  history 
of  the  generations  of  Esau;  see  III,  2  9);  X,  37 
2 — 50  26,  the  iSl*dhdih  of  Jacob.  In  each  instance 
this  superscription  covers  everything  that  follows 
down  to  the  next  superscription. 

The  number  10  is  here  evidently  not  an  accidental 
matter.  In  the  arte.  Exooua,  Lbviticus.  Dat  or 
Atonement,  also  in  Ezbkibl,  it  has  been  shown  what 
rdle  the  typical  numbers  4.  7,  10  and  12  play  in  the  struc- 
ture of  the  whole  books  and  of  the  individual  pericopes. 
(In  the  NT  we  meet  with  the  same  phenomenon,  par- 
ticularly in  the  Apocalypse  of  St.  John;  but  compare 
also  in  Matthew's  Gospelthe  3X 14  generations  in  1  1  ff, 
the  7  parables  in  18  1  IT.  the  7  woes  in  28  13  ff .)  In  the 
same  way  the  entire  Book  of  Lev  naturally  falls  into  10 

yericopes  (cf  Leviticus,  II.  2.  1),  and  Lev  19  contains 
0  groups,  each  of  4  (possibly  also  of  6)  commandments; 
cf  possibly  also  18  6-18;    90  9-18;    see  Leviticus,  II. 

2.  21,  YI.  fhirther,  the  number  10,  with  a  greater  or  less 
degree  of  certainty,  can  be  regarded  as  the  basis  for  the 
construction  of  the  pericopes:  Ex  1  8 — 7  7;  7  8 — 13  16 
(10  plagues):  18  17--18  27  (see  Exodus,  II.  8  1-3);  the 
Decalogue  ($0_l_ff)!  Jl^he  first  .Book  of  the  Covenant 
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21  1 — 88  13;  28  14-19).  and  the  whole  perlcope  19  1 — 
J4  18a,  as  also  82  1 — 86  3  (see  Exodus.  II,  2,  4.  6). 
in  the  Book  of  Oen  itself  cf  further  the  10  members  from 
Shem  to  Abraham  (11  11-26),  as  also  the  pericopes  25 
19—85  29;  87  2—50  26  (see  III.  2, 8. 10  below),  and  the 
10  nations  in  Gen  15  19  ff.  And  just  as  in  the  cases 
cited,  in  almost  every  instance,  there  is  to  be  found  a 
further  division  into  6X2  or  2X5  (cf.  e.g.  the  two  tables 
of  the  Decalogue) ;  thus,  too,  in  the  Book  of  Gen  in  each 
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cue,  5  of  the  10  perioopes  are  more  doeely  oomblned. 
tince  I-V  iidl^dhdth  of  Snem  Inclusive)  stand  In  a  more 
distant,  and  VI-X  (treating  of  the  tdl'dhdth  of  Terah,  or 
the  history  of  Abraham)  In  a  closer  connection  with  the 
kingdom  of  God;  and  In  so  far,  too,  as  the  first  series  of 
tdl'dhdth  bring  Into  the  foreground  more  facts  and  events, 
but  the  second  series  more  Individuals  and  persons. 
Possibly  In  this  case,  we  can  further  unite  2  tdUdhdih;  at 
any  rate  I +11  (the  prindtlve  age),  III+IY  (Noah  and 
his  sons).  YII+VIII  (Ishmael  and  Isaac).  IX+X  (Esau 
and  Jacob)  can  be  thus  grouped. 

(2)  Further  indication  of  unity. — In  addition  to  the 
systematic  scheme  so  transparent  in  the  entire  Bib. 
text  of  the  Book  of  Gen,  irrespective  of  any  division 
into  literary  sources,  it  is  to  be  noticed  further,  that 
in  exactly  the  same  way  the  history  of  those  gener- 
ations that  were  rejected  from  anv  connection  with 
the  kingdom  of  God  is  narrated  before  the  history 
of  those  that  remained  in  the  kingdom  of  God  and 
continued  its  development.  Cain's  history  (4  17 
fF)  in  J  stands  before  the  history  of  Seth  (4  25  f  Jh 
6  3  ff  P);  Japheth's  and  Ham's  genealogy  (10  1  ff 
P;  10  8  flf  P-hJ)  before  that  of  Shem  (10  21  ff 
J-fP),  although  Ham  was  the  youngest  of  the  three 
sons  of  Noah  (9  24) ;  the  further  history  of  Lot  (19 
29ffP+J)  and  of  Ishmael's  genealogy  (26  12  ff 
P+J)  before  that  of  Isaac  (25  19ff  P+J+E); 
Esau's  descendants  (36  1  ff  R+P)  before  the  id' 
Mh6ih  of  Jacob  (37  2  ff  P+J+E). 

In  favor  of  the  unity  of  the  Bib.  text  we  can  also 
mention  the  fact  that  the  Book  of  Gen  as  a  whole, 
irrespective  of  all  sources^  and  in  view  of  the  history 
that  begins  with  Ex  1  ff,  has  a  unique  character, 
BO  that  e.g.  the  intimate  communion  with  God,  of 
the  kind  which  is  reported  in  the  beginning  of  this 
Book  of  Gen  (cf,  e.g.  3  8;  7  16;  11  6  J;  17  1.22: 
36  9.13  P;  18  1  ff;  32  31  J),  afterward  ceases;  and 
that  in  Ex,  on  the  other  hand,  many  more  miracles 
are  reported  than  in  the  Book  of  Gen  (see  Exodus, 
III,  2) ;  that  Gen  contains  rather  the  history  of  man- 
kind and  of  families,  while  Ex  contains  that  of  the 
nation  (see  I,  2  above);  that  it  is  only  in  Ex  that 
the  law  is  given,  while  in  the  history  of  the  period 
of  the  patriarchs  we  find  only  promises  of  the  Di- 
vine grace;  that  all  the  different  sources  ignore  the 
time  that  elapses  between  the  close  of  Gen  and  the 
beginning  of  Ex;  and  further,  that  nowhere  else  is 
found  anything  like  the  number  of  references  to  the 
names  of  persons  or  things  as  are  contained  in  Gen 
(cf,e.g.2  23:  3  20;  4  1.25,  etc,  in  J;  17  5.15.17-20, 
etc,  in  P;  21  9.17.31,  etc.  in  E;  21  6;  27  36,  etc, 
in  J+E;  28  19.  etc,  in  R;  49  8.16.19,  etc,  in  the 
blessing  of  Jacoo) ;  that  the  changing  of  the  names 
of  Abram  and  Sarai  to  Abraham  and  Sarah  from 
17  5.15  goes  on  through  all  the  sources,  while  be- 
fore this  it  is  not  found  in  any  source.  Finally,  we 
would  draw  attention  to  the  psychologically  finely 
drawn  portraits  of  Bib.  persons  in  Gen.  The  fact 
that  the  personal  pronoun  hU^  and  the  noim  na'^ar 
are  used  of  both  masc.  and  fem.  genders  is  charac- 
teristic of  Gen  in  conmion  with  all  the  books  of  the 
Pent,  without  any  difference  in  this  regard  beins 
found  in  the  different  documents,  which  fact^  as  all 
those  cited  by  us  in  number  1  above,  mditates 
against  the  division  of  this  book  into  different 
sources.  Let  us  now  examine  more  closely  the 
reason  assigned  for  the  division  into  different 
sources. 

(1)  In   general, — (a)  Statement  of   the   theory: 
OT  scholars  of  the   most  divergent 
2.  Rejectioii  tendencies  are  almost  unanimous  in 
of  the  dividing  the  Bib.  text  of  Gen  into  the 

Documen-  sources  P,  J  and  E,  namely  Priest 
tary  Theory  Codex,  Jahwist,  and  Elohist.  To  P 
are  attributed  the  following  greater 
and  connect^  parts:  1  1 — ^2  4a;  6;  a  part  of  the 
story  of  the  Deluge  in  chs  6-9;  11  10  ff;  17;  23: 
26  12  ff ;  36  226  ff;  the  most  of  36.  As  examples  ot 
the  parts  assigned  to  J  we  mention  2  4&— 4  26;  the 


rest  of  the  story  of  the  Deluge  in  chs  6-9 ;  11  Iff;  12  f ; 
16;  18  f,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  verses,  which 
are  ascribed  to  P;   ch  24  and  others.    Connected 

Sarts  belonging  to  E  are  claimed  to  begin  with  chs 
0  and  21  (with  the  exception  of  a  number  of  verses 
which  are  attributed  to  P  or  J  or  R),  and  it  is  thought 
that,  beginning  with  ch  22,  E  is  frequently  found  in 
the  history  of  Jacob  and  of  Joseph  (26  19—^  26), 
in  part,  however,  interwoven  with  J  (details  will  be 
found  under  III,  in  each  case  under  2).  This  docu- 
mentary theory  has  hitherto  been  antagonized  only 
by  a  few  individuals,  such  as  Klostermann,  Lep- 
sius,  Eerdmans,  Orr,  Wiener,  and  the  author  of  the 
present  article. 

(&)  Reasons  assi^ed  for  the  customary  division 
into  sources:  As  is  well  known,  the  theory  of  a 
separation  of  certain  books  of  the  OT  into  different 
sources  began  originally  with  the  Book  of  Gen. 
The  use  made  of  the  two  names  of  God.  namely 
Jehovah  and  Elohim,  caused  Astruc  to  conclude  that 
two  principal  sources  had  been  used  in  the  compo- 
sition of  the  book,  although  other  data  were  also 
used  in  vindication  of  the  theory;  and  since  the 
days  of  Ilgen  the  conviction  gained  ground  that 
there  was  a  second  Elohist  (now  called  E),  in  con- 
tradistinction to  the  first  (now  called  P,  to  whom, 
e.g.,  Gen  1  is  ascribed).  This  second  Elohist,  it 
was  claimed,  also  made  use  of  the  name  Elohim, 
as  did  the  first,  but  in  other  respects  he  shows  greater 
similarity  to  the  Jahwist.  These  sources  were 
eventually  traced  through  the  entire  Pent  and  into 
later  books,  and  for  this  reason  are  discussed  in 
detail  in  the  art.  Pentateuch.  In  this  article  we 
must  confine  ourselves  to  the  Book  of  Gen,  and 
limit  the  discussion  to  some  leading  points.  In  addi- 
tion to  the  names  for  God  (see  under  2),  it  is  claimed 
that  certain  contradictions  and  duplicate  accounts 
of  the  same  matters  compel  lis  to  accept  different 
sources.  Among  these  duplicates  are  foimd,  e.g. ,  Gen 
1  1 — %  4a  P,  and  2  Ahn  Z.  containing  two  stories 
of  creation;  Gen  129  ff  J;  20  1  ff  E;  26  Iff  J;  with 
the  narrative  of  how  SaraJb  and  Rebekah,  the  wives 
of  the  two  patriarchs,  were  endangered;  chs  16  J 
and  17  P,  with  a  double  acccount  of  how  God 
concluded  His  covenant  with  Abraham;  SU.  22ff  E 
and  26  12ff  J,  the  stories  of  Abimelech;  chs  16  J 
and  21  E,  the  Hagar  episodes;  28  10  ff  J+E  and 
36  1  ff  E+P,  the  narratives  concerning  Bethel,  and 
in  the  historv  of  Joseph  the  mention  made  of  the 
Midianites  E,  and  of  the  Ishmaelites  J,  who  took 
Joseph  to  Egypt  (37  25  ff;  39  1);  the  intervention 
of  ReubeoQ  E,  or  Judah  J,  for  Joseph,  etc.  In  addi- 
tion a  peculiar  style,  as  also  distinct  theological  views, 
is  claimed  for  each  of  these  sources.  Thus  there  is 
found  in  P  a  great  deal  of  statistical  and  ^stematic 
material,  as  m  6  1  ff;  11  lOff;  26  12ff:  36  Off 
(the  genealogies  of  Adam,  Shem,  Ishmael.  Esau): 
P  is  said  to  show  a  certain  preference  tor  fixed 
schemes  and  for  repetitions  in  nis  narratives.  He 
rejects  all  sacrifices  earlier  than  the  Mosaic  period, 
because  according  to  this  source  the  Lord  aid  not 
reveal  himself  as  Jeh  previous  to  Ex  6  1  ff.  Again, 
it  is  claimed  that  E  describes  God  as  speaking  to 
men  from  heaven,  or  through  a  dream,  and  through 
an  angel,  while  according  to  J  Jeh  is  said  to  have 
convers^  with  mankind  personally.  In  regard  to 
the  peculiarities  of  language  used  oy  the  different 
sources,  it  is  impossible  in  this  place  to  enumerate 
the  different  expressions,  and  we  must  refer  for  this 
subject  to  the  different  Introductions  to  the  OT, 
and  to  the  commentaries  and  other  literature.  A 
few  examples  are  to  be  found  under  (c)  below,  in 
connection  with  the  discussion  of  the  critical  hy- 
pothesis. Finally,  as  another  reason  for  the  division 
of  Gen  into  different  sources,  it  is  claimed  that  the 
different  parts  of  the  sources,  when  taken  together, 
can  be  united  into  a  smooth  and  connected  story. 
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The  documents,  it  is  said,  have  in  many  cases  been 
taken  over  word  for  word  and  have  been  united  and 
interwoven  in  an  entirely  external  manner,  so  that 
it  is  still  possible  to  separate  them  and  often  to  do 
this  even  down  to  parts  of  a  sentence  or  to  the  very 
words. 

(c)  Examination  of  the  doctmientary  theonr: 
(a)  Style  and  peculiarities  of  language:  It  is  self- 
evident  that  certain  expressions  will  be  repeated  in 
historical,  in  legal,  and  in  other  sections  similar  in 
content;  but  this  is  not  enough  to  prove  that  there 
have  been  different  sources.  Whenever  J  brings 
genealogies  or  accounts  that  are  no  less  systematic 
than  those  of  P  (cf  4  17  ff;  10  8  ff;  22  20-24);  or 
accounts  and  repetitions  occur  in  the  story  of  the 
Deluge  (7  2fif.7fif;  or  7  4.12.17:  8  6;  or  7  4;  8  8. 
10.12),  this  is  not  enough  to  make  the  division  into 
sources  plausible.  In  reference  to  the  linguistic 
peculiarities^  it  must  be  noted  that  the  data  cited 
to  prove  this  point  seldom  agree.  Thus,  e.g.  the 
vb.  h(ir&\  "create,"  in  Gen  1  1  is  used  to  prove 
that  this  was  written  by  P,  but  the  word  is  foimd 
also  in  6  7  in  J.  The  same  is  the  case  with  the 
word  fkhUsh,  "possession,"  which  in  12  5;  13  6: 
86  7  is  regarded  as  characteristic  of  P,  but  in  14 
11  f.  16.21  IS  found  in  an  unknown  source,  and  in  16 
14  in  J.  In  12  5;  13  12a;  16  3;  17  8  it  is  said 
that  *eref  JCna^arif  "land  of  Canaan,"  is  a  proof 
that  this  was  written  by  P;  but  in  chs  42,  44  f,  47, 
60  we  find  this  expression  in  J  and  E,  in  Nu  32  32 
in  J  (R);  cf  also  Nu  33  40  (PR)  where  Nu  21  1-3 
(JE)  is  quoted;  ahiphhdk,  "maid  servant,"  is  claimed 
as  a  characteristic  word  of  J  in  contrast  to  E  (cf 
16  Iff);  but  in  16  3;  29  24.29  we  find  this  word 
not  onlv  in  P  but  in  20  14;  30  4.7.18;  in  E  Mln, 
"kind,  is  counted  among  the  marks  of  P  (cf  e.g. 
1  11  ff),  but  in  Dt  14  13.14.18  we  find  it  in  Dt; 
rather  remarkably,  too,  in  the  latest  find  on  the 
Deluge  made  by  Hilprecht  and  by  him  ascribed  to 
2100  BC.  Cf  on  this  subject  my  book,  Wider  den 
Bann  der  Quellenscheidungf  and  Orr,  POT.  ch  vii, 
sec.  vi,  and  ch  x,  sec.  i;  perhaps,  too,  the  Concord- 
ance of  Mandelkem  imder  the  different  words. 
Even  in  the  cases  when  the  characteristic  peculiari- 
ties claimed  for  the  sources  are  correct,  if  the  problem 
before  us  consisted  onl^  in  the  discovery  of  special 
words  and  expressions  m  the  different  sources,  then 
by  an  analogous  process,  we  could  dissect  and  sever 
almost  any  moclem  work  of  literature.  Particu- 
larly as  far  as  the  pieces  are  concerned,  which 
are  assigned  to  P,  it  must  be  stated  that  Gen  1 
and  23  are,  as  far  as  style  and  language  are  con- 
cerned, different  throughout.  Gen  1  is  entirely 
unique  in  the  entire  OT.  Ch  23  has  been  copied 
directly  from  life,  which  is  pictured  with  exceptional 
fidelity,  and  for  this  reason  cannot  be  claimed  for 
any  special  source.  The  fact  that  the  story  of  the 
introauction  of  circumcision  in  ch  17  in  many  parti- 
ciUars  shows  similarities  to  the  terminology  of  the 
law  is  entirelv  natural.  The  same  is  true  when  the 
chronological  accounts  refer  one  date  to  another 
and  when  they  show  a  certain  typical  character,  as 
is,  e.g.,  the  case  also  in  the  chronological  parts  of 
any  modern  history  of  Israel.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  method  of  P  in  its  narratives,  both  in  matter 
and  in  form,  becomes  similar  to  that  of  J  and  E, 
just  as  soon  as  we  have  to  deal  with  larger  sections; 
cf  28  1  ff ;  36  9  ff ;  47  6  ff,  and  all  the  more  in  Ex 
and  Nu. 

Against  the  claim  that  P  had  an  independent 
existence,  we  must  mention  the  fact  of  the  uneven- 
ness  of  the  narratives,  which,  by  the  side  of  the  fuller 
accounts  in  chs  1, 17  and  23,  of  the  genealogies  and 
the  story  of  the  Deluge,  would,  according  to  the 
critics,  have  reported  only  a  few  disrupted  notices 
about  the  patriarchs;  cf  for  this  in  the  story 
of  Abraham,  11  27.31  f;   12  4bf;   18  6a.llb.l2a; 


16  la.3.15f;  19  29;  21  16.2&-5;  26  7-lla;  and  in 
its  later  parts  P  would  become  still  more  incom- 
prehensible on  the  assumption  of  the  critics  (see 
III  below).  No  author  could  have  written  thus; 
at  any  rate  he  would  not  have  been  used  by  any- 
body, nor  would  there  have  been  such  care  evinced 
in  preserving  his  writings. 

(fi)  The  alleged  connection  of  matter:  The  claim 
that  the  different  sources,  as  they  have  been  sep- 
arated by  critics,  constitute  a  compact  and  con- 
nected whole  is  absolutely  the  work  of  imagination, 
and  is  in  conflict  with  the  facts  in  almost  every 
instance.  This  hjrpothesis  cannot  be  consistently 
applied,  even  in  the  case  of  the  characteristic  ex- 
amples cited  to  prove  the  correctness  of  the  docu- 
mentary theory,  such  as  the  story  of  the  Deluge 
(see  III,  2,  in  each  case  under  [2]). 

(7)  The  biblico-theological  data:  The  different 
Bib.  and  theological  data,  which  are  said  to  be 
characterbtic  in  proof  of  the  separation  into  sources, 
are  also  misleading.  Thus  God  in  J  communes 
with  mankind  only  in  the  beginning  (Gen  2f;  7 
16  ff;  11  5;  18  f),  but  not  afterward.  In  the  be- 
ginning He  does  tMs  also,  according  to  P,  whose  con- 
ception of  God,  it  is  generally  claimed,  was  entirely 
transcendental  (cf  17  1.22;  86  9.13).  The  media- 
torship  of  the  Angel  of  Jeh  is  found  not  only  in  £, 
(21  17,  'Slohlm),  but  also  in  J  (16  7.9-11).  In 
22  11  in  E,  the  angel  of  Jeh  (not  of  the  'Slohlm) 
calls  from  heaven;  theophanies  in  the  night  or 
during  sleep  are  found  also  in  J  (cf  16  12  ff;  26  24; 
28  13-16;  32  27).  In  the  case  of  P,  the  oultus- 
theory,  according  to  which  it  is  claimed  that  this 
source  does  not  mention  any  sacrifices  before  Ex  6 
1  ff ,  is  untenable.  If  it  is  a  fact  that  the  theocracv, 
as  it  were^  really  began  only  in  Ex  6,  then  it  would 
be  impossible  that  P  would  contain  anything  of  the 
cultus  before  Ex  6 ;  but  we  have  in  P  the  intro- 
duction of  the  circumcision  in  ch  17;  of  the  Sab- 
bath in  2  1  ff:  and  the  prohibition  against  eating 
blood  in  9  Iff;  and  in  addition  the  dnnk  offerings 
mentioned  in  36  14,  which  verse  stands  between 
vs  13  and  15,  and,  ascribed  to  P,  is  only  in  the 
interests  of  this  theory  attributed  to  the  redactor. 
If  then  the  theory  here  outlined  is  not  tenable  as 
far  as  P  is  concerned,  it  would,  on  the  other  hand, 
be  all  the  more  remarkable  that  in  the  story  of  the 
Deluge  the  distinction  between  the  clean  and  the  un- 
clean (7  2  ff .8)  is  found  in  J,  as  also  the  savor  of  the 
sacrifice,  with  the  term  ri^h  ha-nVi&^h,  which  occurs 
so  often  in  P  (cf  Gen  8  21  with  i^u'lb  3.7.10.13 f. 
24;  18  17):  that  the  sacrifices  are  mentioned  in  8 
20  ff,  and  tne  number  7  in  connection  with  the  ani- 
mals and  days  in  7  4;  8  8.10.12  (cf  in  P,  e.g.  Lev 
8  33;  13  5f.21.26f.31.33.50.54;  14  8f.38f;  14 
7.51;  16  14  f;  Nu  28  11;  29  8,  etc);  further,  that 
the  emphasis  is  laid  on  the  40  days  in  7  4.12.17; 
8  6  (cf  in  P.  Ex  24  1-8;  Lev  12  2-4;  Nu  IS  25: 
14  34),  all  of  which  are  ascribed,  not  as  we  should 
expect,  to  the  Leviticai  P,  but  to  the  prophetical 
J.  The  document  P,  which,  according  to  a  large 
number  of  critics,  was  written  during  the  Enle  (see 
e.g.  LEvmcns,  III,  1,  or  Ezekiel  II,  2)  in  a  most 
surprising  manner,  instead  of  giving  prominence 
to  the  person  of  the  high  priest,  would  then  have 
declared  that  kings  were  to  be  the  greatest  blessings 
to  come  to  the  seed  of  Abraham  (17  6.16);  and 
while^  on  the  critical  assumption,  we  should  have 
the  right  to  expect  the  author  to  favor  particular- 
istic tendencies,  he,  by  bringing  in  the  history  of  all 
mankind  in  G^  1-llt  &nd  in  the  extension  of  cir- 
cumcision to  strangers  (17  12.23),  would  have  dis- 
played a  phenomenal  universality.  The  strongest 
counter-argument  against  all  such  minor  and  in- 
correct data  of  a  Bib.  and  a  theological  character 
voll  always  be  foimd  in  the  uniform  religious  and 
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ethical  spirit  and  world  of  thought  that  pervade 
all  these  sources,  as  also  in  the  unity  in  the  accounts 
of  the  different  patriarchs,  who  are  pictured  in  such 
a  masterly,  psychological  and  consistent  manner, 
and  who  could  never  be  the  result  of  an  accidental 
working  together  and  interweaving  of  different  and 
independent  sources  (see  III  below). 

{9)  Duplicates:  In  regard  to  what  is  to  be  thought 
of  the  different  duplicates  and  contradictions,  see 
below  imder  III,  2,  m  each  case  under  (2). 

(e)  The  manner  in  which  the  sources  are  worked 
together:  But  it  is  also  impossible  that  these 
sources  could  have  been  worked  together  in  the 
manner  in  which  the  critics  claim  that  this  was 
done.  The  more  arbitrarily  and  carelessly  the 
redactors  are  thought  to  have  gone  to  work  in  many 
places  in  removing  contradictions,  the  more  incom* 
prehensible  it  becomes  that  they  at  other  places 
report  faithfully  such  contradictions  and  permit 
these  to  stand  side  by  side,  or,  rather,  have  placed 
them  thus.  And  even  if  they  are  thought  not  to 
have  smoothed  over  the  difficulties  anywhere,  and 
out  of  reverence  for  their  sources,  not  to  have 
omitted  or  changed  any  of  these  reports,  we  cer- 
tainly would  have  a  right  to  think,  that  even  if  they 
would  have  perchance  placed  side  by  side  narratives 
with  such  enormous  contradictions  as  there  are 
clidmed  to  be,  e.g.  in  the  story  of  the  Deluge  in  P 
and  J,  they  certainly  would  not  have  woven  these 
together.  If,  notwithstanding,  they  stiU  did  this 
without  harmonizing  them,  why  aoe  we  asked  to 
believe  that  at  other  places  they  omitted  matters 
of  the  greatest  importance  (see  Hi,  2,  3)?  Further, 
J  and  E  would  have  worked  their  materials  together 
so  closely  at  different  places  that  a  separation  be- 
tween the  two  would  be  an  impossibility,  something 
that  is  acknowledged  as  a  fact  by  many  OT  students; 
vet,  notwithstan<&ng,  the  contradictions,  e.g.  in  the 
histonr  of  Joseph,  have  been  allowed  to  stand  side 
by  side  in  consecutive  verses,  or  have  even  inten- 
tionally been  placed  thus  (cf,  e.g.  87  25  ff).  Then, 
too,  it  is  in  the  nature  of  things  unthinkable  that 
three  originallv  independent  sources  for  the  history 
of  Israel  should  have  constituted  separate  currents 
down  to  the  period  after  Moses,  and  that  they  could 
yet  be  dovetailedj  often  sentence  by  sentence,  in  the 
manner  claimed  oy  the  critics.  In  conclusion,  the 
entire  hyxx)thesis  suffers  shipwreck  through  those 
passages  which  combine  the  peculiarities  of  the 
different  sources,  as  e.g.  in  20  18,  which  on  the  one 
hand  constitutes  the  necessary  conclusion  to  the 

g receding  story  from  E  (cf  ver  17),  and  on  the  other 
and  contains  the  name  Jehovah;  or  in  22  14  ff, 
which  contains  the  real  purpose  of  the  story  of  the 
sacrificing  of  Isaac  from  £,  but  throughout  also 
shows  the  characteristic  marks  of  J;  or  in  89  1, 
where  the  so-called  private  person  into  whose  house 
Joseph  has  been  brought,  according  to  J,  is  more 
exactly  described  as  the  chief  of  the  body-guard, 
as  this  is  done  by  E,  in  40  2.4.  And  when  the 
critics  in  this  passa^  appeal  to  the  help  of  the 
redactor,  this  is  evidentlv  only  an  ill-concealed 
example  of  a  "begging  of  the  question."  In  ch  84. 
and  esp.  in  ch  14.  we  have  a  considerable  number  of 
larger  sections  that  contain  the  characteristics  of 
two  or  even  all  three  sources,  and  which  accordingly 
furnish  ample  evidence  for  protesting  against  the 
whole  documentary  theory. 

(f)  Criticism  carried  to  extremes:  All  the  diffi- 
culties that  have  bcNsn  mentioned  grow  into  enor- 
mous proportions  when  we  take  into  consideration 
the  following  facts:  To  operate  with  the  three 
sources  J,  E  and  P  seems  to  be  rather  an  easy  pro- 
cess; but  if  we  accept  the  principles  that  underlie 
this  separation  into  sources,  it  is  an  impossibility 
to  limit  ourselves  to  these  three  sources,  as  a  goodly 
number  of  OT  scholars  would  like  to  do,  as  Strack, 


Kittel,  Oettli,  Dillmann,  Driver.  The  stories  of  the 
danger  that  attended  the  wives  of  the  Patriarchs, 
as  these  are  found  in  Gen  12  9  ff  and  in  26  1  ff,  are 
ascribed  to  J,  and  the  story  as  found  in  Gen  20  1  ff 
to  E.  But  evidently  two  sources  are  not  enou^^ 
in  these  cases,  seeing  that  similar  stories  are  always 
regarded  as  a  proof  that  there  have  been  differ- 
ent authors.  Accordingly,  we  must  claim  three 
authors,  unless  it  should  turn  out  that  these  three 
stories  nave  an  altogether  different  signification,  in 
which  case  they  report  three  actual  occurrences  and 
may  have  been  reported  by  one  and  the  same  author. 
The  same  use  is  made  of  the  laughter  in  connection 
with  the  name  Isaac  in  17  17;  18  12;  21  6.  viz. 
to  substantiate  the  claim  for  three  sources,  r  and 
J  and  E.  But  since  21  9  E:  26  8  J  also  contain 
references  to  this,  and  as  in  21  6  JE,  in  addition  to 
the  passage  cited  above,  there  is  also  a  second  refer- 
ence of  this  kind,  then,  in  consistency,  the  critics 
would  be  compelled  to  accept  six  sources  instead  of 
three  (Sievers  accepts  at  least  5,  Gunkel  4);  or  all 
of  these  references  point  to  one  and  the  same  author 
who  took  pleasure  in  repeating  such  references. 
As  a  consequence,  in  some  critical  circles  scholars 
have  reached  the  conclusion  that  there  are  also 
such  further  sources  as  J^  and  J',  as  also  E^  and  E' 
(cf  Budde.  Baudissin,  Comill,  Holzinger,  Kautzsch. 
Kuenen,  Sellin) .  But  Sievers  has  already  disooverea 
five  subordinate  sources  of  J,  six  of  P,  and  three  of 
E,  making  a  total  of  fourteen  independent  sources 
that  he  thinks  can  yet  be  separated  accuratelv  (not 
taking  into  consideration  some  renmants  of  J,  E 
and  P  that  can  no  longer  be  distinguished  from 
others).  Gunkd  believes  that  the  narratives  in 
Gen  were  originally  independent  and  Separate 
stories,  which  can  to  a  great  extent  vet  be  distin- 
guished in  their  original  form.  But  if  J  and  E  and 
P  from  this  standpoint  are  no  longer  authors  but 
are  themselves,  in  fact,  reduced  to  the  rank  of  col- 
lectors and  editors,  then  it  is  absurd  to  speaJc  any 
more  of  distinct  linguistic  peculiarities,  or  of  certam 
theological  ideas,  or  of  intentional  uses  made  of 
certain  names  of  God  in  J  and  E  and  P,  not  to  say 
anything  of  the  connection  between  these  sources, 
except  perhaps  in  rare  cases.  Here  the  founda- 
tions of  the  documentary  theory  have  been  under- 
mined by  the  critics  themselves,  without  Sievers  or 
Gimkel  or  the  other  less  radical  scholars  intending 
to  do  such  a  thing.  The  maimer  in  which  these 
sources  are  said  to  have  been  worked  together  nat- 
urally becomes  meaningless  in  view  of  such  hy- 
potheses. The  modem  methods  of  dividing  be- 
tween the  sources,  if  consistently  applied,  wiU  end 
in  splitting  the  Bib.  text  into  atoms;  and  tnis  result, 
toward  which  the  development  of  OT  criticism  is 
inevitably  leading,  will  some  day  cause  a  sane 
reaction;  for  through  these  methods  scholars  have 
deprived  themselves  of  the  possibility  of  explaining 
the  blessed  influence  which  these  Scriptures,  so  acci- 
dentally compiled  according  to  their  view,  have 
achieved  through  thousands  of  years.  The  success 
of  the  Bible  text,  regarded  merely  from  a  historical 
point  of  view,  becomes  for  the  critic  a  riddle  that 
defies  all  solutions,  even  if  all  dogmatical  consider- 
ations are  ignored. 

(2)  Rejection  of  documentary  theory  in  view  of  the 
names  for  God. — (a)  An  error  of  the  hypothesis  in 
principle:  The  names  of  God,  Jehovah  and  Elohim, 
constituted  for  Astruc  the  starting-point  for  the 
division  of  Gen  into  different  sources  (see  [1]  above). 
Two  chief  sources,  based  on  the  two  names  for  God, 
could  perhaps  as  a  theory  and  in  themselves  be 
regarded  as  acceptable.  If  we  add  that  in  Ex  6 
1  ff,  in  P,  we  are  told  that  God  had  not  revealed 
Himself  before  the  days  of  Moses  by  the  name  of 
Jehovah,  but  only  as  "God  Almighty,"  it  seems  to 
be  the  correct  thing  to  separate  the  text,  which 
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reports  concerning  the  times  before  Moses  and  which 
in  parts  contains  the  name  Jehovah,  into  two  sources, 
one  with  Jehovah  and  the  other  with  Elohim.  But 
just  as  soon  as  we  conclude  that  the  use  made  of  the 
two  names  of  God  proves  that  there  were  three  and 
not  two  sources,  as  is  done  from  Gen  20  on,  the 
conclusive  groimd  for  the  division  falls  away.  The 
second  Elohist  (E),  whom  Il^en  was  the  first  to 
propose  (see  [1]  above),  in  principle  and  a  priori  dis- 
crete the  wnole  hjrpothesis.  This  new  source  from 
the  veiy  outset  covers  idl  the  passages  that  cannot 
be  ascribed  to  the  Jehovah  or  the  Elohist  portions: 
whatever  portions  contain  the  name  Elohim,  as  P 
does,  and  which  nevertheless  are  prophetical  in 
character  after  the  manner  of  J,  and  accordingly 
cannot  be  made  to  fit  in  either  the  Jahwistic  or  the 
Elohistic  source,  seek  a  refuge  in  this  third  source. 
Even  before  we  have  done  as  much  as  look  at  the 
text,  we  can  sav  that  according  to  this  method 
eveiything  can  be  proved.  And  when  critics  go 
so  far  as  to  divide  J  and  E  and  P  into  many  sub- 
parts, it  becomes  all  the  more  impossible  to  make 
the  names  for  God  a  basis  for  this  division  into 
sources.  Consistently  we  could  perhaps  in  this 
case  separate  a  Jehovah  source,  an  Elolum  source, 
9k  hor  Elohim  source,  an  *El  Shadday  source,  an 
^Adhdn&y  source,  a  Mal'akh  Yahweh  source,  a  Jif  o^ 
^akh  ^Sldhlm  source,  etc,  but  unfortunately  these 
characteristics  of  the  sources  come  into  conflict  in 
a  thousand  cases  with  the  others  that  are  claimed  to 
prove  that  there  are  different  sources  in  the  Book 
of  Gen. 

(6)  The  false  basis  for  the  hypothesis:  But  the 
basis  of  the  whole  hypothesis  itself,  viz.  Ex  6  1  ff  P, 
is  falsely  regarded  as  such.  If  Jenovah  had  really 
been  unknown  before  the  days  of  Moses,  as  Ex  6 
1  ff  P  is  claimed  to  prove,  how  could  J  then,  in  so 
important  and  decisive  a  point  in  the  history  of  the 
reli^ous  development  of  Israel,  have  told  such  an 
entirely  different  story?  Or  if,  on  the  other  hand. 
Jehovah  was  already  known  before  the  time  ot 
Moses,  as  we  must  conclude  according  to  J,  how  was 
it  possible  for  P  all  at  once  to  invent  a  new  view  7 
Tms  is  all  the  more  incredible  since  it  is  this  author 
and  none  other  who  already  makes  use  of  the  word 
Jehovah  in  the  composition  of  the  name  of  the 
mother  of  Moses,  namely  Jochebed  (cf  Ex  6  20  and 
Nu  26  59).  In  addition,  we  do  not  find  at  all  in 
Ex  6  1  ff  that  God  had  before  this  revealed  Himself 
as  ^Sldhlm,  but  as  *Sl  Shadday,  so  that  this  would 
be  a  reason  for  claiming  not  an  'Sldhlm  but  an  *Sl 
Shadday  source  for  P  on  the  basis  of  this  passage 
rcf  17  1;  28  3:  36  11;  48  3P-48  14  EI  cf  also 
49  25  in  the  blessing  of  Jacob).  Finally,  it  ia  not 
at  all  possible  to  separate  Ex  6  1  ff  P  trom  that 
which  immediatelv  precedes,  which  is  taken  from 
JE  and  emplovrs  the  name  Jehovah:  for  according 
to  the  text  of  P  we  do  not  know  who  Moses  and  who 
Aaron  really  were,  and  yet  these  two  are  in  Ex  6 
1  ff  regarded  as  well-known  persons.  The  new 
revelation  of  God  in  Ex  6  1  ff  (P)  by  the  side  of 
8  1  ff  (JE  and  E)  is  also  entirely  defensible  and 
rests  on  a  good  foundation;  for  Moses  after  the 
failure  of  Ex  6  needed  such  a  renewed  encourage- 
ment (see  Exodus  II,  2, 1).  If  this  is  the  case,  then 
the  revelation  of  the  name  of  Jehovah  in  Ex  6  1  ff 
cannot  mean  that  that  name  had  before  this  not  been 
known  at  all,  but  means  that  it  had  only  been  rela- 
tively unknown,  i.e.  that  in  the  fullest  and  most  per- 
fect sense  God  became  known  only  as  Jehovah,  while 
before  this  He  had  revealed  His  character  only  from 
certain  sides,  but  esp.  as  to  His  Almighty  Power. 

(c)  Improbability  that  the  difference  in  the  use 
of  the  names  for  Uod  is  without  significance:  In 
view  of  the  importance  which  among  oriental  na- 
tions is  assigned  to  names,  it  is  absolutely  unthink- 


able that  the  two  names  Jehovah  and  Elohim  had 
originally  been  used  without  any  reference  to  their 
different  meanings.  The  almost  total  omission  of 
the  name  Jehovah  in  later  times  or  the  substitution 
of  the  name  Elohim  for  it  in  Pss  42-83  is  doubtless 
based  in  part  on  the  reluctance  which  gradually 
arose  in  Israel  to  use  the  name  at  all;  but  this 
cannot  be  shown  as  probable  for  older  times,  in 
which  it  is  claimed  that  E  was  written.  In  the  case 
of  P  the  rule,  according  to  which  the  name  Elohim 
is  said  to  have  been  used  for  the  pre-Mosaic  period, 
and  the  reason  for  the  omission  of  Jehovah  would 
have  been  an  entirely  different  one.  Then,  too,  it 
would  be  entirely  inexplicable  whv  J  should  have 
avoided  the  use  of  the  name  Elohim.  The  word 
Elohim  is  connected  with  a  root  that  signifies  "to 
fear,''  and  characterizes  God  from  the  side  of  His 
power,  as  this  is,  e.g.,  seen  at  once  in  Gen  1.  Jeho- 
vah is  splendidly  interpreted  in  Ex  8  14  ff,  and 
the  word  is  connected  with  the  archaic  form  hdw6h 
for  h&ydh,  ''to  be,"  and  the  word  characterizes 
God  as  the  being  who  at  all  times  continues  to  be 
the  God  of  the  Covenant,  and  who,  according  to 
Gen  2  4—8  24,  can  manifestly  be  none  other  than 
the  Creator  of  the  universe  in  Gen  1  1 — 2  3,  even  if 
from  Gen  12  on  He,  for  the  time  being,  enters  into 
a  special  relation  to  Abraham,  his  family  and  his 
people,  and  by  the  use  of  the  combined  names 
Jehovah-Elohim  is  declared  to  be  identical  with  the 
God  who  created  the  world,  as  e.g.  this  is  also  done 
in  the  section  Ex  7  &—li  16,  where,  in  the  10 
plagues,  Jehovah's  omnipotent  power  is  revealed 
(cf  Exodus,  II.  2,  2);  and  in  9  30  it  is  charged 
against  Pharaon  and  his  courtiers,  that  they  did 
not  yet  fear  Jehovah-Elohim^  i.e.  the  God  of  the 
Covenant,  who  at  the  same  time  is  the  God  of  the 
universe  (cf  also  1  K  18  21.37.39;  Jon  4  6). 

(d)  Real  purpose  in  the  use  of  the  names  for  God: 
But  now  it  is  further  possible  to  show  clearly,  in 
connection  with  a  number  of  passages,  that  the 
different  names  for  God  are  in  Gen  selected  with  a 
perfect  consciousness  of  the  difference  in  their  mean- 
ings, and  that  accordingly  the  choice  of  these  names 
does  not  justify  the  division  of  the  book  into  various 
sources. 

(a)  Decreasing  use  of  name  Jehovah:  The  fact 
that  the  tOl'dhim  of  Terah,  of  Isaac,  and  of  Jacob 
begin  with  the  name  Jehovah  but  end  without  this 
name.  In  the  history  of  Abraham  are  to  be  noted  the 
following  passages:  12  1.4.7.8.17;  18  4.10.13.14.18; 
14  22;  16  1.2.8;  16  2.5-7.9.10.11.13;  17  1;  in  the 
hbtory  of  Isaac:  26  21.22.23;  26  2.12.22.24.25. 
28.29;  and  in  the  tdl'dkiHh  of  Jacob  88  7.10;  89 
2.3.5.  In  these  passages  the  beginnings  are  regu- 
larly made  with  the  name  Jehovah,  although  with 
decreasing  frec^uency  before  the  name  Elohim  is 
used,  and  notwithstanding  that  in  all  these  sections 
certain  selections  from  P  and  E  must  also  be  con- 
sidered in  addition  to  J.  Beginning  with  Gen  12, 
in  which  the  story  of  the  selection  of  Abraham  is 
narrated,  we  according[ly  find  emphasized,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  history  of  each  patriarch,  this 
fact  that  it  is  Jehovah,  the  God  of  the  Covenant, 
who  is  determining  these  things.  Beginning  with 
Gen  40  and  down  to  about  Ex  2  we  find  the  oppo- 
site to  be  the  case,  although  J  is  strongly  repre- 
sented in  this  section,  and  we  no  longer  find  the 
name  Jehovah  (except  in  one  passage  in  the  blessing 
of  Jacob,  which  passage  has  been  taken  from  an- 
other source,  and  hence  is  of  no  value  for  the  dis- 
tinction of  the  sources  J.  E  and  P;  this  is  the 
remarkable  passage  Gen  49  18).  In  the  same  way 
the  story  of  Abraham  (26  1-11)  closes  without  men- 
tion being  made  of  the  name  of  Jehovah,  which 
name  is  otherwise  found  in  all  of  these  histories, 
except  in  ch  28  (see  below).  The  tol'dhoth  oi  Isaac, 
too,  use  the  name  Jehovah  for  the  last  time  in  32  10; 
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and  from  this  passage  down  to  87  2  the  name  is 
not  found.  It  is  accordingly  clear  that  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  patriarchs  there  is  a  gradual  decrease 
in  the  nimiber  of  times  in  which  the  name  Jehovah 
occurs,  and  in  each  case  the  decrease  is  more  marked; 
and  this  is  most  noticeable  and  clearest  in  the  his- 
tory of  Joseph,  manifestly  in  order  to  make  all  the 
more  prominent  the  fact  that  the  revelation  of  God, 
beginning  with  Ex  8  1  ff ,  is  that  of  Jehovah.  These 
facts  alone  make  the  division  of  this  text  into  three 
sources  J.  E  and  P  impossible. 

(fi)  Selection  of  the  names  of  God  with  reference 
to  the  approach  of  man  to  God  and  of  his  departure 
from  God:  The  fact,  further,  that  the  approach  of 
an  individual  to  God  or  his  departure  from  God 
could  find  its  expression  in  the  different  uses  made  of 
the  names  of  God  is  seen  in  the  following.  In  con- 
nection with  Ishmael  and  Lot  the  name  Jehovaii 
can  be  used  onl  v  so  long  as  these  men  stood  in  con- 
nection with  the  kingdom  of  God  through  their 
relation  to  Abraham  (cf  16  7.9.10.11.13  andlS  10: 
19  13  f.l6),  but  only  the  name  Elohim  can  be  used 
as  soon  as  they  sever  this  connection  (cf  21  12.17. 
19.20  and  19  29).  On  the  other  hand,  Elohim  is 
used  in  the  beginning  of  the  history  of  the  Gfentile 
Abimelech  (20  3.6.11.13.17;  21  22  f):  while  after- 
ward, when  he  has  come  into  closer  relations  to  the 
patriarchs,  the  name  Jehovah  is  substituted  (26  28. 
29).  A  similar  progress  is  foimd  in  separate  nar- 
ratives of  the  patriarchs  themselves,  since  in  22  1  ff 
and  ch  28  the  knowledge  of  Elohim  is  changed  into 
that  of  Jehovah  (cf  ^  1.3.9  with  22  11.14.15.16, 
and  28  12  with  28  13.16). 

(7)  Selection  of  the  names  for  God  for  other 
reasons:  Elohim  can,  further,  in  many  cases  be  ex- 
plained on  the  basis  of  an  implied  or  exroessed  con- 
trast, generally  over  against  men  (cf  28  8.12;  in 
the  second  of  these  two  passages  the  fear  of  God  is 

S laced  in  contrast  to  godlessness);  80  2;  81  50; 
2  2f;  cf  with  vs  4  and  8;  82  29;  86  5;  or  on  the 
basis  of  an  accommodation  to  the  standpoint  of  the 
person  addressed,  as  in  8  1-5  (serpent);  20  3.6. 
11.13.17;  28  6;  89  9  (Gentiles):  or  on  the  basis 
of  grammar^  as  in  28  6;  82  3;  28  17.22;  because 
the  composition  with  the  proper  name  Jehovah 
could  never  express  the  indefiinite  article  (a  prince  of 
God,  a  camp  of  God,  a  Bethel  or  house  of  prayer) ; 
or  finally  in  consequence  of  the  connection  with 
earlier  passages  (cf  0  1  ff  with  ch  1;  21  2.4;  28  3  ff; 
85  9ffwithchl7).  A  comparison  of  these  passages 
shows  that,  of  course,  different  reasons  may  have 
induced  the  author  to  select  the  name  Elolum,  e.g. 
28  6;  28  12;  82  12. 

(d)  Systematic  use  of  the  names  of  God,  particu- 
larly in  the  history  of  Abraham :  That  the  names  for 
God  are  systematically  used  is  finally  attested  by 
the  fact  that  in  the  history  of  Abraham,  after  the 
extensive  use  of  the  name  Jehovah  in  its  beginning 
(see  above  under  [a]),  this  name  is  afterward  found 
combined  with  a  larg^  number  of  other  and  differ- 
ent names;  so  that  m  each  case  it  is  Jehovah  of 
whom  all  further  accounts  speak,  and  yet  the  name 
of  Jehovah  is  explained,  supplemented  and  made 
clear  for  the  consciousness  of  oelievers  by  the  new 
appellations,  while  the  full  revelation  of  His  being 
indeed  begins  only  in  Ex  8  and  6  1  ff ,  at  which  place 
the  different  rays  of  His  character  that  appeared  in 
earlier  times  are  combined  in  one  brilhant  li^t. 
The  facts  in  the  case  are  the  following.  In  the  story 
of  Abraham^  with  which  an  epoch  of  fundamental 
importance  m  the  history  of  revelation  begins,  we 
find  Jehovah  alone  in  12  f .  With  the  exception  of 
ch  28t  where  a  characteristic  appellation  of  God  is 
not  found,  and  25  1-11,  where  we  can  claim  a  de- 
cadence in  the  conception  of  the  Divinity  (concern- 
ing 28  6;  25  11;  see  above  [7]+[a])i  the  name  of 
Jehovah  is  retained  in  fdl  of  Uiese  stories,  aa  these 


have  been  marked  out  (III,  2,  6);  but  beginning 
with  ch  14  they  do  not  at  all  use  any  longer  only 
one  name  for  Giod.  We  here  cite  oi^y  those  pas- 
sages where,  in  each  case,  for  the  first  time  a  new 
name  for  God  is  added,  viz.  14  18,  *Sl  ^Elyon;  14 
19,  Creator  of  heaven  and  of  earth;  15  2,  *Adhon&y; 
16  7,  the  Angel  of  Jehovah;  16  13,  the  God  that 
seeth;  17  1,  *M  Shadday;  17  3,  'Sldhim;  17  18, 
hSrmdhlm;  chs  18  f ,  special  relation  to  the  three 
men  (cf  18  2  and  19  1);  18  25,  the  Judge  of  the 
whole  earth;  20  IZy^ Slohim  constructed  as  a  pi.; 
21  17,  the  Angel  of  God;  24  3,  the  God  of  heaven 
and  the  God  of  the  earth;  24  12,  the  God  of 
Abraham. 

(e)  Lack  and  weakness  in  the  materials  needed  to 

grove  the  case:  If  we  add,  finally,  that  to  prove  the 
3rpothesis  we  are  limited  to  the  meager  materials 
found  in  Gen  1  1 — ^Ex  6  1  ff ;  that  in  uus  compara- 
tively small  number  of  chapters  Gen  40  to  Ex  2 
cannot  be  utilized  in  this  discussion  (see  above 
under  [cQ  [a]);  that  all  those  passages,  in  which  J 
and  E  are  inseparably  united  must  be  ignored  in  this 
discussion;  that  all  other  passages  in  which  J  and 
E  are  often  and  rapidly  interchanged  from  the  very 
outset  are  suspiciously  akin  to  begging  the  question; 
that  Gen  20  18,  which  with  its^diovah"  is  as- 
cribed to  R,  is  absolutely  needed  as  the  oonclumon 
of  the  preceding  Elohim  story;  that  in  21  33  with 
its  '^Jehovah"  in  J,  on  the  other  hand,  the  opening 
Elohim  story  from  E.  which  is  necessary  for  an  ex- 
planation oi  the  dwelling  of  Abraham  in  the  south 
coimtry,  precedes;  that  the  angel  of  Jehovah  (22 
11)  is  found  in  E;  that  2  4 — 8  24  from  J  has  be- 
sides Jehovah  the  name  Elohim,  and  in  8  1&-5  only 
Elohim  (see above);  that  in  17  1;  21  1  P  Jehovah 
is  foimd;  that  6  29,  which  is  ascribed  to  J,  is  sur- 
rounded by  portions  of  P,  and  contains  the  name 
Jehovah,  ana  would  be  a  torso,  but  in  connection 
with  ch  6  P,  in  reality  is  in  its  proper  place,  as 
is  the  intervening  remark  (ver  24  P) :  that,  on  the 
other  hand,  in  4  25;  6  2.4;  7  9;  9  27;  89  9  Elo- 
him is  found — ^in  view  of  all  these  facts  it  is  impossi- 
ble to  see  how  a  greater  confusion  than  this  could 
result  from  the  hypothesLs  of  a  division  of  the  sources 
on  the  basis  of  the  use  made  of  the  names  of  €k)d. 
And  then,  too,  it  is  from  the  very  outset  an  impossi- 
bility, that  in  the  Book  of  Gen  alone  such  an  arbi- 
trary selection  of  the  names  for  God  should  have 
been  made  and  nowhere  else. 

(J)  Self-disinte^ation  of  the  critical  position: 
The  modem  critics,  leaving  out  of  consideration 
entirely  their  further  dissection  of  the  text,  them- 
selves destroy  the  foundation  upon  which  this 
h3rpothe8iB  was  orimnally  constructed,  when  Sievers 
demands  for  Gen  1  (from  P)  an  original  J^ovah- 
Elohim  in  the  place  of  the  Elohim  now  found  there: 
and  when  others  in  Gen  18  f  J  claim  an  original 
Elolum;  and  when  in  17  1 — ^21 1  the  name  Jehovah 
is  said  to  have  been  intentionally  selected  by  P. 
ig)  Different  uses  in  the  LXX:  Naturally  it 
is  not  possible  to  discuss  all  the  pertinent  passages 
at  this  place.  Even  if,  in  many  cases,  it  is  doubtful 
what  the  reasons  were  for  the  selection  of  the  names 
for  God.  and  even  if  these  reasons  cannot  be  de- 
termined with  our  present  helps,  we  must  probably, 
nevertheless,  not  forget  that  the  LXX  in  its  tr  ot 
Gen  in  49  passages,  according  to  Eerdman's  reckon- 
ing, and  still  more  according  to  Wiener's,  departs 
from  the  use  of  the  names  for  God  from  the  Heb 
original.  Accordingly,  then,  a  division  of  Gen  into 
different  sources  on  the  basis  of  the  different  names 
for  God  cannot  be  carried  out,  and  the  argument 
from  this  use,  instead  of  proving  the  documentary 
theory,  has  been  utilized  against  it. 

///.  Thm  Siruciarm  of  ikm  intBoidual  Pericape9.^ 

In  this  division  of  the  article,  there  is  always  to  be 
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found  (under  1)  a  consideration  of  the  unity  of  the 
Bib.  text  and  (under  2)  the  rejection  of  the  custom- 
ary division  into  different  sources. 

The  conviction  of  the  unity  of  tho  text  of  Gen  and  of 
the  impossibility  of  dividing  it  according  to  different 
sources  is  stronglv  confirmed  and  strengthened  by  the 
examination  of  the  different  pericopes.  Here,  too,  we 
And  the  division  on  the  basis  of  the  typical  numbers  4.7. 
10.12.  It  is  true  that  in  certain  cases  we  should  be  able 
to  divide  in  a  different  way:  but. at  times  the  intention 
of  the  author  to  divide  according  to  these  numbers  prac- 
tically compels  acceptance  on  our  part,  so  that  it  would 
be  almost  impossible  to  ignore  this  matter  without 
detriment,  esp.  since  we  were  compelled  to  accept  the 
same  fact  in  connection  with  the  articles  Exoous  (II); 
Lbviticus  (11,2);  Day  op  Atonemekt  (I,  2,  1),  and 
also  BzBKiEL  (I.  2,  2).  But  more  important  than  these 
numbers,  concerning  the  importance  or  imimportance 
of  which  there  could  possibly  be  some  controversy,  are 
the  fundamental  rell^ous  and  ethical  ideas  which  run 
through  and  control  the  larger  pericopes  of  the  tdl«dh6th 
of  Terah,  Isaac  and  Jacob  in  such  a  way  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  regard  this  as  merely  the  work  of  a  redactor, 
and  we  are  compelled  to  eoneider  the  book  as  the  product 
of  a  eir^gle  writer.  -  ^ 

The  structure  of  the  prooemiiun  (Gen  1  1 — 2  3)  is 

generally  ascribed  to  P.     Following  the  introduction 

(vs  1.2;    creation  of  chaos),  we  have  the 

•f    c««.  creation  of  the  seven  days  with  the  Sabbath 

1.  btniC-        as  a  conclusion.     The  first  and  the  second 

ture  of  the     throe  days  correspond  to  each  other  (1st 

Proffimium  ^^y*  ^^^  light;  4th  dav.  the  lights;  2d 
ATAvwuuiuu    ^^y^  ^^^  j^jp  ^^^  water  by  the  separation 

of  the  waters  above  and  the  waters  below; 
6th  day,  the  animals  of  tho  air  and  of  the  water:  3d  day. 
the  dry  land  and  the  vegetation;  6th  day,  the  land  ani- 
mals and  man;  cf  also  in  this  connection  that  there  are 
two  works  on  each  day).  We  find  Ex  also  divided  ac- 
cording to  the  number  seven  (see  Exodus,  II,  1;  cf  also 
Ex  24  186 — 81  18;  see  Exoous.  11,2.  5,  where  we  have 
also  the  sevenfold  reference  to  the  Sabbath  idea  in  Ex. 
and  that,  too.  repeatedly  at  the  close  of  different  sec- 
tions, just  as  we  find  this  here  in  Gen) ;  and  in  Lev  cf 
chs  23i  25,  27:  see  Leviticus.  II.  2.  2;  theVIII.  IX,  and 
appendix;  and  in  Gen  4  17ff  J;  6  1-24  P;  6  9—9  29; 
36  1—37  1  (see  under  2,  1.2.3.9). 

The  ten  ioMholh  are  found  in  Gen  2  4--50  26. 
1.  The  tol'dhoth  of  the  heavens  and  the  earth  (2  4 
—4  26): 

(1)  The  Biblical  text.— (a)  2  4-25,  Paradise  and 
the  first  human  beings:   (6)  3  1-24,  the  Fall;  (c) 

4  1-16,  Cain  and  Abel;  (d)  4  17-26, 

2.  Structure  the  Cainites,  in  seven  members  (see 
of  the  Ten  under  1  above)  and  Seth.  The  number 
TOPdhoth     4  appears  also  in  6  1 — 6  8  (see  under 

2) :  10  1 — 11  9  (see  under  4) ;  and  esp. 
11  27—26  11  (under  6).  Evidently  (a) +(6)  and 
(c)+(d)  are  still  more  closely  connected. 

(2)  Rejection  of  the  division  into  sources  (11 — 2  4o  P  and 
2  Ab—4.  26  J). — Ch  2  does  not  contain  a  new  account  of 
creation  with  a  different  order  in  the  works  of  creation. 
This  section  speaks  of  animals  and  plants,  not  for  their 
own  sakes,  but  only  on  acpount  of  their  connection  with 
man.  The  creation  of  the  woman  is  only  a  further  de- 
velopment of  ch  1.  While  formerly  the  critics  divided 
this  section  into  2  4—4  26  J.  they  now  cut  it  up  into  J^ 


and  J>  (see  under  II,  2,  1  [cj  [(]),  because,  they  say.  the 
tree  of  life  is  mentioned  only  in  2  9  and  3  23.  while  in  2  17 
and  3  3  ff  the  Divine  command  is  restricted  to  the  tree  of 
knowledge  of  good  and  evil.  But  it  is  impossible  to  see 
why  there  should  be  a  contradiction  here,  and  Just  as 
little  can  we  see  why  the  two  trees  standing  in  the  midst 
of  the  garden  should  not  both  have  had  their  sisnlflcance 
(cf -2  9;  3  3).  It  Is  furtheii  asserted  that  a  division  of 
J  Is  demanded  by  the  fact  that  the  one  part  of  J  knows 
of  the  Fall  (6  9  ft),  and  the  other  does  not  know  of  such 
a  break  in  the  development  of  mankind  (4  17  ff).  But 
the  civilization  attained  by  the  Cainites  could  certainly 
have  passed  over  also  to  the  Sethites  (see  also  6  2) ;  and 
through  Noah  and  his  sons  have  been  continued  after 
the  Deluge.  Then,  too.  the  fact  that  Cain  built  a  city 
(4  17).  and  the  fact  that  he  became  a  fugitive  and  a 
wanderer  (4  12).  are  not  mutually  exclusive;  Just  as 
the  beginnings  made  with  agriculture  (4  12)  are  per- 
fectly consLstent  with  the  second  fact. 

2.  The  loMhoth  of  Adam  (6  1—6  8): 
(1)  The  Biblical  text.— {a)  6  1-24,  seven  gen- 
erations from  Adam  to  Lamech  (see  under  1,  and 
Jude  ver  14) ;  (6)  6  25-32,  four  generations  from  the 
oldest  of  men,  Methuselah,  down  to  the  sons  of 
Noah;  (c)  6  1-4,  intermingling  of  the  sons  of  God 
and  the  sons  of  men;    {d)  6  5-8,  corruption  of  all 


mankind.     Evidently  at  this    place   (a)+(&)   and 
(c)-|-(d)  correspond  with  each  other. 

(2)  Rejection  of  the  division  into  sources  (ch  5  P  with 
the  exception  of  ver  29  (see  II.  2.  2  (0)  ];  6  29;  6  1-S  J).— 
6  7  J  presupposes  ch  1  P;  as,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
fact  that  the  generations  that,  according  to  ch  6  P.  had 
in  the  meanwhile  been  born.  die.  presupposes  the  advent 
of  sin.  concerning  which  only  J  had  reported  in  ch  8.  In 
the  case  of  P.  however,  in  1  31  it  is  said  that  everything 
was  very  good. 

3.  The  toL'dhmh  of  Noah  (6  9—9  29) : 

(1)  The  Biblical  text. — Seven  sections  (see  1  above) 
viz:  (a)  6  9-22.  the  building  of  the  ark;  (6)  7  1-9, 
entering  the  ark;  (c)  7  16-24,  the  increase  of  the 
Flood;  (d)  8  1-14,  the  decrease  of  the  Flood;  (e) 
8  15-19,  leaving  the  ark;  (/)  8  22—9  17,  declara- 
tion of  a  covenant  relation  between  God  and  Noah; 
((7)  9  18-29,  transfer  of  the  Divine  blessing  upon 
Snem. 

(2)  Rejection  of  the  division  into  sources  (7  1—5.7-10. 
12.166.17.22  f;  8  26.3a.6-12. 136.20-22 ;  9  20-27  J.  the 
rest  from  P). — In  aU  the  sources  are  found  the  ideas 
that  the  Deluge  was  the  punishment  of  God  for  sin; 
further,  the  deliverance  of  the  righteous  Noah  and  his 
wife  and  tliree  sons  Shem,  Ham  and  Japheth  and  their 
wives;  the  deliverance  of  the  diflferent  kinds  of  animals: 
the  announcement  of  the  covenant  relations  between  God 
and  mankind  after  the  Deluge;  the  designation  of  the 
Deluge  with  the  term  mabbul  and  of  the  ark  with  tibh&h. 
In  the  Bab  account,  which  without  a  doubt  stands  in 
some  connection  with  the  Bib.,  are  found  certain  meas- 
urements of  the  ark.  which  in  the  Bible  are  only  in  P, 
as  also  the  story  of  the  sending  out  of  the  birds  when  the 
flood  was  decreasing,  and  of  the  sacrifices  of  those  jrho 
had  been  delivered,  which  In  the  Bible  are  said  to  be 
found  only  in  J;  and  these  facts  are  a  very  powerful 
argument  against  the  division  into  sources.  Further. 
P,  in  case  the  critics  were  right,  would  have  contained 
nothing  of  the  thanks  of  Noah  for  his  deliverance, 
although  he  was  a  pious  man:  and  in  the  case  of  J  we 
should  not  be  informed  what  kind  of  an  ark  it  was  into 
which  Noah  was  directed  to  go  (7  Iff);  nor  how  he  can 
already  in  8  20  build  an  altar,  as  he  has  not  yet  gone  out 
of  the  ark;  and.  further,  how  the  determination  of  Jeh, 
that  He  would  not  again  curse  the  earth  but  would  bless 
it,  can  be  a  comfort  to  him,  since  only  P  has  reported 
concerning  the  blessing  (9  Iff).  Even  if  the  distinction 
is  not  always  clearly  made  between  clean  and  unclean 
animals,  and  different  numbers  are  found  in  the  case  of 
each  (6  19  f;  7  14-16  P,  over  against  7  2  f  in  J),  yet 
this  is  to  be  regarded  merely  as  a  lack  of  exactness  or. 
perhaps  better,  rather  as  a  summary  method  of  pro- 
cedure. The  difficulties  are  not  even  made  any  easier 
through  the  separation  into  sources,  since  in  7  8  f  in  J 
both  numbers  and  the  distinction  between  the  two  kinds 
of  animals  are  used  indiscriminately.  Here.  too.  in  J 
we  find  the  name  Elohim  used.  The  next  contradiction 
that  is  claimed,  namelv  that  the  Deluge  according  to  J 
lasted  only  61  days,  and  is  arranged  in  40  days  (7  4.12.17; 
8  6)  plus  3X7  »21  days  (8  8.10.12).  whUe  in  P  it  con- 
tinues for  1  year  and  11  days  (7  11.24;  8  3-5.14).  is 
really  a  self-inflicted  agony  of  the  critics.  The  report 
of  the  Bible  on  the  subject  is  perfectly  clear.  The  rain 
descends  for  40  days  (7  12  J) ;  but  as  in  addition  also 
the  fountains  of  the  deep  are  broken  up  (7  HP),  we 
And  in  this  fact  a  reason  for  believing  that  they  Increased 
stiU  more  (7  24  P  and  7  17  J).  The  40  days  in  8  6  J 
cannot  at  all  be  identified  with  those  mentioned  in  7  17; 
for  If  this  were  the  case  the  raven  would  have. been  sent 
out  at  a  time  when  the  waters  had  reached  their  highest 
stage,  and  even  according  to  J  the  Deluge  covered  the 
entire  world.    In  general  see  above,  II,  2, 1  (c)  (y). 

4.  The  toMhoth  of  the  sons  of  Noah  (10  1—11  9) : 

(1)  The  Biblical  text.— (a)  10  2-5,  the  Japhe- 
thites:  (6)  10  6-20,  the  Hamites;  (c)  10  21-32. 
the  Snemites;  {d)  11  1-9,  the  Bab  confusion  of 
tongues.  Evidently  (a)  to  (c)  is  to  be  regarded  aa 
in  contrast  to  {d)  (cf  also  11  1.9  J  in  addition  to  10 
32  P). 

(2)  Rejection  of  the  division  into  sources  (10  1-7.20. 
22  f  .31  f  P,  the  rest  belonging  to  J). — The  distribution 
of  ch  10  between  P  and  J  Is  actually  ridiculous,  since  in 
this  case  J  does  not  speak  of  Japheth  at  all.  and  the  gene- 
alogy of  the  Hamites  would  connect  directly  with  P.  a 
phenomenon  which  must  have  been  repeated  in  vs  24  ff. 
The  Jewish  Midr.  in  addition,  and  possibly  correctly, 
counts  70  peoples  (cf  46  27;  Ex  1  5;  Nu  11  16.25; 
Lk  10  1). 

6.  The  tcl'dhdlh  of  Shem  (11  10-26) :  10  genera- 
tions (see  under  II,  1). 
6.  The  iM'dhoth  of  Terah  (11  27—26  11): 
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(1)  The  BiUical  Uxl.—Attei  the  introduction 
(11  27-32),  the  themo  of  the  history  of  Abraham  ia 
eivea  in  12  l-ia  (ver  1,  the  promise  of  the  holy 
land;  ver  2,  promise  of  man^  descendants;  ver  3, 
announcement  of  the  double  influence  of  Abraham 
on  the  world;  ver  4a,  the  obedience  of  Abraham's 
faith  in  his  trust  upon  the  Divine  promise).  In 
contrast  to  the  first  three  thoughts  which  character- 
ise God's  relation  to  Abraham,  the  fourth  ie  placed, 
which  emphasizes  Abraham's  relation  to  God  (see 
under  Id]).  But  both  thoughtsgivecompleteexpres- 
■  a  the  intimate  communion  between  God  and 


Abraham.  On  the  basis  of  these  representations, 
which  run  through  the  entire  story  and  thus  con- 
tribute materially  to  its  unification,  this  section  can 
also  be  divided,  as  one  of  these  after  the  other  comes 
into  the  foreground.  These  four  parts  (IS  46 — 
14  24;  16  1—18  15;  18  16—21  34;  23  1—25  11) 
can  each  be  divided  again  into  four  subdivisioDS,  a 
scheme  of  division  that  is  Found  also  in  Ex  30  4 — 40 
38;  Lev  11-lB,  16  (cf  Exodus,  II,  2,  7;  Leviticus, 
II,  2,  2,  III  and  IV;  Day  of  Atonement,  I,  2,  1), 
and  IS  suggested  by  Dt  12-28  (cf  also  my  book. 
Wider  denBann  der  QueUenscheuliing,  the  results  of 
the  investigation  of  which  work  arc  there  reproduced 
without  entering  upon  the  det^ls  of  the  argument). 

(a)  13  46— U  24,  in  which  the  reference  to  the 
promised  land  is  placed  in  the  fore^ound;  see  13  I, 
and  the  passages  and  statements  m  parentheses  in 
the  following:  (a)  13  46-8,  Abraham's  journey  to 
Canaan  (vs  5  P,  6,7.8  J);  (p)  13  »— 18  4,  descent 
to  Egypt  from  Canaan,  and  return  (13  9.10;  18 
1-4J);  (t)  13  5-18,  separation  from  Lot  (vs  6P, 
7.9  J,  12a  P,  14t.l7.18J);  (3)  ch  14,  expedition 
wainst  Chedorlaomer,  etc  (Abraham  is  blessed  by 
the  priest-king  of  the  country,  and  receives  as  hom- 
age from  the  products  of  the  country  bread  and 
wme  |v8  18  f],  while  he  in  return  gives  tithes  [ver 
201).  The  division  of  this  section  (12  46—14  24) 
is  to  be  based  on  the  similarity  of  the  closing  verses 
(13  3;   18  4;  18  IS). 

(6)  IB  I — 18  15,  imfolding  of  the  promise  of 
descendants  for  Abraham  by  this  announcement 
tliat  heis  tohaveasonof  hisown;  cf  13  2  and  what 
is  placed  in  parentheses  in  the  following:  (a)  ch  16, 
Jeh's  covenant  with  Abraham  (vs  2.3  JE,  4  J,  5  E, 
13,14.16.18  J).  The  promise  is  not  fulfilled  through 
Eliezer,  but  only  through  an  actual  son  (\-s  3.4); 
(p)  16  1-16,  Hagar  gives  birth  to  Ishmael  as  the 
son  of  Abraham.  Hagar's  son,  too,  namely  Ishmael, 
is  not  the  genuine  heir,  notwithstanding  the  con- 
nection between  16  10  and  13  2  (cf  17  18-20  P); 
(t)  ch  17  P,  promise  of  the  birth  of  Isaac  given  to 
Abraham  (vB  2-17.19,21);  (S)  18  1-15,  Sarah  also 
hears  that  Isaac  is  promised  (vs  10,12-15). 

(c)  18  16—21  34,  the  double  influence  of  Abra- 
ham on  the  world;  cf  13  3  and  what  is  in  pareU' 
theses  in  the  following:  (a)  18  16—19  38,  the 
pericope  dealing  with  Sodom;  (i)  18  16-33,  Abra- 
nam's  petition  for  the  deliverance  of  Sodom;  (ii) 
10  I'll,  the  sin  of  the  Sodomites,  while  Lot  shows 
some  of  the  characteristics  of  Aoraham;  (iii)  19 
12-23,  story  of  the  destruction,  in  connection  with 
which  Lot  receives  the  benefit  of  his  relation  to 
Abraham  (vs  16,19.21,22);   (iv)  Lot  ceases  to  be  a 

fart  of  this  history  after  this  destruction;  (p)  30 
-18,  Abraham  with  Abimelech  (vs  6,9  E,  18  R, 
Sunishment;  vs  7,17,  intercession);  (7)  21  1-21, 
ahmael  ceases  to  be  part  of  this  history  (vs  13,18. 
20  E);  (!)  21  22-34,  Abraham's  agreement  with 
Abimelech  (the  latt<^  seeks  Abraham's  friendship 
and  tears  his  enmity,  vs  27.23  E). 

(d)  33  1— 86  11  R,  Abraham's  f^th  at  its  culmi- 


his  faith  in  the  promised  land;  (7)  ch  34  is  intro- 
duced by  22  20-24,  which  has  no  independent  char- 
acter. With  the  twelve  descendants  of  Nahor  cf 
the  twelve  sons  of  Jacob,  the  twelve  of  Ishmael  (36 
12  ff ;  17  20),  and  on  the  number  12  see  Ex  24 
18 — 80  10,  under  Exodus,  II,  2,  5;  Lev  1-7  under 
Lcvmcua,  II,  2,  2,  i,  and  under  Ezbkibl,  L  2,  2. 
Ch  34  itself  contains  the  story  of  how  a  wife  was 
secured  for  Isaac  from  among  his  relatives  (the  faiUl 
in  the  success  of  this  plan  is  transmitted  from  Abra- 
ham to  his  servant);  (S)  26  1-11,  the  sons  of  (he 
concubine  of  Abraham  (J+R)  ceaae  to  be  a  part  of 
this  history;  transfer  of  the  entire  inheritance  to 
the  son  of  promise  (J);  burial  in  the  ground  bought 
tor  this  purpose  (P)  (all  of  these  concluding  acts 
stand  in  close  connection  with  Abraham's  faith). 
In  reference  to  the  force  of  the  names  of  God  in 
connecting  Gen  11  27^26  11,  see  above  under  II, 
2,  2  (4). 


We  will  here  discuss  also  the  so-called  duphcatee 
(see  under  II,  2  1,  o-|-c,  i).  The  different  stories 
concerning  the  danger  in  which  the  wives  of  Abra- 
ham and  Isaac  were  involved  in  12  9  ff  J;  30  1  ff 
E;  26  1  ff  J  directly  presuppose  each  other.  Thus 
in  20  13  E  Abraham  regards  it  as  a  tact  that  such 
situations  are  often  to  be  met  with,  and  conse- 
quently the  possibility  of  an  occurrence  of  such  an 
event  could  not  have  appeared  so  remarkable  to  an 
Oriental  as  it  docs  to  a  modern  critic;  ch  36  1 
su^ests  the  story  in  13  9  ff.  The  words  used  here 
also  show  that  the  three  stories  in  question  did  not 
originate  independently  of  each  other  (cf  26  7;  20 
5;  IS  1&— S6  7;  SO  II;  12  12-^6  10;  SO  0;  12 
18—36  3;  20  1;  13  10  [gur];  see  under  II,  2,  1,  e, 
f).  The  two  Ishmael  pericopes  (chs  16  J-|-P-|-21  E) 
differ  from  each  ether  throughout,  and,  accordingly, 
are  surely  not  duplicates.  The  two  stories  of  the 
conclusion  of  a.  covenant  in  chs  15  J  and  17  P  are 
both  iuatified,  esp,  since  in  17  7  the  author  speaks 
of  an  establishment"  of  the  covenant  which  already 
existed  since  ch  16.  Ch  17  P+18  1  ff  J  are  cer- 
tainly intended  to  be  pendants,  so  that  it  is  im- 
possiola  to  ascribe  them  to  different  authors;  ct 
the  analogous  beginning  of  the  theophanies  of  Jeh 
in  17  1  and  18  1  (even  the  pronoun  referring  to 
Abraham  in  18  IJ,  unless  taken  in  connection  with 
ch  17  P,  is  without  any  context),  also  the  laugiiing 
of  Abraham  and  of  Sarah  (17  17;  IB  12  f;  see  under 
II,  2,  1  [c]  [fl),  the  prominence  (fiven  to  their  age  (17 
17;  18  11  f),  and  the  designation  of  the  time  in  17 
U;   18  10.14. 


Nor  can  we  quote  In  favor  ol  a 

the  passage  SI  14  f  E,  oo  the  groui._ 

scribed  hore  ae  boing  bo  small  that,  be  could  ti- 
the shoulder  of  his  mother  aod  Chen  be  thrown  by  her 


Ishmael  Is  de- 


jofaged 

J  does  not  say  thathe 

.d  la  Mt  15  30  It  Is  ovon  s&ld  ot  adulU  that  they  ■ 
rown  down.     On  the  other  hand.  aUwi  according  U. 


Sarah's  age,  too,  according  to  ch  20  E,  does  not 
speak  in  favor  of  a  division  into  sources.  That  she 
was  still  a  beautilul  woman  is  not  clmmed  here. 


0«nMis 
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Evidently  Abimelech  was  anxious  only  for  a  closer 
connection  with  the  powerful  Abraham  (cf  21  23. 
27).  Then,  too,  all  the  sources  ascribe  an  ad- 
vanced age  to  Sarah  (cf  21  6J+E;  18  12  f  J; 
17  17  P). 

7.  The  toL^dhUh  of  Ishmael  (26  12-18) :  12  princes 
descended  from  Ishmael  (see  under  6  [d[  [7]). 

8.  The  tdl'dhdih  of  Isaac  (26  1&— 86  29):  The 
correct  conception  of  the  fundamental  thought  can 
be  gained  at  once  in  the  beginning  of  this  section 
(26  22  f ) :  Jeh's  oracle  to  Rebekah,  that  the  older 
of  the  twins,  with  whom  she  was  pregnant,  should 
serve  the  younger;  also  in  Rom  9  10  ff  with  refer- 
ence to  Mai  1  2  f ;  and  finally,  the  constant  refer- 
ence made  to  Esau  in  addition  to  Jacob  until  the 
former  ceases  to  be  a  factor  in  this  history  in  ch  36. 
Accordingly  in  the  end  everything  is  made  depend- 
ent on  the  one  hand  on  Jacob's  election,  notwith- 
standing his  wrongdoings,  on  the  other  hand,  on 
Esau's  rejection  notwithstanding  his  being  the  nrst- 
bom,  or  in  other  words,  upon  the  perfectly  free  grace 
of  God;  and  all  the  different  sources  alike  share  in 
this  fundamental  thought.  But  in  dividing  between 
the  different  parts  of  this  section,  we  must  particu- 
larly draw  attention  to  this,  that  in  all  of  these  parts 
both  thou^ts  in  some  way  or  other  find  their  ex- 
pression. 

(1)  The  Biblical  text. — Containing  10  parts  (see 
under  II,  1),  namely  (a)  26  19-26,  the  birth  of  Esau 
and  Jacob;  (6)  26  27--34,  Esau  despises  and  loses 
his  birthright;  (c)  26  1-^5,  Isaac  receives  the  bless- 
ing of  Abraham,  which  afterward  is  transmitted 
to  Jacob,  while  Esau,  through  his  marriage  with 
heathen  women,  prepares  the  way  for  his  rejection 
(vB  34  f ) ;  (d)  27  1-40,  Jacob  steals  the  blessins  of 
the  firstborn;  (e)  27  41-45,  Jacob's  flight  out  of  fear 
of  Esau's  vengeance;  (/)  27  46—28  9.  Jacob  is  sent 
abroad  out  of  fecur  of  his  brother's  bad  example; 
(g)  28  10 — 82  33^  Jacob  in  a  strange  land  and  his 
fear  of  Esau,  which  is  overcome  in  his  contest  of 
prayer  in  Peniel  on  his  return:  (a)  28  10-22,  the 
ladder  reaching  to  heaven  in  Bethel  when  he  went 
abroad;  (/9)  29  1 — 80  43,  twenty  years  with  Laban 
(see  31  38);  (7)  31  1-54,  Jacob's  departure  from 
Mesopotamia;  (d)  32  1-33,  his  return  nome;  (A)  ch 
33,  reconciliation  with  Esau,  who  returns  to  Seir 
(ver  16;  cf  32  4),  while  Jacob  becomes  the  owner  of 
property  in  the  Holy  Land  (vs  19  f);  (i)  34  1 — 86 
22,  Jacob  remains  in  this  land,  notwithstanding  the 
slaughter  made  by  his  sons  Simeon  and  Levi  (cf  34 
30;  36  5);  the  new  appearance  of  God  in  Bethel, 
with  a  repetition  of  the  story  of  the  changing  of 
Jacob's  name,  with  which  thestory  of  Jacob's  youth 
is  closed,  and  which  presupposes  the  episode  at  Bethel 
(cf  36  1.66.9-15  with  28  10  ff),  and  which  is  not  in 
contradiction  with  the  first  change  in  the  name  of 
Jacob  in  ch  32  (cf  the  twofold  naming  of  Peter  in  Jn 
1  43  and  Mt  16  18).  Esau  is  yet  mentioned  in  86 
1.7,  where  there  is  a  reference  made  to  Jacob's  flight 
before  him;  (j)  36  23-29,  Jacob's  12  sons  as  the 
bearers  of  the  promise;  while  Esau  is  mentioned 
only  as  participating  in  Isaac's  burial,  but  inwardly 
he  has  no  longer  any  part  in  the  history  of  the  king- 
dom of  God,  as  is  seen  from  ch  36,  and  in  32  4;  fy 
16  is  already  hinted  at.  In  this  section,  too,  evi- 
dently there  are  groiips,  each  of  two  parts  belong- 
ing together,  namely  (a) +(6)  describing  the  earliest 
youth;  (c)+(<2)  in  which  Isaac  plays  a  prominent 
part;  (e)-\-(f)  both  of  which  do  not  exclude  but 
supplement  each  other  in  assigning  the  motives  for 
Jacob's  flight;  (g)+ih)  Jacob's  flight  and  recon- 
ciliation; {i)+(J)  Jacob  both  according  to  family 
and  dwelling-place  as  the  recognized  heir  of  the 
promise. 

(2)  Rejection  0/  the  divieion  into  eoureee. — As  85  29  f 
266;  86  34f:  87  46—88  9;  89  24.29;  81  18;  85  60. 
9-12.15;   86  226-29;   86  6--3G.40^^  are  ascribed  to  P. 


it  Is  dear  that  these  are  in  part  such  ridiculoiisly  small 
extracts,  that  we  should  be  Justifled  in  attributixw  them 
to  a  sensible  author.  The  whole  sojourn  in  Mesopo- 
tamia is  ignored  in  P.  according  to  the  critics,  except  ttte 
brief  notices  in  89  24.29;  88  18.  Further,  the  parts  of 
the  rest  of  the  text  cannot  In  many  cases  be  dispensed 
with;  as,  e.g.  we  do  not  know  in  26  26b  who  was  bom: 
nor  in  96  34 f  who  Esau  was;  nor  in  27  46  who  Jacsob 
was;  nor  in  29  24  who  Laban  was;  nor  in  29  24.29  ta 
what'oonnection  and  for  what  purposes  Leah  and  Rachel 
are  mentioned.  P  makes  no  mention  of  any  promise 
given  to  Isaac,  which  is,  however,  presupposed  in  86  12 
and  later  in  Ex  2  24.  In  28  1  fl  P  is  most  closely  con- 
nected with  J  (cf  12  1-3.  the  blessing  of  Abraham,  and 
ch  24).     It  is.  further,  impossible  to  separate  the  sources 


E  and  J  in  ch  28  (ladder  rea<diing  to  heaven) ;  cf  28  10-12. 
17  f  .20-22  B,  vs  13-16  J,  ver  19.  and  the  name  of  God  In 
ver  21  R,  and  this  proposed  division  actually  becomes 
absurd  in  chs  29  f  in  the  story  of  the  birth  of  Jacob's 
children,  which  are  said  to  oe  divided  between  the 
sources  J  and  E. 

9.  The  m*dhm  of  Esau  (36  1—87  1):  In  7  di- 
visions (see  under  1),  namely  (a)  86  1-^  R,  Esau's 
family;  the  different  names  for  Esau's  wives,  as 
compared  with  26  34f;  28  7-9  P,  are  doubtless 
based  on  the  fact  that  oriental  women  are  apt  to 
change  their  names  when  they  marry;  and  the  fact 
that  these  names  are  without  further  remark  men- 
tioned by  the  side  of  the  others  is  rather  an  ar^- 
ment  against  the  division  into  sources  than  for  it; 
(6)  36  6-8,  Esau's  change  of  abode  to  Seir,  which, 
according  to  32  4;  33  14.16,  already  took  place 
before  Jacob's  return.  Onlv  in  case  that  Esau 
(36  29)  would  have  afterward  remained  for  a  longer 
period  in  Canaan,  could  we  think  of  a  new  separa- 
tion in  this  connection.  It  is  more  probable  that 
at  this  place  all  those  data  which  were  of  impor- 
tance in  connection  with  this  separation  are  once 
more  given  without  any  reference  to  their  differ- 
ence in  point  of  time;  (c)  36  9-14,  Esau  as  the 
founder  of  the  Edomites  (in  ver  9  the  word  tdl'dhdth 
is  repeated  from  ver  1,  while  the  narrative  of  the 
descendants  of  Esau  begins  only  at  this  later  pas- 
sage in  so  far  as  these  were  from  Seir;  cf  ver  9  with 
ver  5,  and  above,  under  II,  1) ;  (cQ  36  15-19,  the 
leading  line  of  the  sons  of  Esau;  (e)  36  20-30,  gene- 
alogy of  the  original  inhabitants  of  the  country, 
mentioned  because  of  their  connection  with  Esau 
(cf  ver  25  with  ver  2) ;  (/)  36  31-39,  the  elective 
kingdoms  of  Edom;  (g)  36  40-43,  the  Edomites' 
chief  line  of  descent,  arranged  according  to  localities. 
We  have  here  accordingly  geo|praphical  accounts, 
and  not  historical  or  genealogical,  as  in  36  15  ff. 
20  ff  (30) ;  cf  also  vs  40.43,  for  which  reason  we  find 
also  names  of  women. 

10.  The  m^dhoth  of  Jacob  (37  2-^60  26) : 

(1)  The  Biblical  tex^.— The  key  to  the  history  of 
Joseph  is  found  in  its  conclusion,  viz.  in  60  14-21, 
in  the  confession  of  Joseph,  in  the  light  of  his  past, 
namely,  that  God  has  ended  all  thinss  well;  and  in 
60  22  ff,  in  his  confidence  in  the  fulfilment  of  the 
Divine  promise  in  the  lives  of  those  God  has  chosen; 
cf  also  Ps  105  16  ff.  Accorcting  to  the  two  view- 
points in  60  14-26,  and  without  any  reference  to 
the  sources,  this  whole  pericope  (3?  2 — 60  15)  is 
divided  into  two  halves,  each  of  five  subdivisions, 
or  a  total  of  ten  (see  under  II,  1).  In  the  exact 
demonstration  of  this,  not  only  the  contents  them- 
selves, but  also  regard  for  the  different  names  for 
God  will  often  render  good  service,  which  names, 
with  good  effect,  are  found  at  the  dose  and  in  har- 
mony with  the  fundamental  thought  of  the  entire 
section,  viz.  (a)  37  2 — 39  6a,  Joseph  enters  Poti- 

S bar's  house  (4  pieces,  see  under  6,  1,  namely  [a] 
7  2-11,  the  hatred  of  the  brethren,  [fi]  87  12-36, 
selling  Joseph,  [7]  38  1  ff .  the  Jehovah-displeasing 
conduct  in  the  house  of  Judah,  cf  38  7.10.  [dj  39  1-6, 
Jeh's  pleasure  in  Joseph,  in  contrast  to  [7]) ;  (6)  39 
6&-23,  Joseph  is  cast  into  prison,  but  Jeh  was  with 
him  (vs  21.23);  (c)  40  1—41  52,  the  exaltation  of 
Joseph,  which  at  the  end  esp.  is  shown  by  the  nam- 
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ing  of  jE^hraim  and  Manaaseh  aa  caused  by  God, 
but  which  for  the  present  passes  by  the  history  of  hia 
family  (4  pieces,  vii.  [a]  10  1,  ioterpretation  of  the 
dreams  of  the  royal  officials,  [^  41  1-36,  interpreta- 
tion of  the  two  dreams  of  Pharaoh,  [7)  41  37-46j, 
the  ejtaltation  of  Joseph,  [B]  41  46fr-52,  Joseph's 
activity  tor  the  good  of  the  country) ;  (d)  41  65 — 
40  7,  Joseph  bemmes  a  blessing  to  his  family;  cf 
the  promise  of  God  to  Jacob  in  Beersheba  to  be 
with  him  in  Egypt  io  46  2  ff  with  4B  6-9  {in  four 
pieces,  vii.  [a]  41  53-57,  the  general  famine,  [p]  43 
1-38,  the  first  journey  of  the  brothers  of  Joseph, 
[7I  48  14 — 4  34,  the  second  journey  [in  four  sub- 
divimons,  (i)  4S  1-14,  the  departure,  (ii)  48  14-34. 
the  reception  by  Joseph,  (iii)  44  1-17,  final  trial 
of  the  brethren,  (iv)  M  18-34,  the  intercession  of 
Judahj;  [3]4fi  1 — 46  7,  Joseph  makes  himself  known 
and  persuades  Jacob  to  come  to  Egypt) ;  (e)  46  8 — 
47  26,  Joseph  continues  to  be  a  bleeung  to  his 
family  and  to  E^ypt  (in  4  subdivisiona,  of  which 
the  4th  is  placedin  contrast  to  the  first  3  exactly 
as  this  is  done  m  10  1—11  9  and  11  27—35  11, 
vii.  [a]  46  S-27,  list  of  the  descendants  of  Jacob, 
m  46  28-34,  meeUng  with  Joseph,  [y]  47  1-12, 
Jacob  in  the  presence  of  Pharaoh,  IjI]  47  13-26,  the 
£g}^tians  who  have  sold  themselves  and  their  pos- 
sessions to  Pharaoh  laud  Joseph  as  the  preserver 
of  their  lives).  I^Vom  this  pomt  on  the  attention 
is  now  drawn  to  the  future:  (/)  47  27-31,  Jacob 
causes  Joseph  to  take  an  oath  that  he  will  have 
him  buriedm  Canaan  (cf  ver  30  J  with  ch  28  P); 
in  («)+(/)  there  is  also  lacking  a  designation  for 
God;  (s)  ch  48,  Jacob  adopts  and  blesses  Ephraim 
and  Manasseh  (cf  also  the  emphasis  placed  on  the 
providential  guidance  of  God  m  vs  S  f,11.15f,  eep. 
VB  16  and  20fr);  (A)  49  1-27.  Jacob  ble»<es  his  12 
sons  and  prophesies  their  future  fat«  (here,  49  18, 
appears  the  name  of  Jeh,  which  hod  disappeared 
since  ch  40;  see  under  II,  2,  2  (d)  (a),  and  other 
deetsnatioDS  for  God,  vs  24  f) ;  (t)  49  2S-33.  Jacob's 
death  after  he  had  again  expr^sed  the  wish,  in  the 
presence  of  all  his  sons,  that  he  should  be  buried  in 
Canaan;  ()]  BO  1-13,  the  body  of  Jacob  is  taken  to 
Canaan.  In  these  10  pericopes  again  we  can  easily 
find  groups  of  two  eacb,  vix.  (a)+(6),  Joseph's  hu- 
miliation (sold,  prison);  ^e)-|-((f},  Joseph  becomes  a 
blessing  to  Etprit  and  to  hisfamily;  ((r)  +  (A),  blessing 
of  the  grandchildren  and  the  sons  of  Jacob;  (t)+0){ 
Jacob's  death  and  burial;  here  too  the  name  of  God 
is  lacking  as  in  (e)  and  (/). 
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IV.  Thm' Ktoricat  Charaetmr. — (1)  Unfowtded 
altaekt  upon  Ih^  kUlarwal  charader. — (a)  Proofs 
from  general  dogmatic  principlee:  In 
1.  History  order  to  disprove  the  historical  char- 
of  Uie  Pa-  Bcter  of  the  patriarchs,  the  critics  are 
triarchs;  accustomed  to  operate  largely  with 
Gen  13-00  general  dognmtic  principles,  such  as 
this,  that  no  nation  knows  who  its 
oriMnal  founder  was.  In  answer  to  this  it  can  be 
said  that  the  history  of  Israel  is  and  was  from  the 
begnning  to  the  end  unique,  and  cannot  be  judged 
by  the  average  principlee  of  historiography.  But 
it  is  then  clumed  that  Abraham's  entire  life  appears 
to  be  only  one  continuous  trial  of  faith,  which  was 
centered  on  the  one  promise  of  the  true  heir,  but 
that  this  is  in  reality  a  peycholo^cal  impowibility. 
Over  against  this  claim  we  can  in  reply  dte  con- 
trary facts  from  the  history  of  several  thousands  of 
years;  and  that,  too,  in  the  experience  of  those  very 
men  who  were  most  prominent  in  reh^ous  develop- 
ment, such  as  Paul  uid  Luther. 

[b)  Argummit  based  on  the  time  that  elapsed 
between  these  events  and  their  records;  Secondly, 
critics  emphasize  thelong  period  of  time  that  elapsed 
between  these  events  themselves  and  their  first 
records,  esp.  if  these  records  can  be  accretUted  to  so 
late  a  period  as  the  9th  or  the  Sth  cent.  BC.  In 
consequence  of  this,  it  is  claimed  that  much  of  the 
contents  of  Gen  is  myth  or  fable;  and  Gunkel  even 
resolves  the  whole  book  int«  a  set  of  unconnected 
little  myths  and  fables.  Over  against  this  claim 
we  can  agam  appeal  to  the  univeraal  feeling  in  this 
matter.  I  do  not  think  that  it  can  be  made  plausi- 
ble, that  in  any  race  fables  and  myths  came  in 
the  course  of  time  more  and  more  to  be  accepted  sa 
actual  facts,  so  that  perchance  we  should  now  be 
willing  to  accept  as  historical  truths  the  stories  of 
the  NibelungenUed  or  Red  Riding  Hood.  But  this, 
according  to  the  critics,  must  have  been  the  case  in 
Israel.  Prophets  accepted  the  story  of  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  two  cities  in  the  Jordan  valley,  as  record- 
ed in  Gen  19,  as  correct  (cf  Am  4  11;  Isa  1  9; 
3  9;  Hos  11  8);  also  Abraham  as  a  historical  person 

g a  29  22;  41  8;  SI  1  ff;  Mic  7  20;  Jer  88  26; 
k  88  24;  and  possibly  Mai  2  16);  then  Isaac 
(Am  7  9.16;  Jer  38  26);  also  Jacob  (Hos  12  3ff: 
Am  9  8;  Jer  88  26);  also  Joseph  (Am  S  6.16); 
and  these  prophets  evidently  thought  that  these 
events  and  persons  were  regarded  as  historical  by 
the  people  in  general.  In  the  NT  we  can  cite,  for 
Abraham,  Mt  8  9;  Gal  8;  4  21  ff;  Rom  4  Qff; 
9  7  ff;  He  7  1  ff  1  11  8  S;  Jas  3  21  ff,  and  esp.  the 
words  of  Jesus  in  Mt  8  11;  Lk  16  22S;  Jn  S  62ff; 
finally  in  Mt  22  31  f,  the  whole  argument  for  the 
resurrection  of  the  dead  is  without  a  foundation  if 
the  patriarchs  are  not  historical  personages.  Over 
agunst  this,  there  was  no  period  in  the  histcvy  of 
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Israel  in  which  it  can  be  shown  that  these  stories  of 
Gen  were  regarded  only  as  m3rths.  If  these  events 
were  actual  occurrences,  then  those  things  which 
the  patriarchs  experienced  were  so  unique  that  these 
experiences  were  not  forgotten  for  a  long  time. 
Then,  too,  we  can  also  refer  to  the  strength  of  the 
memory  of  those  nations  that  were  not  accustomed 
to  have  written  records  of  their  history. 

(c)  Proofs  from  the  Bible  itself:  Finally,  the 
attempt  has  been  made  to  discover  in  the  Biole  it- 
self a  pre-Mosaic  stage  in  its  ideas  of  man  concern- 
ing God,  which  is  claimed  to  contradict  the  higher 
development  of  Divine  ideas  in  the  patriarchs,  for 
which  purpose  the  critics  appeal  to  Ezk  23  3.8;  20 
7  ff ;  Josh  24  14  ff .  But  at  tnese  places  it  is  evident 
that  the  idolatry  of  the  people  is  pictured  as  apos- 
tasy. And  when  in  Ex  o  2  ff  the  name  of  Jeh  is  as 
a  matter  of  fact  represented  as  something  new,  it  is 
nevertheless  a  fact  that  in  these  very  passages  the 
revelation  given  is  connected  with  the  history  of  the 
patriarchs.  The  same  is  true  of  Ex  3  1  n.  The 
whole  hypothesis  that  the  religion  before  the  days 
of  Moses  was  polytheistic  has  not  been  derived  from 
the  Bible,  but  is  interpreted  into  it,  and  ends  in  doing 
violence  to  the  facts  there  recorded  (cf  my  book. 
Die  ETitwicklung  der  aUieatamenUichen  GoUesidee  in 
vorexilischer  Zeit), 

(d)  Comparison  with  the  reli^on  of  Arabia:  The 
critics  furtner  compare  the  pre-Mosaic  religion  of 
Israel  with  the  low  grade  of  religion  in  Arabia  in  the 
5th  cent,  after  Christ;  but  in  order  to  do  this,  they 
must  isolate  Israel  entirely,  since  all  the  surrounding 
nations  at  the  time  of  the  Am  Tab  had  attained  to 
an  altogether  different  and  higher  stage  of  religious 
development  and  civilization. 

(2)  unsaiisfaclfn-yaUempts  at  explaining  (he  par 
triarchal  age. — (a)  The  explanation  based  on  the 
'%gh  places'^  In  denying  the  historical  character 
of  the  account  of  the  patriarchs  in  Gen,  the  critics 
are  forced  to  contrive  some  scheme  in  explanation 
of  the  existence  of  these  stories,  but  in  doing  this 
they  make  some  bad  breaks.  Thus,  e.g.,  they  say 
that  the  Israelites  when  they  entered  C^aan  found 
there  the  high  places  of  the  heathen  peoples;  and 
since  if  they  wanted  to  make  use  of  these  in  the  serv- 
ice of  Jeh  they  must  first  declare  them  le^timate 
E laces  of  worship,  this  was  done  by  inventing  the 
istory  of  the  patriarchs,  who  long  before  this  are 
said  to  have  already  consecrated  all  these  places 
to  the  Jeh  worship.  _  But  how  is  it  possible  on  this 
supposition  to  explain  the  story  of  Joseph,  which 
transpired  in  Egjrpt?  Then,  too,  the  reasons  for 
the  origin  of  the  other  stories  of  the  patriarchs  would 
be  enshrouded  in  a  remarkable  mystery  and  would 
be  of  very  inferior  character.  Again,  it  is  nowhere 
declared  m  the  pajssages  of  Gen  that  here  come  into 
consideration  that  they  are  reporting  the  begin- 
nings of  a  permanent  cultus  when  they  give  an 
account  of  how  God  appeared  to  the  patriarchs  or 
when  they  erected  altars  in  His  honor.  And,  finally, 
while  it  is  indeed  true  that  the  cultus  localities  of  the 
patriarchs  are  in  part  identical  with  those  of  later 
times  (cf  Bethel,  Beersheba) — and  this  is  from  the 
outset  probable,  because  certain  places,  such  as  hills, 
trees,  water,  etc,  as  it  were,  of  themselves  were  suit- 
able lor  purposes  of  the  cultus — ^yet  such  an  identi- 
fication of  earlier  and  later  localities  does  not  cover 
all  cases.  And  can  we  imagine  that  a  prophetical 
method  of  writing  history  would  have  had  any  occa- 
sion in  this  manner  to  declare  the  worship  of  calves 
in  Bethel  a  legitimate  service? 

(6)  Explanation  based  on  dating  back  later  events 
to  earher  times:  But  we  are  further  told  that  the 
pre-prophetic  condition  of  affairs  in  Israel  was  in 
general  dated  back  into  the  primitive  period,  and 
this  was  done  in  such  a  way  that  the  character  of 
Abraham  was  regarded  as  reproducing  ideal  Israel, 


and  the  character  of  Jacob  the  empirical  Israel  in 
the  pajBt;  something  that  certainly  is  from  the  out- 
set an  odd  speculation  of  too  much  learning!  If 
this  explanation  is  correct,  what  shall  we  then  do 
with  Isaac  and  Joseph?  And  why  is  the  whole  story 
of  the  condition  of  civilization  pictured  in  Gen  so 
entirely  different  from  that  of  later  times?  And  is 
Abraham  really  a  perfect  ideal?  Is  he  not  rather, 
notwithstanding  his  mighty  faith,  a  human  being  of 
flesh  and  blood,  who  can  even  doubt  (16  2f;  17 
17);  who  can  make  use  of  sinful  means  to  realize 
the  promise  (ch  16,  Hagar) ;  who  tells  a  falsehood, 
although  for  the  best  of  purposes,  viz.,  to  protect 
his  wife  (12  9  ff),  and  for  this  reason  must  accept 
the  rebuke  of  the  heathen  Abimelech  (20  9  f)?  In 
addition,  Abraham  is  married  to  his  half-sister 
(20  12),  which,  according  to  Dt  27  22:  Lev  18  9. 
11;  20  17,  is  lorbidden  with  the  penalty  of  death 
for  the  transa*essor.  In  the  same  way  Jacob, 
according  to  Gen  29  f,  has  two  sisters  as  wives, 
which  is  also  declared  by  Lev  18  18  to  be  a  crime. 

(c)  The  patriarchs  as  eponymous  heroes:  In  the 
third  place,  it  is  said  that  the  people  have  in  the  per- 
sons of  the  patriarchs  made  for  themselves  eponymous 
heroes.  But  why  did  they  make  so  many  at  one  time? 
In  addition,  Abraham  cannot  possibly  be  r^ard«i 
as  such  a  hero  as  Jacob  or  Israel  is,  and  in  excep- 
tional cases  also  Isaac  and  Joseph  (Am  7  9.16;  6 
6.15).  It  is  not  correct  to  place  genealogies  tike 
those  in  Gen  10  1  ff ;  26  1  ff.13  ff  on  a  level  with  the 
stories  concerning  the  patriarchs.  ^  In  the  latter  case 
we  are  dealing  with  mdividuaUties  of  pronounced 
character,  who  in  the  experiences  of  their  lives  repre- 
sent great  fundamental  principles  and  laws  in  the 
kingdom  of  God — Abraham,  the  principle  of  the  grace 
of  God,  to  which  faith  on  the  part  of  man  is  the 
counterpart;  Jacob,  the  principle  of  IHvine  election; 
Joseph,  that  of  the  providential  guidance  of  life; 
while  Isaac,  it  is  true,  when  he  becomes  prominent 
in  the  history,  evinces  no  independent  character, 
but  merely  follows  in  the  footsteps  of  Abraham 
(cf  26  1  ff.3  ff.  15. 18.24  ff),  but  is  in  this  very  imita- 
tive life  pictured  in  an  excellent  way. 

{d)  Different  explanations  combined:  If  we  com- 
bine two  or  more  of  these  different  and  unsatisr- 
factory  attempts  at  an  explanation  of  the  history  of 
the  patriarchs,  we  must  oecome  all  the  more  dis- 
trustful, because  the  outcome  of  this  combination  is 
such  an  inharmonious  scheme. 

(3)  Positive  reasons  for  the  historical  character 
of  Genesis. — ^The  individuality  of  the  patriarchs  as 
well  as  their  significance  in  the  entire  development 
of  the  history  of  the  kingdom  of  God,  and  their 
different  missions  individually;  further,  the  truth- 
ful portraiture  of  their  method  of  living,  which  had 
not  yet  reached  the  stage  of  permanent  settlement: 
and,  finally,  the  fact  that  the  prophets,  the  NT  ana 
above  all  Jesus  Himself  regard  their  historical  char- 
acter as  something  self-evident  (see  [lb]  above), 
make  the  conviction  a  certainty,  that  we  must  insist 
upon  their  being  historical  personages:  esp.,  too, 
because  the  attacks  on  this  view  (see  [1]  above),  as 
also  the  efforts  to  explain  these  narratives  on  other 
grounds  (see  [2]  above),  must  be  pronounced  to  be 
failures.  To  this  we  must  add  the  following:  If 
Moses  were  the  founder  of  the  religion  of  Israel,  it 
would  scarcely  have  been  possible  that  a  theory 
would  have  been  invented  and  have  found  accept- 
ance that  robs  Moses  of  this  honor  by  the  invention 
of  the  story  of  the  patriarchs.  Rather  the  opposite 
would  be  tne  case.  Besides,  this  older  revelation  of 
God  is  absolutely  necessary  in  order  to  make  Moses' 
work  and  success  intelUgiole  and  possible.  For  he 
himself  expressly  declares  that  his  work  is  based  on 
the  promises  of  God  given  to  the  fathers.  Through 
this  connection  with  the  older  revelation  it  was 
possible  for  Moses  to  win  the  attention  and  the  con- 
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fidence  of  the  people  (cf  Ex  2  24;  3  6.13  ff;  4  5; 
6  3.8:  16  2;  32  13  f;  33  1;  cf  also  my  book, 
Die  Entvricklung  der  dUteatatnerUlichen  GoUesidee  in 
vorexUiacher  Zeit,  117ffj  and  Strack,  Genesis,  93  ff). 
Individuality  of  patriarchs:  In  so  far  as  the  his- 
tory of  the  patriarchs  contains  miracles,  they  are  in 
perfect  harmony  with  the  entire  character  of  sacred 
history  (cf  Exodus,  III,  2) :  and  as  far  as  the  num- 
ber of  miracles  is  concerned,  there  are  in  fact  fewer 
reported  in  the  days  of  the  patriarchs  than  in  the 
times  of  Moses.  On  the  view  that  the  history  of  the 
patriarchs,  which  is  earlier  than  the  period  of  Moses, 
was  an  invention  and  not  history,  the  opposite  con- 
dition of  affairs  could  be  expected.  Leaving  out  of 
consideration  the  unsatisfactory  instances  cited 
under  V,  2,  below,  there  is  to  be  found  also  in  the 
Book  of  Gren  absolutely  no  reference  to  indicate 
events  of  a  later  period,  which  would  throw  a 
doubt  on  the  historical  character  of  what  is  here 
reported.  In  every  direction  (e.g.  in  connection 
with  the  theophanies  and  the  cultus  worship),  there 
is  a  noticeable  progress  to  be  seen  in  going  from  Gen 
to  Ex,  a  fact  which  again  is  an  important  argument 
for  the  historical  reliability  of  the  contents  of  both 
books.  Finally,  we  add  the  following.  Ch  14  (the 
Chedorlaomer  and  the  Melchizedek  episodes)  has 
through  recent  archaeological  researches  been  bril- 
liantly confirmed  as  far  as  the  names  are  concerned, 
as  also  in  reference  to  the  political  conditions  of  the 
times,  the  general  historical  situation  and  the 
chronoloQT.  In  the  same  way  the  religious  condi- 
tions of  Egypt,  as  described  in  Gen  12,  and  in  the 
entire  history  of  Joseph,  are  so  faithfuUv  pictured 
that  it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  regard  these  ac- 
counts as  the  work  of  invagination.  These  accounts 
must  be  the  outcome,  on  the  part  of  the  author,  of 
a  personal  knowledge  of  these  things  and  conditions, 
as  they  are  absolutely  correct,  even  to  the  details 
of  the  coloring. 

(1)  Prominence  of  the  religioue  element. — In  the  primi- 
tive history  as  recorded  in  the  opening  chapters  of  Gen 

we  must  yet  emphasize,  more  than  is  done 
A  -n^-.2A2.  elsewhere,  that  the  chief  interest  for  the 
*•  Fnmitive  christian  is  found  in  the  religious  and 
History  of  moral  teachings  of  this  account;  and  that 
Qen  1.11  these  teachings  remain  unshaken,  even 
when  chronological,  historical,  archaeo- 
logical, physical,  geographical  or  philologi- 
cal sciences  would  tempt  us  to  reach  negative  conclusions. 
It  Ib  a  wise  thing,  from  the  outset,  not  to  be  too  timid  in 
this  direction,  and  to  concede  considerable  liberty  in  this 
matter,  when  we  remember  that  it  is  not  the  purpose  of 
the  Bible  to  give  us  scientific  knowledge  in  sdentiflc 
forms,  but  to  furnish  us  with  religious  and  ethical 
thoughts  in  a  language  which  a  childlike  mind,  that  is 
open  to  Divine  things,  can  understand. 

(2)  Carefulness  a»  regards  divergent  results  of  seientifie 
research. — On  the  other  hand,  it  is  right  over  against 
the  so-called  "results"  of  these  different  sciences  to  be 
very  critical  and  skeptical,  since  in  verv  many  cases 
science  retracts  today  what  with  a  flourish  of  trumpets 
it  declared  yesterday  to  be  a  "siu«"  result  of  investi- 
gations; e.g.  as  far  as  the  chronology  is  concerned,  the 
natural  and  the  historical  sciences  often  base  their  com- 
putations on  purely  arbitrary  figures,  or  on  those  which 
are  constructed  entirely  upon  conclusions  of  analogy,  and 
are  far  from  conclusive,  u  perchance  the  history  of  the 
earth  or  of  mankind  has  not  at  all  times  developed  at  the 
same  pace.  i.e.  has  moved  upward  and  downward,  as  e.g. 
a  child  in  its  earlier  years  will  always  learn  more  rapidly 
than  at  any  later  period  of  its  life. 

(3)  FreauerU  conftrmations  of  the  Bible  by  science. 
— But  finally  the  Holy  Scriptures,  the  statements  of 
which  at  this  period  are  otten  regarded  slightingly 
by  the  theologians,  are  regarded  much  more  highly 
by  men  of  science.  This  is  done,  e.g.,  by  such  scien- 
tists as  Reinke  and  K.  E.  von  Baer,  who  declare  that 
Moses,  because  of  his  story  of  the  creation,  was  a 
man  of  unsiurpassed  and  unsurpassable  scientific 
thought;  or  when  many  geological  facts  point  to 
such  an  event  as  the  £)eluge  in  the  history  of  the 
earth.  The  history  of  languages,  as  a  whole  and  in 
its  details,  also  furnishes  many  proofs  for  the  cor- 
rectness of  Gen  10,  and  that  chapter  has  further 


been  confirmed  in  a  most  surprising  manner  by 
many  other  discoveries  (cf  the  existence  of  Babel 
at  a  period  earlier  than  Nineveh,  and  the  colonizing 
of  Assur  by  Babel).  Then  facts  like  the  following 
can  be  explained  only  on  the  presupposition  that 
the  reports  in  Gen  are  correct,  as  when  a  Dutchman 
in  the  17th  cent,  built  an  ark  after  the  measure- 
ments given  in  Gen  and  found  the  vessel  in  every 
particular  adapted  to  its  purposes;  and  when  today 
we  again  hear  specialists  who  declare  that  the  modern 
ocean  sailing  vessel  is  being  more  and  more  con- 
structed according  to  the  relative  proportions  of  the 
ark. 

(4)  The  superiority  of  the  Bible  over  heathen  my- 
thologies.— Finally,  the  similarity  of  the  Bib.  and  the 
Bab  accounts  of  the  creation  and  the  Deluge, 
as  these  have  been  discovered  by  learned  research 
(and  we  confine  ourselves  to  these  two  most  im- 
portant reports) — although  this  similarity  has  been 
misinterpreted  and  declared  to  be  hostile  to  the 
historical  reliability  and  the  originality  of  Gen  1 
and  6-9— does  not  prove  what  critics  claim  that  it 
does.  Even  if  we  acknowledge  that  the  contents 
of  these  stories  were  extant  in  Babylon  long  before 
the  days  of  Moses,  and  that  these  facts  have  been 
drawn  from  this  source  by  Israel,  there  yet  can  be 
no  question  that  the  value  of  these  accoimts,  the 
fact  that  they  are  saturated  with  a  monotheistic 
and  ethical  spirit,  is  found  only  in  Israel  and  has 
been  breathed  into  them  only  by  Israel.  For  the 
inner  value  of  a  story  does  not  depend  ui)on  its 
antiquity,  but  upon  its  spirit.  But  even  this  con- 
ception of  the  matter,  which  is  shared  by  most 
theologians,  cannot  satisfy  us.  When  we  remem- 
ber how  Bab  mythology  is  honeycombed  by  the 
grossest  superstition  and  heathenism,  and  that  our 
ethical  feelings  are  often  offended  by  it  in  the  most 
terrible  manner,  it  is  really  not  possible  to  see 
how  such  a  system  could  have  had  any  attraction 
for  Israel  after  the  Spirit,  and  how  a  man  who 
thought  as  a  prophet  could  have  taken  over  such 
stories.  If  Israel  has  been  a  pathfinder  in  the  sphere 
of  religion,  as  is  acknowledged  on  all  hands,  why  do 
the  critics  always  talk  oi  their  borrowing  from 
others?  And  then,  since  similar  stories  are  found 
also  among  other  nations,  and  as  the  natural  sciences 
are  anything  but  a  unit  in  hostility  to  the  Bib.  narrar 
ti ves,  all  these  factors  can  find  a  satisfactory  explana- 
tion only  on  the  supposition  that  there  e»sted  an 
original  or  primitive  revelation,  and  that  in  Israel 
this  revelation  was  transmitted  in  its  greater  purity, 
while  among  the  other  nations  it  was  emptied  of  its 
contents  or  was  perverted.  In  this  way  the  uni- 
versality of  these  stories  can  be  explained,  as  also 
the  inferiority  in  character  of  similar  stories  among 
the  other  nations. 

The  particularly  close  connection  that  exists 
between  the  Bab  and  the  Bib.  versions  of  these 
stories  is  in  perfect  harmony  with  the  fact  that  it 
was  from  Babylon  that  the  dispersion  of  mankind 
set  in.  The  purity  of  the  Bib.  tradition  is  further 
attested  by  the  fact  that  it  reix)rts  the  actual  his- 
tory of  all  mankind  (see  under  I,  2),  while  the  my- 
thologies of  other  nations  are  restricted  nationally 
and  locally,  i.e.  the  beginnings  of  the  history  of  the 
individual  nations  and  the  beginnings  of  the  history 
of  mankind  are  identical,  and  the  earliest  history 
is  always  reported  as  taking  place  in  the  native  land 
of  the  people  reporting  it.  The  fact  that  in  earlier 
times  tnere  prevailed  in  Babylon  too  a  purer  knowl- 
edge of  God,  which,  however,  steadily  degenerated, 
is  proved  by  many  data,  and  esp.  by  the  recently 
discovered  fragment  of  a  Deluge  story,  according 
to  which  the  God  who  destroyed  the  world  by  the 
Flood  and  the  God  who  delivered  the  one  family 
is  the  same  God,  which  is  in  perfect  agreement  witn 
the  Bible,  but  is  in  contradiction  to  the  later  Bab 
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Btory.  That  in  earlier  times  a  purer  conception  of 
God  prevailed,  seems  to  be  confirmed  also  by  the 
expenences  of  the  missionaries.  Evolutionism,  i.e. 
the  development  of  a  higher  conception  of  God  out 
of  a  lower,  is  nothing  but  an  unproved  theory,  which 
at  every  step  is  contrary  to  actual  facts.  Cf  also  my 
book,  Die  ErUwicldung  der  GoUeaidee  in  vorexUiacher 
Zeitf  129  ff,  and  Schmidt,  Die  babyloniache  Religion: 
Gedanken  Ober  ikre  EnLwuMungj  a  dissertation  in 
which  the  fact  that  religion  naturally  degenerates 
is  proved  also  as  far  as  the  Greeks,  the  Egyptians, 
the  East  Indians  and  the  Chinese  are  concerned. 

V.  Origin  and  Authorahip  of  Genena. — ^That 
the  Book  of  Gen  stands  in  some  kind  of  literary 
connection  with  the  succeeding  books 
1.  Connec-  of  the  Pent  is  generally  acknowledged, 
tion  with  But  if  this  is  the  case,  then  the  ques- 
Mosaic  .tion  as  to  the  origin  and  the  time  of  the 
Times  composition   of   this   whole   body   of 

books  can  be  decided  only  if  we  take 
them  all  into  consideration.  In  this  article  we 
have  only  to  consider  those  facts  which  are  found 
in  Gen  for  the  solution  of  this  problem.  It  is  self- 
evident  that  the  conclusion  we  have  reached  with 
reference  to  the  literary  unity  of  the  book  is  of  great 
importance  for  this  question  (see  under  II  and  III 
above).  The  historical  character  of  the  book,  as 
demonstrated  under  IV  above,  also  speaks  em- 
ixhaticallv  for  this  claim  that  the  literary  composi- 
tion of  the  book  must  have  taken  place  when  the 
memory  of  these  events  was  still  trustworthy,  and 
the  impression  and  experiences  were  still  fresh  and 
had  not  yet  faded.  Such  individualistic  and  vivid 
pictures  of  historical  personages  as  are  reported  by 
Uen,  such  a  faithful  adherence  to  the  accounts  of  the 
civilization  in  the  different  countries  and  districts 
and  at  different  times,  such  detailed  accoimts  of 
foreign  customs,  conditions  and  historical  events, 
could  scarcely  nave  been  possible,  if  the  Mosaic 
age  with  its  powerful  new  impressions,  the  period  of 
the  Judges,  with  its  characteristic  apostasy,  or  even 
the  division  of  Israel  into  two  kingdoms,  with  its 
dire  effects  on  the  external  union  of  the  people,  had 
all  passed  by  before  these  accounts  were  actually 
written  down.  On  the  other  hand,  the  highly  de- 
veloped prophetic  conception  of  these  events,  and 
the  skilful  plan  of  the  book  demand  that  the  author 
must  have  been  a  religious  and  ethical  personality  of 
the  first  rank.  And  as,  finally^  it  is  scarcelv  cred- 
ible that  Moses  would  have  faded  to  provide  for  a 
systematic  report  of  the  great  past  of  the  people, 
for  which  account,  before  this  and  as  long  as  only 
family  histories  were  involved,  there  was  no  need 
felt,  and  as  the  subsequent  books  of  the  Pent,  which 
are  acknowledged  in  a  literary  way  to  be  connected 
with  Gen,  in  manv  of  their  parts  expressly  declare 
that  Moses  was  their  author  (cf  Exodus,  IY),  the 
Mosaic  authorship  of  this  book  is  as  good  as  proved. 
This  is  not  to  deny  that  older  sources  and  docu- 
ments were  used  in  the  composition  of  the  book, 
such  as  perhaps  the  genealogical  tables  or  the  events 
recorded  in  Gen  14,  possiblv,  too,  some  referring 
to  the  history  of  the  times  before  the  Deluge  and 
before  Abraham.  This  is  probable;  but  as  all  the 
parts  of  the  book  have  been  worked  together  into 
a  literary  imity  (see  under  II  and  III  above),  and 
as  such  sources  are  not  expressly  mentioned,  it  is 
a  hopeless  task  to  try  to  describe  these  different 
sources  in  detail  or  even  to  separate  them  as  inde- 
pendent documents,  after  the  manner  refuted  under 
II  and  III  above,  as  a  theory  and  in  its  particulars. 
And  for  the  age  of  Gen,  we  can  refer  to  the  fact 
that  the  personal  pronoun  here  is  still  used  for  both 
genders,  masculine  and  feminine,  which  is  true  also 
of  the  word  na^ar  ("youth")?  a  peculiarity  which  is 
shaj^  also  by  the  other  books  of  the  Pent  almost 
throughout. 


(1)  PoaaibUily  of  later  additiona. — In  itself  it 
would  be  possible  that  from  time  to  time  some  ex- 
planatory and  interpreting  additions 

2.  Ezami-  could  have  been  made  to  the  origLoal 
nation  of  text,  in  case  we  find  indications  of  a 
Counter-  later  period  in  some  statements  of  the 
Arguments  book.  But  that  in  this  case  these  addi- 
tions could  not  have  been  made  by 
any  unauthorized  persons,  but  only  officially, 
should,  in  the  case  of  a  booK  like  Gen,  be  re^utiea 
as  self-evident.  But  in  our  times  this  fact  must  be 
eniphasized  all  the  more,  as  in  our  days  the  most 
radical  ideas  obtain  in  reference  to  the  way  in  which 
sacred  books  were  used  in  former  times.  And  then 
it  must  be  said  that  we  cannot  prove  as  an  absolute 
certainty  that  there  is  a  single  passage  in  Gen  that 
originated  in  the  post-Mosaic  period. 

(2)  Rejection  of  the  **prophecy^ter-the-event'* 
idea. — ^It  is  self-evident  also  that  the  fulfilment  of  a 
prophecy  is  not  an  evidence  of  a  "prophecy  after 
the  event"  (vaticinium  poat  eventum),  altogether 
independently  of  the  fact  that  in  this  case  C^n  18 
1-^,  which  is  still  in  process  of  fulfilment,  could  not 
have  been  written  down  even  today  (cf  on  this 
matter,  perhaps,  Noah's  prophecy  [9  25  ff];  or  the 
prediction  6f  the  career  of  Esau  [26  23;  27  40];  or 
of  Ishmael  [16  10  ff;  21  18];  or  Jacob's  blessing 
[Gen  49]).  The  last-mentioned  case  cannot  in 
any  way  be  interpreted  as  the  product  of  a  later 
time;  cf  the  curse  of  Levi  in  vs  5-8  as  compared 
with  the  honor  bestowed  on  this  tribe  already  m  the 
Mosaic  period  (Ex  32  26-29:  Dt  SS  8-11),  and 
in  the  time  of  the  Judges  (Jgs  17  7-13;  1  S  2  27f). 
Zebulun,  too,  acoordmg  to  49  13  is  regarded  as 
being  settled  on  the  coast,  which  is  not  in  agree- 
ment with  historical  reality  (cf  Josh  19  10-16.27). 
In  the  same  way  the  curse  on  Simeon  in  49  5-7. 
which  declared  that  his  tribe  should  be  distributed 
among  Israel,  was  not  fulfilled  in  the  time  when  the 
people  entered  Canaan  (cf  Josh  19  1  and  2  Ch  84 
6) .  In  49  10  "Shiloh"  cannot  refer  to  the  coining  of 
the  tabernacle  to  Shiloh  (cf  Josh  18  1) ;  for  Shiloh  is, 
on  the  other  hand,  to  be  interpreted  personally  and 
Messianicall^.  As  long  as  Shiloh  was  of  any  im- 
portance (cf  1  S  1  ff),  Judah  was  not  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  scepter:  but  when  this  soepter  did 
come  into  the  control  of  Judah,  Shiloh  had  long 
since  ceased  to  be  of  any  significance  (cf  my  book, 
Die  meaaianiache  Erwartung  dkr  vorexUiachen  Pro^ie- 
ten.  360  f). 

(3)  Special  paaaagea  alleged  to  indicate  a  later 
dale  (Gen  12  6;  13  7;  22  2;  86  31  ff ;  18  18: 
28  2;  14  14).— In  Gen  12  6;  13  7,  it  is  claimed 
that  it  is  presupposed  that  at  the  time  of  the  author 
there  were  no  longer  anv  Canaanites  in  the  counUy, 
so  that  these  verses  belong  to  a  much  later  period 
than  that  of  Moses.  But  on  this  supposition  these 
verses  would  be  altogether  superfluous  and  tiieref(H« 
imintelligible  additions.  For  that  in  the  time  of 
Abraham  the  Canaanites  had  not  yet  been  esroelled 
by  Israel,  was  a  self-evident  matter  for  every  Israel- 
ite. As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  statements  in  both 
verses  can  easily  be  interpreted.  Abraham  leaves 
his  native  country  to  go  into  a  strange  land.  When 
he  comes  to  Canaan,  he  finds  it  iimabited  by  the 
Canaanites  (cf  10  6.15;  9  25  ff).  This  could  have 
made  his  faith  to  fail  him.  God,  accordingly, 
repeats  His  promise  at  this  very  moment  and  does 
so  with  greater  exactness  (cf  ver  7  with  ver  1),  and 
Abraham  shows  that  God  can  trust  his  faith  (vs 
7  0 .  The  question  whether  the  Canaanites  no  longer 
existed  at  the  time  the  book  was  written,  has  nothmg 
at  all  to  do  with  the  meaning  of  these  verses.  The 
same  is  true  of  13  7,  on  accoimt  of  the  presence  of 
the  Canaanites  and  of  the  Perizzites,  which  latter 
tribe  had  probably  come  in  the  meanwhile  and  is 
not  yet  mentioned  in  Gen  10,  but  is  mentioned  in 
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16  20,  and  which  makes  the  separation  of  Abraham 
and  Lot  only  all  the  more  necessary. 

That  in  Gen  22  2  the  land  of  Moriah  is  mentioned 
ifi  clumed  b^  the  critics  to  be  a  proof  that  this  pas- 
sage was  written  after  the  times  of  David  and  even 
of  Solomon,  because  according  to  2  Ch  3  1  the 
temple  stood  on  Mt.  Moriah.  But  as  in  this  latter 
passage  one  particular  mountain  is  called  Moriah, 
but  in  Abraham's  time  a  whole  coimtry  was  so 
called,  it  is  scarcely  possible  that  Gen  22  2  could 
have  been  written  at  so  late  a  period. 

Usually,  too,  the  list  of  8  Edomite  kings,  who  ruled 
before  there  was  a  king  of  Israel,  according  to  36 
31  ff,  is  cited  as  a  proof  that  this  part  was  written 
only  after  the  establishment  of  the  kingdom  in 
Israel,  althou^  the  time  down  to  the  age  of  Saul 
would  be  entirely  too  long  for  only  eight  kings,  as 
already  in  the  Mosaic  period  there  were  kings  in 
Edom  (Nu  20  14).  Then,  too,  we  find  in  the  days 
of  Solomon  a  hereditary  kingdom  in  Edom  (1  K  11 
14),  while  in  Gen  86  31  ff  we  have  to  deal  with  an 
elective  kingdom.  Also  it  would  be  impossible  to 
understand  why  this  list  of  kings  is  carried  down 
only  BO  far  and  no  farther,  namelv  down  to  the  time 
when  there  were  kings  in  Israel.  This  statement 
can  properly  be  interpreted  only  in  the  light  of  17 
6.16,  where  the  promise  is  given  to  Abraham  that 
kings  should  be  found  among  his  descendants  (cf 
also  17  20  with  26  16)'  and  in  the  li^ht  of  ch  14, 
where  Abraham  is  explicitly  brought  into  connec- 
tion with  kings  in  a  number  of  ways  (with  the  four 
kings  of  the  East,  whom  he  conquers;  with  the  five 
kings  of  the  Jordan  valley,  whom  he  assists;  with 
the  King's  Vale  [ver  17],  which  prepared  the  way 
for  the  Melchizedek  episode;  ana  with  this  Priest- 
King  himself,  who  blesses  him  and  to  whomiie  gives 
tithes  [vB  18  ff];  with  the  king  of  Sodom,  whom  he 
rebukes  [vs  21  ff]).  Accordingly^,  the  statement  in 
86  31  is  not  merely  a  dry  historical  notice,  but  is  a 
reference  to  the  blessing;  of  God,  which  is  resized  in 
Israel  at  a  much  later  time  than  in  the  kindred  tribe 
of  Esau,  and  which  puts  the  faith  of  Israel  to  a 
new  test.  As  the  death  of  the  last  Edomite  king 
is  not  mentioned  (cf  36  39  in  contrast  to  the  pre- 
ceding passage  and  to  1  Ch  1  50f).  but  as  de- 
tailed family  data  are  given,  we  are  doubtless  dealing 
here  with  living  contemporaries  of  Moses,  in  whose 
time  already  the  Edomites  possessed  a  kingdom 
(Nu  20  14;  Jgs  11  17),  just  as  this  was  the  case 
with  Amalek  (Nu  24  7),  with  Moab  (21  26;  22  4) 
and  Midian  (Nu  31  8).  And  why  would  a  later 
writer  have  mentioned  neither  Selah  (Petra),  so 
important  in  later  times  (cf  Isa  16  1;  Jgs  1  36;  2  K 
14  7),  nor  Ezion-Geber  (1  K  9  26;  2  Ch  8  17f). 
among  the  places  given  in  Gen  36  40ff?  In  Moses 
time,  however,  the  last-mentioned  place  was  only 
prairie  (Nu  38  35  f). 

Just  as  little  is  it  an  argument  against  the  Mosaic 
times  that  Hebron  is  mentioned  in  Gen  13  18; 
23  2,  which  citv,  according  to  Josh  14  15;  16  13, 
is  called  Kiriath-fU'ba,  a  name  which  Gen  also  is 
acquainted  with  (cf  28  2),  and  which  in  its  signifi- 
cation of  "city  of  Arba''  points  to  an  origmally 
proper  name.  Hebron  is  the  older  name,  which  was 
resumed  at  a  later  period,  after  it  had  in  the  mean- 
while been  supplanted  by  the  Canaanitic  name,  just 
as  the  name  of  Salem,  which  occurs  alreadv  in  the 
Am  Tab,  for  a  period  of  time  gave  way  to  the  name 
of  Jebus,  but  was  afterward  resumed.  That  Hebron 
was  an  old  city  and  that  it  existed  at  a  period 
earlier  than  the  Arba  mentioned  in  Josh  14  15; 
16  13,  and  from  whom  its  later  name  was  derived, 
can  be  concluded  from  Nu  13  22. 

Further,  the  mention  of  Dan  in  14  14  does  not 
necessarily  favor  the  view  that  this  chapter  did 
not  originate  until  after  Josh  19  47.  Jm  18  29, 
where  Leshem  or  Laish  is  changed  into  Dan  (2  S 


24  6;  cf  VB  2  and  15),  does  make  the  exidtenoe  of 
another  Dan  probable.  Since  in  Gen  14  2.3.7.17 
so  many  ancient  names  are  mentioned,  and  as  the 
author  is  most  fully  informed  as  to  the  conditions 
of  the  political  complexion  of  the  old  nations  of 
that  time  (vs  5-7),  it  would  be  incomprehensible 
if  he  should  not  have  made  use  of  the  ancient  names 
Laish  and  Leshem.  However,  if  this  Dan  was 
really  meant,  we  should  at  most  have  to  deal  with 
a  revision,  such  as  that  pointed  out  above.  Some 
other  less  important  arguments  against  the  origin 
of  Gen  from  the  Mosaic  times  w»  can  here  ignore. 
The  most  important  argument  for  the  Mosaic  origin 
of  the  book,  in  addition  to  those  mentioned  under 
1,  will  now  he  discussed. 

V7.  Significance. — In  the  history  of  the  creation 
the  most  important  feature  for  us  is  the  fact  that 
the  world  was  created  out  of  nothing 
1.  Founda-  (cf  1  1  and  the  word  hGra*)^  which  euar- 
tion  for  the  antees  the  absoluteness  of  God  and  Ifis 
Whole  of  perfect  control  of  the  entire  material 
Revelation  world;  further,  the  creation  of  man,  as 
the  crown  of  all  creation,  for  which  all 
things  previously  created  prepare,  and  who  is  to 
rule  over  them,  but  who — ^moet  important  of  all — 
is  created  after  the  image  of  God  (1  26  f),  and  whose 
body  has  been  created  by  the  hand  of  God  and  his 
soul  breathed  into  him  by  God  (2  7).  On  this  fact, 
too,  in  the  end,  is  founded  the  possibility  of  man's 
redemption  even  after  the  Fall  (6  1.3;  a  Col  8  9; 
"Eph  4  24),  as  also  the  possibility  of  the  incarnation 
of  Jesus  Christ,  who  also  is  the  image  of  God  (Col  1 
15;  2  Cor  4  4).  Then,  too,  another  all-important 
factor  for  us  is  the  unity  of  the  human  race,  for 
thereby  is  made  possible  and  can  be  tmderstood  the 
fact  that  all  men  have  become  subject  to  sin  and 
all  can  be  the  recipients  of  grace  (Rom  6  12  ff; 
1  Cor  16  22  f.45  f).  Also  the  need  of  redemi^ion 
is  brought  out  strongly  in  the  Book  of  Gen.  Cf. 
in  connection  with  the  Fall,  the  pains  that  shall 
attend  the  birth  of  a  child,  tne  cursing  of  the  land, 
d^th  (3  15  ff),  which  finds  its  first  victim  in  Abel, 
and  the  monotonous  and  emphatic  repetition  of  the 
formula,  "and  he  died.''  in  Gen  6,  as  character- 
izing the  dismal  fate  ot  mankind,  and  which  finds 
its  expression  in  the  rapid  decrease  of  the  length  of 
life  in  the  genealogies  and  in  the  ages  of  the  par 
triarchs  (6  1  ff ;  11  lOff;  267;  3628;  4728; 
60  26;  Ps  90  10),  and  in  the  irresistible  and  in- 
creasing power  of  death.  By  the  side  of  this,  sin 
atonce  assumes  its  most  horrible  form  (Gen  3,  doubt, 
pride,  fecur,  boldness  of  Eve  and  Adam),  and  is 
propagated  and  increases;  cf  the  murder  and  the 
despair  of  Cain  (Gen  4  1  ff),  which  is  still  surpassed 
by  the  defiant  blasphemy  of  Lamech  (4  23  f); 
and  in  the  same  way,  death,  which  is  coming  more 
and  more  rapidly  (see  above),  is  a  proof  for  this, 
that  sin  is  being  more  and  more  intimately  inter- 
woven with  the  human  race.  Cf,  further,  the  cor- 
ruption of  the  whole  earth,  which  brings  with  it  aa 
a  consequence  the  judgment  of  the  Deluge  (6  5  ff), 
after  the  period  of  grace  extending  over  120  years 
had  fruitlessly  passed  by;  the  lack  of  reverence  on 
the  part  of  Ham  (9  22) ;  the  arrogance  in  connec- 
tion with  the  building  of  the  tower  of  Babel  (11  Iff): 
the  Sodomitic  sin  in  x8  16—19  15;  the  daughters  ot 
Lot  (19  30  ff).  Still  worse  is  it,  that  the  elect  also 
are  not  without  blame.  On  Abraham,  see  IV,  1, 25; 
then  concerning  Noah  (9  21)  and  Lot's  fearful 
drunkenness  (19  32 ff);  Isaac's  and  Rebekah's 
preference  for  Esau  or  Jacob  (26  28);  Jacob's  de- 
ceptions of  various  kinds,  his  preference  for  Joseph 
(37  3);  the  horrible  deeds  of  Simeon  and  Levi  (34 

25  ff;  49  5ff);  Reuben's  incest  (36  22;  49  3  f); 
the  cruelty  of  the  brethren  of  Joseph  toward  him 
and  his  father  (ch  37);  finally,  Joseph's  pride  and 
lus  reporting  his  brethren  (37  2.5  ff).    In  short. 
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wherever  we  look,  we  see  in  Gen  already  a  proof  for 
the  truth  of  Rom  3  23,  "All  have  sinned,  and  fall 
short  of  the  glory  of  God." 

By  the  side  of  this  need  of  salvation  there  is  to 
be  found  also  the  longing  for  salvation;  cf  the  name 
of  Noah  (6  29).  and  the  word  of  bless- 
2.  Prepara-  ing  from  the  lips  of  Jacob  (49  18); 
tion  for  and,  further,  the  fact  that  Abraham 
Redemption  reaches  out  after  the  promised  heir  in 
Gen  15-18,  and  his  desire  for  the 
possession  of  the  land  (12-14;  23;  28  20  ff;  33 
19  f);  and  esp.  from  47  27  on.  And  in  harmony 
with  this  need  and  this  longing  for  redemption  we 
find  above  all  other  things  the  saving  and  the  prom- 
ising grace  of  God.  He  does  not  cause  the  bodily 
death  to  follow  immediately  upon  the  Fall  in  Gen  3 
(although  the  beginning  of  the  spiritual  death  sets 
in  at  once  with  the  separation  from  God);  He  pro- 
vides for  mankind  by  Himself  making  garments  for 
them  out  of  skins  (3  21);  even  the  expulsion  from 
Paradise  is  not  merely  a  punishment;  God  fears 
that  man  might  live  forever  if  he  should  eat  from 
the  tree  of  lite  (3  22  ff).  He  sets  enmity  between 
the  human  race  and  the  seed  of  the  serpent,  so  that 
at  least  the  possibility  of  a  moral  contestyet  exists; 
He  strengthens  the  good  in  Cain  (4  7) ;  He  removes 
the  pious  Enoch  (6  24);  He  saves  Noah  and  his 
family  and  makes  a  covenant  with  him  (8  21  ff); 
He  gives  His  promise  to  Abraham  (12  1-3)  and 
makes  a  covenant  with  him  (chs  16,  17);  He  de- 
livers Lot  (19  13  ff):  He  is  willing  even  to  preserve 
Sodom  at  Abraham  s  prayer,  if  there  are  as  many 
as  10  just  men  in  the  city  (18  32) ;  He  bestows  a  bless- 
mg  on  Ishmael  also  (16  10  ff ;  17  20;  21  13  ff),  and 
permits  Isaac  to  bless  Esau  (27  39  ff ) ;  but  above 
all  He  is  with  Isaac,  Jacob  and  Joseph.  It  is  indeed 
true  that  the  thought  runs  through  Gen  that  not  all 
men  are  capable  of  receiving  His  ^ace,  and  that  not 
all  are  drawn  to  the  Father.  Cam's  sacrifice  is  not 
acceptable  before  God,  as  was  Abel's;  the  Cainites 
with  their  advance  in  civilization  (4  17  ff),  to  whom 
Lamech  also  belonged,  are  different  from  Seth  (4  2d; 
6  1  ff),  who  continues  the  line  of  the  elect.  Finally, 
the  godly,  too,  permit  themselves  to  be  deceived 
(6  Iff),  and  Noah  stands  alone  in  his  piety.  After 
that  Ham  is  cursed  in  his  youngest  son,  Canaan  (9 
22;  cf  10  6);  but  Shem  is  blessed  to  such  a  degree 
that  his  blessing  is  to  extend  to  Japheth  also:  cf , 
further,  the  elimination  from  sacred  histoiy  of  Lot 
(19  29  ff) ;  of  Ishmael  (26  12  ff),  and  of  Esau  (36 
Iff);  of  Sodom  and  Gomorrah  (ch  19);  then  the 
choice  of  Jacob  in  preference  to  Esiau  (26  19 — 37  1) ; 
the  preference  of  Ephraim  over  Manasseh  (48  17 
ff);  the  transmission  of  the  Messianic  promises  to 
Judah  (49  10;  cf  my  book,  Measianisdie  Erwarlungj 
360  f),  so  that  at  the  close  of  Gen  we  find  already 
the  hope  of  a  personal  Messiah  expressed,  in  whom 
also  the  word  (3  15)  that  was  originally  spoken  to 
all  mankind  is  to  be  entirely  fulfilled,  and  m  whom 
also  the  blessing  given  to  Abraham  shall  find  its 
significance  and  realization  for  the  benefit  of  all 
niankind  (12  3,  and  see  above,  I,  2  and  3).  But 
in  the  history  of  Abraham  this  fact  also  becomes 
clear,  that  in  the  end  this  was  all  grace  on  the  part 
of  God,  and  faith  on  the  part  of  man;  and  because 
both  grace  and  faith  are  m  Gen  placed  and  empha- 
sized at  the  very  beginning  of  the  history  of  man- 
kind, and  before  the  giving  of  the  law  (£x  19  ff) ; 
then  this  grace  and  faith  cannot  be  abrogated 
through  the  latter  or  made  ineffective.  Not  by 
works  but  by  faith  is  man  saved  (cf  Gal  8  2;  Rom 
4;  He  11  8ff;  Jas  2  21  ff).  But  the  guidance  of 
individuals  and  of  His  people  by  God,  the  ways 
which  He  took  with  His  elect,  become  clear  and  in- 
telligible ultimately  in  the  history  of  Joseph;  and 
all  and  everythingmust  in  the  end  serve  the  good 
of  those  who  are  His. 


LiTBBATUBE. — A^aiiist  the  separation  into  document! 
we  mention,  of  older  works:  H&vernick,  SpeeielU  Bin- 
leitung  in  den  Pent;  Hengstenberg,  Beitrdge  zur  EinUUung, 
II.  Ill:  Kail,  Einleitung  in  das  AT,  and  his  Comm.  on 
Oen;  Ewald,  Die  Kompotition  der  Oen.  Of  later  works: 
Orr,  Problem  of  the  OT;  Eerdmans,  Die  Kompoeition  der 
Oen;  M511er,  Wider  denBann  der  Quellenseheidung.  Against 
the  evolutionary  theory:  Orr,  Problem  of  the  Of:  wiener. 
EPC  and  OP;  Green,  Unity  of  Book  of  Oen;  M()Uer,  Die 
Bntwieklung  der  eUtteatamentlichen  Qotteaidee  in  vorexiliacKer 
Zeit  (here  also  further  lit.).  On  modem  archaeolocdcal 
researches:  Orr,  Problem  of  the  OT;  Jeremias,  Daa  AT  im 
Lichte  dee  aUen  Oriente;  Urquhart,  Die  neueren  Bntdeeh' 
ungen  und  die  Bibel  (to  be  used  with  caution;  the  work 
is  reliable  in  the  facts  but  not  careful  in  its  conclusions 
and  in  its  account  of  OT  criticism).  Further,  of  the 
histories  of  Israel  by  Ktthier,  Kttnig,  Kittel,  OettU, 
Klostermann,  Stade.  wellhausen:  the  Commentaries  on 
Oen  by  Keil,  Delitzsch,  Dillmann,  Lange.  Strack,  Gunkel, 
Holzinger;  the  Introductions  to  the  OT  by  Kuenen. 
Strack,  Baudissin.  KOnig,  Oomill.  Driver;  the  Bib. 
Theologies  by  Marti,  Smend.  Budde.  Schulz,  Oehler. 
Finally  compare  Sievers,  Metriache  Stndien,  II:  "Die 
hebr&ische  Gen." 

WiLHELM  MOLLER 

GENNAEUS,  ge-ne'us,  GENNEUS,  ge-ne'us 
(Ffwatos,  Gennaios):  Father  of  ApoUonius,  one 
of  the  Syrian  generals  who  troubled  the  Jews  while 
Lysias  was  governor  for  Antiochus  Eupator  (2 
Mace  12  2).  The  description  is  added  to  distin- 
guish the  Apollonius  here  mentioned  from  several 
others  of  the  same  name.  See  Apollonius.  There 
is  no  need  with  Luther  to  take  the  name  simply  as 
an  adj.  "des  edien  Apollonius.''  The  name  occurs 
elsewhere  as  a  proper  name. 

GENNESARET,    ge-nes'a-ret,  LAEIE  OF.     See 

Galilee,  Sea  of. 

GENNESARET,  LAND  OF,  ge-nesVret  (j\  y4 

Fiwiioxip^,  he  gt  GennesarU) :  Thenrst  syllable  of  the 

name  Gennesaret  is  evidently  the  Heb 

1.  The  flfan,  "garden";  while  the  second  may 
Name            be  a  proper  name.    Possibly,  however, 

the  name  mav  represent  the  Heb 
ganne  sdrlrrit  "princely  gardens.  It  is  applied  to 
a  district  on  the  N.W.  shore  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee 
(Mt  14  34;  Mk  6  53),  now  known  as  d-Ghuweift 
"little  GhSr."  It  curves  round  from  d-Mer/dd  in 
the  S.,  to  ^Ain  et-Tinehf  or  Khan  Minyehy  in  the 
N.,  a  distance  of  over  3  miles,  with  an  average 
breadth  from  the  sea  to  the  foot  of  the  mountains 
of  about  a  mile.  The  soil  is  deep,  rich  loam,  of 
amazing  fertility.    In  the  S.  it  is  watered  by  the 

stream    from   Wddy   d-Hamdm,    the 

2.  Water       gorge  that  opens  to  the  W!  of  eUMejdd, 

The  middle  portion  is  supplied  from 
^Ain  d-Madawwerahf  a  copious  fountain  near  the 
western  edge  of  the  plain,  round  which  a  wall  has 
been  built,  to  raise  the  level  of  the  water;  and  from 
the  perennial  stream,  Wddy  er-Rubadtydi,  which 
drives  a  mill  before  staj*ting  on  its  work  of  irrigation. 
Farther  N.,  Wddy  dr'Am^  brings  down  much  water 
in  the  rainy  season.  The  water  from  ^Ain  et- 
Tdbgha  was  brought  round  the  promontory  at 
^Ain  et^Tineh  by  a  conduit  cut  in  the  rock.  It  was 
used  to  drive  certain  mills,  and  also  to  refresh  the 
neighboring  land.  This  seems  to  be  the  fountain 
called  "Capharnaum"  by  Jos  (BJ,  III,  x,  8).  This 
writer  extols  the  productiveness  of  the  plain.  He 
says  the  "soil  is  so  fruitful  that  all  sorts  of  trees  can 
grow  upon  it.''    The  walnut,  the  palm,  the  olive 

and   the  fig,   wnich   usually  require 

3.  Fertility    diverse   oonoitions,   flourish   together 

here.  "One  ma.^  call  this  pla^  the 
ambition  of  nature;  ....  it  is  a  happy  contention 
of  the  seasons,  as  if  each  of  them  daimed  this 
country;  for  it  not  only  nourishes  different  sorts 
of  autumnal  fruit  beyond  men's  expectation,  but 
preserves  them  a  great  while."  He  says  that  it 
supplies  gr^ipes  and  figs  through  ten  months  of  the 
year,  and  other  fruits  as  they  ripen  together  through- 
out the  year  (ib).    The  fruits  of  Gennesaret  had 
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such  high  repute  among  the  rabbis  that  they  were 
not  allowed  m  Jems  at  the  time  of  the  feasts,  lest 
any  might  be  tempted  to  come  merely  for  their  en- 
joyment (Neubauer,  G^,  du  TcUm,  45  f). 

Centuries  of  neglect  made  a  sad  change  in  the 
plain.  It  was  largely  overgrown  with  thorn-bushes, 
and  it  yielded  one  of  the  finest  crops  of  thistles  in 
the  country.  Cultivation  was  confined  to  the  S.W. 
part;  and  the  rest  furnished  grazing  ground  for  a 
tribe  of  nomads.  Recently  the  German  Catholics 
made  extensive  purchases,  including  the  village  of 
el-MMel,  Considerablejportions  &ve  also  passed 
into  the  hands  of  Jews.  Tne  land  is  almost  entirely 
cleared,  and  it  rewards  the  toil  of  the  husbandman 
with  all  its  ancient  generosity.  W.  Ewino 

GENTILES,  ien'tnz  0^3,  gdy,  pi.  D"!^,  g(iyim; 
Wvof,  Uhnast  "people."  "nation"):  Ooy  (or  Got) 
is  rendered  "Gentiles  in  AV  in  some  30  passages, 
but  much  more  freauently  "heathen,"  and  oftener 
still,  "nation,"  which  latter  is  the  usual  rendering 
in  RV,  but  it  is  commonly  used  for  a  non-IsraeUti^ 
people^  and  thus  corresponds  to  the  meaning  of 
Gentiles."  It  occurs,  however,  in  passages  refer- 
ring to  the  Israelites,  as  in  Gen  12  2:  Dt  82  28; 
Josh  8  17;  4  1;  10  13;  2  S  7  23;  Isa  1  4;  Zeph 
2  0,  but  the  word  ^Om  (0^)  is  the  term  commonly 
used  for  the  people  of  God.  In  the  NT  ethnoa  is  the 
word  corresponding  to  gi^  in  the  OT  and  is  rendered 
"Gentiles"  by  both  VSS,  while  lad8  (Xo6f)  is  the  word 
which  corresponds  to  ^Gm.  AV  also  renders  'EX- 
Xi|Mr,  HiUSne8,  "Gentiles"  in  six  passages  (Jn  7 
35;  Rom  2  9.10;  8  9;  1  Cor  10  32;  12  13),  but 
RV  renders  "Greeks." 

The  Gentiles  were  far  less  sharply  differentiated 
from  the  Israelites  in  OT  than  in  NT  times.  Under 
OT  regulations  they  were  simply  non-Israelites, 
not  from  the  stock  of  Abraham,  out  they  were  not 
hated  or  despised  for  that  reason,  and  were  to  be 
treated  almost  on  a  plane  of  equality,  except  certain 
tribes  in  Canaan  with  regard  to  whom  tnere  were 
special  regulations  of  non-intercourse.  The  Gen- 
tile stranger  enjoyed  the  hospitality  of  the  L9a*aelite 
who  was  commanded  to  love  him  (Dt  10  19),  to 
sympathize  with  him,  "For  ye  know  the  heart  of  the 
stranger,  seeing  ye  were  strangers  in  the  land  of 
Egypt"  (Ex  28  9  AV).  The  Kenites  were  treated 
almost  as  brethren,  esp.  the  children  of  Rechab 
(Jgs  1  16;  5  24;  Jer  85).  Uriah  the  Hittite  was 
a  trusted  warrior  of  David  (2  S  11) ;  Ittai  the  Git- 
tite  was  captain  of  David's  guard  (18  2);  Aiuunah 
the  Jebusite  was  a  respected  resident  of  Jerus. 
The  Gentiles  had  the  right  of  asylum  in  the  cities 
of  refuge,  the  same  as  the  Israelites  (Nu  86  15). 
They  might  even  possess  Israelitish  slaves  (Lev  25 
47),  and  a  gentile  servant  must  not  be  defrauded  of 
his  wage  (Dt  24  15).  They  could  inherit  in  Israel 
even  as  late  as  the  exile  (Ezk  47  22.23).  They 
were  allowed  to  offer  sacrifices  in  the  teinple  at 
Jerus,  as  is  distinctly  affirmed  by  Jos  (BJ,  II, 
xvii,  2-4:  Ant,  XI,  vui,  5;  XIII,  viii,  2;  XVI,  ii, 
1;  XVIII,  v^  3:  CAp,  II,  5),  and  it  is  implied 
in  the  Leviticai  law  (Lev  22  25).  Prayers  and 
sacrifices  were  to  be  offered  for  gentile  rulers  (Jer 
29  7;  Bar  1  10.11;  Ezr  6  10;  1  Mace  7  33; 
Jos,  BJ,  II,  X,  4).  Gifts  might  be  received  from 
them  (2  Mace  5  16;  Jos,  Ant,  XIII,  iu,  4;  XVI, 
vi,  4;  BJ,  V,  xiii,  6;  CAp,  II,  5).  But  as  we  ap- 
proach the  Christian  era  the  attitude  of  the  Jews 
toward  the  Gentiles  changes,  until  we  Gnd,  in  NT 
times,  the  most  extreme  aversion,  scorn  and  hatred. 
They  were  regarded  as  unclean,  with  whom  it  was 
unlawful  to  have  any  friendly  intercourse.  They 
were  the  enemies  of  God  and  His  people,  to  whom 
the  knowledge  of  God  was  denied  unless  they  became 
proselytes,  and  even  then  they  could  not,  as  in 


ancient  times,  be  admitted  to  full  fellowship.  Jews 
were  forbidden  to  counsel  them,  and  if  they  asked 
about  Divine  things  they  were  to  be  cursed.  All 
children  bom  of  mixed  marriages  were  bastards. 
That  is  what  caused  the  Jews  to  be  so  hated  by 
Greeks  and  Romans,  as  we  have  abundant  evidence 
in  the  writings  of  Cicero,  Seneca  and  Tacitus. 
Something  of  this  is  reflected  in  the  NT  (Jn  18  28; 
Acts  10  28;  11  3). 

If  we  inquire  what  the  reason  of  this  change  was 
we  shall  find  it  in  the  conditions  of  the  exiled  Jews, 
who  suffered  the  bitterest  treatment  at  the  hands 
of  their  gentile  captors  and  who,  after  their  return 
and  establishment  m  Judaea,  were  in  constant  con- 
flict with  neighboring  tribes  and  esp.  with  the  Gr 
rulers  of  Syria.  The  fierce  persecution  of  Antiochus 
IV,  who  attempted  to  blot  out  their  religion  and 
Hellenize  the  Jews,  and  the  desperate  struggle  for 
independence,  created  in  them  a  ouming  patriotism 
and  zeal  for  their  faith  which  culminated  in  the  rigid 
exclusiveness  we  see  in  later  times.     H.  Porter 

GENTILES,  COURT  OF  THE.    See  Temple. 

GENTILES,  ISLES  OF  THE.    See  Isles  of 

THE  GeNTTLEB. 

GENTLENESS,  jen't'1-nes  (H;^  ,  ^anOh;  <vif (mia, 
epieUceia,  xFtl^^'^^t  chrSatdtes):  In  2  S  22  36 
^&ndh,  "to  Dend  low,"  "to  condescend,"  is  tr** 
"eentleness,"  "Thy  gentleness  hath  made  me  great," 
RVm  "or  condescension''^  so  also  Ps  18  35, 
where  the  word  is  ^aniodh,  "humility,"  "gentleness," 
or  "condescension."  In  the  NT  epieikeia  ("fair- 
ness," "moderation,"  in  Acts  24  4  tr**  "clemency") 
is  in  2  Cor  10  1  ti^  "gentleness,"  "the  meekness 
and  gentleness  of  Christ"  (2  Mace  2  22  "favour," 
RV  "forbearance");  chreatotSs,  "kindness,"  "use- 
fuhiess,"  is  tr<»  "gentleness"  in  Gal  6  22  AV  RV 
"kindness";  chrSstda  is  the  word  tr**  "kind"  (to 
the  unthankful  and  evil^  Lk  6  35),  and  ckrestoiea 
seems  to  carry  in  it  a  similar  idea  of  active  kindness. 

Gentle  occurs  in  the  OT  only  in  RV  of  Jer  11  19, 
"I  was  like  a  gentle  lamb"  (k^hes).  In  the  NT  it 
is  the  tr  of  ^pios,  "mild,"  "gentle"  (1  Thess  2  7: 
2  Tim  2  24),  and  of  epieUOs,  "fitting,"  "proper,'^ 
etc  (1  Tim  3  3  RV;  Tit  3  2;  Jas  3  17;  1  Pet 
2  18);  also,  with  art.,  Phil  4  5  (AV  "moderation," 
RV  "forbearance").  In  2  Mace  16  12  Onias  is 
said  (AV)  to  be  "gentle  [prdoa]  in  condition,"  RV 

W.  L.  Walker 


"in  manner." 


GENUBATH,  g6-na'bath  (H)^?,  g^ubhath, 
"theft"):  Son  of  Hadad,  the  fugitive  Edomite 
prince,  bom  and  brought  up  at  the  court  of  Eg3rpt. 
whither  Hadad  had  fled  when  David  conquered 
Edom  (1  K  11  20).  His  mother  was  a  sister  of 
Tahpenes,  queen  of  the  Pharaoh  who  ruled  Egypt 
at  that  time,  and  who  belonged  to  the  notoriously 
weak  and  uninfluential  21st  dynasty. 

GEOGRAPHY,  ^g'ra-fi.  See  Palestine; 
Table  of  Nations;  World. 

GEOLOGY,  je-ol'o-ji,   OF  PALESTINE:    The 

geology  of  Pal  cannot  be  discussed  intelligently 
without  taking  into  consideration  the  surrounding 
regions.  The  accompanying  map  shows,  with  con- 
siderable freedom,  the  distribution  of  the  super- 
ficial strata  of  Syria,  Pal  and  Sinai,  with  parts  of 
Asia  Minor,  Arabia  and  Egypt.  (Data  for  this 
map  were  obtained  from  the  "Geological  Map  of 
Egypt"  [1:1,000,000]  and  from  the  "Carte  g^oloffl- 
que  intemationale  de  I'Europe"  [1:1,500,000].)  It 
will  be  noted  that  Crystallme,  or  Archaean,  rocks 
(A)  occupy  extensive  areas  in  Asia  Minor,  and  that 
thev  are  found  in  the  S.  in  Sinai,  Western  Arabia, 
and    Eastern    and    Southern    Egypt.    Relatively 
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small  areas  of  Paleozoic  rocks  (P)  adjoin  the  Crys- 
talline rocks  in  Sinai  and  Arabia  and  £.  of  Caesarea 
in  Asia  Minor.  A  notable  area  of  Paleozoic  occurs 
S.E.  of  the  Dead  Sea.  This  is  also  adjacent  to 
Crystalline  rocks,  which  could  not  be  indicated  on 
the  map  on  account  of  their  slight  superficial  ex- 
tent. Bordering  either  the  CrystalUne  or  the 
Paleozoic  rocks  in  Egypt,  Sinai  and  Arabia  are 
large  areas  of  Nubian  Sandstone  (N).  The  Nu- 
bian Sandstone  in  turn  is  generally  boimded  by 
Upper  Cretaceous  limestone  (C),  and  the  last  by 
Tertiary  deposits  (T) .  The  Quaternary,  or  Recent, 
dqx>sits  (R)  and  also  the  Eruptive  rocks  (E)  sus- 
tain no  constant  relations  to  any  particular  ones  of 
the  other  formations.  The  Quaternary  follows  the 
great  rivers  and  the  seacoasts.  The  Eruptive 
rocks  usually  overlie  the  others.  They  occupy  ex- 
tensive areas  in  Asia  Minor,  Syria  and  Arabia. 

If  we  concentrate  our  attention  upon  the  Crys- 
talline, Cretaceous,  and  Tertiary,  which  are  the 
most  extensive  formations,  we  find  that  the  Crys- 
talline rocks  are  abundant  in  the  S.  and  in  the  N.. 
that  the  Cretaceous  are  most  widely  spread  in  Pal 


Level 


This  name  was  given  by  Russegger,  who  in  the 
middle  of  the  19th  cent,  followed  and  studied  this 

formation  from  the  S<ldAn  to  Syria. 
4.  Nubian  Wherever  the  Nubian  Sandstone  is 
Sandstone  found  in  contact  with  the  Upper  Cre- 
(N)  taceous    limestone    it    underlies    the 

latter  conformably.  In  Lebanon ,  Anti- 
Lebanon  and  Hermon  (but  not  farther  S.)  it  is 
conformably  underlaid  by  Jurassic  limestone.  It 
follows,  therefore,  that  its  upper  strata  (the  only 
ones  found  in  the  N.)  must  be  of  Lower  or  Middle 
Cretaceous  age.  In  the  S.,  however,  the  Jurassic 
limestone  is  entirely  absent.  In  Western  Sinai  the 
Nubian  Sandstone  rests  conformably  on  Carbo- 
niferous limestone,  and  by  the  Dead  Sea  on  Camb- 
rian limestone,  while  at  Fetra  and  at  many  other 
places  it  rests  unconformably  on  Crystalline  rocks. 
While  the  consideration  of  the  age  of  the  Nubian 
Sandstone  presents  no  difficulty  in  Lebanon,  Anti- 
Lebanon  and  Hermon,  it  is  a  very  different  matter 
in  Western  Sinai,  and  by  the  Dead  Sea.  Sandstone 
is  generally  supposed  to  be  formed  more  rapidly 
than  most  other  rocks.    It  is,  therefore,  rather  stag- 


6ection   frxsmtheriediterratofiantoMoab 

offer  Lartet 


I 


and  Southern  Syria,  and  the  Tertiary  in  Northern 
Syria  and  Egjrpt.  We  may  believe  that  the  Crys- 
talline areas  oi  the  N.  and  S.  have  been  land  since 
the  end  of  the  Archaean  age,  and  that  what  are  now 
Syria,  Pal  and  most  of  Egypt  remained  sea  for  a 
long  time  afterward.  The  Paleozoic  areas  were 
lifted  above  the  sea  and  added  to  the  northern  and 
southern  land  areas  during  or  at  the  end  of  the  Paleo- 
zoic era.  The  regions  in  which  we  find  Nubian  Sand- 
stone or  Upper  Cretaceous  limestone  became  land 
by  the  end  of  the  Mesozoic  era.  Finely  the  Tertiary 
areas  were  lifted  out  of  the  sea.  During  the  Quater- 
nary period  the  Nile  and  the  rivers  of  Mesopotamia 
have  added  lar^e  areas  to  the  land  surface. 

The  Crystallme  rocks  consist  mainly  of  granite 
and  crystalline  schists,  frequently  interrupted  with 

dykes  of  porphjrry.  diorite  and  other 
1.  Crystal-  eruptives.  It  will  oe  seen  by  the  map 
line  RockB  that  the  Crystalline  rocks  are  nowhere 
(A)  adjacent  to  the  Mediterranean,  but 

that  they  touch  the  Nile  at  AftMn, 
where  the  river  in  pouring  over  these  rocks  makes 
the  first  Cataract,  or  rather  did  before  the  construc- 
tion of  the  great  dam.  Granite  quarried  at  A^todn 
could  be  lo£uied  on  boats  and  conveyed  to  any  city 
on  the  shores  of  the  Mediterranean,  and  it  is  the 
granite  of  A^todn  of  which  are  composed  not  only 
many  of  the  monuments  of  Egypt,  but  also  the  pillars 
whicn  adorned  many  temples  in  Syria  and  Pal. 

The  Paleozoic  rocks  of  Sinai  and 
8.  Paleo-  Arabia  are  of  Carboniferous  age,  but 
zoic  Rocks  do  not  include  any  beds  of  coal. 
(P)  Those  E.  of  Caesarea  are  Devonian. 

Those  S.E.  of  the  Dead  Sea  are  the 
oldest  of  all,  bein^  of  Cambrian  age. 

Several  formations  which  are  well  developed  in 
the  British  Islands,  are  not  found  in  Pal,  but  a 

small  Triassic  area  is  found  near  the 
8.  Triassic  Gulf  of  Alexandretta,  while  Jurassic 
and  Jurassic  strata  are  found  in  the  region  of  Her- 
Rocks  (J)      mon  and  in  Lebanon  and  Anti-Lebanon . 

The  small  scale  of  the  accompanying 
map  makes  it  impossible  to  represent  accurately 
the  extent  of  these  rocks. 


gering  to  try  to  conceive  of  even  the  2,000  ft.  of 
sandstone  at  the  S.E.  end  of  the  Dead  Sea  as  having 
been  in  process  of  formation  from  the  Cambrian  to 
the  Cretaceous.  The  Nubian  Sandstone  is  com- 
monly brown  or  reddish,  but  in  places  shows  great 
variety  of  color.  The  temples  and  tombs  of  retra 
were  all  carved  in  this  rock.  It  is  in  places  very 
friable,  and  in  others  compact  and  hard.  The 
sands  of  the  Arabian  deserts  have  been  in  the  main 
derived  from  it,  being  carried  by  the  prevailing 
west  winds.  Where  it  is  covered  by  a  sheet  of 
eruptive  rock  (harrah).  it  is  protected  from  erosion, 
with  the  result  that  the  land  to  the  E.  is  not  con- 
verted into  a  sandy  desert  (Hogarth,  Penetration  of 
Arabia),  It  frequently  includes  strata  of  clay  and 
shale  and  thin  seams  of  coal  or  lignite,  and  must 
have  been  deposited  in  seas  which  were  at  the  time 
relatively  shallow. 

This  is  the  principal  rock  of  Pal,  Lebanon,  and 
Anti-Lebanon.     Many  of  its  strata  are  very  fos- 

siliferous,  and  no  doubt  exists  as  to 
6.  Upper  its  age.  It  furnishes  the  best  of  build- 
Cretaceous  ins  stone  and  is  a  source  of  lime.  The 
Limestone  soils  formed  from  it  are  fertile,  and  the 
(C)  mountain  sides  have  been  terraced  by 

the  patient  labor  of  centuries. 
A  notable  Tertiary  fossil  is  the  NummuUte,  which 
occurs  in  abundance  in  the  rock  of  the  pyramids  of 

Gizeh  and  in  other  places.  Kelativdy 
6.  Tertiary  small  masses  of  Tertiary  strata  (not 
Rocks  (T)     shown  on  the  map)  are  found  on  the 

coast  at  the  mouths  of  the  principal 
streams  of  Lebanon,  showing  that  while  the  mass 
of  Lebanon  had  risen  from  the  sea  by  the  beginning 
of  the  Tertiary^  the  elevation  was  not  complete. 
The  principal  nver  courses  had,  however,  already 
been  formed,  and  the  streams  were  already  carry- 
ing into  the  sea  the  scourings  of  the  rocks  of  early 
Lebanon,  which  were  being  laid  down  to  form  these 
Tertiary  strata. 

These  consist  mainly  of  the  supeiificial  deposits 
of  the  Nile,  the  Euphrates  and  other  large  streams. 
At  various  points  along  the  coast  of  Syria  and 
Pal  are  extensive  sand  dunes.    Frequently  under 
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the  loose  sand,  or  exposed,  is  found  a  sandstone 

which  instead  of  being  entirely  siliceous,  like  most 

sandstones,  is  partly  calcareous,  con- 

7.  Quater-  taining  from  15  to  25  per  cent  of 
nary  and  calcium-carbonate.  This  is  probably 
Recent  an  aeolian  formation,  i.e.  consolidated 
Strata  (R)     under  the  influence  of  the  atmosphere, 

and  not  formed  under,  the  sea,  like 
most  stratified  rocks.  It  is  easily  worked  and  is 
much  used  for  building. 

It  may  be  gathered  mm  the  forgoing  statements 
that  the  tockb  of  Pal  are  mainly  (Cetaceous.    The 

Jurassic  limestone,  which  in  Lebanon 

8.  Palestine  and  Anti-Lebanon  underlies  the  Nu- 

bian Sandstone,  is  absent  in  Pal,  but, 
at  least  in  Eastern  Pal,  as  in  Lebanon,  we  find  the 
Upper  Cretaceous  limestone  to  be  underlaid  by  the 
Nubian  Sandstone.  A  striking  feature  of  the 
geology  of  Pal  is  the  Jordan  valley  fault.  At  some 
time,  probably  at  the  beginning  of  the  Tertiary 
period,  when  Lebanon,  Anti-Lebanon,  and  the 
Judaean  hills  were  being  lifted  out  of  tne  sea,  the 
earth's  crust  was  rent  for  at  least  several  hundred 
miles  along  a  line  nearly  N.  and  S.,  or  more  exactly 
from  a  little  W.  of  S.  to  a  little  E.  of  N.  This 
line  runs  through  the  Gulf  of  ^Al^abah,  the  Wddi- 
^Arabahy  the  Dead  Sea,  the  Jordan  valley,  the  Sea 
of  Tiberias,  the  HiUm,  and  the  valley  between 
Hermon  and  Anti-Lebanon  on  the  one  hand  and 
Lebanon  on  the  other.  The  resulting  disturbance 
of  the  strata  is  most  evident  in  the  region  of  the 
Dead  Sea.  There  is  no  evidence  that  the  two  walls 
of  the  fissure  separated  from  one  another,  but  the 
E.  wall  slipped  up  and  the  W.  wall  down  for  per- 
haps 2,000  ft,  so  that  on  the  E.  shore  of  the  Dead 
Sea  and  in  the  valleys  entering  the  Jordan,  Dead 
Sea,  and  ^AraJbah  from  the  E.,  the  Nubian  Sand- 
stone is  exposed,  underlying  the  Upper  Cretaceous 
limestone,  while  on  the  W .  side,  even  down  to  the 
level  of  the  Dead  Sea,  1,290  ft.  below  the  Mediter- 
ranean, the  Nubian  Sandstone  is  nowhere  visible, 
although  it  may  be  presumed  to  exist  there  also 
below  the  upper  limestone.  (See  the  acccompany- 
ing  ideal  section,  after  Lartet,  through  Judaea,  the 
Dead  Sea  and  Moab.)  The  great  fault  and  the 
subsidiary  faults  which  accompany  it  occasioned 
the  outpourings  of  igneous  rock  which  are  abun- 
dant along  the  line  of  the  fault.  The  numerous  hot 
springs  (e.g.  Tiberias,  Wddi^Yarmilky  Wddv-Zarlpar 
MdHn  [Camrrhoe] ,  Wddi^ul-ffUa)  may  be  due  to  sub- 
terranean streams  of  water  coming  m  contact  with 
deeply  buried  and  still  heated  masses  of  igieous  rock. 

Alfred  Ely  Day 
GEON,  gS'on.    See  GraoN  (Apoc). 

GEPHTRXJN,  ge-f!'run  (Tt+vpo^,  GtphuroHn): 
In  2  Mace  12  13,  referring  to  the  capture  by  Judas 
of  a  stronghold  E.  of  Joidan,  RV  reads,  '^And  he 
also  fell  upon  a  certain  city  Gephyrun,  ....  it 
was  namea  Caspin."  There  appears  to  be  some 
confusion  in  the  text.  There  is  nothing  to  indicate 
the  relation  between  the  two  names.  AV  renders, 
''He  went  also  about  to  make  a  bridge.''  The  name 
of  the  city  in  Jos  {Ant,  XII,  viii,  6)  is  Ephbon  (q.v.) . 

GERA,  gfi'ra  (»nS,  gira\  "gram"):  A  fanuly 
name  of  the  tribe  of  Benjamin,  hence  not  neces- 
sarilv  a  separate  individual  in  (3)  and  (4)  below: 

(1)  A  son  of  Benjamin  (Gen  46  21). 

(2)  According  to  1  Ch  8  3.5.7,  son  of  Bela  and 
grandson  of  Benjamin.  The  name  is  repeated  (ver 
5)  in  the  list  of  Bela's  sons. 

(3)  Father,  or  ancestor,  of  the  judge  Ehud  (Jgs 
8  15). 

(4)  Father,  or  ancestor,  of  Shimei,  the  Benjamite, 
who  cursed  David  when  he  fled  from  Absalom  (2  S 
16  5;  19  16.18;  1  K  2  8). 


GERAH,  gg'ra  (Hnj,  g^ah,  "grain"  or  "kernel"): 
A  weight,  the  20th  part  of  a  shekel  (Gx  80  13;  Lev 
27  25;  Nu  8  47;  18  16;  Ezk  46  12).  See 
Weiqhtb  and  Measures. 

GERAR,  gg'r&r  (inj,  ^flr,  "circle,"  "region"; 
Fipopd,  Gerard):  A  town  in  the  Phili  plain  S.  of 
Gasa  ((jren  10  19),  where  both  Abraham  and  Isaac 
sojourned  for  a  time,  and  where  they  came  into  con- 
tact with  Abimelech,  king  of  G.  (Gen  20  and  26, 
passim).  The  place  has  not  been  fully  identified, 
but  the  site  is  probably  in  one  of  the  oranches  of 
Wady  Sheri^a,  at  a  place  called  Um  Jerrdr,  near  the 
coast  S.W.  of  Gaza  and  9  miles  from  it  (SWP,  III, 
389-90).  The  site  answers  fairly  well  to  the  state- 
ments of  Eusebius  and  Jerome,  Onom,  that  it  was 
25  (Rom)  miles  S.  of  Eleutheropolis  (Beit  Jibrln), 
It  is  actually  30  Eng.  miles,  but  distances  were  not 
very  accurately  determined  in  early  times.  G.  was 
known  in  the  first  5  cents.  AD,  when  it  was  the 
seat  of  a  bishopric,  and  its  bishop,  Marcian,  attended 
the  Council  of  Chalcedon  451  AD.  It  was  also 
the  seat  of  a  monastery. 

The  statements  in  Gen  indicate  that  G.  belonged 
to  the  Philis,  and  we  are  led  to  infer  that  Abimelech 
was  king  of  that  people^  but  it  is  quite  certain  that 
they  didf  not  occupy  this  region  until  after  the  time 
of  Abraham,  in  fact  only  a  short  time  before  the 
Exodus.  It  is  probable,  however,  that  the  writer 
of  Gen  would  refer  to  the  country  as  it  was  known 
in  his  day.  The  town  certainly  existed  in  the  Phili 
period,  for  it  is  mentioned  in  connection  with  Asa. 
who  defeated  the  Ethiopian  host  under  Zerar  ana 
pursued  them  in  their  flight  imto  G.  (2  Ch  14  13). 
JBesides  the  locality  of  um  Jerrdr.  another  place 
in  the  vicinity  known  as  Jurf  elJerrdr  has  oeen 
thought  by  some  to  be  the  site  of  G.  Jerrdr  in 
Arab,  means  "jars,"  and  it  is  doubtful  whether 
it  represents  the  Heb  G*rdT.  Jurf  means  usually 
"steep  declivity,"  or  "precipice,"  and  at  the  place 
mentioned  many  fragments  of  pottery  were  found, 
but  this  does  not  necessarily  indicate  the  site  of  an 
ancient  town.  The  site  of  G.  is  discussed  in  Thom- 
son's LBy  I,  196-99  (ed.  1882);  Robinson's  BR,  II, 
43-44;  PEFS,  1871,  84;  1875,  162-64;  1881,  38. 

H.  POBTBB 

GERASA,  ger'a-sa,  GERASENES,  ger'a-sQns 
(Tlpoa-a,  G&rasa;  FcpaonivAv,  Ger<uSndn) : 

(1)  The  town  itself  is  not  named  in 
1.  Country  Scripture,  and  is  referred  to  only  in  the 
of  the  expression,  "country  of  the  Gerasenes" 

Gerasenes  (Mk  6  1;  Lk  8  26.37;  see  WH,  App., 
11).  This  describes  the  district  in  wmch 
Christ  met  and  healed  the  demoniac  from  the  tombs, 
where  also  took  place  the  destruction  of  the  swine. 
It  was  on  the  eastern  shore  of  the  Sea  of  Gsdilee,  and 
must  have  been  a  locality  where  the  steep  edges  of 
the  Bashan  plateau  drop  close  upon  the  brink  of  the 
lake.  This  condition  is  fulfilled  only  by  the  dis- 
trict immediately  S.  of  Wddy  Semak,  N.  of  ^al 
^at  elrHu^.  Here  the  slopes  descend  swiftly  almost 
into  the  sea,  and  animals,  once  stiurted  on  the  down- 
ward run,  could  not  avoid  plunging  into  the  depths. 
Many  ancient  tombs  are  to  be  seen  in  the  face  of  the 
hills.  Gerasa  itself  is  probably  represented  by  the 
ruins  of  Kurseh  on  the  S.  side  of  Wddy  Semak,  just 
where  it  opens  on  the  seashore.  The  ruins  of  the 
town  are  not  considerable;  but  there  are  remains 
of  a  strong  wall  which  must  have  surrounded  the 
place.  Traces  of  ancient  buildings  in  the  vicinity 
show  that  there  must  have  been  a  fairly  numerous 
population  in  the  district. 

(2)  The  ^eat  and  splendid  city  in  the  Decapolis 
is  first  mentioned  as  taken  after  a  siege  by  Alexander 
Jannaeus,  85  BC  {BJ,  I,  iv,  8).  Job  names  it  as 
markins  the  eastern  limit  of  Peraea  [BJ,  III,  iii,  3). 
He   calls  the  inhabitants  Syrians,  when,  at  the 


bediming  of  the  Jewish  revolt,  the  district  round 

G«rBSa  was  laid  waste.  The  Syrians  made  reprisaU, 
and  took  manyprisonere.    With  these, 

3.  Histoiy  however,  the  Gerasenes  dealt  merci- 
fully, letting  such  as  wished  ^  free, 

and  escorting  them  to  the  border  (BJ,  II,  xviii,  1,  5). 

Lucius  AnniuH,  at  the  instance  of  Vespaaian,  sacked 


Extremity  ol  Oie  Onnd  Oolonnade  at  Oenn. 

and  burned  the  city,  with  much  slaughter  (BJ,  TV, 
ix,  I).  From  thia  disaster  it  appears  soon  to  have 
recovered,  and  the  period  of  its  greatest  prosperity 
lay,  probablv,  in  the  2d  and  3d  cents,  of  our  era. 
It  became  tne  seat  of  a  bishopric,  and  one  of  its 
bishops  attended  the  Council  of  Chalcedon.  Reland 
(Pal,  II,  806)  notes  certain  extant  coins  of  Gerasa, 
from  wUch  it  is  clear  that  in  the  2d  cent.  It  was  a 
center  of  the  worship  of  Artemis.  It  was  besi^ed 
by  Baldwin  11,  in  1121  AD.  Mention  is  made  of  the 
strength  of  the  site  and  the  mighty  masonry  of  its 
walla.  William  of  Tyre  calls  the  city  Jarras,  and 
places  it  16  miles  E.  of  Jordan  ( HUt,  xii,  16).  The 
distance  is  about  19  miles  from  the  river.  It  was 
conquered  by  the  Moslems  in  the  time  of  Omar 
(Guy  le  Strange,  Pal  under  the  MoilemSj  462). 
The  sultan  of  Damascus  is  said  to  have  fortified  it; 
but  there  is  nothing  to  show  that  the  Moslems  occu- 
pied it  for  any  length  of  time. 

Modem  Jtraih  lies  on  both  banks  ot  Wady  JtratK 
about  e  mllea  from  lt>  confluence  with  Wady  it-Zerlfa 
_  _  _.  (the  Jabbok).  It  la  almost  30  miles  from 
3.  0«3Cnp-  •AmmSn  (Philadelphia),  and  22  [rom 
«—  FaAii(PeUft).    Tbe  ruins  are  wide  and  Im- 

poeing  and  are  better  preserved  than  any 
the  K.  ot  Jordan.     They  Includp  several  splen- 


if  the  dty  la  almoat  enilre.     Tno 

double  colonnades  cut  through  tho  c...  _.  __„ „ 

lour  massive  podeatala  atlll  marking  the  point  ot  Ini 


iphat  arch  to  the 
— .  .. — „  ^th 

podeatala  atlll  uiarklnR  the  poliit  ot  Inter- 

—  eicollent  account  o(  the  rulna  la  given  In 

Thomson'a  LB.  111.  G58  IT. 

There  la  nothing  above  ground  of  older  date  than  the 
2d  and  3d  cents,  of  our  era:  but  there  Is  no  reaaon  to 
doubt  that  the  Gr  city  ol  Ciorasa  stood  on  the  aame  situ. 
The  presence  of  a  copious  aprlng  of  awect  water  makes  It 
protiable  that  the  Bit«  has  boen  occupied  from  olden  time; 
but  no  trace  remains  of  any  aocieoC  city.  Some  would 
Identify  the  place  with  Rauoth-oilead.  which  aee. 

The  site  la  now  occupied  by  a  colony  of  Clrcasslana, 
and  there  Is  reason  to  fear  that.  uoIdbs  somothing  Is  done 
to  preserve  thorn,  many  valuable  rcmahia  of  antiquity 
wIlIpurlBb. 

W.    EWINQ 

GERGESENi:S,  gUr'ge-senz,  gOr-gc-eCnz' :  A 
false  reading  of  "Gadarencs"  retained  m  AV  of  Mt 
a  28.    See  Gadara. 

GERIZIM,  ger'i-zim,  gfr-rt'zim,  MOUNT  OH 
D^TJ,  har  g'rizzim):   Named  in  the  directions  tor 

the  reading  of  the  law  (Dt  11  29),  and 
1.  Scriptural  in  the  account  of  that  great  ceremony 
References    (Dt  87  12;  Josh  8  331).     Mis.  Ebal 

and  Gerizim  stood  over  against  each 
other,  and  on  their  sides  the  peoples  were  placed, 
half  upon  one  and  half  upon  the  other,  while  in  the 


vale  which  separates  the  moimt^ns  stood  the  ark, 
with  the  Levit«8.  Those  who  stood  on  Geridm 
responded  to  the  blessings,  those  on  Mt.  Ebal  to 
the  cursings,  as  these  were  spoken  "with  a  loud 
"  by  the  Levites.     From  a  spur  of  Mt.  Geri- 


daughter  of  Sanballat  the  Horonite  (Nen 
a  temple  was  built  on  Gerizim  as  a  rival  to  that  in 
Jems  <c  432  BC).  This  was  the  b^innins  of  the 
schiun  which  lasts  to  the  present  oay  (Anl,  XI, 
viii,  2,  4).  See  Samaritans.  The  temple  was  de- 
stroyed by  John  Hyrcanus  c  110  BC  (AtU,  XIII, 
ix,  1;  BJ,  I,  ii,6). 

Mt.  Gerizim,  the  modem  Jebel  et-Tiir,  stands  on 
the  S.,  Mt.  Ebal  on  the  N.,  of  the  narrow  jiaea  which 
cuts    through    the    mountain    range, 
S.  Descrip-   opening  a  way  from  the  sea  to  the  Jor- 
tion  dan.     In  the  throat  of  this  pass  to  the 

W.(  on  the  S.  of  the  vale,  and  close  to 
the  foot  of  Gerizun,  lies  the  town  of  Nablue,  the 
ancient  Shechem.  Here  copious  fountains  rise, 
filling  the  valley  with  beauty  and  fruitfulness.  The 
sides  of  the  mountain  are  st«ep  and  rocky  on  E.  and 
N,;  on  the  W.  the  ascent  is  more  gradual,  and  here, 
by  means  of  a  By8t«m  of  terraces  carried  almost  to 
the  simunit,  it  is  cultivated  with  great  care  and 
success.  Its  height  is  2^849  ft.  above  the  level  of  the 
sea,  228  ft.  lower  than  its  northern  companion. 

Abraham  eame  through  the  pass  and  camped 
near  Gerizim  at  the  oak  of  Moreh  (Gen  13  6). 
According  to  Sam  tradition  it  w 


Tradldons  distant,  he  met  Melchizedek  (Gen  14 
17  £f).  The  scene  of  Jacob's  dream  is 
placed  at  Khirbel  Lauttk  on  the  summit  (Gen 
38  11  f).  In  a  little  hollow  W.  of  the  ridge,  the 
Samaritans  annually  celebrate  the  Passover  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  directions  of  the  Pent.  This  is 
done  in  the  open  air,  their  temple  having  long  since 


most  important  remains  on  the  mountain 

today  are  those  of  Justinian's  fortress,  built  in  533 

AD,  to  protect  the  church  which  had 
4.  Aotiqtd-  been  erected  in  475  AD.  Near  the 
ties  center  of  the  plateau  is  a  bare  piece  of 

rock,  on  which,  tradition  says,  the 
altar  stood  in  the  Sam  temple.  A  cup-like  hollow 
in  it  may  have  been  used  for  libations.  In  the  west- 
ern wall  of  el-^al'ak,  Justinian's  castle,  there  are 
12  stonee  under  which,  it  is  said,  are  the  stones  which 
Israel  took  from  the  bed  of  the  Jordan  (Josh  4  20). 


Mount  Gerizim  with  Shechem. 

Geririm  was  certainly  "this  moimtain"  pointed 
to  by  the  woman  of  Samaria  in  her  conversation 
with  Jesus  (Jn  4  20  f } ;  the  cliffs  of  the  mountain 
almoat  overhanging  the  Well  of  Jacob. 

For  the  reason  why  Gerizim  was  chosen  for  (he 
bleaaing  and  Ebal  for  the  cursing  we  are  left  to  con- 
jecture.   The  directions  were  fixed  by  one  looking 
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to  the  E.,  not,  as  with  us,  looking  to  the  N.  For  one 
standing  in  the  valley,  therefore,  Gerizim  was  on 
the  right  hand,  "the  side  of  good  fortune"  (Driver, 
Deuteranamy  on  11  28). 

Onom  places  Ebal  and  Gerizim  much  nearer  the 
Jordan  valley.  This  was  doubtless  to  meet  the 
difficulty  raised  by  the  long  distance  from  Ai  to 
Shechem.  But  their  nearness  to  the  "oaks  of 
Moreh"  (Dt  11  30)  points  to  this  locality,  and 
this  is  confirmed  by  Jos,  who  speaks  of  Shechem, 
the  metropolis  of  uie  Samaritans,  as  "a  city  situ- 
ated at  Mt.  Gerizim"  (Ant,  XI,  viii,  6). 

Andronicus,  appointed  governor  of  Gerizim  by 
Antiochus  Epiphanes,  is  mentioned  in  2  Mace  5 
23  (AV  "Garizim").  W.  Ewing 

GERON»  ge'run  (T^p^tv,  Girm):  Not  much 
seems  to  be  gained  by  translating  with  RVm 
"Geron,  an  Athenian,"  for  "an  old  man  of  Athens" 
in  2  Mace  6  1. 

GERRENIANS,  ge-rS'ni-anz  (tm  tAv  rcpi»i|v6v, 
h£d8  tdn  Gerrenin):  The  name  indicates  the 
southern  limit  of  the  territory  assigned  by  Anti- 
ochus Eupator  to  the  government  of  Judas 
Maccabaeus  when  he  "left  Hegemonides  governor 
from  Ptolemals  even  unto  the  Gerrenians"  (2  Mace 
18  24,  AV  "Gerrhenians").  It  is  not  easy  to  say 
exactly  who  the  G.  were.  They  were  wrongly 
associated  by  Grotius  with  the  town  Gerrha,  and 
are  with  more  probability  connected  with  the  an- 
cient city  of  Gerar,  S.E.  of  Gaza.  One  MS  reads 
GerarenOn,  which  could  easily  be  corrupted  into 
GerrgnOn,  and  would  place  the  government  of  He- 
gemonides between  Ptolemals  and  Gerar. 

J.  Hutchison 

GERSHOM,  gi!ir'shom  (DtD*^,  ger^shom^  from 
gaToshf  "to  cast  out";  explained,  however,  in  Ex 
2  22  and  18  3  as  from  ^r,  "For  he  said,  I  have  been 
a  sojourner  in  a  foreign  land") : 

(1)  Firstborn  son  of  Moses  and  Zipporah.  The 
only  details  of  his  life  contained  in  the  Pent  are  the 
account  of  his  circumcision  (Ex  4  25),  and  his  re- 
maining under  the  care  of  Jethro,  whUe  Moses  was 
in  Egypt  leading  the  Exodus.  His  descendants 
were  numbered  among  the  tribes  of  Levi  (1  Ch  28 
14).  One  of  them  apparently  was  the  Jonathan 
who  officiated  as  priest  of  the  idolatrous  sanctuary 
at  Dan,  and  whose  descendants  held  the  office  until 
the  captivity.  The  MT  inserts  a  suspended  3 ,  n. 
in  the  name  of  Moses  (HtDtt),  causing  it  to  be  read 
ntD373 ,  Mamusehf  for  the  purpose,  according  to  trar 
dition,  of  disguising  the  name  out  of  respect  for  the 
reverb  Lawgiver.  Another  descendant  described 
as  a  "son"  was  Shebuel,  a  ruler  over  the  treasuries 
of  David. 

(2)  A  son  of  Levi,  so  called  in  1  Ch  6  16.17. 
20.43.62.71  (Heb  1.2.5.28.47.56);  16  7;  elsewhere 
Gerbhon  (q.v.). 

(3)  A  descendant  of  Phinehas,  the  head  of  a 
father's  house,  who  journeyed  with  Ezra  from  Baby- 
lon to  Jems  in  the  reign  of  Artaxerxes  (Ezr  8  2). 

Ella  Davis  Isaacs 
GERSHON,   gtir'shon,  GERSHONITES,  gOr'- 

shon-Its  CjitJ'^S,  ger'shdn,  written  also  ger*8hdm)i 
Firstborn  of  the  3  sons  of  Levi  (Ex  6  16;  Nu  8 
17;  1  Ch  6  1.16m;  28  6).  He  had  two  sons,  Lib- 
ni,  also  known  as  Ladan  (1  Ch  28  7:  26  21),  and 
Shimei  (Ex  6  17;  Nu  3  18;  1  Ch  6  17.20),  and 
oonsec[uently  two  groups  of  descendants,  enumer- 
ated in  the  census  taken  in  the  Wilderness  of  Sinai 
(Nu  3  21  fif)  and  that  in  the  Plains  of  Moab  (Nu 
26  57).  In  the  distribution  of  functions  among  the 
Levites,  the  Gershonites  were  charged  with  the 
carrying  of  the  curtains,  coverings,  screens,  hangings, 
cords  and  instruments  of  the  tabernacle  and  the 
tent  of  meeting  on  the  journeys  in  the  wilderness, 


under  the  supervision  of  Ithamar  the  son  of  Aaron. 
Their  function  was  thus  more  exalted  than  that  of 
the  Merarites,  who  carried  the  boards,  and  less  so 
than  that  of  the  Kohathites,  who  carried  the  most 
holy  utensils  and  symbols.  The  Gershonites  were 
given  two  wagons  with  four  oxen — ^half  as  many  as 
the  Merarites,  according  to  their  service  (Nu  7  7). 
Thirteen  cities  were  assigned  to  the  Gershonites 
in  Northern  Pal  by  Eleazar  and  Joshua  (Josh  21  6. 
27-33  II  1  Ch  6  62.71-76). 

Among  the  Gershonites  who  achieved  distinction 
in  later  Bib.  times  was  the  family  of  Asaph,  the 
singers  from  the  time  of  David  to  the  days  of  the 
Second  Temple  (1  Ch  6  31-47;  26  1-7;  16  7.17. 
19;  16  5.7;  2  Ch  86  15;  Ezr  2  41:  8  10;  Neh 
11  17.22;  12  35;  1  Ch  9  15).  Other  Gershon- 
ites named  are  the  heads  of  the  fathers'  houses  in 
the  days  of  David  in  connection  with  the  dividing 
of  the  Levites  into  courses  (1  Ch  28  7-11);  the 
superintendents  of  the  treasuries  of  the  house  of  the 
Lord  of  the  same  time  (1  Ch  26  21.22;  29  8); 
and,  finally,  Gershonites  are  mentioned  among  those 
who  cleansed  the  house  of  the  Lord  in  the  days  of 
Hezekiah  (2  Ch  29  12.13). 

Ella  Davis  Isaacs 

GERSON,  giir'sun  (Tiipcnftv,  Gers&n;  1  Esd  8 
29) :  Called  Gershom  in  Ezr  8  2. 

GERUTH  CHIMHAM,  gg'rooth  kim'ham  (P^nj 
DnfS^,  gSriUh  kimham):  If  the  reading  gerHth  is 
correct,  a  "lodging-place"  or  "khan"  on  the  high- 
way to  Egypt,  may  be  meant  (Jer  41  17).  It  may 
have  been  built  by  Chimham  son  of  Barzillai:  or 
it  may  have  been  named  from  him  as  owner  ot  the 
land  on  which  it  stood.  But  probably  with  Jos 
we  should  read  gidhrdthy  "hurdles"  or  "sheep  pens" 
{Ant,  X,  ix,  5). 

GERZITES,  gtir'zlts  (1  S  27  8  AVm).    See  Gib- 

ZTTES. 

GESHAN,  gg'shan  (llp'^S,  g^hdn,  "firm," 
"strong"):  A  descendant  of  Judah  through  Caleb 
(1  Ch  2  47).  AV  has  "Gesham,"  but  not  in  the 
original  1611  edition. 

GESHEM,  gS'shem  (Q^J ,  geahem,  'Wii ,  gashndl; 
rVofi,  Gisam,  "rain  storm"):  An  Arabian,  prob- 
ably chief  of  an  Arabian  tribe  that  had  either 
settled  in  Southern  Pal  during  the  exile  in  Babylon, 
or  had  been  settled  in  or  near  Samaria  by  Sargon 
(Neh  2  19;  6  1.2.6).  He  was  a  confederate  of  San- 
ballat  and  Tobiah.  and  strenuously  opposed  the 
building  of  the  wall  under  Nehemiah.  He  with  the 
others  mocked  at  the  first  efforts  to  build  the  wall, 
and  afterward  repeatedly  sought  to  entice  Nehemiah 
to  the  plains  of  Ono.  The  name  also  occurs  in  the 
form  GashmHf  perhaps  an  Assyr  form  of  the  same 
name  Geshem.  J.  J.  Reevb 

GESHUR,  gg'shur  O^tD^ ,  g^akHr,  "bridge"): 
An  Aramaean  kingdom  (2  S  16  8)  of  no  great  size 
which  lav  probably  to  the  S.  of  Maacah,  and  formed 
with  it  the  western  boimdary  of  the  land  of  Bashan 
(Dt  3  14;  Josh  12  5;  18  11).  The  territory  of 
these  two  probably  corresponded  rou^y  with 
modem  Javtdn.  It  may  not  have  reached  quite  to 
the  Jordan  on  the  W.:  in  which  case  the  Gesnurites 
lit.  dwelt  "m  the  midst"  of  Israel  (Josh  13  13), 
since  they  were  not  expatriated  by  the  half-tribe 
of  Manasseh,  and  they  retained  their  independence. 
David  married  Maacah,  daughter  of  Talmai,  king  of 
Geshur,  who  became  the  mother  of  Absalom  and 
Tamar  (2  S  3  3).  To  Tahnai  Absalom  fled  for 
safety  after  the  murder  of  Amnon  (18  37  f),  and 
thence  Joab  brought  him  back  to  Jerus  (14  23). 
The  Geshurites  and  Aram  are  said  to  have  taken  the 
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"Geahurif^a"  should  be  read,  with  Vulg,  Syr,  etc, 
ioBtead  of  "Aahurites"  in  2  S  2  9.  The  only  dif- 
ficulty is  that  Geehur  was  an  independent  kingdom, 
and  there  ia  nothing  to  show  how  it  was  brought 
unHer  the  away  of  the  son  of  Saul.  In  the  catalogue 
of  land  Btill  to  be  posBcssed  in  Josh  13  2,  AV  reads 
"Geahuri,"  RV  "the  Geehuritfla,"  referring  evidently 
Ui  a  district  bordering  on  the  Philis.  Both  AV  and 
RV  render  the  same  word  by  "Geahuritra"  in  1  S 
27  8,  where  apparently  the  same  territory  is  indi- 
cated as  invaded  by  David.  In  neither  passage  is 
the  text  above  Buspicion;  in  1  8  27  8  LXX  B 
omits  the  name.  No  satisfactory  explanation  has 
been  auggeeted.  W.  Ewinq 

GESHDRITBS,  gmh'Q-rita,  g6-eh65'rits  P'^ID?, 
(^ihSri).    See  preceding  article. 

GESTURE,  jea'tur.  jes'tflr:  The  Oriental  is  rich 
in  gestures  by  which  feelings  are  expressed  and  force 
added  to  words.  Of  this  we  have  tUiundant  illus- 
tration in  the  Bible.  Almost  every  available  part 
of  the  body  waa  employed  in  gesture.  In  soiuto- 
tion9  the  whole  body  was  bowed,  sometimes  to  the 
ground  (Gen  IS  2;  IS  1;  83  7;  i3  6;  33  3,  7  t), 
falling  on  the  face  to  the  ground  and  bowing  to  the 
ground,  3  t  (1  S  SO  41;  cf  Gen  2S  7;  2  S  «  8; 
IS  21;  1  K  2  19-];  it  was  common  also  to  em&race 
and  kiss  (Ex  IS  7),  etc,  weeping  for  joy.  Eaau 
"fell  on  [Jacob's]  neck,  and  kisBed  him:  and  they 
wept"  (Gen  SS  4):  cf  Joseph  and  his  brethren  (4B 
14.15);  David  and  Jonathan  (ISM  41)  and  the 
father  of  the  prodigal  (Lk  U  20).  We  have  the 
kiss  also  in  the  story  of  Judaa  with  his  Master  (Mt 
S6  49).  Bowing  the  knee  was  also  in  Egypt  an  act 
of  homage  to  a  superior  (Gen  41  43)}  bowing  the 
knee  and  bowing  down  were  common  m  prayer  and 
leorship  (!  K  ft  18;  2  Ch  6  13;  Ezr  9  5;  Isa 
4S  23) ;  in  prayer  the  head  and  whole  body  were  also 
bowed  (Gen  24  26;  2  K  fi  IS;  2  Ch  29  28  f). 
The  rabbins  decreed  that  in  prayer  "in  bowing  down, 
the  back  must  be  bent  so  low  that  every  vertebra 
becomes  conspicuous,"  and  endless  questions  arose 
as  to  what  it  was  lawful  to  do  during  prayer  (Eders- 
heim).  We  read  also  of  prayer  offered  tianding 
(1  S  1  26;  1  K  S  22:  Mt  6  5:  Mk  11  25),  hfting 
up  and  spreading  forth  th«  hands  (1  K  8  22;  2  Ch 
8  13;  Ezr  9  5;  Neh  8  6;  1  Tim  2  8) ;  "lifting  up 
the  hands"  was  synonymous  with  prayer  (Ps  "H  2; 
141  2;  Um  2  19:  1  Tim  2  8);  fafiing  on  the  knees 
inpleadinK(l  K  1  13).  Reverence  for  the  aged  was 
en)resBedDy  rising  up  in  their  presence  (Lev  19  32, 
"Thou  shalt  rise  up  before  the  hoary  head";  cf  Lam 
5  12).  The  hand  was  also  I^d  on  the  mouth  in 
token  of  respect  (Job  39  9);  in  token  of  blessing 
the  right  hand  was  placed  on  the  head  (Gen  4S  14; 
cf  49  26;  Prov  10  6).  The  hands  were  laid  on  the 
head  of  the  animal  to  be  sacrificed;  on  the  scape- 
goat and  sin  offering  as  denoting  the  transference 
of  mn;  on  the  burnt  offering,  perhaps  aa  represent-- 
ing  the  offerer  .(Lev  1  4;  16  21).  The  hands  were 
lifted  up  in  blessing  (Lev  9  22),  in  solemn  swearing 
(Gen  14  22;  Ex  6  Sm:  Dt  32  40),  in  defiance 
and   threatening  (2  S  20  21);    extended  in  plead- 


the  thigh  of  the  person  to  whom  it  was  given  (Gi.„ 
24  2;  4T  29);  plucking  the  hand  out  of  the  bosom 
was  a  fflgn  of  action  (Ps  74  11);  clapping  the  hands, 
of  rejoicii^  (2  K  11  12;  Ps  47  1;  96  8;  Isa  66 
12),  also  of  ridicule,  contempt  and  rejoicing  over  one 


(Job  37  23;  Lam  S  15;  Nah  8  19).  We  read  of 
"beckoning  with  the  hand"  (Lk  6  7;  Jn  18  24), 
prehminary  to  speaking  (Ada  12  17;  13  16;  19 
33;  SI  40;  S6  1,  he  "stretched  forth  his  hand"); 
drooping  of  the  hands  indicated  failure,  weakneea 
or  distress  (Ho  13  12;  eflsa  36  3;  Ecclus  26  23): 
the  hands  (publicly)  was  a  declaration  of 


MohanuneduiH  Pr»yliiB  In  the  Moaque  at  DamaacuB. 

The  head  lifted  up  was  a  sign  of  arrogance  w 
pride  (Ps  83  2);  of  exaltation,  or  recovery  from 
trouble,  etc  (Jgs  8  28;  Ps  27  6;  110  7;  Zee  1  21); 
to  cover  the  head  was  a  symbol  6f  grief  or  mourning 
(2  S  16  30;  Est  8  12;  Jer  14  3),  also  putting  the 
hand  on  the  bead  (2  S  13  19:  Jer  2  37Y  or  ashes, 
dust  or  earth  (Josh  T  6;  1  S  4  12;  2  S  1  2:  U 
19;  Est  4  1);  wagging  (or  shaking)  the  head  ex- 
pressed contempt  or  malicious  enjoyment  (Job  18 
4:  Ps  84  8;  Jer  16  16;  Lam  3  15;  with  "hissing," 
cf  Mt  37  39;  Mk  16  2S;  cf  Pa  33  7:  44  14;  109 
25;  Jer  46  27). 

Uncovering  the  feet  was  a  sign  of  grief  (2  S  16 
30;  Isa  30  2.4);  hfting  up  the  fteel  against  one  was 
a  symbol  of  opposition  (Ps  41  9;  Jn  18  18); 
shaking  the  dust  from  the  feet,  of  fre^g  from  re- 
sponsibility and  of  complete  rejection  (Mt  10  14; 
Acta  13  51;  at  Corinth  Paul  "shook  out  his  rai- 
ment," Acts  IS  6);  strong  joyous  feeling  found  (as 
elsewhere)  expression  in  dancing  (Jgs  11  34;  21  21; 

1  3  18  6;     Jer  81  4.13),    before   Jeh    (Ex  16  20; 

2  8  6  14.16). 

Shooting  out  the  lip  was  an  expreHsion  of  con- 
tempt (Ps  22  7);  to  incline  the  ear  signified  atten- 
tion (Ps  46  10);  rending  the  garments  expressed 
the  sense  of  horror  (as  in  the  presence  of  disaster, 
blasphemy,  etc)  (Nu  14  6;  Josh  7  6;  1  8  4  12; 
2  S  1  2;  18  19;  16  32;  Mt  38  65;  Acta  14  14); 
the  tmile  indicated  favor  and  gave  confidence  (Job 
29  24);  lifting  up  the  eyelids  was  a  sign  of  pride 
(Prov  80  13);  Isaiahspeaisalsoof  the  "outstretched 
necks  and  wanton  eyes"  of  the  haughty  daughters 
of  Zion,  "walking  and  mincing  as  they  go,  and 
making  a  tinkbn^  with  their  feeP'  (Isa  8  10).  The 
perverse  man  "wuketh  with  his  eyes  ....  speak- 
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eth  with  his  feet  ....  maketh  sigDB  with  his 
fingers"  (Prov  6  13). 

It  IB  int«reBling  to  note  the  gefltures  ascribed  in  the 
Gospels  to  Jeeus.  The  expression  of  His  eyes  is 
oft^  referred  to;  we  read  how  He  "lifted  up  hia  eyes 
on  his  disciples"  before  pronouncing  the  Beati- 
tudes, indicating  a  loving  regard  for  them  (Lk  0  20) : 
how  He  "looked  upon"  the  young  ruler  and  "lovea 
him,"  and,  with  another  expreaaive  "look"  (round 
about)^-a  sad  look — said,  "How  hardly  shall  th^ 
that  have  riches  enter  into  the  kingdom  of  God 
(Mk  10  21.23);how  He  "looked  up  toheaven"  before 
He  blessed  and  brake  the  loaves  (Mt  U  IQ;  Mk 
6  41;  Lk  0  16);  also  before  healing  (Mk  7  34); 
how  He  "looked  round"  on  His  adversaries  in  the 
synagogue  (Lk  6  10),  "with  anger,  being  grieved 
at  the  hardening  of  their  heart"  (Mk  8  5);  how  He 
"turned  and  loolted  upon  Pet«r"  bo  that  he  remem- 
bered his  boasting  and  fall,  and  went  out  and  wept 
bitterly  (Lk  22  61);  we  read  also  how  He  took  a 
Uttle  child  into  His  arms  and  held  him  up  as  an 
example  to  His  disciples  (Mk  9  36),  aad  how  He 
"took  [little  cluldren]  in  his  arms,  and  blessed  them, 
^dng  his  hands  upon  them"  (Mk  10  16);  how 
He  "stooped  down,  and  with  hia  finger  wrote  on  the 
ETOund"  when  the  woman  accused  of  adultery  was 
Drought  to  Him,  then  "lifted  up  himself"  and  spake, 
again  "stooped  down,  and  with  his  finger  wrote  on 
the  eround,  till  the  woman's  accusers  had  departed 
one  by  one,  condemned  and  ashamed,  when  He  again 
"lifted  up  himself"  and  sent  the  woman  away  (Jn 
8  6R);  now  on  His  way  to  the  tomb  of  Lazarus, 
He  was  aptated,  AV  and  RV  "was  troubled,"  m 
"troubled  himself."  Meyer  has  "shuddered." 
Some  tr  "shook  himsdf"  (Jn  11  33).  See,  further, 
ATTnTTDSB.  W.  L.  Walker 

GET,  GETTING:  A  great  many  Heb  words  are 
in  the  OT  tr*  "get,"  "got^"  etc.  The  word  "get"  has 
two  meaning:  (1)  with  the  idea  of  movement,  "to 
go."  etc:  (2)  with  that  of  acquisition,  "to  gain," 
"oDtain,    etc.    (1)  In  the  first  sense  tne  most  fre- 

?uentword8areb5',"to'»™e,orgoin"  (Gen  16  17: 
S  22  6,  etc);  y/Oakh  "to  go  on"  (Gen  12  1;  22 
2;  Ex  6  4;  Jer  6  6,  etc);  Mradh,  "to  go  down" 
(Gen  iSt  2;  Joel  8  13);  'olak,  "to  go  up"  (Gen 
4i  17;  lea  40  9;  Jer  19  31,  etc).  Other  words  are 
nOdh,  "to  move  off"  (Jer  10  30  AV;  Dnl  4  14); 
naia\  "to  remove"  (Nu  14  25);  yOcS',  "to  go  out'' 
(Gen  19  14;  81  13;  Ex  11  8).  (2)  In  the  sense  of 
acquimtion,  the  words  most  frequently  tr^  "get," 
etc,  are  'OtOh,  "to  do,"  "to  make"  (Gen  12  5; 
SI  1;  Dt  8  17.18);  iinOk,  "to  get,"  "obtain"  (Gen 
4  1;  Prov  4  5.7;  Eccl  2  7  AV,  RV  "bought"; 
Jer  18  1,  RV  "buy"):  mdfa'  "to  find"  (Nu  81  60: 
2  S  20  6);  rOkhaah,  ''to  acquire,"  "gwn"  (Gen  81 
18;  88  6  AV,  RV  "gatheret?';  4«  6). 

Getting  is  the  tr  of  pdW  (Prov  21  6),  of  fpinyan 
"obtaining"  (Gen  81  18;  Prov  4  7,  ERVteit  and 
ARVm  "all  thou  hast  gotten").  In  the  NT  "get" 
in  the  first  sense  is  the  tr  of  exirchomai,  "to  go  out 
or  forth"  (Lk  18  31;  Acts  7  3;  22  18);  of  Ixeimi, 
"to  go  out  or  forth"  (Acts  27  43);  of  )iatabainft, 
"to  go  down"  (Acts  10  20);  kupAgS,  "to  go  away 
or  under,"  "Get  ....  behmd"  (Mt  16  23;  Lk  1 
8  AV,  "Get  ....  hence";  Mt  4  10).  The  only 
separate  word  tr^  "get"  in  the  second  sense  is 
heariski,  "to  be^  to  find"  (usually  tr^  "find") 
(Lk  ft  12  AV,  "that  they  may  go  ...  .  and  get 
victuals"). 


For  '"aot"  BT  hu  "mount"  (tH  08  *3).  "bw 
(ftov  17  id;  iei  18  i;  IB  1);  lor  "got  you  ■"  — " 
(JoiA  8  13).  "tread  ye.     m  "get  you  down"; 


Jft  18  i;  IB  I):  lor  "get  you  down' 
tread  ye.  m  "get  you  down";  "get" 
(Lk  IS  tS):  "get  them  away"  tor  "gather 
_.,i.„...  ,=.  ,q{  2".-  ..-- 


UwmNlvwtOBBther"  (Pb  104  32):  "getu«"(or"apply" 
(Pa  90  12);  let  UB  get  grain"  (or  "theretore  we  fake 
no  com  for  them,"  and  lor  "that  we  might  buy  com" 


"  for  "provide  ndtbor"  (Mt 


10  0);   "getteth  prudenoe" 

e(h  prudently " '^ "  " 

(Hab  9  a). 

W.  L.  Walkbb 
GETHER,  ge'ther  (1^,  gether):   In  Gen  10  23 
namedasoneof  thelaonsof  Aram.    In  1  Ch  1  17 
mentioned  simply  among  the  sons  of  Shem. 

GBTHSEHANS,  geth-sem'a-ng  (rte<ni)iaM(, 
GtlhttmanA  [for  other  spellings  and  accenis  see 
Thayer,s.v.];  probably  from  the  Aram.  D^J^p  rij, 
oath  gh'manltn,  "oil press"):  Mentioned  (Mt  28  36; 
Mk  14  32)  as  a  ^lace  irhOrion),  m  "enclosed  piece 
of  ground, '  to  which  Jesus  and  the  disciples  retired 


after  the  last  supper;  in  Jn  18  1  it  is  described  as 
a  "garden"  Mru,  lapoa),  while  Lk  (22  40)  simply 
says  "place"  (riiroi,  idpot).  From  Jn  IS  1  it  is 
evident  that  it  was  across  the  Kidron,  and  from  Lk 
22  39,  that  it  was  on  the  Mount  of  Olives.  Very 
possibly  (Lk  21  37:  22  89)  it  was  a  spot  where 
Jesus  habitually  lodged  when  viwting  Jerus.  TTie 
owner — whom  conjecture  suggests  as  Mary  the 
mother  of  Mark— must  have  given  Jesus  and  His 
disciples  special  right  of  entry  lo  the  spot. 

Tradition,  dating  from  the  4th  cent.,  has  fixed 
on  a  place  some  60  yds.  E.  of  the  bridge  across  the 
Kidron  as  the  site.  In  thiswalled-in  enclosure  once 
of  greater  extent,  now  primly  laid  out  with  gardoi 
be<fi,  by  the  owners — the  PYanciscans^-are  eight 
old  olive  trees  supposed  to  date  from  the  time  of 
Our  Lord.  They  are  certainly  old.  they  appeared 
venerable  to  the  traveler  Maundreli  more  than  two 
centuries  apo,  but  that  they  go  back  to  the  time 
claimed  is  impossible,  for  Jos  states  (,BJ,  VI,  i,  1) 
that  Titus  cut  down  all  the  trees  in  the  neighborhood 
of  Jerus  at  the  time  of  the  siege.  Some  100  yds. 
farther  N.  is  the  "Grotto  of  the  Agony,"  a  cave  or 
cistern  supposed  to  be  the  spot  about  a  stone's 
east"  to  which  Our  Lord  retired  (Lk  22  41).  The 
Greeks  have  a  rival  garden  in  the  neighborhood, 
and  a  little  higher  up  the  hill  is  a  large  Russian 
church.  The  traditional  mte  may  be  somewhere 
near  the  correct  one,  thoi^h  one  would  think  too 
near  the  public  road  for  retirement,  but  the  contours 
of  the  hill  slopes  must  have  so  much  changed  their 
forma  in  the  troublous  times  of  the  first  and  second 
centuries,  and  the  loose  stone  walls  of  such  enclosures 
areof  so  t«mporaryacharacter,  that  it  ia  impossible 
that  the  site  is  exact.  Sentiment,  repelled  by  tiie 
artificiahty  of  the  modem  xarden,  tempts  the  visitw 
to  look  for  a  more  auitable  and  less  artifidal  snot 
farther  up  the  valley.  There  is  today  a  secluoed 
olive  grove  with  a  ruined  modem  olive  press 
amid  the  trees  a  half-mile  or  ao  farther  up  the 
Kidron  valley,  which  must  far  more  resemble  the 
ori^nal  Oethsemane  than  the  orthodox  site. 

E.  W.  G.  M'ABTERUAN 


S  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDU. 


GEUEL,  gQ'el,  gfi-fl'el  (bjtlsa,p''ii'a,"maie8tyof 
God");  The  spy  from  the  tribe  of  Gad  (Nu  U  16), 
sent  by  Moaes  to  spy  out  the  land  of  Canaan. 

GBZER,   gS'iSr   (nTJ,   gezer):    A  city   of    great 

militarv  importance  in  ancient  times,  the  sit«  of 
which  has  recently  been  thoroughly  explored.  The 
excavatian§  at  thia  epot  are  the  moflt  thorough  and 
extensive  of  any  in  Pol,  and  have  not  only  done 
much  to  confirm  the  history  of  the  place,  as  known 
from  Bib.  and  other  sources,  but  have  also  thrown 
a  fiood  of  light  upon  the  general  history,  civilization 
and  religion  of  Pal  in  pre-Isroeiite  and  Israelitish 


The  long-lost  site  of  Gezer  was  discovered  by  M. 
Clermont-GBiineau  in  1873,  and  hia  suggestion  that 
the  modem  name  for  the  place,  TeU 
1.  The  Dis-  Jezer  (or  Tdl  el  Jeiereh)  was  a  sur- 
coveiy  and  vival  of  the  ancient  name  was  con- 
Position  of  firmed  by  his  further  discovery  of  three 
the  Site  bilingual  inscriptions,  in  Heb  and  Gr, 
cut  on  Burfacea  of  roclt  by  a  certain 
Alkios,  apparently  once  the  governor  of  the  city; 
in  one  of  them  occurred  the  expression  "the  bound- 
aryof  Gezer." 

The  natural  foaturea  and  the  pOHition  of  Tefl 
Jeter  abundantly  explain  the  extreme  importance 
of  Gezer  in  ancient  times.  The  buried  remains 
crown  a  narrow  hill,  running  from  N.W.  to  S.E., 
about  1,700  ft.  long  by  300  to  500  ft.  broad.  The 
approach  is  steep  on  every  side,  and  in  early  times, 
before  the  accmnulation  around  the  aides  of  the 
rubbish  of  some  millenniums,  must  have  been  much 
more  so.  The  hill  stands,  like  an  outpost,  project- 
ing into  the  great  plain,  and  is  connected  with  the 
low  hills  behind  it,  part  of  the  Shephelah,  with  but 
a  narrow  neclt.  At  the  foot  of  the  hill  runs  a  great 
high  road  from  Egypt  to  S3TTa;  to  the  N.  lies  the 
Vale  of  Aijalon,  across  which  runs  the  modem  car- 
riage road  to  Jems,  and  up  which  ran  the  great  high 
rood,  by  the  Beth-horons,  to  the  plateau  N.  of  Jerus; 
to  the  3.  lies  the  Vale  of  Sorelt,  where  stood  Beth- 
shemesb,  and  along  which  went  a  great  highway 
from  the  country  ofthe  Philis  to  the  hill  country  of 
Judah.  Today  the  Jerua-Jaffa  railway,  after  aweep- 
ing  some  miles  away  in  the  plain  round  the  whole 
western  and  southern  sides  of  the  site,  passes  along 
this  open  vale  to  plunge  into  the  narrow  defile — the 
Wady  IsTTtaHn,  which  it  follows  to  Jerus.  From  the 
summit  of  the  Tell,  a  vast  expanse  of  country  is 
visible  between  the  long  blue  Ene  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean to  the  W.p  and  the  abrupt  and  lofty  moun- 
twns  of  Judah  to  the  E.  That  it  has  been  all  through 
history  the  scene  of  military  contest  is  fully  under- 
stood when  its  strategic  position  is  appreciated;  no 
military  leader  even  today,  if  holding  the  highlands 


of  Pal  against  invamon,  could  afford  to  n^lect  eadk 
an  outpost. 

Although  the  excavation  of  the  site  shows  that  it 
was  occupied  by  a  high  civilization  and  a  consider- 
able population  at  on  extremely  earhf 
2.  S^stoiy  period,  the  first  historical  mention  ifl 
of  G«zer  la  the  list  of  the  Palestinian  cities  cap- 
tured by  Tahutmes  III  (XVlIIth 
D3rnasty,  about  1500  BC).  From  this  time  it  waa 
probably  under  Egyp  ^vemora  (the  E^p  remains 
at  all  periods  are  considerable),  but  from  the  Am 
T^,  a  century  or  ao  lal«r,  we  leam  that  £kyp  in- 
fluence was  then  on  the  wane.  Three  of  these 
famoua  day^  tablets  are  dated  from  Gezer  itself  and 
are  written  in  the  name  of  the  governor  Yapaki;  he 
was  then  hard  presaod  by  the  Khabiri,  and  he  ap- 

Eealed_  for  help  in  vain  to  Egypt.  In  other  letters 
elonpng  to  this  series,  there  are  references  to  tliis 
city.  In  one,  a  certain  freebooter  named  Lapaya 
m^es  excuses  that  he  had  broken  into  the  i^ty. 
He  "has  been  slandered.  Is  it  an  offence  that  he 
has  entered  Gazri  and  levied  the  people?"  (ao. 
CCXL,  Petrie'a  tr). 

In  the  well-known  "Song  of  Triumph"  of  Meren- 
ptah,  who  ia  considered  by  many  to  be  the  Pharaoh 
of  the  Exodus,  occurs  the  expression  "Gezer  is 
taken."  (In  connection  with  this  it  is  interesting 
to  notice  that  an  ivory  pectoral  with  the  cartouct^ 
of  Meren-ptah  was  unearthed  at  Gezer.) 

In  the  time  of  Joshua's  invasion  a  certwn  "king 
of  Gezer"  named  Horam  (D^h ,  hOram,  but  in  LXX 
JJMit,  AUdm,  or  'EXdfi,  Eldm)  came  to  the  assist- 
ance of  Lachish  against  the  Israelites,  but  was  alain 
(Josh  10  33).  Gezer  was  taken,  but  the  Canaan- 
itea  were  not  driven  out,  but  remained  in  servitude 
(Josh  16  10;  Jgs  1  29).  The  city  became  one  of 
the  towns  on  the  southern  border  of  Ephraim  (Josh 
16  3),  but  was  assigned  to  the  Kohath  clan  of  the 
Levitea  (21  21).  In  2  S  6  25  (AV  "Gazer")  we 
read  that  David  chased  the  Philis  after  their  defeat 
in  the  valley  of  Rephaim  "from  Geba  until  thou 
come  to  Gezer,"  showing  that  this  was  on  the  fron- 
tier of  the  Phili  territory;  and  in  1  Ch  »  4  it 
states,  "There  arose  war  at  Gezer  with  the  Philis; 
then  Sibbecaj  the  Hushathite  slew  Sipp^,  of  the 
sons  of  the  giant;  and  they  were  subdued."  In  the 
corresponding  account  in  2  S  11  18  the  scene  of 
this  event  is  s^d  to  be  Gob,  which  is  probably  a 
t's  error — 313  for  "ITJ .  According  to  Joa 
VIII,  vi,  1),  at  the  commencement  of  Solo- 

reign  Gezer  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Philis, 

which  may  explain  1  K  ft  16,  where  it  is  stated  that 
a  certain  Pharaoh,  whose  daughter  Solomon  mar- 
ried, captured  and  burnt  Gezer  and  gave  the  site 
to  his  daughter.  Solomon  rebuilt  it  (ver  17). 
There  are  no  further  references  to  Gezer  during  the 
lator  Jewish  monarchy,  but  there  are  several  during 
the  Maccabean  period.  Judas  pursued  Gorgias  to 
"Gazara  and  into  the  pluns  of  Iduniaca  and  Azotis 
and  Janmia"  (I  Mace  i  IS);  Bacchides,  after  his 
defeat  by  Jonathan,  "fortified  also  the  city  of  Belb- 
sura,  and  Gazara,  and  the  tower,  and  put  forces  in 
them  and  provision  of  victuals"  (1  Mace  0  52  AV): 
a  little  later  Simon  "camped  against  Gazara  and 
besieged  it  round  about;  he  made  also  an  en^ne  of 
war,  and  set  it  by  the  city  and  battered  a  certain 
tower,  and  took  it*' (1  Mace  13  43  AV),  after  which 
he  purified  it  (vs  47.48).  Prom  Jos  (Anl,  XIII,  viii, 
2)  we  gather  that  Antiochus  had  taken  Gezer  from 
the  Jews, 

The  governor,  Alkios,  who  made  the  bilingual  in- 
scriptions, may  come  in  about  this  time  or  a  httle 
later;  the  rock  inscriptions,  of  which  half  a  dozen 
are  now  known,  give  no  information  regarding  thdr 
date. 

In  the  period  of  the  Crusades  this  ute,  under  the 
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name  "Mount  Gisart,"  v/aa  a  crusading  fort  and 
gave  it«  name  to  a  family.  Here  King  Baldwin  IV 
gmned  a  victory  over  Saladin  in  1177  and  in  1191 
the  latter  monarch  camped  here  while  conducting 
some  fruitless  negotiations  with  King  Richard 
Coeur  de  ijon.  In  1495  a  skirmish  occurred  here 
between  the  governor  of  Jerus  and  certain  turbu- 
lent Bedouin.  The  history  of  Gezer,  as  known,  is 
thus  one  of  battles  and  sieges  extending  over  at  least 
3.000  years;  from  the  archaeologit^  remains  we  may 
infer  that  ite  history  was  similar  for  at  least  1,000 
years  earlier. 

In  1904  the  Pal  Exploration  Fund  of  England 
obtained  a  "permit"  for  the  excavation  of  Tell  Jeter, 

The  whole  site  was  the  private  property 
8.  History  of  cert^n  Europeans,  whose  agent, 
<a  the  Bx-  livins  much  of  the  time  on  the  Tell 
cavatloiis      itself  was  himself  deeply  intereat«d 

in  the  excavations,  so  that  unusually 
favorable  conditions  obtained  for  the  work.  Mr. 
(now  Professor)  R.  A.  Stewart  Macalister,  M.A., 
was  sent  out,  and  for  3  years  (1904-7)  he  instituted 
an  examination  of  the  hidden  remans  in  the  mound, 
after  a  manner,  till  then,  unexampled  in  Pal  explo- 
ration. His  ambition  was  to  turn  over  every  cubic 
toot  of  soil  down  to  the  original  rock,  so  that  nothing 
of  importance  could  be  overlooked.  As  at  the  ex- 
piration of  the  ori^nal  "permit"  much  remained 
unenilored,  application  was  made  to  the  authori- 
ties for  a  second  one,  and,  at  the  end  of  1907,  Mr. 
Mftcalister  embarked  on  a  further  2  years  of  digging. 
Altogether  he  worked  for  the  greater  part  oi  5  years, 
except  for  necessary  interruptions  of  the  work  due 
ia  unfavorable  weather.  Some  two-thirds  of  the 
total  accumulated  debris  on  the  mound  was  ran- 
sacked, and  besides  this,  many  hundreds  of  tombs, 
caves  and  other  antiquarian  remains  in  the  neigh- 
borhood were  thoroughly  explored. 

It  was  found  that  the  oripnal  bare  rock  surface 
of  the  hill  was  crowned  with  buried  remains,  in  some 

parts  20  and  30  ft.  deep,  made  up  of 
4.  Chief  the  debris  of  all  the  citiee  which  had 
Results  of  stood  on  the  site  during  three  or  four 
the  Explo-  thousand  years;  on  the  part  excavated 
rations  there  were  no  remains  so  late  as  the 

commencement  of  the  Christian  era, 
the  Gezer  of  that  time,  and  the  crusading  fort,  being 
built  on  a  neighboring  site.  The  earliest  inhabit- 
ants were  Troglodytes  living  in  the  many  caves 
which  riddled  the  hill  surface;  they  were  apparently 
a  non-Sem  race,  and  there  was  some  evidence  that 
they  at  least  knew  of  cremation.  These,  or  a  race 
soon  after — the  earliest  Semites — incloswl  the  hill- 
top with  high  earth  rampart  faced  with  rough  stones 
— the  earliest  "walls"  going  back  at  least  before 
3000  BC.  At  an  early  period— probably  about 
3000  BC — a  race  with  a  relatively  high  civilization 
fortified  the  whole  hilltop  with  a  powerful  and 
remarkably  well-built  wall,  14  ft.  thick,  with  narrow 
towera  of  short  projection  at  intervals  of  90  ft.  At 
a  point  on  the  S.  side  of  this  was  unearthed  a  very 
remarkable,  massive,  brick  gateway  (all  the  other 
walls  and  buildings  are  of  stone),  with  towers  on 
each  side  still  standing  to  the  height  of  10  ft,,  but 
evidently  once  much  higher.  This  gate  showed  a 
strong  Egyp  influence  at  work  long  before  the  first 
histonc  reference  {XVIIIth  Dynasty),  for  both 
gateway  and  wall  to  which  it  belonged  had  been 
ruined  at  an  early  date,  the  former  indeed,  after  its 
destruction,  was  overlaid  by  the  buildingB  of  a  city, 
which  from  its  datable  objects — scarabs,  etc^ 
must  have  belonged  to  the  time  of  Amenhotep  III, 
i.e.  as  early  as  1500  BC. 

The  later  wall,  built,  we  may  conclude,  soon  eSUsi 
the  ruin  of  the  former,  and  therefore  about  1500 
BC,  was  also  a  powerful  construction  and  must  have 
existed  considerably  over  a  thousand  years,  down. 


indeed,  till  100  BC  at  least,  when  Gezer  distKipeara 
from  history  as  a  fortlGed  site.  Th^  w^  in- 
closed a  larger  area  than  either  of  the  previous  ones; 
they  show  signs  of  destruction  and  repairs,  and  Mr. 
Macalister  is  of  the  opinion  tliat  some  of  the  ex- 
tensive repairs— in  one  place  a  gap  of  150  ft. — and 
the  28  inserted  towers  are  the  work  of  Solomon 
(1  K  9  17).  This  wall  must  have  existed  in  use 
through  all  we  know  of  Gezer  from  Bible  sources. 
When,  from  the  ruined  remains,  we  reconstruct  in 
imagination  these  mighty  ramparts,  we  need  not 
wonder  that  the  Hebrews,  fresh  from  long  wander- 
ing^ in  the  wilderness,  found  it  no  easy  task  to 
capture  cities  so  fortified  as  was  thb  (Nu  18  28; 
Dt  1  28). 


The  foundations  of  a  powerful  building,  which 
were  found  inserted  in  a  gao  in  the  southern  walls, 
turned  out  conclusively  to  fee  the  palace  of  Simon 
Maccabaeus — who  captured  the  city  (1  Mace  IS 
43) — a  graffito  being  found  upon  one  of  its  stones 
running  thus; 

■aiiarpaft)  2i^Kt  WTtrdn;  (7)  x(5p)  poff(X(ui» 
f  dnpra(<)  SimAnot  kaitpAeH  f)      p(<Ir)    baMnon 

which  seems  to  mean,  "Pamphras,  may  he  bring 
down  [fire]  on  the  palace  of  Simon." 

Within  the  city  walls  the  foundations  of  some 
seven  or  eight  cities  of  various  successive  periods 
were  found,  superimposed  one  above  the  other. 
The  city's  best  days  appear  to  have  been  shortly 
before  the  time  of  Joshua;  the  next,  perhaps,  at  the 
time  of  the  Judges.  With  the  period  lo  which  we 
should  probably  assign  the  arrival  of  the  Hebrews, 
there  is  a  great  increase  in  the  population,  the 
hitherto  inviolate  environs  of  the  temple"  being 
encroached  upon  by  private  dwellings:  an  inter- 
esting conunentary  on  Josh  16  10. 

The  great  "Ili^  Place"  which  was  uncovered  ifl 
one  of  unique  interest,  and  its  discovery  has  thrown 
a  flood  of  light  upon  the  relipon  of  the  early  Ca- 
naanites,  that  relifflon — "the  worship  of  Baal  and 
Ashteroth" — which  was  the  ereat  rival  of  the  purer 
religion  of  Israel.  This  Ba^al  temple,  or  bSmdlh, 
consisted  of  a  row  of  8  moftSbkdth  or  rude  stone 
pillars  ranging  in  height  from  5  ft.  5  in.  to  10  ft.  9 
in.  (see  High  Place;  Pillar),  together  with  a 
curious  trough  which  may  have  been  a  socket  for 
the  'AshSrSh  (see  Asherah),  or  some  kind  of  altar. 
The  area  around  these  pillars  had  a  kind  of  rough 
floor  of  consohdated  earth  under  which  were  found 
a  number  of  large  jars  containing  infant  bones, 
considered  to  be  the  remmns  of  infant  sacrifice.  In 
close  proximity  to  this  "temple"  was  a  double  cave, 
the  construction  of  wluch  strongly  suggested  that 
it  had  been  arranged  for  the  giving  of  oracles.  This 
high  place  had  been  used  for  very  many  centuries; 
the  moff&holh  were  not  all  of  one  period  but  had 
gradually  been  increased  from  one  to  seven,  and 
an  eightn  of  a  more  definitely  sculptured  form — as 
a  aimulaerum  priapi — had  been  added  some  time 
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Ut«r.  In  the  accumulated  rubbish  around  theee 
pillarB  were  Found  enonnaua  numbers  of  small  stone 
phallic  images,  together  with  pott«ry  plaques  of 
Astarte,  made  with  rude  exaggeration  oT  the  sexual 
OTgaoB  (see  Baal;  Asht&rotu). 


Another  monument  of  great  interest — and  hi^ 
antiqiuty — was  the  great  rock-cut  tunnel.  It  is 
about  23  ft.  high,  and  13  ft.  wide,  and  descends  by 
80  steps.  94)  ft.  through  the  solid  rock,  to  a  cave  in 
wiuch  tnero  is  a  spring.  It  is  very  similar  to  the 
great  tunnel  known  as  Warren's  tunnel  and  shaft" 
which  was  clearly  constructed  by  the  early  Jebusitcs 
to  reach  from  within  the  city's  wails  to  the  fountain 
of  Gihon  (see  Siloau;  Zion).  This  Gezer  tunnel 
must  date  at  least  to  2000  BC :  it  is  evident  from  the 
nature  of  the  accumulai«d  debris  which  blocked  its 
mouth  that  it  was  actually  abandoned  about  1400 
BC.  Its  antiquity  is  con&ined  by  the  fact  that  it 
VM  evidently  excavated  with  flint  fcnivea. 

At  a  much  later  period  in  hiafory,  in  that  of  the 
Maccabees,  the  water  supply  of  the  city,  in  time  of 
si^^,  at  any  rate,  v/aa  largelv  dependent  on  an  enor- 
Duius  open  cistern  which  Mi.  Macalister  cleared  of 
earth  and  found  capable  of  contaming  2,000,000 
gallons  of  water.  Amons  the  smaller  "mds"  which 
throw  light  upon  the  Bible  history  may  be  men- 
tioned two  much  broken,  cuneiform  tablets,  both 
referring  to  land  contracts,  which,  from  the  names 
of  the  eponyms,  can  be  dat«d  to  651  and  649  BC 
respectively.  They  therefore  belong  to  the  time  of 
the  last,  and  one  of  the  Kreal«st,  of  the  Asayr  mon- 
archa,  Ashurbanipal,  the  "noble  Osnappar"  of 
Eir  i  10,  and  they  show  that  he  was  not  only  a 
^reat  conqueror,  but  that  in  Pal  he  had  an  organ- 
ued  government  and  that  legal  civil  business  was 
transacted  in  the  language  of  Assyria. 

The  illumination  of  OT  history  which  the  excava- 
tions of  Gezer  have  afforded  can  here  be  only  hinted 
at,  but  references  to  it  will  occur  in  many  of  the 
articles  in  other  parte  of  this  Encyclopaedia. 

0/ 
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GHOST,  gOet  (t^^;,  nepheth;  irM«|ia,  pnetlma): 
"Ghost,"  the  middle-Eng.  word  for  "breath,"  "spir- 
it," appears  in  AV  as  the  tr  of  nephesh  ("breatu," 
"the  breath  of  life,"  animal  soul  or  spirit,  the  vital 
principle,  hence  'life"),  in  two  places  of  the  OT,  viz. 
Job  11  20.  "the  pving  up  of  the  ghost"  (so  RV),  and 
Jer  U  9,  "She  hath  given  up  the  ghost";  giwa', 
"to  gasp  out,"  "expire"  (die),  is  also  several  times 
•o  tf'   (Gen  36  8.17;    U  29;    49  33;    Job  S  11; 


10  18;  a  19;  14  10;  Lam  1  19).  In  Apoc  (Tob 
14  lljptudtt  is  tr^  in  the  same  way  as  nepheih  in 
the  OT,  and  in  2  Mace  S  31,  en  ««cMM  jmot  is 
rendered  "pve  up  the  ghoet,"  RV  "quite  at  the  last 
gasp." 

In  the  NT  "to  give  up  the  ghost"  is  the  tr  of 
dipniO,  "to  breathe  out^'  (Mk  IB  37.39;  Lk  S3 
46;  soRV);  of  atpgiijAa,  "to  breathe  out,"  "expire" 
(Acte  S  5.10;_  13  23);  in  Mt  37  60,  aphlken  10 
■pne&ma,  and  in  Jn  10  30,  parid&ken  tA  pneHma,  are 
rendered  respectively,  "yielded"  and  "gave  up  the 
ghost,"  RV  "yielded  up  his  spirit,"  "gave  up  hia 

"The  Holy  Ghost"  is  also  frequent  in  AV:  in 
ARV  it  is  invariablv  changed  to  Holy  Spirit,  in 
ERV  sometimes  only,  chicly  in  the  Gospels.  See 
Holt  Spirit;  Spibtt.  W.  L.  Walkm 

GHOST,  HOLY.    See  Holt  Spmrr. 

GIAH,  gfa  (TPJ,  ffl"^):   An   unidentified   pUce 

on  the  route  followed  by  Abner  in  his  flight,  pur- 
sued by  Joab  (2  S  3  24).  LXX  renders  Oof,  coi- 
responding  to  the  Heb  i/l,  "valley."  The  form 
1^"^  may  be  due  to  corruption  of  the  text. 

GIANTS,  jl'ants:  The  word  appears  in  AV  as 
the  tr  of  the  Heb  words  □"'^''B? ,  n'jAUlm  (Gen  6  4; 
Nu  IS  33);  WV\<  fpha'lm  (Dt  S  11.20;  S  IL 
13;  Josh  IS  4,  etc);  «lpn,rapAa'  (1  Ch  SO  4.6.8), 
or  nipl,  raphah  (2  S  21  16.18.20.22);  in  one  in- 
stance of  'iHst?)  gibMr,  lit.  "mighty  one"  (Job  U 
14). 

In  the  first  two  cases  RV  changee  "gitrnts"  uto 
the  Heb  words  "Nephihm,"  n'pMllm,  and  "Re- 
phmm,"  r*pM'Im,  reg)ectively  (see  these  words). 
The  ''Nephilim"  of  Gen  6  4  are  not  to  be  con- 
founded with  the  "mighty  men"  subsequently  de- 
scribed as  the  offspring  of  the  unlawful  marriages 
of  "the  sons  of  God"  and  "the  daughters  of  men." 
It  is  told  that  they  overspread  the  earth  prior  to 
these  unhallowed  unions.  That  the  word,  whatever 
its  etymology,  bears  the  sense  of  men  of  immense 
stature  is  evident  from  the  later  passafcea,  Nu  U 
33.  The  same  is  true  of  the  "Rephaim,  as  shown 
by  the  instance  of  Og  (Dt  3  11;  Josh  IS  4). 
There  is  no  doubt  about  the  meaning  of  the  word 
in  the  case  of  the  gianU  mentioned  in  2  S  21  and 
1  Ch  M.    See  also  Antediluvi&nb. 

Jaubs  Orr 

GIAinS,  VALLEY  OF  THE.  See  Repbaw, 
Vallbt  of. 

GIBBAR,  ffh'&r  (T?3,  yiWidr,  "hero"):  In  Eir 
S  20  the  "children  of  Gibbar"  are  mentioned  among 
those  who  returned  with  Zerubbabel.  The  ||  pas- 
sage (Neh  7  25)  has  "children  of  Gibeon." 

GIBBETHON,  gib'e-thon  0,V\^,  gibb'lhdn):  A 
city  in  the  territory  of  Dan  in  the  plain  named  with 
Eltekeh  and  BaaUth  (Josh  19  44),  and  assigDed 
to  the  Kohathite  Levitee  (31  23).  Later  we  find 
it  in  tiie  hands  of  the  Philis;  and  it  was  while  be- 
siedng  the  city  that  Nadab  was  slain  by  Baaeha 
(IK  IS  27).  After  25  years  Omri,  the  general  of 
Baaaha,  was  here  made  king  of  the  army  when  news 
reached  them  of  Zimri's  regjdde  (1  K  16  15  £f). 
It  may  possibly  be  identified  with  Kibbiah,  which 
lies  about  16  miles  S.E.  of  Jaffa;  but  no  certain 
identification  is  possible.  W.  Ewraa 

GIBEA,  gib'6-a  (S???,  SfiMi'a',  "hiU"):  A  grand- 
son of  Caleb  (1  Ch  3  49).  His  father  was  Sheva, 
whose  mother  was  Maacah,  Caleb's  concubine 
(ver  48). 
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Gezrites 
Gibeon 


GIBEAH,  g^b'^  (n^,  gibh'ah,  "hiU"):  The 
Heb  word  denotes  generally  an  eminence  or  hill,  in 
distinction  from  harj  which  is  used  for  mountain,  or 
mountain  range.  It  occurs,  however,  in  two  in- 
stances, as  a  place-name.  Under  Gbba  (q. v.)  we  have 
seen  that  Geba,  Gibeah,  and  Gibeon  are  liable  to  be 
confused.  This  arises  from  their  resemblance  in 
form  and  meaning. 

(1)  An  imidentified  city  in  the  teiritory  of  Judah 
(Josh  16  57).  It  is  named  in  the  nroup  containing  * 
Carmel,  Ziph  and  Kain;  it  is  tho^ore  probably  to 
be  sought  to  the  S.E.  of  Hebron.  It  may  be  one 
of  the  two  villages  mentioned  by  Onom  (s.v.  ''Ga- 
bathOn"),  Gabaa  and  Gabatha,  in  the  E.  of  the 
Daroma.  It  is  probably  identical  with  Gibeaii 
mentioned  in  2  Ch  18  2. 

(2)  A  city  described  as  belonging  to  Benjamin 
(Josh  18  28;  Jgs  19  14),  GibeahofBenjamm  (1  S 

18  2.15;  14  16),  Gibeah  of  the  chil- 
1.  mstory    dren  of  Benjamin  (2  S  S8  29),  Gibeah 

of  Saul  (1  S  11  4;  Isa  10  29),  and 
possibly,  also,  Gibeah  of  God  (1  S  10  5  m);  see 
GiBEATH,  4.  The  narrative  in  which  it  first  appears 
is  one  of  extraordinary  and  tragic  interest,  casting 
priceless  light  on  the  conditions  prevailing  in  those 
days  when^'there  was  no  king  in  loraer'  (Jg^  19  ff). 
A  Levite  sojourning  on  the  farther  rade  of  Mt. 
Ephraim  was  deserted  by  his  concubine  who  re- 
turned to  her  father's  house  in  Beth-lehem-judah. 
Thither  he  went  to  persuade  her  to  return.  Hos- 
pitably entertained  by  her  father,  he  tarried  till 
the  afternoon  of  the  fifth  day.  Tlie  evening  was 
nigh  when  they  came  over  against  Jebus— Jerusa- 
lem— but,  rejecting  his  servant's  suggestion  that 
they  shomd  lodge  in  this  ''city  of  a  stranger" — i.e. 
the  Jebusite — ^the  Levite  pressed  on,  and  when  they 
were  near  to  Gibeah  the  sun  set..  They  entered  the 
city  and  sat  down  in  the  street.  The  laws  of  hos- 
pitality today  do  not  compel  the  entertainment  of 
strangers  who  arrive  after  sunset.  But  it  may  have 
been  through  disregard  of  all  law  that  they  were 
left  imbefriended.  An  old  man  from  Mt.  Ephraim 
took  pity  on  them,  invited  them  to  his  house,  and 
made  himself  responsible  for  their  necessities. 
Then  follows  the  horrible  story  of  outrage  upon  the 
Levite's  concubine;  the  way  in  which  he  made 
known  his  wrongs  to  Israel^  and  the  terrible  revenge 
exacted  from  the  Benjamites,  who  would  not  give 
up  to  justice  the  miscreants  of  Gibeah. 

Gib«ah  was  the  home  of  Saul,  the  first  king  of 
Israel,  and  thither  he  returned  after  his  election  at 
Mizpah  (1  S  10  26).  From  Gibeah  he  summoned 
Israel  to  assemble  for  the  relief  of  Jabesh-gilead, 
which  was  threatened  by  Nahash  the  Ammonite 
(1  S  11  4  flF).  In  the  wars  of  Saul  with  the  Philis, 
Gibeah  seems  to  have  played  a  conspicuous  part 
(1  8  18  15).  Here  were  exposed  the  bodies  of  the 
seven  sons  of  Saul,  slain  b}^  David's  orders,  to  ap- 
pease the  Gibeonites,  furnishing  the  occasion  for 
Kizpah's  iMithetic  vigil  (2  S  21  1  ff).  Gibeah  is 
mentioned  in  the  description  of  the  Assyr  advance 
on  Jems  (Isa  10  29). 

The  site  now  generally  accepted  as  that  of  Gib- 
eah is  on  TdeU  drFiU,  an  artificial  mound  about 

4  miles  N.  of  Jerus,  a  short  distance 
8.  Identi-  E.  of  the  high  road  to  Shechem.  A 
flcation  little  wav  N.  of  TeleU  el-FiU,  the  high 

road  binircates,  one  brancn  turning 
eastward  to  Je5a\  i.e.  Geba  (which  should  be  read 
instead  of  ''Gibeah"  in  Jgs  20  31);  the  other  con- 
tinuing northward  to  Bethel.  Not  far  from  the 
murting  of  the  ways,  on  the  road  to  Jehd^  Ues  er- 
Rdm,  corresponding  to  Ramah  (Jgs  19  13).  At 
Gibeah.  about  30  furlongs  from  Jerus,  Titus  en- 
camped for  the  night  on  his  advance  a^nst  the 
city  from  the  N.  TdeU  el^FiU  quite  sati^actorily 
suits  all  the  data  here  indicated. 


The  words  in  Jgs  20  33  rendered  by  AV  "the 
meadows  of  Gibeah,"  RV  "Maareh-geba" — simply 
transliterating — and  RVm  "the  meadow  of  Geba" 
(or  Gibeah),  by  a  slight  emendation  of  the  text,  read 
"from  the  west  of  Gibeah,"  which  is  certainly 
correct.  W.  Ewinq 

GIBEATH,  gib'S-ath  (P?:??,  gibh'ath):  This  is 
the  status  constructus  of  the  foregoing  (Gibeah).  It 
is  found  in  several  compound  place-names. 

(1)  Gtbeath'hararaloth  (Plbn^  ny;i3,  ffibh'ath 
ha'drOldth).  EV  tr«  lit.  "hill  of  the  foreskins";  but 
the  margins  suggest  the  proper  name.  Here  the 
Israelites  were  circumcised  after  the  passage  of  the 
Jordan  (Josh  5  3).  The  place  was  ther^ore  be- 
tween that  river  and  Jericho. 

(2)  Gibeath  Phinshas  (On;*^9  n?;i9,  gibh'ath 
pSn*/^),  the  burial  place  of  Eleazar  the  son  of 
Aaron  in  Mt.  Ephraim  (Josh  24  33  A V  "a  hill  that 
pertained  to  Phinehas,"  RV  "the  hill  of  Phinehas," 
RVm  "Gibeah  of  Phinehas").  Ck)nder  would  iden- 
tify it  with  *Aw€TUih  in  the  plain  of  Makhneh,  not 
far  from  NMUs^  where  "the  Samaritans  show  the 
tombs  of  Phinehas  and  Eleazar,  Abishuah  and  Itha- 
inar"  {Teni  Work,  41  f).  The  "tomb  of  Eleazar" 
is  18  ft.  long,  plastered  all  over  and  shaded  by  a 
splendid  terebinth."  Gu^rin  places  it  at  Jttna,  3 
miles  N.  of  ^oryat  d-^Anab  {Judie,  III,  37  f;  Sam- 
arte,  106  ff).    lliere  is  no  certainty. 

(3)  Gibeath  hammareh  (nni^n  vlp:^ ,  gtbh'aih  hor 
mOreh),  a  hill  on  the  N.  side  of  the  valley  from  the 
camp  of  Gideon,  be^de  which  lay  the  Midianites 
(J^  7  1,  EV  "the  hiU  of  Moreh'^;  the  Heb  is  Ut. 
"hill  of  tne  teacher").  It  is  probably  identical  with 
Jdtd  Dufiyj  which  rises  on  the  N.  of  the  Vale  of 
Jezreel.  Moore  {JudgeSj^200)  mistakenly  calls  the 
mountain  Nabl  Dail,  This  is,  of  course,  the  name 
of  the  "prophet"  whose  shrine  crowns  the  hill. 

See    I^OREH 

(4)  GibMi  ha-Elokim  (DT<^^  tCg^,  gUMi^ 
*aih  hOrSldhlm),  the  place  where  Saul,  after  leaving 
Samuel,  met  the  company  of  prophets,  and  prophe- 
sied with  them  (1  S  10  5.10).  It  is  definea  as  the 
place  "where  is  the  garrison  [or  pillar]  of  the  Philis." 
This  may  be  intended  to  distinguish  it  from  Gibeah 
(2),  with  ^hich  it  is  often  identified.  In  this  case 
it  may  be  represented  by  the  modem  RamaUah, 
about  10  miles  N.  of  Jerus.    See  also  Tabob. 

(5)  Gibeath  horHachilah  (1  S  28  19;  26  1)  is 
identical  with  Hachilah  (q.v.). 

(6)  Gibeath  Ammah  (2  S  2  24)  is  identical  with 
Ammah  Tq.v.). 

(7)  Gibeath  Gareh  (Jer  .81  39)  is  identical  with 
Gabeb  (q.v.).  W.  Ewinq 

GIBEATH  (Josh  18  28).    See  Gibeah  (2). 

GIBEATUITK,  gib'6-ath-It.    See  Shemaah. 

GIBEON,  gib'6-un  n^?9,  gibh'^n):  One  of  the 
royal  cities  of  the  Hivites  (Josh  9  7).  It  was  a 
greater  city  than  Ai:  and  its  inhabitants  w^e  re- 
puted mighty  men  (10  2).  It  fell  within  the  terri- 
tory allotted  to  Benjamin  (18  25),  and  was  one  of 
the  cities  given  to  the  Levites  (21  17). 

By  a  stratagem  the  Gibeonites  secured  for  them- 
selves and  their  allies  in  Chepbirah,  Beeroth  and 
Kiriath-jearim  immunity  from  attack 
1.  The  by  the  Israelites.    Terrified  by  the  fate 

Gibeonites  of  Jericho  and  Ai,  a  company  disguised 
as  ambassadors  from  a  far  country, 
their  garments  and  shoes  worn,  and  their  provisions 
moldy  as  from  the  length  of  their  journey,  went 
to  Joshua  at  Gilgal,  and  persuaded  him  and  the 
princes  of  Israel  to  make  a  covenant  with  them. 
Three  days  later  the  deception  was  discovered  and 
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the  wrath  of  the  congregation  of  Israel  aroused.     In 
virtue  of  the  covenant  their  lives  were  secured;  but 
for  their  duplicity  Joshua  cursed  them,  and  con- 
demned them  to  be  bondmen,  "hewers  of  wood  and 
drawers  of  water  for  the  house  of  my  God"  (Josh  9 
23),  "for  the  congregation  and  for  the  altar  of  the 
Lord"  (ver  27  AV).     This  points  to  their  employ- 
ment in  the  sanctuary;  and  possibly  may  shed  some 
light  on  the  massacre  of  the  Gibeonites  by  Saul  (2  S 
21  If).     The  rest  of  the  Canaanites  resented  the 
defection  of  the  Hivites  which  so  greatly  weakened 
the  forces  for  defence,  and,  headed  by  Adoni-zedek 
of  Jems,  they  assembled  to  wreak  vengeance  on 
Gibeon.     The  threatened  city  appealed  to  Joshua, 
who  made  a  swift  night  march,  fell  suddenly  upon 
the  confederates,  routed  them,  and  "chased  them 
by  the  way  of  the  ascent  of  Beth-horon,  and  smote 
them  to  Azekah,  and  unto  Makkedah"  (Josh  10  1  fif). 
A  three  years'  famine  in  the  days  of  David  was 
attributed  to  God's  anger  at  the  unexpiated  crime 
of  Saul  in  slaying  the  Gibeonites.     He  did  this  "in 
his  zeal  for  ....  IsraelandJudah,"  who  may  have 
fretted  at  the  inconvenience  of  having  the  Gibeon- 
ites among  them.     The  latter  believed  that  Saul's 
desire  was  to  destroy  them  utterly.     When  David 
tried  to  arrange  matters  with  them  they  stood  upon 
their  ancient  rights,  claiming  life  for  hfe.    They 
would  take  no  blood  money:  they  demanded  blood 
from  the  family  of  the  slayer  of  their  people.    This 
demand  David  could  not  resist,  and  handed  over 
to  them  seven  sons  of  Saul  (2  S  21  1  fif). 

The  army  of  Ishbosheth  under  Abner,  and  that 

of  David  under  Joab,  met  at  the  pool  of  Gibeon. 

An  attempt  to  settle  the  quarrel,  by 

2.  The  means  of  12  champions  on  either  side. 
Champions   failed,  as  each  man  slew  his  fellow,  and 

the  24  perished  side  by  side.  A  "sore 
battle"  ensued  in  which  Abner  was  beaten;  he  was 
pursued  by  the  fleet-footed  Asahel,  brother  of  Joab, 
whom  he  ^ew.    See  Helkath-hazzurim. 

Possibly  we  should  read  "Gibeon"  instead  of 
"Geba"  in  2  S  5  25,  as  in  the  ||  passage,  1  Ch  14 
16  (HDBf  s.v.)  From  Baal-perazim  David  was  to 
make  a  circuit  and  fall  upon  the  Philis  who  were 
encamped  in  the  plain  of  Rephaim  W.  of  Jerus. 
Perhaps,  however,  we  should  read  "Gibeah"  in  both 
places.  Cheyne  {EBf  s.v.)  thinks  the  hill  town  of 
Baal-perazim  may  be  intended. 

When,  after  the  death  of  Absalom  and  the  sup- 
pression of  his  rebeUion,  Bichri  raised  the  standard 
of  revolt,  Amasa  was  sent  to  call  out 

3.  Murder    the  men  of  Judah  against  him.    Tarry- 
of  Amasa      ing  longer  than  the  time  appointed, 

there  was  danger  lest  Bichri  might 
have  opportunity  to  strengthen  his  position;  so 
David  dispatched  Abishai  and  the  troops  that  were 
with  him  to  attack  Bichri  at  once.  Joab  went  with 
this  expedition.  Obviously  he  could  never  be  con- 
tent with  a  second  place.  The  force  of  Amasa  was 
met  at  "the  great  stone  of  Gibeon."  There  Joab 
treacherously  slew  that  unsuspecting  general,  and, 
himself  assiuning  command,  stamped  out  the  rebel- 
lion with  his  accustomed  thoroughness  (2  S  20  4  fT). 
"The  great  stone"  appears  to  have  been  well  known, 
and  may  have  possessed  some  religious  character. 

Gibeon  was  the  seat  of  an  ancient  sanctuary, 

called  in  1  K  3  4  "the  great  high  place."     Here, 

according  to  2  Ch  1  3,  was  the  taber- 

4.  The  nacle  made  in  the  wilderness — but  see 
Sanctuary     1  K  8  4.    It  was  the  scene  of  Solo- 
mon's great  sacrifice  after  which  he 

slept  in  the  sanctuary  and  dreamed  his  famous 
dream  (1  K  3  4  ff;  9  2:  2  Ch  1  3.13,  etc). 

By  "the  great  waters  that  are  in  Gibeon"  Johanan 
overtook  Ishmael  the  son  of  Nethaniah,  and  freed 
the  captives  he  had  taken  from  Mizpah  (Jer  41 
11  fif).     Among  those  who  returned  with  Zerubbabel 


were  95  "children  of  Gibeon"  (Neh  7  25;  cf  3  7). 
At  Gibeon  Cestius  Gallus  encamped  when  marching 
against  Jerus  from  Antipatris  (BJ,  II,  xix,  1). 

The  ancient  city  is  represented  by  the  modem 
village  el'Jib.    It  is  fully  5  miles  N. W.  of  Jerus,  and 

about  a  mile  N.  of  Neby  Samvnlf  on  a 
5.  Identifi-  double  knoll,  with  terraced  slopes,  but 
cation  and  rocky  and  precipitous  to  the  E.  The 
Description  village  stands  amid  striking  remains 

of  antiquity.  About  a  hundred  paces 
from  the  village  to  the  E.  is  a  large  reservoir  with  a 
spring.  Lower  down,  among  the  olives,  are  the 
remains  of  another  and  larger  reservoir,  which  col- 
lected the  overflow  from  the  first.  This  is  probably 
the  "pool"  of  2  S  2  13,  and  "the  great  waters"  of  Jer 
41  12.  El^ib  stands  in  the  mi&t  of  a  rich  upland 
plain  not  far  S.  of  the  great  pass  which  goes  down 
by  way  of  the  Beth-horons  into  the  vale  of  Aijalon. 

W.  EWING 

GIBEONITES,  gib'^un-Its.  Inhabitants  of 
Gibeon  (q.v.). 

GIBLITES,  gib'llts.    See  Gebalites. 

GIDDALTI,  gi-dal'ti  C^rtb^S,  giddaUi,  "I  mag- 
nify [God]"):  A  son  of  Heman  (1  Ch  26  4.29), 
one  of  David's  musicians. 

GIDDEL,   gid'el    (bl|,    giddU,    "very   great," 

"stout"): 

(1)  Tlie  name  of  the  head  of  a  family  of  Nethinim 
(Ezr  2  47  =  Neh  7  49=1  Esd  6  30[hereasCathua]). 

(2)  The  name  of  the  head  of  a  family  of  Solomon's 
servants  (Ezr  2  56=Neh  7  58=1  Esd  6  33  [here 
Isdael]). 

GIDEON,  gid'6-un   (V^^,    gidh'Sn,    "cutter 

down,"  "feller"  or*  "hewer"):    Also  named  Jerub- 

baal  (Jgs  6  32)  and  Jerubbeaheth  (2 

1.  His  S  11  21),  youngest  son  of  Joash,  of 
Family  and  the  clan  of  Abiezer  in  the  tribe  of 
Home  Manasseh.    His  home  was  at  Ophrah, 

and  his  family  an  obscure  one.  He 
became  the  chief  leader  of  Manasseh  and  the  fif  th 
recorded  judge  of  Isrciel.  The  record  of  his  life  is 
found  in  Jgs  6-8. 

Joash  was  an  idolater,  and  sacrifices  to  Baal  were 
common  among  the  entire  clan.  Gideon  seems  to 
have  held  this  worship  in  contempt,  and  to  have 
pondered  deeply  the  causes  of  Israel's  reverses  and 
the  injuries  wrought  upon  his  own  family  by  the 
hand  of  the  Midianites. 

The  Midianites  under  Zebah  and  Zalmunna,  th^ 

two  greatest  chiefs,  accompanied  by  other  wild 

tribes  of  the  eastern  desert,  had  grad- 

2.  The  ually  encroached  on  the  territory  of 
Midianite  Israel  in  Central  Pal.  They  came 
Oppression  first  as  marauders  and  pillagers  at  the 

time  of  the  harvests,  but  later  they 
forcibly  took  possession  of  lands,  and  thus  inflicted 

Sermanent  injury  and  loss,  esp.  upon  Manasseh  and 
Sphraim.  The  conflicts  became  so  numerous,  the 
appropriation  of  land  so  flagrant,  that  the  matter  of 
sustenance  became  a  serious  problem  (6  4).  The 
multitude  of  these  desert  hordes  and  the  cruelty  of 
their  depredation  rendered  defence  difficult,  and, 
lacking  in  the  spirit  of  national  unity,  the  IsraeUtes 
were  driven  to  dens,  caves  and  rocky  strongholds 
for  safety  (6  2).  After  seven  years  of  such  invasion 
and  suffering  Gideon  comes  upon  the  scene. 

It  is  probable  that  Gideon  had  alread;^  distin- 
guished himself  in  resistance  to  the  Nlidianites 
(6  12),  but  he  now  receives  Divine 

3.  The  Call  commission  to  assiune  the  leadership, 
of  Gideon     Having  taken  his  own  little  harvest  to 

a  secret  place  for  threshing,  that  it 
might  escape  the  greed  of  the  Midianites,  ne  is  but- 
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prised  while  at  work  by  a  visit  from  the  Lord  in  the 
form  of  an  angel.  However  this  scene  (6  11  ff) 
and  its  miraculous  incidents  may  be  int^reted, 
there  can  be  no  question  of  the  divineness  of  Gid- 
eon's c^  or  that  the  voice  which  spoke  to  him  was 
the  voice  of  God.  Neither  the  brooding  over  the 
death  of  his  brothers  at  Tabor  (8  18)  nor  the  pa- 
triotic impulses  dwelling  within  him  can  account 
for  his  assumption  of  leadership.  Nor  did  he  be- 
come leader  at  the  demand  of  tne  people.  He  evi- 
dently had  scarcely  thought  of  himself  as  his 
country's  deliverer.  The  call  not  only  came  to  him 
as  a  surprise,  but  found  him  distrustful  both  of 
himself  (6  15)  and  of  his  people  (ver  13).  It  found 
him  too  without  inclination  for  the  task,  and  only 
his  conviction  that  the  command  was  of  God  per- 
suaded him  to  assume  leadership.  This  gives  the 
note  of  accuracy  to  the  essential  facts  of  the  story. 
Gideon's  demand  for  a  sign  (ver  17)  being  answered, 
the  food  offered  the  messenger  having  been  con- 
sumed by  fire  at  the  touch  of  his  staff,  Gideon 
acknowledged  the  Divine  commission  of  his  visitor, 
and  at  the  place  of  visitation  built  an  altar  to  Jeh 
(vs  19  ff). 

The  call  and  first  commission  of  Gideon  are  closely 
joined.  He  is  at  once  commanded  to  destroy  the 
altars  of  Baal  set  up  by  his  father  at 
4.  His  First  Ophrah,  to  build  an  altar  to  Jeh  at  the 
Commission  same  place  and  thereon  to  offer  one  of 
his  father's  bullocks  as  a  sacrifice  (vs 
25  0/  There  is  no  reason  to  look  on  this  as  a  second 
version  of  Gideon's  call.  It  is  rather  the  beginning 
of  instruction,  and  is  deeply  significant  of  the  accu- 
racy of  the  story,  in  that  it  follows  the  line  of  all  reve- 
lation to  God  s  prophets  and  reformers  to  begin 
their  work  at  home.  Taking  ten  men,  under  the 
cover  of  darkness,  Gideon  does  as  conunanded  (ver 
27).  The  morning  revealed  his  work  and  visited 
upon  him  the  wrath  of  the  people  of  Ophrah.  They 
demand  of  Joash  that  he  put  ms  son  to  death.  The 
answer  of  Joash  is  an  ironical  but  valid  defence  of 
Gideon.  Why  should  the  people  plead  for  Baal? 
A  god  should  be  able  to  plead  his  own  cause  (vs 
28  ff).  This  defence  ^ned  for  Gideon  the  name 
Jerubbaal  (y'rubba^aly  i.e.  ydrebh  hd  harba^d.  ^'Let 
Baal  plead,'^  6  32  AV). 

The  time  intervening  between  this  home  scene 
and  the  actual  campaign  against  the  Midianites 
cannot  definitely  be  named.  It  is  probable  that 
it  took  months  for  Gideon  even  to  rally  the  people 
of  his  own  clan.  The  fact  b  that  all  the  subsequent 
events  of  the  story  are  somewhat  confused  by  what 
looks  like  a  double  narrative  in  which  there  are  ap- 
parent but  not  vital  differences.  Without  ignoring 
this  fact  it  is  still  possible  to  get  a  connected  account 
of  what  actually  transpired. 

When  the  allied  invaders  were  in  camp  on  the 
plain  of  Jezreel,  we  find  Gideon,  having  recruited 
the  Abiezrites  and  sent  messengers  to 
6.  Gideon's  the  various  tribes  of  Israel  (6  34  f), 
Army  pitching  his  camp  near  the  Midianites. 

The  location  of  the  various  camps  of 
Gideon  is  difficult,  as  is  the  method  of  the  recruiting 
of  the  tribes.  For  instance,  6  35  seems  to  be  in 
direct  contradiction  to  7  23,  and  both  are  consid- 
ered of  doubtful  origin.  There  was  evidently, 
however,  a  preliminary  encampment  at  the  place 
of  rallying.  While  waiting  here,  Gideon  further 
tested  his  commission  by  the  dry  and  wet  fleece 
(6  37  ff)  and,  convinced  of  (jod's  purpose  to  save 
Israel  by  his  leadership,  he  moves  nis  camp  to  the 
S.E.  edge  of  the  plain  of  Jezreel  nearby  the  spring 
of  Harod.  From  his  point  of  vantage  here  he  could 
look  down  on  the  tents  of  Midian.  The  account  of 
the  reduction  of  his  large  army  from  32,(XX)  to  300 
(7  2  ff)  is  generally  accepted  as  belonging  to  a  later 
tradition.    Neither  of  the  tests,  however,  is  un- 


natural, and  the  first  was  not  imusual.  According 
to  the  account,  Gideon  at  the  Lord's  command  first 
excused  all  the  fearful.  This  left  him  with  10,000 
men.  This  number  was  reduced  to  300  by  a  test 
of  their  method  of  drinking.  This  test  can  easily 
be  seen  to  evidence  the  eagerness  and  courage  of 
men  for  battle  (Jos). 

Having  thus  reduced  the  army  and  having  the 

assurance  that  the  Lord  would  deliver  to  him  and 

his  little  band  the  forces  of  Midian, 

6.  The  Gideon,  with  a  servant,  went  by  night 
Midianites*  to  the  edge  of  the  camp  of  his  enemy, 
Discom-  and  there  heard  the  telling  and  inter- 
fiture  and  pretation  of  a  dream  which  greatly 
Flight            encouraged  him  and  led  him  to  strike 

an  immediate  blow  (7  9  ff).  Again  we 
find  a  conflict  of  statement  between  7  20  and  7  22, 
but  the  conflict  is  as  to  detail  only.  Dividing  his 
men  into  three  equal  bands,  Gideon  arranges  that 
with  trumpets,  and  lights  concealed  in  pitchers,  and 
with  the  cry,  "The  sword  of  Jeh  and  of  Gideon!" 
they  shall  descend  and  charge  the  Midianites  simul- 
taneously from  three  sides.  This  stratagem  for 
concealing  his  numbers  and  for  terrifying  the  enemy 
succeeds,  and  the  Midianites  and  their  aJlies  flee 
in  disorder  toward  the  Jordan  (7  18  ff).  The  rout 
was  complete,  and  the  victory  was  intensified  by 
the  fact  that  in  the  darkness  the  enemy  turned 
their  swords  against  one  another.  Admitting  that 
we  have  two  narratives  (cf  7  24;  8  3  with  8  4  ff) 
and  that  there  is  some  difference  between  them  in 
the  details  of  the  attack  and  the  progress  of  the 
conflict,  there  is  no  need  for  confusion  m  the  main 
line  of  events.  One  part  of  the  fleeing  enemy  evi- 
dently crossed  the  Jordan  at  Succoth,  oeins  led  by 
Zebfl£  and  ZtJmunna.  The  superior  force  followed 
the  river  farther  south,  toward  the  ford  of  Beth- 
barah.  Gideon  sent  messengers  to  the  men  of 
Ephraim  (7  24),  probably  before  the  first  attack, 
asking  them  to  mtercept  the  Midianites,  should 
they  attempt  to  escape  by  the  fords  in  their  terri- 
tory.   This   they  did,   defeating   the 

7.  Death  of  enemy  at  Beth-barah  and  slaying  the 
Oreb  and  princes  Oreb  and  Zeeb  ("the  Raven" 
Zeeb  and  "the  Wolf").    As  proof  of  their 

victory  and  valor  they  brought  the 
heads  of  the  princes  to  Gideon  and  accused  him  of 
having  discounted  their  braverv  by  not  calling  them 
earlier  into  the  fight.  But  Gideon  was  a  master  of 
diplomacy,  as  welTajs  of  strate^,  and  won  the  friend- 
ship of  Ephraim  by  magnifying  their  accomplish- 
ment in  comparison  with  his  own  (8  Iff). 

Gideon  now  pursues  S^bah  and  Zalmunna  on  the 
E.  side  of  the  river.  The  people  on  that  side  are 
still  in  great  fear  of  the  Midianites  and  refuse  even 
to  feed  his  army.  At  Succoth  they  say  to  him, 
"Are  the  hands  of  Zebah  and  Zalmunna  now  in  thv 
hand,  that  we  should  give  bread  unto  thine  army?" 
(8  6).  At  Penuel  he  meets  with  the  same  refusal 
(8  8).  Promising  to  deal  with  Succoth  and  Penuel 
as  they  deserve  when  he  is  through  with  his  present 
task,  Gideon  pushes  on  with  his  half-famished  but 
courageous  men,  overtakes  the  Midianites,  defeats 
them,  captures  Zebah  and  Zalmunna,  and,  returning, 
punishes,  according  to  his  promise,  both  Succoth  and 
Penuel  (8  7.9.13  ff). 

Thus  was  the  power  of  the  Midianites  and  the 

desert  hordes  broken  in  Canaan  and  a  forty  years' 

peace  came  to  Israel.     But  the  two 

8.  Death  of  kings  of  Midian  must  now  meet  their 
Zebah  and  fate  as  defeated  warriors.  They  had 
Zalmunna     led  their  forces  at  Tabor  when  the 

brothers  of  Gideon  perished.  So  Gid- 
eon commands  his  young  son  Jether  to  slay  them 
as  though  they  were  not  worthy  of  death  at  a  war- 
rior's hand  (8  20).  The  youth  fearing  the  task, 
Gideon  himself  put  them  to  death  (8  21). 


OQMd 
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The  people  claioored  to  make  Gideon  king.    He 
refused,  bemg  moved  possibly  by  a  de^re  to  main- 
tain the  theocracy.     To   this  end  he 

9.  Gideon's  asks  only  the  jewelry  taken  as  spoil 
Ephod  in  the  battles  (8  24fr),  and  with  it 

makes  an  ephod,  probably  an  image  of 
Jeh,  and  places  it  in  a  house  oE  the  Lord  at  Op&ah, 
By  this  act  it  was  later  thought  that  Gideon  con- 
tnbuted  Ui  a  future  idolatry  of  Israel.  The  narra- 
tive  properly   closes   with   8  28.     The   remaining 

verses  containing  the  account  of  Gid- 

10.  His         eon's  family  and  death  (8  30  ff)  and 
DesQi  the    record    of     events    immediately 

subsequent  to  Gideon's  death  (8  33  fO 
come  from  other  sources  than  the  original  narrators. 

C.    E.    SCHBNK 

GIDBONI,  gid-e-5'nl  CVf^,  gidh'dnl):  The 
father  of  Abidan  who  was  prince  of  Benjamin,  men- 
tioned only  in  connection  with  the  son  (Nu  1  11; 
S  22;  7  60,65;  10  24). 

GIDOH,  gi'dom  (USyi,  gidk'lhtt):  The  limit 
eastward,  from  Gibeah  toward  the  wildemeea,  of 
the  pursuit  of  Benjamin  by  Israel  (Jgs  SO  45).  No 
name  suggesting  this  has  yet  been  recovered.  It  is 
not  mentioned  elsewhere. 

GIES-EAGLE,  jer'-^g'I  (011*^,  rOi^Om;  Kixrat, 
kiUtnot,  in  Lev,  mp^vptov,  ptrrpAurtM,  in  Dt):  The 
name  applied  to  one  of  the  commonest  of  the  vul- 
tures, and  not  an  eagle  at  all.  The  word  is  derived 
from  a  Heb  root,  meaning  "to  love,"  and  was  ap- 
plied to  the  birds  because  mated  pairs  seldom  sepa- 
rated. These  were  smaller  birds  and  inferior  to 
the  largest  members  of  the  family.  They  nested 
on  a  solid  base,  lived  in  pwrs,  and  not  only  flocked 
over  carrion  as  larger  species  permitted,  but  also  at« 
the  vilest  oflal  of  all  sorts,  for  which  reason  they  were 
protected  by  a.  death  penalty  by  one  of  the  Pharaohs. 


Qler-Ba^  (Ntapkron  piroispOrui). 

Because  of  this  the  birds  became  so  frequent  and 
daring  around  camps,  among  t«n(--dwelleTB,  and  in 
cities,  that  they  were  commonly  called  "Pharaoh's 
chickens."  They  are  mentioned  in  the  Bible  in  the 
lists  of  abominations  found  in  Lev  11  13  and  Dt 
U  12  (AVoBsitrage");  li  17  AV  (RV  "vulture"). 

Gene  Stratfon-Portbr 

GIFT,  pft  (njl??,  mauanoh,  nnj5,  min^Sh, 
nirttj,  ahBhadh;  SApov,  dfiron,  6i^&,  dored,  )id- 
fiMyM,  cMritma):    In  Geo  SS  6;    Ex  28  38;    Nu 


18  6.7.29;    Ezk  S 


,  etc,  maUSTiSh,  "a  pft,"  is 


!.6AV;  2  Ch  26  8),  in  which  passages  "tribute" 
s  meant,  as  RV:  82  23;  Pa  4S  12.  A  few  other 
words  occur  singly,  e.g.  'ethkar,  "a  reward"  (Ps  71 
10):  mcu'lth,  "hTtmg  up"  (lilst  9  18);  JiOlhan  is  tr* 
"gifU"  (Nu  8  19;  RVm  "Heb  WlhUnlm,  pven"); 
nidheh,  nMhan,  "impure  gifts"  (Eik  16  33);  ntt- 
il'Pi,  '^a  thing  lifted  up"  (2  S  19  42);  ahdhadh  raeMa 
"a  bribe"  (Ex  28  8;  Dt  16  19;  2  Ch  19  7;  Prov 

6  35;  17  8.23:  Isa  1  23:  £zk  22  12);  in  each 
instance  ARV  has  "bribe"  except  Prov  6  35, 
"gifts";  tYamOk,  "a  present"  (Prov  29  4),  may 
also  mean  a  bribe,  AV  "he  that  receiveth  ^ts, 
RV  "he  that  exacteth  gifts,"  m  "imposeth  tnbute, 
Heb  a  man  of  offerings. 

In  the  NT  ddron,  "a  present,"  "pft"  (from  dldOtid, 
"to  give"),  is  tr'i  "gift''  (Mt  2  11;  S  23.24  bit;  Mk 

7  11  AV;  He  fi  1;  Rev  11  10,  etc,  rrferring  clu«av 
to  (pfts  or  offerings  to  God);  dSrea,  "a  free  gift 
(Jn  1  10;  Acta  2  38;  Rom  9  15.17:  2  Cor  9  15; 
He  6  4,  etc,  refening  to  the  ^fts  of  God);  dfirlma, 
"a  free  gift''  (Rom  S  16;  Jas  1  17,  ERV  "boon"): 
d6ii»,  a  ^ving"  (Jas  1  17,  "every  good  gift, 
RVm  "givmg");  charitma,  "grace,"  "favor,"  a 
benefit  or  good  conferred,  is  also  used  of  IKvine  gjfts 
and  favors,  esp.  of  the  Bupematural  ^fts  impifted 
by  the  Holy  Spirit  (eAorttmo/o)  enumerated  in 
Rom  12;  1  Cor  12:  the  word  occuia  tr'  "gift, 
nfts"  (Rom  1  11),  some  spiritual  gift"  (S  15.16, 
"free  gift" ;  6  23,  "The  gift  of  God  is  eternal  life," 
RV  •Iree  gift";  11  29;  1  Cor  1  7;  7  7;  2  Cor 
1  11;  J  l^m  4  14;  2  Tim  1  6;  I  Pet  4  10); 
ehdrit,  "grace,"  "favor"  (2  Cor  8  4,  RV  "grace"); 
merismdg,  "distribution."  "parting"  (He  3  4,  RVm 
"distributions");  aruUMma,  "a  thing  devoted  to 
God,"  is  once  (Lk  SI  Si  used  of  "the  goodly  dfts" 
(RV  "offerings")  which  adorned  the  Temple  at 


Jer 

In  KV  "gut"  la  nibvUtuted  In  Uie  text  ti  Qtn 

for  blewin*.  m  -Heb  blewl— ' —"■  *■'— 

hla  gll^    ■  -    - 
a  lAe  p_.. 
ins  ei't    tor 


Bin. 


Kin  S 


7  11). 

W.  L.  Walebb 
GIFT  OF  TONGUES.    See  Tonqubs,  Girt  or. 

GIFTS    OF    HEALING.    See  HEALisa. 

GIFTS,  SPDUTUAL.    See  Spiritual  Girra. 

GIHON,  ^hon  {Tim.ifihOn;  IV.  GiOn):  One 
of  the  four  rivers  of  Eden  (Gen  2  13).  It  is  said 
to  compass  the  whole  land  of  Gush  (Ethiopia),  prob- 
ably a  province  E.  of  the  Tigris.  The  Ginon  is 
thought  by  Sayce  to  be  the  Kerkha,  coming  down 
from  Luristan  through  the  province  known  in  the 
cuneiform  texts  as  Kasffl,  probably  the  Cush  of  the 
Bible.    See  Eden. 

Used  flz.  of  wisdom  in  Sir  U  27,  "as  Gihon  [AV 
Geon]  in  ine  days  of  vintage." 

GIHON  rpn''J,  ffttfln,  I'lnj,  gi^  [in  1  K], 
from  root  n^3 ,  "to  burst  forth") : 

(1)  See  preceding  article. 

(2)  The  Nile  in  Jer  2  18  LXX  (rvS.,  G»n); 
inHebnirnS,sAifrflr  (seeSuiHOR). 

(3)  A  spring  in  Jerus,  evidently  sacred,  and,  for 
that  reason,  selected  as  the  scene  of  Solomon's 
coronation  (1  K  1  38).  It  is  without  doubt  the 
spring  known  to  the  Moslems  as  'Ain  Umm  ed 
der^j  ("the  spring  of  the  steps")  and  to  the  Chris- 
tians as  'Ain  SiUi  Miriam  ("the  springof  the  la<W 
Mary"),  or  commonly  as  the  "Virgin's  Fount."  ft 
in  the  one  true  spring  of  Jerus,  the  oridnal  source  of 

to  the  site  of  the  early  settlers;  it  is  sit- 
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uated  in  the  Kidron  valley  on  the  £.  ude  of  "Ophel," 
and  due  S.  <rf  the  temple  area.  See  Jebusaleh. 
The  water  in  tlie  present  day  is  brackish  and  im- 
pregnated with  sewage.  The  spring  is  intermittent 
m  character,  "buratlng  up"  at  intervals:  this 
feature  may  account  for  the  name  Gihon  and  for 
its  sacred  characters.  In  NT  times  it  was,  as  it  is 
today,  credited  with  healing  virtues.  See  Bktr- 
ESDA.  Its  position  is  clear^  defined  in  the  OT. 
Manasseh  "built  an  outer  waU  to  the  city  of  David, 
on  the  W.  aide  of  Gihon,  in  the  valley  (  — Nahal, 
i.e,  the  Kidron;  2  Ch  33  14).  From  Gihon  Heze- 
kiah  made  his  aqueduct  (2  Ch  SS  30),  now  the 
Siloam  tunnel.    See  Siloam. 


The  Virgin's  Fount. 

Hie  spring  is  approached  by  a  steep  descent  down 
30  steps,  the  water  rising  deep  vtnaerground;  the 
condition  is  due  to  the  vast  accumulation  of  rub- 
bish— the  result  of  the  many  destructions  of  the 
city — which  now  fills  the  valley  bed.  Originally 
the  water  ran  down  the  open  valley.  The  water 
rises  from  a  long  deep  crack  in  the  rock,  partly 
under  the  lowest  of  the  steps  and  to  a  lesser  extent 
in  the  mouth  of  a  small  cave,  11}  ft.  long  by  5  ft. 
wide,  into  which  all  the  watCT  poura.  The  village 
women  of  Sitoam  obtain  the  water  at  the  mouth  of 
the  cave,  but  when  the  supply  is  scanty  they  ac- 
tually go  under  the  lowest  step — where  there  is  a 
kind  of  chamber — and  fill  their  vessels  there.  At 
the  farther  end  of  this  cave  is  the  opening  leading 
into  the  aqueduct  down  which  the  water  flows  to 
emerge  after  many  winding  at  the  pool  of  Siloam. 
The  &Bt  part  of  this  aqueduct  is  older  than  the  time 
of  Hesekiah  and  led  oridnally  to  the  peipendicular 
shaft,  connected  with  "Warren's  tunnel  described 
elsewhere  (see  Siixiam;   Zion). 

The  pre^nunent  position  of  importance  which 
Gihon  held  in  the  eyes  of  the  earlier  inhabitants  of 
Jerus  is  shown  b^  the  extraordinary  number  of 
passages,  rock  cuttings,  walls  and  aqueducts  which 
exist  all  about  the  spring.  Walls  have  been  made 
at  different  periods  to  bank  up  the  waters  and  direct 
them  into  the  channels  provided  for  them.  Of  aque- 
ducts, besides  the  "Siloam  aqueduct,"  two  others 
have  been  farmed.  One  running  from  the  source 
at  a  conmderable  lower  level  than  that  of  Hezekiah 
was  followed  by  the  present  writer  (see  PEFS, 
1902,  36-38)  for  176  ft.  It  was  very  winding,  fol- 
lowing apparently  the  W.  side  of  the  Kidron  valley. 
It  was  a  wctl-cemented  channel,  about  1|  ft.  wide 
and  on  an  average  of  4}  ft.  high,  roofed  in  with  well- 
cut  stones.  There  are  no  certain  indications  of  age, 
but  in  the  writer's  opinion  it  is  a  much  later  con- 
struction than  Hezekiah's  aqueduct,  though  the 
rock-cut  part  near  the  source  may  be  older.  It  was 
discovered  by  the  Siloam  feHoAin,  because,  through 
a  fault  in  the  dam,  all  the  wat^  of  the  "Vir^'s 
Fount"   was  disappearing  down  this  channel.     A 


third  aqueduct  has  recently  been  discovered  run- 
ning off  at  a  higher  level  than  the  other  two.  It  is 
a  channel  deeplv  cut  in  the  rock  with  curious  trough- 
like stones  all  along  its  floor.  It  appears  to  be  made 
for  water,  but  one  branch  of  it  actually  slopes  up- 
ward toward  its  end.  The  pottery,  which  is  early 
Hebrew,  shows  that  it  is  very  ancient.  The  whofe 
accumulated  debris  around  the  source  is  full  of  pre- 
Israelite  and  early  Israelite  pottery. 

E.  W.  G.  Mastbmian 
GILALAI,    pl'a-U,    p-lft'll    rt^5,    gOBXay):    A 
musician  in  the  procession  at  the  dedication  of  the 
wall,  son  of  a  pneet  (Neh  12  3S). 

GILBOA,  gil-b5'a,  MODHT  (?a>3ri  ll^ ,  ftw  fto- 
gUM^^,  "Mount  of  the  Gilboa") :  Unless  we  ahould 
read  "Gilboa"  for  "Gilead"  in  <Jf^  7  3  (see  Gilead, 
2)  this  mountain  is  mentioned  in  Scripture  only  in 
oonnecUon  with  the  last  conflict  of  Saul  with  the 
Philis,  and  his  disastrous  defeat  (1  S  36  4;  SI  1. 
8:  2  8  1  6.21-  ai  12;  1  Ch  10  1.8).  If  Zer'Inbe 
identical  with  Jezreel — a  point  upon  which  Professor 
R.  A.  S.  Macalister  has  recently  cast  some  doubt — 
Saul  must  have  occupied  the  slopes  on  the  N.W. 
side  of  the  mountain,  near  "the  lountain  which  b 
in  Jeireel"  (1  S  39  1).  The  Philis  attacked  from 
the  pltun,  and  the  battle  went  sore  agejnst  the  men 
of  Israel,  who  broke  and  fled;  and  in  the  flight 
Jonathan,  Abinadab  and  Malcm-ehua,  sons  of  Saul, 
were  slain.  Rather  than  be  taken  by  his  lifelong 
foes,  Saul  fell  upon  his  sword  and  died  (1  S  SI  1  B). 

The  modem  name  of  the  mountain  is  Jebd 
Falfu'a.  It  rises  on  the  eastern  edge  of  the  plain  of 
Eedraeion,  and,  running  from  Zer'in  to  the  S.E.,  it 
then  sweeps  southward  to  join  tbe  Samarian  up- 
lands. It  presents  an  imposing  appearance  from 
the  pltun,  but  the  highest  point.  Sheikh  BurlfSn,  is 
not  more  than  1,696  ft.  above  sea  level.  In  the 
higher  reaches  the  range  is  rugged  and  barren;  but 
vegetation  is  plentiful  on  thelower  slopes,  esp.  to 
the  W.  The  Kishon  takes  its  rise  on  the  mountain. 
Under  the  northern  cliffs  rises  'Ain  JalHd,  possibly 
identical  with  HABon,  Well  or,  which  see.  In  jd- 
biln,  a  village  on  the  western  declivity,  there  is  per- 
haps on  echo  of  the  old  name.  W.  Ewma 

OILEAD,  gil'6-ad  (Tybj.*:!,  ha^<tdK,  "the  Gil- 
ead"): The  name  is  explained  in  Gen  SI  46ff.51, 
as  derived  from  Heb  gatj  "a  caim,"  and  'Idh,  "wit- 
ness," agreeii^in  meaning  with  the  Aram,  y'ghar- 
a/HiOdhiim' .  The  Arab,  jiirod  means  "rough," 
"rugged." 

(1)  A  city  named  in  Hos  C  8;  13  11,  possibly 
to  be  identified  with  Gilead  near  to  Mizpaih  (Jgs  10 
17).  If  this  is  correct,  the  ancient  city  may  be 
represented  by  the  modem  Jii'id,  a  ruin  about  5 
miles  N.  of  M-Soif- 

(2)  A  mountam  named  in  Jga  T  3.  Gideon, 
ordered  to  reduce  the  number  of  men  who  were  with 
him,  commanded  all  who  were  "fearful  and  trem- 
bling" to  "return  and  depart  from  Mt.  Gilead." 
RVm  reads  "return  and  go  round  about  from  Mt. 
Gilead."     Gideon  and  his  army  lay  to  the  S.  of  the* 

C"  In  of  Jeireel  on  the  lower  slopes  of  Gilboa.  It 
been  suggested  (Studer,  Comrn.,  ad  loc.)  that, 
as  the  Midiamtes  lay  between  the  men  of  the  north- 
em  tribes  and  their  homes,  they  were  told  to  crosa 
the  Jordan,  make  a  detour  through  Gilead,  and  thus 
avoid  the  enemy.  Possibly,  however,  we  should 
read  Gilboa  for  Gilead;  or  part  of  the  moimtun 
may  have  borne  the  name  of  Gilead.  The  last  sug- 
gestion is  favored  by  the  presence  of  a  strong  spring 
under  tbe  northern  declivity  of  Gilboa,  nearly  2 
miles  from  Zer'ln,  possibly  to  be  identified  with  tbe 
Well  of  Harod.  In  the  modem  name,  'Ain  JaiOd, 
there  may  be  an  echo  of  the  ancient  Gilead. 


Gilead 
Gin 
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(3)  The  name  is  applied  generally  to  the  mountain 

mass  lying  between  the  Yarmuk  on  the  N.»  and 

Wddy  Hesbdn  on  the  S.;   the  Jordan 

1.  The  Land  being  the  boundary  on  the  W.,  while 
of  Gilead      on  the  E.  it  marched  with  the  desert. 

Moimt  Gilead — ^lit.  "Mount  of  the 
Gilead" — ^may  refer  to  some  particular  height  which 
we  have  now  no  means  of  identifying  (Gen  31  23). 
The  name  Jebel  Jil'^dd  is  still,  indeed,  applied  to  a 
mountain  S.  of  Nakr  ez-Zerfpd  and  N.  of  esSalt; 
but  this  does  not  meet  the  necessities  of  the  passage 
as  it  stands.  The  same  expression  in  Dt  3  12  ob- 
viously stands  for  the  whole  country.  This  is  prob- 
ably true  also  in  Cant  4  1.  The  name  Gilead  is 
sometimes  used  to  denote  the  whole  country  E.  of 
the  Jordan  (Gen  37  25;  Josh  22  9;  2  S  2  9,  etc). 
Again,  along  with  Bashan,  it  indicates  the  land  E. 

of  Jordan,  as  distinguished  from  the 

2.  Bashan     Moab  plateau  (Dt  3  10;  Josh  13  11; 

2  K  10  33).  In  the  N.  Gilead  bor- 
dered upon  Geshur  and  Maacah  (Josh  13  11.13); 
and  here  the  natural  boundary  would  be  formed  by 
the  deep  gorge  of  the  YarmtUc  and  Wddy  esh- 
SheUdleh.  In  pre-Israelite  times  the  Jabbok  (Nahr 
eznZerJfd),  which  cuts  the  country  in  two,  divided 
the  kingdom  of  Sihon  from  that  of  Og  (Dt  3  16: 
Josh  12  2).  The  frontiers  between  the  tribes  of 
Reuben,  Gad  and  .Manasseh  cannot  be  indicated 
with  any  certainty.  Probably  they  varied  at  differ- 
ent times  (cf  Josh  13  24  ff ;  1  Ch  6  8.9.11.16).  It 
greatly  increases  the  difficulty  that  so  many  of  the 
cities  named  are  still  imidentined.  But  in  any  case 
it  is  clear  that  the  bulk  of  Gilead  fell  to  Gad,  so  that 
Gilead  might  stand  for  Gad  (Jgs  6  17).  Hawoth- 
JAiB  (which  see),  "the  villages  of  Jair,"  lay  in  Gilead 
(Jes  10  4).  The  modern  division  of  the  country 
follows  the  natural  features.  From  the  Yarmuk  to 
Nahr  ez-Zerlpd  is  the  district  of  ^AjlUn;  and  from  the 
Zerjpd  to  the  Amon  is  d-Bdlpd, 

The  geolo^cal  formation  is  the  same  as  that  of 
Western  Pal,  but  the  underlying  sandstone,  which 

does  not  appear  W.  of  the  Jordan, 
8.  Geology   forms  the  base  slopes  of  the  chain  of 

Moab  and  Gilead,  and  is  traceable  as 
far  as  the  Jabbok.  It  is  covered  in  part  by  the  more 
recent  white  marls  which  form  the  curious  peaks 
of  the  foothills  immediately  above  the  Jordan 
valley;  but  reaches  above  them  to  an  elevation  of 
1,000  ft.  above  the  Mediterranean  on  the  S.,  and 
forms  the  bed  of  the  Bu^^a  basin  farther  E.,  and 
1,000  ft.  higher.  Above  this  lies  the  hard,  imper- 
vious dolomite  limestone  which  appears  in  the  rug- 
ged hills  round  the  Jabbok  anci  m  Jebel  ^Ajlun, 
rising  on  an  average  1,500  ft.  above  the  sandstone 
and  forming  the  bed  of  the  copious  springs.  It  also 
dips  toward  the  Jordan  valley,  and  the  water  from 
the  siuiace  of  the  plateau,  sinking  down  to  the  sur- 
face of  their  formation,  bursts  out  of  the  hill  slopes 
on  the  W.  in  perennial  brooks.  It  was  from  the 
ruggedness  of  this  hard  limestone  that  Gilead  ob- 
tained its  name.  Above  this  again  is  the  white 
chalk  of  the  desert  plateau^  the  same  as  that  foimd 
^in  Samaria  and  Lower  Galilee,  with  bands  of  flint 
or  chert  in  contorted  layers,  or  strewn  in  pebbles 
on  the  surface.  Where  this  formation  is  deep  the 
country  is  bare  and  arid,  supplied  by  cistems  and 
deep  wells.  Thus  the  plateau  becomes  desert,  while 
the  hill  slopes  abound  in  streams  and  springs;  and 
for  this  reason  Western  Gilead  is  a  fertile  country, 
and  Eastern  Gilead  is  a  wilderness  (Conder,  DB,  s.v.) . 
The  uplands  of  Gilead  may  be  described  as  the 
crumpling  of  the  edge  of  the  great  eastern  plateau 

ere  it  plunges  into  the  Ghor.  The 
4.  Moun-  average  height  of  the  range  is  about 
tains  4,000  ft.  above  the  Jordan  valley,  or 

3,000  ft.  above  the  Mediterranean. 
The  greatest  height  is  toward  the  S.,  where  it  cul- 


minates in  Jebel  Osh^a  (3,597  ft.),  to  the  N.  of  e9- 
Salt.  This  mountain  commands  a  most  spacious 
view.  To  the  E.  of  it  lies  the  hollow  (an  old  lake 
bottom)  of  ei-Bu^\  fully  1,500  ft.  lower.  In  the 
N.  we  have  Jebel  HakaH  (3,408  ft.),  W.  of  ReimUn. 
Almost  as  high  (3,430  ft.)  is  Jebd  Kafkafahj  about 
12  miles  to  the  N.E.  A  striking  point  (2,700  ft.) 
fully  2  miles  N.W.  of  ^Ajlun,  is  crowned  by  f^oTat 
er-Kabadf  whence  again  a  view  of  extraordinary 
extent  is  gained. 

The  Yarmuk  and  the  Zer^ — see  Jabbok — are 
the  main  streams,  but  almost  every  valley  has  its 
perennial  brook.  While  not  so  rich 
6.  Streams  as  the  volcanic  loam  in  the  N.  and  in 
and  the  S.,  the  soil  of  Gilead  amply  repays 

Products  the  labor  of  the  husbandman.  Of 
flowers  the  most  plentiful  are  the  phlox, 
the  cistus  and  the  narcissus.  Hawthorn,  mastic 
and  arbutus  abound,  while  many  a  glen  and  slope 
is  shady  with  shaggy  oak  woods,  and,  in  the  higher 
reaches,  with  pines.  The  streams  are  fringed  with 
oleander.  The  monotony  of  the  stony  plateau  is 
broken  by  clumps  of  the  hardy  white  broom.  In 
the  lower  groimd  are  found  the  tamarisk  and  the 
lotus,  with  many  a  waving  cane-brake.  The  scenery 
is  more  beautiful  and  picturesque  than  that  of  any 
other  district  of  Pal.  The  soil  is  not  now  cultivated 
to  any  great  extent;  but  it  furnishes  ample  pasture 
for  many  flocks  and  herds  (Cant  6  5). 

The  Ishmaelites  from  Gilead  (Gen  37  25)  were 
carrying  "spioery  and  balm  and  myrrh."  From  old 
time  Gilead  was  famed  for  its  Balm  (q.v.).  The  Z^, 
tr<*  "myrrh"  in  the  above  passage,  was  probably  the 
gum  produced  by  the  Ciatua  ladaniferua,  a  flower 
which  still  aboimds  in  Gilead. 

After  the  conquest,  as  we  have  seen,  Gilead 
passed  mainly  into  the  hands  of  Gad.  An  Ammon- 
ite attack  was  repulsed  by  the  prowess 
6.  History  of  Jephthah  (Jgs  11  In);  and  the 
spite  of  the  Ephraimites  was  terribly 
punished  (12  1  ff).  Gilead  at  first  favored  the 
cause  of  Ishbosheth  (2  S  2  9),  but  after  the  murder 
of  that  prince  the  Gileadites  came  with  the  rest  of 
Israel  to  David  (6  1).  By  the  conquest  of  the 
fortress  Kabbah,  which  the  Ammonites  had  con- 
tinued to  hold,  the  land  passed  finally  under  the 
power  of  David  (12  26  ff).  David  fled  to  Maha- 
naim  from  Absalom,  and  that  rebel  prince  perished 
in  one  of  the  forests  of  Gilead  (2  S  17  24;  18  6  ff). 
Joab's  census  included  Gilead  (24  6).  Solomon 
had  two  commissariat  districts  in  Gilead  (1  K  4 
13f.l9).  Before  Ramoth-gilead,  which  he  sought 
to  win  back  from  the  Syrians  who  had  captured  it, 
Ahab  received  his  death  woimd  (22  1  ff).  The 
Svrians  asserted  their  supremacy  in  Gilead  (2  K 
10  32  f)  where  Moab  and  Israel  had  contended 
with  varying  fortune  (M  S).  At  length  Tiglath- 
pileser  overran  the  country  and  transported  many 
of  the  inhabitants  (2  K  16  29).  This  seems  to 
have  led  to  a  reconquest  of  the  land  by  heathen- 
ism, and  return  to  Gilead  was  promised  to  Israel 
(Zee  10  10). 

At  a  later  time  the  Jewish  residents  in  Gilead 
were  exposed  to  danger  from  their  heathen  neigh- 
bors. On  their  behalf  Judas  Maccabaeus  invaded 
the  country  and  met  with  striking  success  (1  Mace 
6  Off).  Alexander  Jannaeus,  who  had  subdued 
Gilead,  was  forced  to  yield  it  ag^n  to  the  king  of 
Arabia  {Ant,  XIII,  xivj  2;  BJ.  I,  iv,  3).  During 
the  Roman  period,  esp.  m  the  2a  and  3d  cents.  AD, 
the  land  enjoyed  great  prosperity.  Then  were  built 
such  cities  as  Gadara  and  Gerasa,  which  are  still 
imposing,  even  in  ruins.  The  appearance  of  the 
Moslem  armies  was  the  signal  for  its  decay.  At- 
tempts were  made  to  recover  it  for  Christianity  by 
Baldwin  I  (1118  AD)  and  Baldwin  II  (1121  AD); 
and  the  Crusaders  left  their  mark  in  such  strong- 
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holds  as  ^oTat  er-Rabadf  and  the  castle  at  e^^alf. 
With  the  reassertion  of  Moslem  supremacy  a  cur- 
tam  falls  over  the  history  of  the  district;  and  only 
in  comparatively  recent  times  has  it  ag^  become 
known  to  travelers.  The  surveys  directed  by  the 
Pal  Exploration  Fund,  in  so  far  as  they  have  been 
carried  out,  are  invaluable.  N.  of  the  Jabbok  are 
many  villages,  and  a  fair  amount  of  cultivation. 
Es  Salt  is  the  only  village  of  any  importance  in  the 
S.  It  is  famous  for  its  raisins.  Its  spacious  up- 
lands, its  wooded  and  well-watered  valleys  have 
been  for  centuries  the  pasture-land  of  the  nomads. 

Literature. — ^Useful  information  will  be  found  in 
Merrill,  EomI  of  the  Jordan;  Ollphant,  Land  of  Oilead: 
Thomson,  LB:  and  esp.  tn  Conder,  Heth  and  Moab^  and 
in'  Memoirs  of  the  Survey  of  Eastern  Pal. 

,  W.  EWINQ 

GILEAD  (T7?5,  gil'adh): 

(1)  A  son  of  Machir,  grandson  of  Manasseh  (Nu 
26  29.30). 

(2)  The  father  of  Jephthah  (Jgs  11  1.2). 

(3)  A  Gadite,  the  son  of  Michael  (1  Ch  6  14). 

GILEAD,  BALM  OF.    See  Balm  or  Gilbad. 
GILEAD,  MOUNT.   See  Gilead  (2). 

GILEADITES,  gil'g-ad-Its : 

(1)  A  branch  of  the  tribe  of  Manasseh  (Nu  26 
29). 

(2)  Natives  of  the  district  of  Gilead  (Jgs  10  3; 
11  1,  etc). 

GILGAL,  gil'gal  (bjbj,  gilgOl,  "circle";  TAXyaKa, 
Gdlgala) :  The  art.  is  always  with  the  name  except 
in  Josh  6  9.  There  are  three  places  to  which  the 
name  is  attached: 

(1)  The  first  camp  of  Israel  after  crossing  the 
Jordan  (Josh  4  19;  6  9.10;  9  6;  10  7;  U  6;  16 
7;  Dt  11  30).  According  to  Josh  16  7  it  lay  to 
the  N.  of  the  valley  of  Achor,  which  formed  the 
border  between  Judah  and  Benjamin.  Here  12 
memorial  stones  taken  from  the  bed  of  the  river 
were  set  up  by  Joshua,  after  the  miraculous  crossing 
of  the  Jordan;  and  nere  (Josh  6  6  ft)  the  people 
were  circumcised  preparatory  to  their  possession 
of  the  land,  when  it  is  said  in  Josh,  with  a  play  upon 
the  word,  "This  day  have  I  rolled  away  the  reproach 
of  Egypt  from  off  you."  Whereupon  the  Passover 
was  celebrated  (ver  10)  and  the  manna  ceased  (ver 
12).  To  Gilgal  the  ark  returned  every  day  aiter 
having  compassed  the  city  of  Jericho  durmg  its 
siege  (6  11).  Hither  the  (jiibeonites  came  to  make 
their  treaty  (9  3ff),  and  again  (10  6)  to  ask  aid 
against  the  Amorites.    Gilgal  was  still  the  head- 

rrters  of  the  Israelites  after  the  battle  with  the 
orites  (ver  15);  again  after  Joshua's  extensive 
victorious  campaign  in  the  hill  country  of  Judaea 
extending  to  Aadesh-bamea  and  Gaza  (10  15  ff); 
and  still  later  upon  his  return  from  the  great  battle 
at  the  Waters  of  Merom  (14  6).  At  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  conquest  (18  1),  the  headquarters  were 
transferred  to  Uhiloh  on  the  summit  of  the  moun- 
tain ridge  to  the  W. 

Gilgal  reappears  frequently  in  subsequent  his- 
tory. Samuel  (1  S  7  16)  made  it  one  of  the  three 
places  where  he  annually  held  circuit  court,  the 
other  places  being  B«thel  and  Mizpah.  The  LXX 
text  adds  that  these  were  holy  places.  The  place 
continued  as  one  of  special  resort  for  sacrifices 
(10  8;  13  8.9.10;  16  21)^  while  it  was  here  that 
Samuel  hewed  Agag  to  pieces  before  the  Lord  (16 
33),  and  that  Saul  was  both  crowned  (11  14.15)  and 
rejected  as  king.  It  was  at  Gilgal,  also  (2  S  19  15), 
that  the  people  assembled  to  welcome  David  as 
he  returned  from  his  exile  beyond  Jordan  during 
Absalom-s  rebellion.    The  early  prophets  refer  to 


Gilgal  as  a  center  of  idolatry  in  their  day  (Hos 
4  15;  9  15:  12  11;  Am  4  4;  6  5).  Micah  (6  5) 
represents  Gilgal  as  at  the  other  end  of  the  Dead 
Sea  from  Shittim. 

In  1874  Ck)nder  recognized  the  name  Gilgal  as 
surviving  in  Birket  JUjiUiehy  a  pool  beside  a  tam- 
arisk tree  3  miles  E.  of  old  Jericho.  The  pool  meas- 
ures 100  ft.  by  84,  and  is  surrounded  with  a  wall  of 
roughly  hewn  stones.  N.  of  the  pool  Bliss  dis- 
covered lines  of  masonry  300  yds.  long,  representing 
probably  the  foundations  of  an  ancient  monastery. 
S.  of  the  pool  there  are  numerous  mounds  scattered 
over  an  area  of  one-third  of  a  sq.  mile,  the  largest 
being  50  ft.  in  diameter,  and  10  m  height.  On  ex- 
cavation some  pottery  and  glass  were  found.  These 
ruins  are  probably  those  of  early  Christian  occu- 
pation, and  according  to  Conder  there  is  nothing 
against  their  marking  the  original  site.  Up  to  the 
Middle  Ages  the  12  stones  of  Joshua  were  referred 
to  by  tradition. 

(2)  According  to  2  K  2  1;  4  38,  Elisha  for  a 
time  made  his  headquarters  at  Gilgal,  a  place  in  the 
mountains  not  far  from  Bethel  identified  by  Conder 
as  JHfUiaf  standing  on  a  high  hill  on  the  N.  side  of 
the  Wddy  eHrJib,  It  is  lower  than  Bethel,  but  the 
phrase  in  2  K  2  2,  "they  went  down  to  Beth-el," 
may  refer  to  their  initial  descent  into  the  wCdy,  It 
could  not  have  been  said  that  they  went  down  from 
Gilgal  to  Bethel  in  the  Jordan  valley.  The  place 
seems  to  be  referred  to  in  Neh  12  29  as  Beth- 
gilgal. 

(3)  Gilgal  of  the  nations:  In  Josh  12  23  Gilgal 
is  mentioned  as  a  royal  city  associated  with  Dor, 
evidently  upon  the  maritime  plain.  Dor  is  identified 
with  Tantura,  while  Conder  identifies  this  Gilgal 
with  JiljiUieh,  30  miles  S.  of  Dor  and  4  miles  N.  of 
Anti-patris.  Geobqb  Fiu:dbrick  Wright 

GILOH,  gj'lo  (n"bj ,  giloh) :  A  town  in  the  hill 
country  of  Judah  mentioned  along  with  Jattir, 
Socoh,  Debir,  Eshtemoa,  etc  (Josh  16  51).  Ahitho- 
phel  came  from  here  (2  S  16  12)  and  is  called  the 
Gilonite  (2  S  23  34).  Driver  infers  from  this  last 
that  the  original  form  was  GUon,  not  Giloh.  Prob- 
ably the  ruins  Kh.  Jdld^  in  the  hills  3  miles  N.W.  of 
HvihiU,  mark  the  site  {PEF,  III,  313,  Sh  XXI). 

GILONITE,  g^'ld-nlt.    See  preceding  article. 

GIMEL,  ge'mel,  gim'el  (^,  Si):  The  3d  letter  of 
the  Heb  alphabet,  and  used  as  such  to  designate 
the  3d  part  of  Ps  119;  transliterated  in  this  Ency- 
clopaedia with  the  dagesh  as  ^,  and  without  as  gh 
(aspirated  ff).  It  came  also  to  be  used  for  the  num- 
ber three  (3),  and  with  the  dieresis  for  3,000.  For 
name,  etc,  see  Alphabet. 

GIMZO,  gim'zS  (ITaj,  gimzo;  Tarfd,  Gamzd): 
A  town  of  Judah  on  the  border  of  the  Phili  plain, 
captured  by  the  Philis  in  the  days  of  Ahaz  (2  Ch 
28  18).  It  is  the  modem  Jirmuy  a  small  mud  vil- 
lage about  3i  miles  S.E.  of  Ludd  (Lydda),  on  the  old 
mule  road  from  there  to  Jerus  (Robinson,  BR^  II, 
248-49;  SWP,  II,  297). 

GIN,  jin  (tdpi'Q ,  mdj^esA,  HQ ,  vah) :  A  noose  of 
hair  or  wire  for  snaring  wild  birds  alive.*  There  are 
over  half  a  dozen  traps  and  net  devices  indicated 
by  different  terms  in  the  Bible.  The  gin  was  of 
horse-hair  for  small  birds  and  wire  for  larger  ones. 
It  is  mentioned  in  Am  8  5:  ''Can  a  bird  fall  in  a 
snare  upon  the  earth,  where  no  gin  is  set  for  him? 
shsdl  a  snare  spring  up  from  the  ground,  and  have 
taken  nothing  at  ^17  Job  writing  in  mental  and 
physical  discomfort  on  the  ash  heap  included  all 
methods  mentioned  in  one  outburst: 


Oinatfi 
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"For  he  is  cast  into  a  net  by  lUs  own  feet. 
And  he  walketh  upon  the  toiU. 
A  gin  shall  take  hun  by  the  heel. 
And  a  anare  shall  lay  hold  on  him, 
A  nooae  is  hid  for  him  in  the  ground. 
And  a  trap  for  him  in  the  way"  (Job  18  8ff). 

Genb  Stratton-Porteb 

GINATH,   gl'nath    (Tirl,   glnath):     Father   of 

Tibni,  the  unsuccessful  rival  of  Omri  (1  K  16  21. 

22). 

GINNETHOI,  gin-S-th6'I  (AV  Ginnetho),  GIN- 
NETHON,  gin'S-thon  piPiaJ,  ginnHhoy,  and 
linj3,  ginn'thdn):  The  head  of  a  priestly  family. 
Ginnethoi  (Ginnetho)  is  found  in  Neh  12  4,  and 
Ginnethon  in  10  6;    12  16. 

GIRDLE,  giir'd'l.    See  Armor;  Dress. 

GIRGASHITE,  gAr'ga-shIt  OV?"!^,  girgOshi; 
rip^fo-atof ,  Gergesaioa;  also  punctuated  [?]  Gir- 
gasite  [Gen  10  16  AV]):  A  son  of  (the  land  of) 
Canaan  (Gen- 10  16),  and  accordin^y  enumerated 
along  with  the  Canaanite  in  the  list  of  tribes  or 
nationalities  inhabiting  that  coimtry  (Gen  16  21; 
Dt  7  1;  Josh  3  10;  24  11;  Neh  9  8).  It  has 
been  supposed  that  the  name  survived  in  that  of 
"the  Gergesenes,"  AV  (RV  "the  Gadarenes"),  of 
Mt  8  28,  on  the  E.  side  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee;  Jos 
(Ant,  If  vi,  2),  however,  states  that  nothing  was 
known  about  it.  The  inscriptions  of  the  Egyp  king, 
Runses  II,  mention  the  Qarqish  who  sent  help  to 
the  Hittites  in  their  war  with  Egypt;  but  Qarqish 
was  more  probably  in  Asia  Minor  than  in  Syria. 
Pinches  (The  OT  in  the  Light  of  the  HisUyrical 
Records,  324)  would  identify  the  Girgashites  with 
the  Kirkishati  of  an  Assyr  tablet:  the  latter  people, 
however,  seem  to  have  hved  to  tne  E.  of  the  Tifp'is, 
and  it  may  be  that,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Hittites, 
a  colonv  of  the  Qarqish,  from  Asia  Minor,  was 
established  in  Pal.  A.  H.  Saycb 

GIRL,  g<irl:  Twice  in  the  OT  as  the  rendering  of 
n'^f?!  yold&h  (Joel  3  3;  Zee  8  5),  in  both  cases 
in  association  with  boys.  Same  word  rendered 
"damseP'  in  Gen  84  4.  See  Daughter;  Maid, 
Maiden. 

GIRZITBS,  g(lr'dts.    See  Gizrites. 

GISHPA,  gish'pa  (AV  Gi§pa;  Kptp|i,  gishpd'): 
An  officer  of  the  Nethinim  (Neh  11  21).  A  com- 
parison with  Ezr  2  43  makes  it  probable  that  he  is 
to  be  identiJGied  with  Hasupha,  and  quite  possible 
that  this  word  is  a  corruption  of  Hasupha. 

GnTAH-HEPHER,git^-h6'f6r(n9n  nij5,  gittah 

ikSpher):  AV  (Josh  19  13)  for  Gath-hepher.  Git- 
tah is  correctly  Gath  with  he  (Tl)  locale,  meaning 
"toward  Gath." 

GITTAIM,  git'ft-im  (D'?n3 ,  gittayim) :  The  town 
to  which  the  Beerothites  fled,  and  where  they  lived 
as  gSrimf  or  protected  strangers  (2  S  4  3).  The 
place  need  not  have  been  beyond  the  boundaries  of 
Benjamin,  so  it  may  be  identical  with  Gittaim  of 
Nd^  11  33,  which  was  occupied  by  Benjamites  after 
the  exile.  It  is  named  with  Hazor  and  Ramah;  but 
so  far  the  site  hafl  not  been  discovered. 

GITTITES,  gitlta  (DT\5 ,  "^PS ,  gittlniy  pi.  of  giUl) : 
The  inhabitants  of  Gath.  They  are  mentioned 
along  with  the  inhabitants  of  the  other  chief  Phili 
cities  in  Josh  13  3.  It  would  seem  that  numbers 
of  them  emigrated  to  Judah,  for  we  find  600  of  them 
acting  as  a  bodygusjxl  to  David  with  Ittai  at  their 
head  (2  S  16  18  ff:  18  2).  Obed-edom,  to  whom 
David  intrusted  tne  ark  when  he  was  frustrated 


in  bringing  it  into  the  city  of  David,  was  a  Gittite 
(2  S  6  11  f;  1  Ch  18  13).  The  Gittitee  seem  to 
have  been  remarkable  for  their  great  stature  (2  S 

21  19;  1  Ch  20  5  ff). 

GITTITH,  git'ith.    See  Music;  Psalms. 

GIVE  f^O),  nOthan,  IH^,  yOhabh,  UiW ,  sum; 
hIZmuXf  diddmi):  ''Give"  is  a  very  common  wc»ti 
in  the  OT.  It  is  most  frequently  the  tr  of  n&than, 
"to  give"  (Gen  1  29;  8  6;  Ex  2  9;  Dt  1  8.20, 
etc.  over  800  instances);  ndthan  is  also  ix^  "to  give 
up^'  (Dt  28  14;  Isa  48  6;  Hoe  11  8);  of  yOhabh, 
"to  give"  (Gen  80  1;  1  Ch  16  28  AV).  In  Ps 
66  22  we  have  the  perfect  with  suffix,  "Cast  thy 
burden  upon  Jeh,"  m  "what  he  hath  given  thee  ; 
elsewhere  it  is  the  imperative  "Give!"  (AV  in  Gen, 
"Go  to");  sum,  "to  put,"  "place"  (Nu  6  26;  Prov 
8  29);  rum,  "to  lift  up,"  "exalt"  (2  Ch  80  24W8; 
86  7.8.9,  "to  give  to");  shubh,  "to  cause  to  turn 
back"  (Lev  26  51.52;  2  K  17  3,  "to  give  again"): 
various  other  words  are  in  single  instances  tr^  "give. 

In  the  NT,  the  common  word  is  diddmi,  "to  give" 
(Mt  4  9 ;  Jn  1  12;  Rev  1  1;  21  6,  etc);  we  have 
also  apodiddmi,  "to  give  away  [from  one's  self]"  (Mt 
12  36;  Lk  16  2;  Acts  4  33;  19  40;  Rev  22  12); 
diadiddmi,  "to  give  throughout"  (Rev  17  13); 
epididdmi,  "to  give  upon  or  besides"  (Mt  7  9.10; 
Jn  18  26);  metadiddmi,  "to  give  a  share"  (Rom 
12  8);  pwradidomi,  "to  give  over  to"  (Rom  1  28; 
1  Cor  18  3;  Gal  2  20,  etc);  prodidomi,  "to  give 
forth  or  foremost"  (Rom  11  35);  aponSmo,  "to 
apportion"  (1  Pet  8  7);  doriomai,  "to  give  as  a 
gift"  (Mk  16  45,  RV  "granted";  2  Pet  1  3.4  AV); 
marturid,  "to  give  testimony  or  witness"  (1  Jn  6 
10);  pareisph^d,  "to  bring  forward  therewiUi" 
(2  Pet  1  5):  parSchd,  "to  hold  near  by"  (Col  4  1: 
1  Tim  6  17) ;  kataph6rd,  "to  bear  against  or  down" 
(Acts  26  10);  chaHzomai,  "to  grant  as  a  favor" 
(Lk  7  21;  Acts  27  24;  Rom  8  32;  Gal  8  18; 
Phil  2  9;  Philem  ver  22  AV).  A  few  other  words 
mostly  occurring  singly  are  tr**  "give." 

Of  the  many  chtmges  in  RV.  the  following  are 
among  the  most  important :  for  "Thou  hast  also  given 
me  the  necks  of  mine  enemies,"  "Thou  hast  also 
made  mine  enemies  turn  their  backs  unto  me"  (2  8 

22  41;  Ps  18  40);  for  "He  that  made  him  can  make 
his  sword  to  approach  unto  him"  (Job  40  19),  ARV 
has  "He  only  that  made  him  giveth  him  his  sword," 
ERVm  "furnished";  for  "hasten  after  another  g?od" 
(Ps  16  4),  ARV  has  "give  gifts  for"  (ERVm);  for 
"give"  (P&  29  1.2,  etc),  ARV  has  "ascribe";  for 
"give  myself  unto  wine"  (Eccl  2  3),  "cheer  my 
flesh  with  wine";  for  "giveth  his  Ufe"  (Jn  10  11), 
"layeth  down";  "given"  is  supplied  (Acts  19  2), 
where  we  read  mstead  of  "We  have  not  so  much  as 
heard  whether  there  be  any  Holy  Ghost,"  "We  did 
not  so  much  as  hear  whether  the  Holv  Spirit  was 
given,"  m  "there  is  a  Holy  Spirit";  for  "Christ  shall 
give  thee  light"  (Eph  6  14),  "Christ  shall  shine  upon 
thee":  for  "give  in  charge"  (1  Tim  6  7),  "com- 
mand'*;  for  "not  given  to  wine"  (1  Tim  8  3;  Tit 
1  7),  "no  brawler,"  m  '*not  ouarrelsome  over  wine"; 
for  "she  that  liveth  in  pleasure"    (I  Tim  6  6), 


to  angels  doth  he  give  help,"  m  "For  verily  not  of 
angels  doth  he  take  hold,  but  he  taketii  hold,"  etc 
(cf  Isa  41  9:  Ecclus  4  11;  8  9  [in  the  Gr]  ERV, 
"not  of  angels  doth  he  take  hold")  (the  idea  is  that 
of  taking  hold  of  to  lift  up  or  help) ;  in  18  15  for 
"giving  thanks  to  his  name,"  RV  reads  "make  con- 
fession to  his  name";  for  "giving  ail  dihffenoe" 
(2  Pet  1  5),  "adding.'^ 
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„  .....si  5),  and  of  the 

words  of  the  Lord  Jeaus,  "It  is  more  blessed  to  give 
than  to  receive"  (Acts  SO  35),  "Freely  ye  received, 
freely  give"  {Mt  10  8).  W.  L.  Walkbr 

OIZOHTTE,  gl'Eon-It:  This  eentilic  name  in  1  Ch 
11  34,  "Hiishem  the  Gizonite,  is  probably  &a  error 
for  "Gunite"  (cf  Nu  46  48),  and  the  paaaage  should 
be  corrected,  after  2  S  23  32,  into  "Jaihea  the 
Gunite." 

GIZRTTES,  fpi'ritB  OIW,  gun  [Kthlbh];  AV 
Geziites):  lohabitantsof  Gezeb  (q.v.).  If^re^dB 
■'TIS,  (7i"I,  Gir»it«s  (I  S  87  8). 

GLAD  TIDINGS,  tl'dingi  (<4ayv(XQit,  evag- 
gdU6):  "Glad-tidings"  occurs  in  AV  in  the  tr  of 
the  vb.  enaggdizo,  "to  tell  good  news"  (Lk  1  19; 

8  1;  Acts  13  32;  Rom  10  15);  in  each  instance, 
except  tie  last,  RV  tr"  "good  tidings,"  The  vb.  is 
also  voT/  frequently  tH  in  AV  "to  preach  (Ae  goipel," 
the  ori^nal  meaning  of  which  word  (god-spell)  is 
"good  news  or  tidings"  (Mt  11  6;  Lk  4  18;  7  22; 

9  6;  SO  1);  in  the  first  two  passages  RV  substi- 
tutes "good  tidings,"  m  "the  gospel";  in  the  last 
two  instances  "the  gospel"  is  retained,  ARVi 


long-looked-for  salvation  and  kingdom  of  God;  _ 
Rom  1  15;  16  20;  1  Cor  1  17,  etc^  AV  has  "the 
goepel,"  VIZ.  that  of  God's  reconciliation  of  the 
world  to  Himself  in  Christ;  RV  in  some  passages 
substitutes  "good  tiding,"  or  gives  this  in  the  mar- 
gin; but  "glad  tidings"  stands  only  in  Rom  10  15. 
W.  L.  Walker 
GLASS,  ^aa  tFi^^^^ ,  fkhnkhlth;  CoXat,  hiialo»): 
Glass  is  of  great  antiquity.    The  story  of  its  dia- 

CDVoy  by  accident,  as  related  by  Fliny 
1.  IBaUaj     (NH,  itxxvi.65),  is  apocryphal,  but  it 

was  natural  for  the  Greeks  and  Romans 
to  ascribe  it  ta  the  Phoenicians,  since  they  were 
the  producers  of  the  article  as  known  to  them. 
The  Efe[p  monuments  have  revealed  to  us  the  manu- 
facture in  a  time  so  remote  that  it  must  have  pre- 
ceded that  of  the  Phoenicians. 


as  formerly  supposed,  is  now  regarded  as  doubtful, 
but  undoiu>te(l  examples  of  ^azed  pottery  of  that 
age  enst-  A  fragment  of  blue  glass  uas  been  found 
inscribed  with  the  name  of  Antef  III,  of  the  Xlth 


Glua  Bottles. 

Dynasty,  dating  from  2000  or  more  EC  (Davis, 
Andenl  Egypt,  324).  The  oldest  dattd  bottle,  or 
rase,  is  one  bearing  the  name  of  Thothmes  III,  1500 
or  mora  BO,  and  numerous  examples  occur  of  later 
date.  The  close  connection  between  Egypt  and 
Syria  from  the  time  of  Thothmes  on  must  have  made 
guss  known  in  the  latter  country,  and  the  Phoeni- 


cians, so  apt  in  all  hnes  of  trade  and  manufacture, 
naturally  seised  on  glass-making  as  a  most  profit- 
able art  and  they  became  very  proficient  in  it.  The 
earUeat  glass  was  not  very  transparent,  since  they 


did  not  know  how  to  free  the  materiab  used  from 
impurities.  It  had  a  greenish  or  purplish  tinge, 
and  a  large  part  of  the  examples  we  nave  of  Phoen 
glass  exhioit  this.  But  we  have  many  examples  of 
blue,  red  and  yellow  varieties  which  were  purposely 
colored,  and  others  quite  opaque  and  of  a  whitisn 
color,  resembling  porcelain  (Perrot  and  Chipiei, 
Art  in  Ancient  Phoenicia  and  lis  DevendencUs). 
But  both  they  and  the  EiQ^tians  maae  excellent 
transparent  glass  also,  and  decorated  it  with  brilliant 
coloring  on  the  surface  (ib;  Beni  Hasan,  Archeol. 
Survey  of  Egypt,  Pt  IV).  Layard  (Nineveh  and 
Babylon)  mentions  a  vase  of  transparent  glass  bear- 
ing the  name  of  Sargon  (522-505  BC),  and  glass  was 
early  known  to  the  Babylonians. 

Phoenicia  was  the  gr^t  center,  and  the  quanti- 
ties  found  in  tombs  of  Syria  and  Pal  go  to  confirm 

the  statement  that  this  was  one  of  the 
i.  Mann-  great  industries  of  this  people,  to  which 
facture  ancient  authors  testify  (Strabo,  Geog.; 

Pliny,  NH).  Jos  refers  to  the  sand  of 
the  Belus  as  that  from  which  glass  was  made  (BJ, 
II,  X,  2).  It  seems  to  have  been  esp.  adapted  for 
the  purpose,  but  there  are  other  places  on  the  coast 
where  plenty  of  suit^le  sand  could  be  obtained. 
The  potash  required  was  obt^ed  by  burning 
certain  marine  and  other  plants,  and  saltpetre,  or 
nitre,  was  also  employed.  The  manufacture  began 
centuries  BC  on  this  coast,  and  in  the  12th  cent.  AD 
a  factory  ie  mentioned  as  still  bein^  worked  at  T^re, 
and  the  manufacture  was  later  earned  on  at  Hebron, 
even  down  to  recent  times  (Perrot  and  Chipiei). 

Both  tbe  Bgyptians  and  Phoenlduu  nlned  mch  pro- 
adeacy  In  maung  transparent  and  color^  glass  that  tbej 
Imllated  predoui  stones  with  sucli  skill  as  to  deceive  too 
unwary.  Necklaces  are  found  compoeed  of  a  mixture  <tf 
real  brllUanla  and  glaaa  ImltaUons.  Cut  glass  was  manu- 
factured In  Kgypt  as  early  as  the  XVtIItb  Dynasty, 
and  diamonds  were  made  tue  of  hi  Uie  art.  Olaia  com- 
posed  of  diffarent  colors  In  the  same  piece  was  made  by 
placing  layers  of  glass  wire,  of  different  oolora.  one  above 
Ifae  other  and  tnen  fudng  them  m>  that  they  became 
imit«d  In  a  solid  mass  without  Intermingling.  Colored 
dedgns  on  die  nirface  were  produced  by  Mdbg  the  pat- 
terns, while  the  glass  was  still  warm  and  plastic  deep 
enough  to  reoetve  the  threads  of  colored  glan  which  were 
Imbedded  In  them.  The  whole  was  heated  again  siifS- 
dently  to  fuw  the  threads  and  attach  them  tolhe  body. 
The  surface  was  then  made  even  by  polishing.  By  ttus 
procws  vessels  and  amamenta  of  vary  beauUtnl  dedgn 
were  produced.  Many  of  the  specimcms.  m  found,  ace 
covered  by  an  exquidto  Irtdewence  which  is  due  wholly 
to  the  deoompoduon  of  the  surface  by  chemical  action. 
from  lying  burled  for  conturtes  In  tlw_  soil  which  thus 

off  of  the  oui 


ten  lost  In  handling  by  the  sc 
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brewa,  and  occurs  in  Job  2S  17  (tr*"cryetal"m  AV). 
Bottlee,  cups  and  other  veesele  in  glaSB  must  have 
been  in  use  to  some  extent.  The  wine  cup  of  Prov 
83  31  and  the  bottle  for  tears  mentioned  in  Ps  CB 
S  were  most  likely  of  glass.  Tear  bottles  are  found 
in  Ereat  quantities  in  the  tombs  throughout  the 
land  and  were  undoubtedly  connected  with  funeral 
rites,  the  mourners  collecting  their  tears  and  placing 
them  in  these  bottles  to  be  buried  with  the  dead. 
As  mourners  were  hired  for  the  purpose,  the  number 
of  these  bottles  would  indicate  the  ejrtent  to  which 
the  deceased  was  honored.  These  were,  of  course, 
small,  some  quite  diminutive  (see  illustration),  as 
also  were  the  viala  or  pots  to  contain  the  ointment 
Soi  the  eyebrows  and  eyelashes,  used  to  heighten 
the  beauty  of  the  women,  which  was  probably  a 
custom  among  the  Hebrews  as  well  as  their  neigh- 
bors. Rings,  bracelets  and  anklets  of  glass  are  very 
common  and  were  doubtless  wo^n  by  the  Heb  women 
(see  Isa  3  ISf).  In  the  NT  the  Gr  kuaU-s  occurs 
in  Rev  31  18.21,  and  the  adj.  derived  from  it  (Aud- 
Ii'imm)  in  4  6  and  16  2.  In  the  other  passages,  where 
in  AV  "glass"  occurs,  the  reference  is  to  "looking- 
l^asB,"  or  mirror,  which  was  not  made  of  ^ass,  but 
of  bronze,  and  polished  so  as  to  reflect  the  hght  simi- 
lar to  glass.  The  Heb  word  for  this  is  'iT'^i ,  ^- 
layon  {Isa  3  23),  or  ntfrCQ ,  mar'ak  (Ejc  38  8),  and 
the  Gr  l-rcirTpcv,  isoptron  (1  Cor  18  12;  Jas  1  23; 
cf  Wisd  7  26;    Sir  IS  11). 

The  composition  of  the  Fhoen  glass  varies  con- 
siderably. The  analysis  shows  that,  besides  the 
ordinary  constituents  of  aitica,  lime,  lead,  potash  or 
soda,  other  elements  are  found,  some  being  used  for 
the  purpose  of  coloring,  such  as  manganese  to  give 
the  purplish  or  violet  hue,  cobalt  for  blue,  copper 
tor  red,  etc.  The  articles  illustrated  above  are  of 
ordinary  transparent  glass  with  an  iridescent  sur- 
face, caused  by  decomposition,  as  mentioned  above, 
indicated  by  the  scaly  appearance.    Nos.  1,  4  and 


Mirror  of  PoUahed  Bronze. 

5  are  tear  bottles,  no.  4  being  only  I  j  in.  in  height: 
noB.  2  and  3  are  ointment  vasea  which  were  used 
for  the  ointment  with  which  ladies  were  accustomed 
to  color  their  eyebrows  and  eyelashes  to  enhance 
thmr  beauty.  This  custom  still  prevails  in  the  East. 
The  small  ladle  by  the  side  of  the  larger  vase  is  of 
bronze,  used  in  applying  the  ointment.  This  vase 
is  double  and  6}  in.  high,  ornamented  with  glass 
wire  wound  upon  it  while  plastic.  The  larser  vases 
(nos.  6  and  7)  are  about  6  in.  in  height.  The  hand- 
mirror  ("looking-glass"  AV)  is  bronze,  and  had 
originally  a  polish^  surface,  but  is  now  corroded. 
H.  Porter 


GLASS,  SEA  OF  (e&Xwnra  ioXlvT),  OdlasM  kua- 
line;  Rev  AG;  16  2):  In  the  vision  of  heaven  in 
these  two  apocalyptic  passages  a  "glassy  sea"  is 
seen  before  the  throne  of  God.  The  pure  trans- 
luoency  of  the  sea  is  indicated  in  the  former  reference 
by  the  words,  "hke  unto  crystal";  and  the  fiety 
element  that  may  symbolize  the  energy  of  the  Di- 
vine holiness  is  suggested  in  the  latter  passage  by 
the  tr^t,  "mingleawith  fire."  On  the  margin  of 
■'  '  ''      '  'ide — stood  the  victorious 


.  relation  with  the  triumphal  song  in  Ex  16, 
after  the  deliverance  from  Ph^'aoh  at  the  Red  Sea. 
It  is  not  easy  to  define  the  sjimbolism  precisely. 
The  sea,  reflecting  in  its  crj^taliine  depths  the  purity 
and  holiness  of  tne  Divine  character  and  adminis- 
tration, speaks  at  the  same  time  of  difficulties  sur- 
mounted, victory  obtained  and  safetv  assured,  the 
after-glow  of  the  Divine  judgments  oy  which  this 
result  has  been  secured  st  "  '  '  ■  ■■  -'  ■ 
expanse  that  has  been  < 

GLEANING,  glSn'ing  (DI?^,  UiM,  ^b?,  'sW): 
The  custom  of  allowing  the  poor  to  follow  the  reap- 
ers in  the  field  and  glean  the  fallen  spears  of  gram 
is  strilcingly  illustrated  in  the  story  of  Ruth  (Ruth 
3  2-23).  This  custom  had  back  of  it  one  of  the 
early  agricultural  laws  of  the  Hebrews  (Lev  19 
9;  33  22;  I>tS4  19-21).  Breaking  this  law  was  a 
punishable  offence.  The  generosity  of  the  master 
of  the  crop  determined  the  value  of  the  gleanings, 
as  the  story  of  Ruth  well  illustrates  (Ruth  2  16). 
A  reaper  could  easily  impose  upon  the  master  by 
leaving  too  much  for  the  gleaners,  who  might  he 
his  own  children.  The  old  Levitical  law  no  longer 
holds  in  the  land,  but  the  custom  of  allowing  the 
poor  to  glean  in  the  grain  fields  and  vineyards  is 
still  practised  by  generous  landlords  in  Syria.  The 
writer  has  seen  the  reapers,  even  when  they  exer- 
cised considerable  care,  drop  from  their  hands  fre- 
quent spears  of  wheat.  When  the  reapers  have 
been  hirelings  they  have  carelessly  left  bunches  of 
wheat  Btandmg  behind  rocks  or  near  the  boundary 
walls.  The  owner  usually  sends  one  of  his  boy  or 
girl  helpers  to  glean  these.  If  he  is  of  a  generous 
disposition,  he  allows  some  needy  woman  to  follow 
after  the  reapers  and  benefit  by  their  carelessness. 
It  is  the  custom  in  some  distncts,  after  the  main 
crop  of  grapes  haa  been  gathered,  to  remove  the 
watchman  and  allow  free  access  to  the  vineyards 
for  gleaning  the  last  grapes. 

Gideon  touched  the  local  pride  of  the  men  of 
Ephraim  when  he  declared  that  the  gloiy  of  iheir 
conquest  surpassed  his,  as  the  gleanings  of  their 
vineyards  did  the  whole  crop  of  Abiezer  (Jgs  8  2). 
Gleaned  is  used  of  a  captured  enemy  in  Jgs  SO  4.S, 

Figurative:  Israel,  because  of  her  wickedness, 
will  be  utterly  destroyed,  even  to  a  thorough  glean- 
ing and  destruction  of  those  who  first  escape  (Jer 
6  9).  The  same  picture  of  complete  annihilation 
is  given  in  Jer  48  9.10.  Jaues  A.  Patch 

GLEDE,  gl5d  (TlSn ,  riJ'aA;  7*+.  gtipt)  ■■  A  mem- 
ber of  the  hawk  species.  It  is  given  among  the  list 
of  abominations  m  Dt  14  13,  but  not  in  the  Lev 
list  (Lev  11  14).  The  kite  is  substituted.  The 
Arabs  might  have  called  one  of  the  buzzards  the 
glede.  In  England,  where  specimens  of  most  of 
these  birds  appear  in  migration,  the  glede  is  synony- 
mous with  kite,  and  was  given  the  name  from  glicle, 
to  emphasize  a  gliding  motion  in  fli^t.  See  illus- 
tration, p.  1235. 

GLISTERING,  glis'tfr-ing  CpB ,  pSkh,  "dye" 
[spec.  "Btibium"ij  "fair  colors":  crrlXpovTa,  ttii- 
bonta);    "'GUst«nng  stones'   (1  Ch  29  2)  b  better 
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than  the  'inkid'  of  RV;  for  some  kind  of  colored, 
brilliant  stone  eeems  meant"  {HDB,  II,  182);  cf 
I»  64  11  RVm.  The  term  is  employed  in  Mk  9  3 
to  denote  the  white,  lustroua  appearance  of  Christ's 
ganoents  at  the  transfiguration.  It  occurs  nowhere 
else  in  the  NT.  ForoDcetheDivineefTulgenceshone 
through  the  veil  of  the  humiliation  (cf  Jn  1  14). 


Olede(aii(ea/n'i>i). 

GLITTBR,  Kjit'er,  GLITTERIKG,  glit'Sr-ing 
(pT^-  bardlf,  'lightning"):  The  word  ia  used  in 
Benso  of  "glittering"  in  the  OT  with  "sword," 
"apear"  (Dt  SS  41;  Job  20  25;  Ezk  SI  10.28; 
Nah  3  3;  Hab  S  11).  Jn  Ezk  31  10  RV  chwigea 
"flitter"  to  "as  lightning,"  and  in  Dt  S2  41  RVm 
gives,  "the  lightning  of  my  sword."  In  Job  39  23, 
where  the  word  ia  different  {lahabk),  RV  has  "flash- 
ing." 


tial  simficance  ia  discussed  more  full^  under  the 
word  Globy  (q.v,).    The  word  "glonous"  in  the 

Rtirasea  "make  or  render  glorious  is  used  most 
-equently  aa  a  tr  of  vbs.  in  the  original,  rather  than 
of  genuine  adja.  In  dealing  with  the  vb.  it  will  be 
sufficient  to  indicate  the  following  moat  important 

(1)  Men  may  glorify  God,  that  is,  give  to  Bjm 
the  worship  and  reverence  which  are  Hia  due  (laa 
24  15;  SO  3;  Ps  23  23;  DnI  B  23;  Sir  43  3D; 
Mt  S  16,  and  generally  in  the  Synoptic  Gospels 
and  in  aome  other  paGsages  of  the  NT). 

(2)  God,  Yahweh  (Jehovah),  glorifies  Hia  people. 
His  house,  and  in  the  NT,  Hia  Son,  manifesting  Hia 
approval  of  them  and  His  interest  in  them,  by  His 
interpodtion  on  their  behalf  (Isa  66  5;  Jer  80  19; 
Wiad  IS  8;  Sir  46  3;  Jn  7  39,  and  often  in  the 
Fourth  Gospel). 


recognition  olHis  honor  and  majeaty,  by  Hia  di- 
rection of  the  course  of  hiatory,  or  by  His  interpo- 
«tion  in  hislory,  either  the  history  of  His  own  peo- 
ple or  of  the  world  at  large  (Lev  iO  3;  Isa  36  15; 
EEk  38  22;  Hag  1  8).     Walter  R.  BEiTERiDafi 

GLORIOXIS,  glo'ri-ua:    The  adj.   "glorious"  is 
used  ii^  the  majority  of  cases  as  the  tr  of  oiie  of  the 


honorable,  dignified,  powerful^  distinguished,  spit 
did,  beautiful  or  radiant.     It  is  worthy  of  note  tt 


nouns  which  are  fully  discussed  in  the  article 
Globy,  and  the  general  meaning  is  the  same,  for  the 
glorious  objects  or  persons  have  the  quality  which 
18  described  by  the  word  "glory,"  that  is,  they  are 

ethat 

-  "glo- 

jng  others 

in  Rom  8  21,  AV  has  "glorious  liberty."  RV  "lib- 
erty of  the  glory  of  the  eons  of  God."  The  obsolete 
use  of  the  word  glorious  in  the  sense  of  "boastful^" 
"vain-glorious,"  "eager  for  glory,"  as  it  is  uaed  in 
WycUffe,  Tindale  and  Bacon,  and  once  or  twice  in 
Siiakespeare,  as  in  Cyrnbeline,  1,  7,  ia  the  first  speech 
of  Imogen,  "Most  miserable  is  the  desire  that's 
glorious,"  and  in  Gower's  Prologue  to  Perides,  1.9, 
"The  purchase  of  it  ia  to  make  men  glorious"  occurs 
at  least  once  in  the  apocryphal  books.  Ad  Est  IB  4 
AV,  "but  also  lifted  up  with  the  glorious  words  of 
lewd  persons."  Walter  R.  Betteridgb 

GLORY,  glC'ri  (subst.): 

IL     Obhsbal  Uaii  or -^Vtcku 

1.  As  Applied  to  EiternaJ  Thioga 

2.  As  Applied  to  Jehovah 
ni.     Tbb  Usci  or  Kabheiih 

1.  Materlftl  Wealth 

2.  Human  DiRnlty  Bed  MoJoBty 

3.  -My  aoul^^:  the  3ei( 

4.  Belt-Muillestatlon  □(  Ood  (Jebovaii} 

(1)  Ex  2S  ISS 

(2)  ls»  8 
3j  Pa  19  I 

(4)  Btn&l  and  the  Temple 
<G)  Bieklel'i  Visions 
M  Meaatanlc  Idsal 
(7)  Its  Ethical  Content 
IT.    Ik  Afoc       -  "■" 


/.  Muthodof  Tnatmant. — In  this  art.  we  deal, 
Jir»[,  with  a  group  of  words,  tr^  "glory"  in  the  EV. 
and  in  which  the  ideas  of  sise,  rarity,  beauty  and 
adomnient  are  prominent,  the  emphosia  being  laid 
in  the  first  instance  in  each  case  upon  some  external 
physical  characteristic  which  attracts  the  attention, 
and  makes  the  abject  described  by  the  word  sig- 
nificant or  prominent. 

Thew  are  'addirtth  (nil^,  perhaps  to  be  connected 

with  the  Asnyr  root  'adaru.  meaning  "Hide,"  "great"; 
ftddAor,  hidhiiAh  (Ti:i.  rTl^n) ._ perhaps  with  root- 
meaning  ot  "brlghtnesa";  AMi''(lirV,  with  eesentially 
the   same   meaning   of    "  b'^''^^'""™'       "ii^hf.    *-l._ 

nrrp).  p»  89  44,  tra  -gior 


brlghOiesB":  ylHro:  CS'lJJ^r  an  Arun.  r. 
"rare";  lipA'drdA  (n'lKGri',  with  the  root-meuilng  ot 
"beautr";  and  finally  cbAl  p^p,  perhaps  on  the  basis 
of  the  AssiT  fubii,  meaning  "desire,"  "desirable." 

SecoTuUy,  this  art.  will  diacusa  the  most  common 
and  characteristic  word  for  "glory"  in  the  OT,  the 
Heb  kabhddh  C^^^)  including  the  special  phrase 
"the  glory  of  God"  or  "the  glory  of  Jdi."  In  deal- 
ing with  the  OT  usage,  attention  will  also  be  called 
to  the  original  Heb  of  the  Book  of  Ecclus  or  Wis- 
dom of  Jesus  the  Son  of  Sirach,  cited  in  this  art.  as 
Sir.  Thirdly,  with  the  Gr  word  d6xa  (Wfn)  in  the 
Apoe  and  in  the  NT.  The  nouns  koAchema, 
kadchesw,  tr^  "glory"  or  "glorying"  in  the  NT,  will 
be  dealt  with  in  the  concluding  paragraphs  in  which 
the  use  of  the  word  glory  as  a  vb.  will  briefly  be 
discussed.  It  will  be  possible  within  the  Umits  of 
this  art.  to  pve  only  tne  main  outlines  of  the  sub- 
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1.  As  Ap- 

g led  to 
ztemal 
Things 


ject  as  illustrated  by  a  few  of  the  most  significant 
references.  The  lexicons  and  the  commentaries 
must  be  consulted  for  the  details. 

//.  Qmneral  Ute  of  the  Term, — ^In  the  first  group, 
as  has  already  been  stated,  the  ideas  of  beauty, 
majesty  and  splendor  are  prominent. 
And  these  qualities  are  predicated  first 
of  all,  of  things.  David  determines 
to  make  the  temple  which  Solomon  is 
to  build  ^'a  house  of  fame  and  of 
dory"  (1  Ch  22  6).  Then,  and  more 
commonly,  glory  belongs  to  men,  and  esp.  to  men 
of  prominence,  like  kings.  This  glory  majr  consist 
in  wealth,  power,  position,  or  even  in  the  inherent 
majesty  and  dignity  of  character  of  its  possessor. 
The  rwerence  is  most  frequently,  however,  to  the 
external  manifestations.  Physical  power  is  sug- 
gested in  Dt  S3  17,  where  "glory"  of  AV  is  replaced 
by  "majesty"  in  RV.  The  king's  glory  consists  in 
the  multitude  of  his  people  (Prov  14  28).  The 
dory  and  the  pomp  of  the  rebellious  people  shall 
descend  into  Sheol  (Isa  6  14).  Here  the  reference 
is  clearly  to  those  external  things  upon  which  the 
people  depend,  and  the  poasession  of  which  is  the 
ground  of  their  confidence. 

But  chicly  glory  is  the  possession  and  character- 
istic of  Jeh,  and  is  given  by  Him  to  His  people  or 
to  anything  which  is  connected  with 
Him.    In  Isa  00  7  the  Lord  promises 


2.  As  Ap- 
plied to 
Jehovah 


to  glorify  the  house  of  His  glonr,  and 


the  meaning  is  clearly  that  He  will 

impart  to  ifis  house  something  of  the 
beauty  and  majesty  which  belong  to  Him.  Glory 
is  one  of  the  qudities  which  are  distinctive  of  Jen 
(1  Ch  29  11);  and  Isaiah,  in  one  of  his  earliest 
utterances,  uses  the  word  "glory"  to  describe  Jeh's 
self-manifestation  in  judgment  to  bring  to  QCLUght 
the  pride  and  power  of  men  (Isa  2  10.19.21).  The 
use  of  the  word  in  Ps  78  61  is  not  quite  certain. 
The  most  natural  interpretation  would  perhaps  be 
to  refer  it  to  the  ark  as  the  symbol  of  the  presence 
of  Jeh,  but  in  view  of  the  ||  word  "strength,"  it  is 
perhaps  better  to  interpret  glory  as  meaning  power, 
and  to  suppose  that  the  Psalmist  means  that  Jeh 
allowed  His  power  to  be  temporarily  obscured,  and 
Himself  to  be  seemingly  humiliated  on  account  of 
the  sin  of  His  people. 

///.  The  Ueee  of  Kahhodh, — ^The  use  and  signifi- 
cance of  ksbhodh  in  the  OT  and  in  Sir:  The  funda- 
mental idea  of  this  root  seems  to  be  "weight," 
"heaviness,"  and  hence  in  its  primary  uses  it  con- 
veys the  idea  of  some  external,  physical  manifesta- 
tion of  dignity,  preeminence  or  majesty.  At  least 
three  uses  may  be  distinguished:  (1)  It  defines  the 
wealth  or  oflier  material  possessions  which  give 
honor  or  distinction  to  a  person;  (2)  the  majesty, 
dignity,  splendor  or  honor  of  a  person;  (3)  most 
important  of  all,  it  describes  the  form  in  which 
Jenovd^  (Yahweh)  reveals  Himself,  or  is  the  sign 
and  manifestation  of  His  presence. 

In  Gen  31  1  (m  "wealth")  it  describes  the 
flocks  and  herds  which  Jacob  has  acquired;   in  Ps 

49  16  f,  as  the  parallelism  indicates,  it 
1.  Material  refers  to  the  wealth  of  the  sinner;  and 
Wealth  in  Isa  10  3  it  is  said  that  in  the  day 

of  desolation  the  heartless  plunderers 
of  the  poor  shall  not  know  where  to  leave  their  ill- 
gotten  gain.  This  idea  is  also  probably  to  be  found 
m  Hag  2  7,  where  the  parallelism  seems  to  indicate 
tJbat  the  glory  with  which  Jeh  will  fill  the  house  is 
the  treasure  which  He  will  bring  into  it.  See  also 
Sir  9  11,  where  the  glory  of  the  sinner  which  is  not 
to  be  envied  is  probably  his  wealth. 

It  describes  the  majesty  and  dignity  or  honor 
of  men  due  to  their  adornment  or  to  their  position. 
In  Gen  46  13,  Jose^  bids  his  brethren  tell  their 
father  of  his  glory  in  Egypt;  according  to  Ex  28  40, 


the  priestly  garments  are  intended  for  the  (^orificar 

tion  of  their  wearers;  in  1  S  4  21  f,  the  loss  of  the 

ark  means,  for  Israel,  the  loss  of  her 

2.  Human  glory,  that  which  gave  her  distinction 
Dignity  and  from,  and  preeminence  over,  her  ndgh- 
Majesty        bors;  in  Isa  22  23  it  is  said  thajb  Elia- 

kim  is  to  be  a  throne  of  glory,  i.e.  the 
source  and  manifestation  of  the  splendor  and  dig- 
nity of  his  father's  house;  in  job  19  9  the  oom- 
Elaint  that  God  has  stripped  him  of  his  glory  must 
e  taken  to  refer  to  his  dignity  and  honor.  Refer- 
ence may  also  be  made  to  the  numerous  passages 
in  which  the  glory  of  Israel  and  other  nations 
describes  their  disnity,  majesty  or  distinction;  so 
we  hear  of  the  glory  of  Ephraim  (Hos  9  11),  of 
Moab  (Isa  16  14),  of  Kedar  (Isa  21  16).  This 
use  is  quite  common  in  Sir.  Sir  3  10  f  states  that 
the  glory  of  man  comes  from  the  honor  of  his  father; 
the  possessor  of  wisdom  shall  inherit  glory  (4  13; 
37  26);  note  also  4  21  with  its  reference  to  "a 
shame  that  is  glory  and  grace,"  and  49  5  where  the 
forfeited  independence  of  Judah  is  described  by  the 
terms  "power"  and  "glory." 

Closely  related  to  this  use  of  kdbhddh  to  describe 

the  majesty  of   men  is  the  group  of  passages  in 

which  the  phrase  "my  glory,"  in  paral- 

3.  "My  lelism  with  nephesh  (tZip}),  "soul," 
Soul":  the  "self,"  or  some  similar  expression, 
Self  means  the  man  himself  in  his  most 

characteristic  nature.  In  the  bless- 
ing of  Jacob  (Gen  49  6)  we  read,  "Unto  their 
assembly,  myjilory,  be  not  thou  united."  Other 
passages  are  ]^  4  2;  7  5;  16  9;  80  12;  07  8; 
108  1  and  perhaps  Job  29  20.  Some  recent  inter- 
preters, partly  because  of  the  LXX  rendering  in 
Gen  49  6  (td  Mvatd  mou),  "my  liver,"  and  putly 
because  of  the  Assyr  root,  kabiiiu,  meaning  "tem- 
per" or  "heart"  (see  Dditzsch,  Assyrisches  Hcmd- 
wdrterbuchf  317a),  would  read  in  all  these  passages 
kdbhedh,  lit.  *'liver,"  as  in  Lam  2  11,  and  interpret 
the  figure  as  referring  to  the  emotions  as  the  esrores- 
sion  of  the  self.  Hie  arguments  in  favor  of  the 
change  are  not  without  weight.  Of  course  on  either 
interpretation  the  language  is  highly  figurative.  It 
hardly  seems  necessary  to  change  the  reading,  esp. 
as  the  LXX  renders  the  passages  in  the  Pss  and  m 
Job  by  doxOf  the  ordinary  Gr  rendering  for  IMhodhj 
and  it  does  not  seem  improbable  that  m  poetry  the 
word  kdbhodh  might  be  used  to  describe  the  man 
himself,  indicating  that  man  as  such  is  honorable 
and  glorious,  possibly  because  as  in  Ps  8  1,  he  is 
thou^t  of  as  naving  been  crowned  by  his  Creator 
with  glory  and  honor. 

Before  leaving  this  use  of  k&hhddh  It  Is  necesBary  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  a  few  cases  it  is  used  to 
describe  things,  perhaps  because  these  things  are  thought 
of  as  practically  personified.  The  "glory  of  the  forest" 
(Isa  lO  18)  is  clearly  a  personification ,  referring  to  the 
majestic  force  of  the  Assyrians.  We  may  probably 
assume  a  personification  also  in  the  case  of  the  glory  ot 
Lebanon  in  Isa  86  2;  60  13,  and  the  nature  of  the  par- 
able in  Ezk  81  makes  it  probable  that  personification 
is  intended  in  ver  18. 

But  unouestionably  the  most  important  use  of 

the  word  k&bhddk  is  its  employment  either  with 

the  following  gen.  God  or  Jeh,  or  ab- 

4.  Self-  solutely,  to  ofescribe  the  method  or  the 
manifests-  circumstances  of  the  self-manifestation 
tion  of  God  of  God.  In  discussing  this  subject  we 
(Jehovah)     shall  deal  first  of  all  with  the  use  of  the 

term  as  connected  with  actual  or  his- 
torical manifestations  of  the  Deity,  and  then  with 
its  use  to  describe  the  characteristic  features  of  the 
ideal  state  of  the  future,  or,  otherwise  stated,  the 
Messianic  kingdom. 

(1)  Ex  23  18  ff.— The  significance  of  the  phrase 
in  its  earliest  occurrence  is  by  no  means  clear.  Not- 
withstanding the  uncertainty  as  to  the  exact  docu- 
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mentary  connection  of  the  famous  passage  in  Ex  88 
18  ff,  it  seems  quite  certain  that  we  may  claim  that 
this  is  the  earhest  historical  reference  that  the  OT 
contains  to  the  glory  of  Jeh.  ''And  he  [Moses]  said. 
Show  me,  I  pray  thee,  thy  glory.  And  he  [Jeh]  said 
Thou  canst  not  see  my  uioe;  ....  and  it  shall 
come  to  I>as8,  while  my  glory  passeth  by,  that  I  will 
put  thee  in  a  cleft  of  the  rock,  and  will  cover  thee 
wiUi  my  hand  imtil  I  have  passed  by:  and  I  will 
take  away  my  hand,  and  thou  shalt  see  my  back; 
but  my  face  shall  not  be  seen."  The  passage  in  its 
present  form  bears  unmistakable  evidences  of  the 
editorial  hand,  due  perhaps,  as  Baentsch  (Hand- 
kommerUar  eum  AT,  "Ex-Lev- Nu,"  279)  suggests, 
to  a  desire  to  transform  the  primitive,  concrete, 
physical  theophany  into  a  revelation  of  the  ethical 
plorv  of  God,  but  in  its  basis  it  belongs  to  J  and 
IS  therefore  the  earliest  literary  reference  to  the 
glorv  of  God  in  the  OT.  The  glory  of  Jeh  is  clearly 
a  physical  manifestation,  a  form  with  hands  and 
rear  parts,  of  which  Moses  is  permitted  to  catch 
only  a  paanns  gUmpee,  but  the  implication  is  clear 
that  he  actuary  does  see  Jdi  with  his  physical  eyes. 

It  Mems  not  improbable  that  in  its  original  form  it  was 
related  that  Moees  saw  the  glory.  i.e.,  the  form  of  Jeh. 
and  thufl  that  we  are  to  find  In  this  narrative  the  Bource 
for  the  statement  in  Nu  18  8,  that  he  (Moses)  will 
behold  (or  perhaps  better  rendering  the  tense  as  a  fre- 
quentative), beholds  the  form  of  Jeh  (see  also  the  de- 
scription in  Ez  24  9-11).  The  mention  of  the  doud 
(Ez  84  5)  as  the  accompaniment  of  the  manifestation 
of  Jen  suggests  that  the  form  of  Jeh  was  thought  of  as 
being  outuned  in  cloud  and  flame,  and  that  Jeh  was 
originiUly  thought  of  as  manifesting  Himself  in  connec- 
tion with  meteorological  or  more  probably  volcanic 
phenomena* 

(2)  Im  6, — ^Later  the  glory  of  Jeh  and  the  form 
of  Jeh  are  no  longer  identical  terms,  but  the  ^ory 
is  still  the  physical  manifestation  of  the  Divine 
presence.  Tnis  is  clear  from  Isaiah's  accoimt  of 
nis  great  inaugural  vision.  The  prophet  sees  the 
enthroned  Jeh  with  His  skirts  filling  the  temple, 
lliere  is  no  indication  of  what  it  was  that  he  saw 
or  how  he  recognized  that  it  was  Jeh.  The  attend- 
ant seraphim  in  addition  to  the  solemn  "Holy,  Holy, 
Holy"  oeclare  that  ''the  whole  earth  is  full  of  his 
glory." 

Unquestionably  His  glory  is  here  regarded  as  some- 
thing visible,  something,  a  part  of  which  at  least,  Isaiah 
sees.  The  glory  as  such  has  no  ethical  significance 
except  in  so  far  as  it  is  the  method  of  manifestation  of 
one  who  is  undoubtedly  an  ethical  being.  The  phrase- 
ology suggests  that  the  skirts  which  fill  the  temple  and 
the  glory  which  fills  the  whole  earth  refer  to  the  phe- 
nomena of  fire  and  smoke.  Some  think  that  the  smoke 
is  caused  by  the  clouds  of  incense  that  would  fill  the 
temple  in  connection  with  the  sacrificial  observances. 
But  in  view  of  Isaiah*s  horror  of  these  observances,  this 
interpretation  is  very  questionable.  A  more  probable 
interpretation  connects  the  clouds  and  gloom  with  the 
phenomena  of  a  great  storm,  and  even  possibly  of  an 
earthquake,  for  it  seems  highly  plausible  that  the  call  of 
Isaiah  in  the  year  of  the  death  of  King  Uzziah  coincided 
with  the  great  earthquake  in  the  days  of  Uzziah  referred 
to  in  Zee  14  5.  (It  seems  at  least  probable  that  the 
references  to  the  darkness  and  light  in  Zee  14  0  f  may 
have  their  orl^  in  the  phenomena  attendant  upon  this 
earthquake,  it  is  probable  that  the  earthquake  by 
which  the  prophecy  of  Amos  is  dated  [Am  1  1]  is  also 
this  same  historic  earthquake.)  The  doudB  and  fire 
attendant  upon  this  storm  or  earthquake  become  the 
media  by  wmch  the  glory  of  Jeh  is  made  known  to  the 
youthful  prophet,  and  this  glory  partly  reveals  and 
partly  conceals  the  presence  of  Jeh  of  which,  through, 
and  in  part  by  means  of .  these  phenomena,  Isaiah  is  made 
so  vividly  conscious. 

(3)  Ps  19  1. — ^This  conception  of  Isaiah  that 
the  glory  of  Jeh  fills  the  earth  is  closely  related  to  the 
thought  of  Ps  19  1  that  "the  heavens  declare  the 
glory  of  God :  and  the  firmament  showeth  his  handi- 
work," the  cufference  being  that  in  the  psalm  Jeh's 
gjory  is  manifested  in  the  ordinary  rather  than  in 
the  extraordinary  phenomena.  Parallel  thoughts 
may  be  found  in  Ps  8  1:  67  5;  108  5;  118  4.  In 
Pb  29  1.2.3.9,  as  in  Isaiah,  the  glory  of  Jeh  is  re- 


vealed in  the  extraordinary  physical  phenomena 
which  the  psabn  describes.  Glory  here  is  a  purely 
external,  meteorological  thing  and  is  the  manifes- 
tation of  the  presence  of  Jeh,  no  matter  whether  the 
psalm  is  regarded,  as  it  usually  is,  as  a  description 
of  a  thunderstorm,  or  whether  with  von  Gall  and 
others  it  is  taken  as  a  description  of  the  phenomena 
which  accompany  the  inauguration  of  the  Messianic 
kingdom  (see  Joel  2  30f  ERV). 

(4)  Sinai  and  the  Temvle. — Dt  6  24  indicates 
that  in  the  theophany  at  the  time  of  the  fldving  of 
the  law,  the  clory  and  the  sreatness  of  Jeh  con- 
sisted in  the  nre  and  thick  darkness  whidi  envel- 
oped the  mountain,  and  out  of  which  Jeh  spoke  to 
the  people.  Essentially  the  same  idea  is  expressed 
in  tne  account  of  the  dedication  of  Solomon's 
temple  (1  K  8  lOf;  2  Ch  6  14).  The  cloud 
which  filled  the  house  of  Jeh,  preventing  the  priests 
from  ministering,  is  identified  with  the  glory  of  Jeh 
which  filled  the  house.  It  is  noteworthy  that  in 
2  Ch  7  1-3  the  glory  of  Jeh  which  fills  the  house 
manifests  itself  in  the  form  of  the  cloud  of  smoke 
from  the  sacrifices  which  were  consumed  by  the  fire 
cominsdown  from  heaven. 

(5)  EzekieVs  visions, — P^haps  the  most  elaborate 
description  of  the  glory  of  Jeh  to  be  found  in  the 
OT  is  that  given  b]^  Ezekiel  in  the  various  accounts 
of  his  visions.  It  is  not  easy  to  interpret  his  con- 
ception, but  it  seems  clear  that  he  does  not  identify 
the  gloiV  with  the  stormy  clouds,  the  fire,  the  cheru- 
bim and  the  chariots.  "The  appearance  of  the  like- 
ness of  the  glory  of  Jeh"  (Ezk  1  28)  is  not  applied 
to  all  the  phenomena  which  have  been  described  in 
the  preoeding  verses,  but  only  to  the  likeness  of 
form  which  looked  like  a  man  above  the  sapphire 
throne  (ver  26).  The  same  idea  is  indicated  m  9  3 
which  states  that  "the  s^ory  of  the  God  of  Israel 
was  ^ne  up  from  the  cherub,  whereupon  it  was": 
that  is,  the  glory  is  something  peculiar  to  Jeh,  ana 
is  not  quite  identical  with  the  phenomena  which 
accompany  it.  This  is  true  of  all  his  visions.  The 
glory  of  Jeh  manifests  itself  with  all  the  aooom- 
pamments  which  he  describes  with  such  richness 
of  imagery,  but  the  accompaniments  are  not  the 
glory.  For  other  descriptions  of  the  glory  of  Jeh 
in  Ezekiel,  see  8  12.23;  8  4;  10  4.18  ff;  11  22  f. 

Very  similar  to  this  conception  of  Ezekiel  is  that 
given  m  those  passages  of  the  Pent  which  are  usually 
assigned  to  the  PC.  When  the  children  of  Israel 
-murmured  against  Moses  and  Aaron  on  account  of 
the  lack  of  food,  the  glory  of  Jeh  appeared  in  the 
cloud  as  they  "looked  toward  the  wildemess'^  (Ex 
16  7.10;  cf  Ex  24  16  0*  And  just  as  in  Ezk,  the 
glory  is  distinguished  from  its  attendant  circum- 
stances; for  after  the  completion  o{  the  Tent  of 
Meeting,  the  cloud  covers  the  tent,  and  the  glory  of 
Jeh  filb  the  tabernacle  (Ex  40  34f;  see  also  Lev 
9  6.23;  Nu  14  21  f ;  16  19.42;  20  6).  The  same 
thouc^t  is  suggested  in  the  references  in  Sir  17  13; 
46  3. 

(6)  Mesnanie  ideal. — ^These  passages  just  cited 
stajid  on  the  border  between  the  historical  and  the 
ideal  descriptions  of  the  glory  of  Jeh,  for  whatever 
may  be  one  s  views  as  to  the  historical  worth  of  P's 
acooimt  of  the  Exodus  and  the  wilderness  sojourn, 
all  must  agree  in  seeing  in  it  really  the  program  or 
constitution  for  the  id^  state  of  the  future.  And 
in  this  state  the  distinguishing  characteristic  is  to 
be  the  manifest  presence  of  Jeh  in  His  sanctuary, 
and  this  manifestation  is  the  glory.  This  is  the 
view  of  Ezekiel,  for  whom  the  essential  action  in  the 
establishment  of  the  new  community  is  the  return 
of  the  glory  of  Jeh  to  the  house  of  Jcui  (Ezk  48  2.4. 
6:  44  4).  The  same  thought  is  expressed  very 
clearly  in  Isa  4  5  f ,  which  may  be  rendered  on  the 
basis  of  a  slight  rearrangement  and  regrouping  of  the 
original,  'And  Jeh  will  create  over  ....  Mt.  Zion 
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...  .  ,  a  cloud  and  smoke  by  day,  and  the  shining 
of  a  flaniing  fire  by  night;  for  over  everything  the 
glorjr  [of  Yahweh]  shall  be  a  canopy  and  a  pavilion, 
and  it  shall  serve  as  a  shelter  from  the  heat,  and  a 
refuge  and  a  covert  from  the  storm  and  the  rain.' 
This  tr  has  the  advantage  that  it  furnishes  an  intel- 
ligible and  characteristic  conclusion  to  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  Messianic  age  which  the  chapter  contains. 
Isa  11  10,  reading  with  RVm,  ''and  his  resting-place 
shall  be  glory,"  has  the  same  thought,  for  it  is  clearly 
the  glory  of  Jeh  that  is  manifested  in  the  resting- 
place  of  the  root  of  Jesse,  and  this  resting-place  can 
Be  none  other  than  Mt.  Zion  (cf  also  Isa  24  23). 

The  Pss  and  Deutero-Isa  have  many  passages  in 
which  this  phase  of  the  thought  is  brought  out.  For 
both  books  the  restoration  of  the  people  from  cap- 
tivity is  to  be  accompanied  by,  or.  perhaps  better, 
itself  is,  a  revelation  of  the  glory  of  Jeh  (Lsa  40  5). 
The  children  of  Israel  have  been  created  for  the 
slory  of  Jeh,  and  hence  they  must  be  restored  that 
His  glory  may  be  made  manifest  (48  7).  The  Ught 
of  the  restored  conmiunity  is  to  be  the  glory  of  Jeh 
(00  If).  The  presence  of  Jeh  brings  grace  and 
glory  (Ps  84  11),  and  His  salvation  of  those  that 
^ar  Him  causes  glory  to  dwell  in  the  land  (Ps  86  9). 
To  these  and  many  similar  passages  in  Ja&  and  the 
Pss  may  also  be  added  Sir  36  14,  which  refers  prob- 
ably to  the  manifestation  of  God  in  glory  in  the 
Messianic  kingdom. 

(7)  Its  ethical  content. — ^But  these  passages  make 
it  quite  evident  tshat  "glory"  is  not  always  used  in 
the  external,  lit.  or  fig.  physical  sense.  It  comes 
to  have  an  ethical  signincance,  and  this  because,  Uke 
the  holiness  with  which  it  is  associated  in  Isa  6,  it 
is  connected  with  Jeh,  who  is  more  and  more  exclu- 
sively viewed  as  an  ethical  being.  As  holiness 
^-adually  loses  its  physical  sense  of  fuoofness,  apart- 
ness, ana  comes  to  describe  moral  purity,  so  glory, 
because  it  is  an  attribute  or  expression  of  Jeh,  comes 
to  have  a  moral  sense.  This  transformation,  as 
we  have  seen,  is  already  being  made  in  the  present 
text  of  Ex  33  18.20,  and  the  connection  with  hoU- 
ness  in  Isa  6  makes  it  almost  certain  that  Isaiah 
gave  the  word  an  ethical  connotation.  So  the  God 
of  glory  of  Ps  29  3  suggests  a  moral  Quality  because 
Jeh  is  a  moral  being.  All  doubt  on  this  matter  dis- 
appears when  we  find  the  word  "glory"  used  as  the 
term  for  the  essential  nature  oi  Jen,  as  we  have 
already  found  it  to  be  used  of  man.  In  Isa  42  8, 
"I  am  Jeh,  that  is  my  name;  and  my  glory  will  I  not 
give  to  another,"  the  meaning  would  seem  to  be, 
my  essential  character  and  power,  that  is,  my  ^ory, 
I  will  not  share  with  other  gods  (cf  also  Isa  48  11). 
And  in  Isa  68  8  the  glory  must  be  taken  in  a  fig- 
urative sense  and  refer  to  Jeh  Himself  in  His  saving 
grace,  who  attends  His  people  in  advance  and  in  the 
rear.  It  hardly  seems  possible  to  deny  the  ethical 
sense  in  Ezk  39  21,  where  the  manifestation  of  the 
glory  of  Jeh  comes  as  a  result  of  the  execution  of  His 
purposes  of  justice  and  righteousness  upon  His 
people.  And  in  Hab  2  14,  the  glory  of  Jeh  which 
IS  to  be  known  throughout  the  earth  cannot  be 
limited  to  any  ph3rsical,  external  thing.  It  is  eouiva- 
lent  to  the  ri^teous  and  just  will  of  Jeh.  These 
passages  are  sufficient  to  prove  the  ethical  signifi- 
cance of  the  word  k&bhdahy  but  it  may  be  worth 
while  to  quote  one  more  passage  and  this  time  from 
Pis  97  with  its  wonderful  description  of  the  bless- 
ings of  the  righteous  rule  of  Jeh.  It  is  stated  in  ver 
6  that  "the  heavens  declare  his  righteousness,  and 
all  the  peoples  have  seen  his  glory.  His  righteous- 
ness may  include,  as  Kirkpatrick  suggests,  "His 
faithfulness  to  His  people  and  His  sovereign  justice 
in  the  punishment  of  all,"  or  it  may  refer  only  to 
the  former  of  these  qualities;  but  in  any  case,  it  is 
a  moral  act,  and  by  it  the  peoples  recognize  the 
gloiy  of  Jeh  as  the  supreme  moral  ruler. 


IV.  /n  i4poc  aiwf iVr.— "Glory"  in  theapocryphal 
books  and  in  the  NT  is  almost  exclusively  the  tr  of 
the  Gr  noun  doxa.  In  all  these  writings  the  OT 
usage  seems  to  be  the  most  important,  and  it  seems 
to  be  the  fact,  if  one  may  judge  from  the  LXX  and 
from  the  original  Heb  of  Sir,  that  the  Gr  noun  ciotza, 
in  the  great  majority  of  cases,  represents  the  Heb 
kabhddhf  so  that  the  underlying  thought  is  Heb,  even 
though  the  words  may  be  Gr. 

(1)  Aa  applied  to  external  things. — ^It  will  be  perhaps  a 
little  more  convenient  to  deal  with  the  usage  of  the  Apoc 

Beparately,  following  essentially  the  onler 
1  In  the  ^^^  ^*^  ^^'^^^  adopted  for  the  OT  dis- 
A*«w^  cusslon  of  kdbhddh,  and  bearing  in  mind 

ApOC  that  the  usage  of  Sir  has  been  discussed 

under  the  OT.  The  use  of  the  word  *'glory  " 
to  describe  the  honor,  reputation  and  splendcv  which 
belong  to  men  is  quite  common.    In  this  sense  1  Esd 

1  33  refers  to  the  glory  of  Josiah.  while  in  Wisd  10  14 
the  perpetual  glory  given  by  Wisd  to  Joseph  must 
be  interpreted  in  the  same  way.  In  2  Maoc  6  16.20 
glory  refers  to  the  beautlflcation  and  adqmment  of  the 
temple  in  a  sense  like  that  of  <ipA*drdA  in  Isa  60  7.  In 
Jth  15  9  "glory"  is  the  tr  of  the  Gr  gauriama,  and  In- 
dicates that  Judith  is  the  pride  of  Israel. 

(2)  At  applied  to  God.— But  the  most  significant  use  of 
doxa  in  the  Apocrypha  is  that  In  which  it  refers  to  the 
light  and  splendor  which  are  regarded  as  the  invariable 
accompaniments  of  God.  The  reference  may  be  to  the 
historic  manifestation  of  God  in  glory  at  Mt.  Sinai,  as  in 

2  Esd  8  19,  or  to  the  manifestation  of  God  in  Israel, 
which  is  to  be  the  especial  characteristic  of  the 
Messianic  kingdom.  In  1  Esd  5  61  songs  sung  to  the 
praise  of  the  Lord,  "  because  his  goodness  and  his  glory 
are  forever  in  all  Israel,"  are  based  upon  the  hope  that 
Jeh  is  about  to  establish  the  Messianic  kingdom  among 
the  people  who  have  bound  themselves  to  obey  His  law. 
In  several  passages  in  2  Esd  the  reference  seems  to  be 
not  to  the  Afessianic  kingdom  in  the  historical  sense, 
but  rather  to  that  kingdom  of  God  which  the  saints  are 
to  inherit  after  death.  This  is  clearly  the  thought  in  2 
Esd  8  36  and  in  7  62;  also  in  8  51  where  the  context 
shows  clearly  that  the  reference  is  to  the  glory  of 
Paradise,  which  is  the  heritage  of  all  those  who  are  like 
Ezra  in  their  devotion  to  Jeh  (cf  also  10  50). 

But  most  frequently  in  the  Apoc,  in  a  sense  which 
approximates  that  of  tne  NT,  the  word  "glory"  refers  to 
the  blaze  of  light  and  splendor  which  is  the  essential 
expression  of  the  holy  majesty  of  Jeh.  The  prayer  of 
Manasseh  refers  to  the  unbearable  majesty  of  Ihe  glory 
of  Jeh;  while  2  Esd  8  30,  trusting  m  Jeh's  glory  Is 
equivalent  to  trusting  in  Jeh  Himself ;  and  in  10  53  the 
oath  "before  God  and  his  glory"  is  simply  before  the 
Lord  God  Himself.  The  same  thought  is  expressed  in 
Tob  18  15;  18  14;  Wisd  7  25.  In  \he  Three,  vs 31.33. 
the  glory  of  Jeh  refers  to  His  self-manifestation  In  His 
heavenly  kingdom,  and  this  is  undoubtedly  the  signifi- 
cance in  the  irequently  recurring  doxologies,  "Thine  is 
the  glory  forever." 

(1)  As  applied  to  men. — In  the  NT,  much  the 
same  variety  of  usage  is  to  be  noted  as  in  the  OT 

and  the  Apoc,  and  it  is  not  easy  to 
2.  In  the  trace  the  exact  relationship  and  order 
NT  of  the  various  meanings.    The  ordinary 

classical  use  of  the  word  in  the  sense 
of  "opinion,"  "judgment,"  "view,"  occurs  in  Hel- 
lenistic Gr  only  in  4  Mace  6  17  (18)  on  the  author- 
ity of  Thayer. 

It  is  perhaps  as  convenient  to  follow  generally 
the  order  adopted  in  the  preceding  discussion.  In 
some  places  tne  word  refers  to  the  manifestations 
and  insignia  of  rank  and  power,  as  in  the  familiar 
phrase,  "Solomon  in  all  his  glory"  (Mt  6  29),  or 
the  glorv  of  the  kingdoms  of  the  world  (4  8),  or  the 
glory  of  the  kin^  and  nations  of  the  earth  which 
shall  be  brought  mto  the  heavenly  city  (Rev  21  24. 
26).  Doxa  also  defines  the  praise,  honor  and  dig- 
nity of  men.  This  is  the  meaning  in  Jn  6  41.44. 
where  Christ  distinguishes  between  BQs  accusers  and 
Himself  in  that  He  receives  not  glorv  from  men,  while 
they  receive  ^ory  one  of  another  (cf  also  Jn  7  18). 
In  Eph  3  13,  Paul  declares  that  ms  tribulations  for 
those  to  whom  he  is  writingare  a  glory  or  distinc- 
tion to  them,  while  in  1  Thess  2  20  he  declares 
that  the  Thessalonian  Christians  are  his  glory  and 

joy- 

(2)  As  applied  to  God. — Closely  related  to  this 
usage  is  the  employment  of  the  word  to  ascribe  honor 
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and  praise  to  God;  see  Lk  17  18,  where  only  the 
stranger  returned  to  give  glory  to  God:  or  Jn  9  24, 
where  the  man  who  had  been  bom  blind  is  bidden  to 
fldve  glory  to  God;  or  the  phrase  ''to  the  glory  of 
God"  in  Kom  16  7,  where  the  meaning  is  to  secure 
the  honor  and  praise  of  God  among  men.  Similar 
is  the  use  in  the  frequently  recurring  doxologiessuch 
as,  "Glory  to  God  m  the  highest,'^  "to  him,"  that 
is,  to  God,  "be  glory^"  etc. 

While  the  foregoing  meanings  are  frequently 
illustrated  in  the  NT,  it  is  imdoubtedly  true  that 
the  characteristic  use  of  the  word  doxa  in  the  NT 
is  in  the  sense  of  brightness,  brilliance,  splendor; 
and  first  of  all,  in  the  literal  sense,  referring  to  Uie 
brightness  of  the  heavenly  bodies,  as  in  1  Cor  16 
40  f,  or  to  the  supernatural  brightness  which  over- 
came Saul  of  Tarsus  on  the  road  to  Damascus  (Acts 
22  11). 

(3)  As  apjdied  to  the  sairUa. — ^But  the  most  com- 
mon use  of  the  word  is  to  describe  the  brilliance 
which  is  the  characteristic  of  ail  persons  who  share 
in  the  heavenly  glory.  Moses,  Elijah  and  Jesus 
Himself  have  this  glory  on  the  Mt.  of  Transfig- 
uration (Lk  9  31  f).  It  was  the  same  glory 
which  gave  the  angel  who  came  out  of  heaven 
power  to  lighten  the  earth  (Rev  18  1),  and  also 
which  shone  about  the  shepherds  when  the  angel 
appeared  imto  them  (Lk  2  9).  F&ul  refers  to  this 
g^ory,  when  he  speaks  of  the  face  of  Moses  as  it 
appeared  after  God  had  spoken  with  him  (2  Cor 
8  7  f).  And  as  in  the  case  of  Moses,  so  here,  the 
source  of  this  glory  is  God  Himself,  wno  is  the  God 
of  glory  (Acts  7  2,  and  frequently). 

(4)  As  applied  to  the  Messianic  kingdom, — ^It  is 
also  used  to  describe  the  ideal  Messianic  kingdom 
of  the  future.  It  is  applied  to  Christ  to  describe 
Ifis  roy^J  majesty  when  He  comes  to  set  up  His 
kingdom.  So  James  and  John  ask  to  sit,  one  on  His 
right  hand  and  one  on  His  left  in  His  glory  (Mk 
10  37).  Christ  is  to  appear  in  glory  with  the 
angds  (Mt  16  27  and  often),  for  His  condition  in  the 
coming  age  as  it  was  before  the  incarnation  is  a 
condition  of  glory  (Lk  24  26;  Jn  17  5.22.24).  But 
not  merely  uie  Messiah,  but  also  all  His  followers 
shall  share  in  the  glory  of  the  Messianic  kingdom. 
This  yse  is  so  common  that  it  is  scarcely  necessary 
to  illustrate  it  by  reference.  This  glorv  \a  to  oe 
revealed  to  all  Christians  in  the  future  (Kom  8  18. 
21;  9  23;  cf  also  1  Cor  2  7;  2  Cor  4  17). 

In  all  these  cases  it  has  a  distinctly  ethical  sigxiifi- 
cation,  for  it  is  the  term  which  is  used  to  describe 
the  essential  nature,  the  perfection  of 
8.  Its  the  Deity,  and  is  shared  by  others 

Ethical  Sig-  because  they  are  made  partakers  of 
nificance  the  Divine  nature.  So  Paul  refers  to 
"the  glory  of  the  incorruptible  God" 
(Rom  1  23:  cf  also  Eph  1  17  f,  and  often).  And 
the  essential  nature  of  Christ  comes  to  be  described 
in  the  same  way.  He  has  glorv  as  of  the  only 
begotten  of  the  Father  (Jn  1  14);  he  shows  His 
glory  in  the  performance  of  miracles  (Jn  2  11);  and 
Eke  the  Father,  He  is  the  Lord  of  glory  (1  Cor  2  8) . 

As  a  vb.  in  the  OT  the  most  common  signification 
of  the  word  "glory"  is.  to  make  one's  boast  in  or 
of  anything,  usually  of  the  pious  glorying  in  Yah- 
weh  (Jeh)^  but  occasionally  with  some  other  ref- 
erence, as  in  Jer  9  23  of  man  glorying  in  his  riches, 
might  or  wisdom.  In  all  these  cases  it  represents 
the  Heb  hith-hdOU.  In  Ex  8  9  the  phrase,  "Have 
thou  this  glory  over  me,"  is  the  tr  of  the  Heb  hOh- 
p&*iTy  and  means  take  to  thyself  the  honor  or  dis- 
tinction as  regards  me.  In  2  K  14  10  it  translates 
the  Heb  hik-kdbhidhf  'Tionor  thyself,"  i.e.  be  satis- 
fied with  the  home  which  you  have  already  attained. 

In  the  apoeryphal  books  it  means  either  **  glorify  thy- 
self." the  middle  voice  of  the  vb.  doxdzd,  as  in  Sir  8  10, 
where  the  original  Heb  has  hith-kabbidh,  or  "to  exult/* 


**  boast  over,"  as  in  Jth  9  7.  where  it  represents  the  Or 
gaurdomai;  or  "to  boast,"  "take  pride  in,'*^ where  it  repre- 
sents, as  it  does  usually  in  the  NT,  the  Gr  kauchdomai 
(Sir  17  9:  84  1:  88  25;  89  8;  48  4.  in  the  second  and 
fourth  of  which  cases  it  represents  the  Heb  h%th-pd*ir). 

In  the  NT  the  vb.  is  used  3  t  in  Jas,  and  several 
times  in  the  £pp.  of  Paul,  and  everywhere  is  used 
to  translate  the  vb.  katuihdomaif  or,  m  two  cases  in 
Jas,  the  same  vb.  is  compounded  with  the  preposi- 
tion kald.  In  all  these  cases  the  meaning  is  '*to 
take  pride  in,"  ''to  congratulate  oneself,"  upon  any- 
thing. 

In  this  connection  attention  may  be  called  to  the 
use  of  the  noun  "glorying,"  once  or  twice  rendered 
"to  glory,"  where  the  meaning  is  either  the  occasion 
or  groimd  of  glorying,  or  sometimes  the  act  of  glory- 
ing. The  original  has  kauchema  or  kaudiesis. 
This  usage  occurs  in  Jas  4  16;  He  8  6,  and  several 
times  in  the  £pp.  of  Paul. 

LiTERATiTRs. — In  addition  to  the  commentaries  and 
works  on  Bib.  theology  among  which,  Briggs,  ICC  on  the 
Pss.  Scribner.  N.Y..  1906.  esp.  the  note  in  I,  66,  67;  and 
Weiss,  Bib.  Theology  of  the  NT,  ET,  T.  &  S.  Clark.  Edin- 
burgh, 1882-83,  may  be  mentioned  esp.,  the  chief  works 
on  the  subject  are  von  Gall,  Die  Herrlichkeit  OoUee, 
Giessen,  1900;  and  Oaspari,  Die  Bedeutungen  der  WorV- 
eippe  nilD  if*  Hebraeieehen,  Leipzig,  1908.  The  dis- 
cussions Dy  G.  B.  Gray  and  J.  Masde  in  HDB,  II,  are 
valuable,  and  also  the  brief  but  slgniflcant  article  by 
Zenosin  the  Standard  Bible  Diet.,  Funk  &  Wagnalls,  N.Y., 
1909. 

Walter  R.  Betteridqe 
GLOWING,   glO'ing,   SAND    (Isa  35  11).    See 
Mirage. 

GLUTTON,  gluf'n,  GLUTTONOUS,  gluf'n-us 
(bbj,  zdlal,  "to  be  lavish";  ♦Ayos,  phdgos): 
"Glutton"  (from  glutf  to  swallow  greedily)  is  the  tr 
of  zoUl  from  zalal^  "to  shake  or  pour  out,"  "to  be 
lavish,  a  squanderer."  In  Dt  21  20.  "This  our 
son  ....  is  a  glutton,  and  a  drunkaro,"  the  word 
may  mean  a  squanderer  or  prodigal;  £RV  has  "a 
riotous  liver."  In  Prov  23  21,  "For  the  drui^rd 
and  the  glutton  shall  come  to  poverty"  ^following 
zdle  bhdsdTf  "souanderers  of  flesh,"  RV  "gluttonous 
eaters  of  flesh"),  "glutton"  in  the  usual  sense  is  in- 
tended: "a  man  gluttonous,"  "a  gluttonous  man" 
(RV)  (phagos,  "an  eater,"  "a  glutton")  was  a  term 
applied  to  Christ  in  His  freedom  from  asceticism 
(Mt  11  19;  Lk  7  34). 

RV  has  "idle  gluttons"  (m  Gr,  "belUes")  for 
"slow  bellies"  (Tit  1  12);  "gluttonous"  "gluttons," 
for  "riotous"  (Prov  23  20;  28  7). 

W.  L.  Walkeb 

GNASH,  nash  (p*?n,  hdrafp;  PpvyiA^s,  hrugmds): 
"Gnash"  is  used  of  grinding  or  striking  together 
the  teeth  in  rage,  pain  or  misery  of  disappointment. 
In  the  OT  it  is  the  tr  of  harak,  a  mimetic  word,  and 
represents  for  the  most  part  rage,  aneer,  hatred 
(Job  16  9,  "He  gnasheth  upon  me  with  his  teeth," 
RV  "hath  gnashed  upon  me";  Ps  36  16:  37  12; 
112  10,  grief;  Lam  2  16,  contempt  or  derision); 
brdchOj  "to  gnash  the  teeth  in  rage,  indicates  anger, 
rage,  LXX  for  Iiarai^  (Acts  7  64,  of  Stephen,  "They 
gnashed  on  him  with  their  teeth").  The  several 
instances  of  brugmos,  "(piashing,"  in  the  Gospels 
seem  to  express  disappomtment  rather  than  anger 
(Mt  8  12,  "There  shall  be  wailing  and  gnashing  of 
teeth,"  RV  "the  weeping  and  the  gnashing  of  teetn" ; 
13  42.50;  22  13;  24  51;  26  30;  Lk  13  28— a 
vivid  representation  of  the  misery  of  disappointed 
expectations;  cf  Ecclus  80  10,  "lest  thou  shalt 
gnash  thy  teeth  in  the  end,"  gomphidzd,  "to  have 
the  teeth  set  on  edge");  trizo  (Mk  9  18),  which 
means  "to  give  out  a  creaking,  grating  soimd,"  "to 
screak,"  is  used  in  the  NT  (m  the  above  instance 
only)  to  mean  "to  grate  or  gnash  with  the  teeth," 
indicating  the  efl^ect  of  a  paroxysm,  RV  "grindeth 
his  teeth."  W.  L.  Walker 
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GNAT,  nat  (in  EV,  only  in  Mt  23  24,  kAvm^, 
kdndpa.  In  Ex  8  16,  for  EV  ''lice/'  one  of  the 
plagues  of  Egypt,  099,  kinninij  0^99,  kinnlm.y  or 
Dp ,  kinnOim,  we  find  in  RVm  ''sand  flies''  or  "fleas'' 
[Gesenius  "gnat";  Mandelkem  "culex''].  For 
hmd  k9n  [Isa  51  6],  EV  "in  like  manner,'^  LXX 
Anrtp  raika,  hdsper  taiUat  Vulg  sicut  hciec,  RVm  has 
"like  gnats,"  since  ]3 ,  ken,  elsewhere  "thus,"  may 
here  be  taken  to  be  a  sing,  of  the  form  0*^99 1  kinnlm, 
which  occurs  in  Ex  8):  In  the  NT  passage,  the 
difference  between  AV  and  RV  should  be  noted. 
"Strain  at  a  gnat,  and  swallow  a  camel"  is  changed 
to  "strain  out  the  gnat  and  swallow  the  camel," 
the  reference  being  to  the  inconsistency  of  the  Jew- 
i^  religious  leaders  in  taking  extraordinary  pains 
in  some  thinss,  as  in  the  preparation  of  food,  while 
leaving  weigntier  matters  unattended  to. 

In  Isa  51  6,  the  suggestion  of  RVm,  "They  that 
dwell  therein  shall  die  like  gnats,"  seems  a  decided 
improvement  on  the  "shall  die  in  like  manner"  of 
Ev,  esp.  as  ken,  "thus"  (see  supra),  is  a  repetition 
of  hmd,  whose  meaning  is  practically  the  same, 
"in  like  manner"  being  the  rendering  in  EV  of 
Ifmd  kSn. 

As  to  the  creatures,  kinnlm.  of  the  Egvp  plague, 
there  is  little  choice  between  "lice"  of  EV  and  the 
others  sugj^t^,  except  as  we  mav  be  influenced 
by  the  LXA  rendering,  sknipheSf  which  may  mean 
"gnats"  or  "mosquitoes."    See  Flea;  Lice. 

Alfred  Ely  Day 

GNOSTICISM,  nos'ti-siz'm: 

I.     OiiNBRAL  Definition 
II.     SouRCBB  OF  Gnosticism 

1.  Alexandrian  Philosophy 

2.  Zoroastrianism 

III.  Naturb  of  Gnosticism 
Chief  Points 

IV.  Gnosticism  in  thb  Christian  Chubcb 

1.  Colosslans 

2.  1  Cor:  "Knowledge  "  at  Corinth 

3.  Pastoral  Epistles 

4.  1  John 
1)  Gnostic  Claims 
|2)  Its  Loveless  Nature 
3)  Dooetlsm 
|4)  The  Antichrist 
.5)  Its  Antinomian  Side 

5.  "To  Know  the  Depths,"  Rev 
v.     Thb  Christian  Antithesis 

1.  God  and  the  World 

How  Did  the  World  Originate  ? 

2.  Evil 

(1)  Christian  Doctrine  of  Sin 

(2)  Sin  and  the  Moral  Law 

3.  Christ  and  Redemption 

4.  Asceticism  and  Antinomianism 
VI.     Harnack's  Vibw  of  Gnosticism 

VII.     Influbncb  and  Dbvblopmbnt  of  Gnosticism 

1.  Not  a  Heresy  of  the  Humbler  Classes 

2.  Cerinthus:  His  Teaching 

5.  The  Gospel  of  John 

4.  Various  Sects 

1)  The  Ophites 

2)  Valenunus 

3)  Basilides 
.4)  Satuminus 
fii)  Mardon 

5.  Relation  to  the  OT 

6.  The  Christian  Verities 

7.  Influence  on  Theology 

8.  Truth  Underlying  Dooetism 
VIII.     Modern  Gnosticism 

LlTERATURB 

Gnosticism — except  perhaps  in  1  Tim  6  20,  where 
St.  Paul  warns  Timothy  against  "the  gndsia,  which 
is  falsely  so  called" — ^is  not  directly  alluded  to  in  the 
NT.  Nevertheless  its  leaven  was  actually  working, 
as  will  immediately  be  seen,  and  constituted  a  most 
serious  peril  in  the  apostolic  church.  "That  strange, 
obscure  movement,  partly  intellectual,  partly 
fanatical  ....  in  the  2d  cent,  spread  with  the 
swiftness  of  an  epidemic  over  the  church  from  Syria 
to  Gaul''  (Law,  The  Tests  of  Life,  26).  It  is 
therefore  of  high  importance  to  gain  a  right  con- 
ception of  the  nature  of  this  potent  anti-Christian 
influence.    This   is   not   easy.    The   difficulty   in 


dealing  with  Gnosticism  is  that  it  was  not  a  homo- 

geneous  system  of  either  religion  or  philosophy, 
ut  embraced  numy  widely  diversified  sects  holding 
opinions  drawn  from  a  great  variety  of  sources. 
"The  infinitely  varied  shapes  assumed  by  the  sys- 
tems render  it  almost  impossible  to  classify  them, 
or  even  to  give  an  account  of  their  leading  idns, 
which  shall  not  be  open  to  objection.  We  might 
as  well  try  to  classify  the  products  of  a  tropical 
jungle,  or  the  shapes  and  hues  of  the  sunset  clouds, 
which  change  unaer  our  view  as  we  look  at  them'' 
(Orr,  The  Progress  of  Dogma,  58). 

/.  Genmral  DmfmiHon. — On  the  general  definition 
of  Gnosticism  a  few  authorities  may  be  cited. 
"Gnosticism,"  says  Dr.  Gwatkin,  "may  be  pro- 
visionally described  as  a  number  of  schools  of  phi- 
losophy, oriental  in  general  character,  but  takins 
in  the  idea  of  a  redemption  through  Christ,  and 
further  modified  in  different  sects  by  a  third  ele- 
ment, which  may  be  Judaism,  Hellenism,  or  Chris- 
tianity ....  the  Gnostics  took  over  onlv  the  idea 
of  a  redemption  through  Christ,  not  the  full  Qiris- 
tian  doctrine,  for  they  made  it  rather  a  redemption 
of  the  philosophers  from  matter,  than  a  redemptitm 
of  mankind  from  sin"  {Early  Church  History  to 
AD  313,  II,  20). 

Dr.  Orr  writes.  "Gnosticism  may  be  described 
generally  as  the  fantastic  product  of  the  blending 
of  certain  Christian  ideas — ^|>articularly  that  of 
redemption  through  Christ — ^with  specuuitions  and 
imaginingH  derived  from  a  medley  of  sources  (Gr, 
Jewish,  Parsic;  philosophies,  religions,  theosophies, 
mysteries)  in  a  period  when  the  human  mind  was 
in  a  kind  of  ferment,  and  when  opinions  of  every 
sort  were  jumbled  together  in  an  unimaginable 
welter.  It  involves,  as  the  name  denotes,  a  claim 
to  'knowledge,'  knowledge  of  a  kind  of  which  the 
ordinary  believer  was  incapable,  and  in  the  pos- 
session of  which  'salvation'  in  the  full  sense  consisted. 
This  knowledge  of  which  the  Gnostic  boasted, 
related  to  the  subjects  ordinarily  treated  of  in 
religious  philosophy:  Gnosticism  was  a  species  d 
rdiaUms  philosophy"  (The  Early  Church,  71). 

Neander  has  described  Gnosticism  as  "the  first 
notable  attempt  to  introduce  into  Christianity  the 
existing  elements  of  mental  culture,  and  to  render  it 
more  complete  on  the  hitherto  rather  neglected  side 
of  theoretical  knowledge;  it  was  an  attempt  of  the 
mind  of  the  ancient  world  in  its  yearmng  after 
knowledge,  and  in  its  dissatisfaction  with  the 
present,  to  bring  within  its  grasp  and  to  appropriate 
the  treasures  of  this  kind  which  Christianity  pre- 
sented" {Antignostikus,  Intro,  199). 

Gnosticism  accordingly  comprehends  in  itself 
many  previously  existing  tendencies:  it  is  an  amal- 
gam into  which  quite  a  number  of  different  elements 
have  been  fused.  A  heretical  system  of  thou^t, 
at  once  subtle,  speculative  and  elaborate,  it  en- 
deavored to  introduce  into  Christianity  a  so-called 
higher  knowledge,  which  was  erounded  partly  on 
the  philosophic  creed  in  which  Greeks  ana  Romans 
had  taken  refuge  consequent  on  the  gradual  decay 
and  breaking-up  of  their  own  religions,  partly,  as 
will  be  shown,  on  the  philosophies  of  Plato  ana  of 
Philo»  and  still  more  on  thephilosophies  and  theos- 
ophies and  religions  of  the  rasi,  especially  those  of 
Persia  and  of  India. 

"For  a  long  time  the  pagan  beliefs  had  ceased  to 
be  taken  seriously  by  thoughtful  men  and  had  been 
displaced  by  various  creeds  derived  from  philo- 
sophical speculation.  These  in  themselves  were  ab- 
stract ana  unsatisfying,  but  had  been  partly  vital- 
ized by  union  with  the  tneosophies  of  the  East.  An 
attempt  was  made  on  the  part  of  this  philosophical 
religion  to  effect  an  alliance  with  Christianity.  A 
section  of  the  church  was  dissatisfied  with  the  sim- 
plicity of  the  gospel,  and  sought  to  advance  to 
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something  higher  by  adopting  the  current  specula- 
tions  The  late  books  of  the  NT  are  ail  occu- 
pied, more  or  less,  with  this  movement,  which  was 
the  more  dangerous  as  it  threatened  the  church  from 
within"  (Professor  E.  Scott,  The  Apologetic  of  the 
NT,  14). 

Gnosticism,  though  usually  regarded  as  a  heresy, 
was  not  really  such:  it  was  not  the  perverting  of 
Christian  truth;  it  came,  rather,  from  outside. 
Having  worked  its  way  into  the  Christian  church, 
it  was  then  heretical.  "Although  it  became  a  cor- 
rupting influence  within  the  church,  it  was  an  alien 
by  birdi.  While  the  church  yet  sojourned  within 
the  pale  of  Judaism,  it  enjoyed  inmiimity  from  this 
plague;  but  as  soon  as  it  broke  through  these  narrow 
bounds,  it  found  itself  in  a  world  where  the  decaying 
religions  and  philosophies  of  the  West  were  in  acute 
fermentation  imder  the  influence  of  a  new  and 
powerful  leaven  from  the  East;  while  the  infusion 
of  Christianity  itself  into  this  fermenting  mass  only 
added  to  the  bewildering  multiplicity  of  gnostic 
sects  and  systems  it  brought  forth '  (Law,  The  Testa 
of  Life,  26). 

//.  Stmreme  of  GnoeHeiBm, — Mansel  (in  his  work 
on  The  Gnostic  Heresies,  32)  sums  up  the  i>rincipal 
sources  of  Gnosticism  in  these  three,  rlatonism,  the 
Pers  religion,  and  the  Buddhism  of  India.  To  Pla- 
tonism  it  owed  much  of  its  philosophical  form  and 
tendencies.  From  the  Dualism  of  the  Pers  religion 
it  derived  its  speculations  regarding  the  origin  of 
evil,  and  much  of  what  it  taught  about  emanations. 
To  Buddhism,  he  thinks,  it  owed  the  doctrine  of  the 
antagonism  between  matter  and  spirit,  and  the 
unreality  of  derived  existence — ^the  germ  of  Doce- 
tism.  Mansd  also  holds  that  there  is  the  possibility 
that  Gnosticism  derived  certain  of  its  features  from 
the  Kabbala  (iabbSldh),  or  secret  teaching  of  the 
Jews  in  the  two  books,  the  ^Spher  ygirdhj  or  Book 
of  Creation,  and  the  Zdhar,  or  Book  of  Light.  An 
influence  of  Buddhism  on  Gnosticism,  however, 
may  safely  be  doubted,  as  there  is  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  knowledge  of  Buddhist  doctrine  had 
so  early  penetrated  into  the  West.  The  Jewish 
works  named  by  Mansel  are  really  products  of  the 
Middle  Ages  (Westcott,  Intro  to  the  Study  of  the 
GosvelSf  144-45).  The  other  sources  named  were 
really  influential.  We  notice  two — ^the  Alexandrian 
philosophy  and  the  Parsic  dualism. 

Alexandrian  philosophy  endeavored  to  unite  Gr 
philosophy  and  Heb  religion.  Philo,  the  great  Jew- 
ish commentator  of  Alexandria,  had 
1.  Alezan-  tried  to  interpret  the  ancient  Jewish 
drian  Phi-  Scriptures  by  the  aid  of  the  Gr  phi- 
losophy losophy,  to  expound  the  OT  in  terms 
of  Plato's  thought  and  to  discover 
all^Eorical  meanings  where  none  were  intended. 
In  Philo's  teaching  there  is  a  sharp  line  drawn  be- 
.tween  Grod  and  the  material  world:  with  him  God 
cannot  exert  any  action  upon  the  world  of  matter, 
except  through  intermediate  agency,  the  Jewish 
angels  and  the  heathen  demons.  Piulo  has  much 
to  say  in  regard  to  the  Logos.  His  utterances  on 
this  subject  may  be  compared  with  what  is  said 
of  the  attributes  of  "Wisdom"'  in  ch  8  of  the  Book 
of  Prov,  and  also  with  the  Logos  or  'Word"  of 
the  Gospel  of  John.  With  Philo,  the  Logos  is  the 
power  of  God,  or  the  Divine  reason  endowed  with 
energy,  and  embracing  within  itself  all  subordinate 
powers.  The  Lo^^os  is  impersonal  in  its  relations 
to  God;  and  herem  is  one  huge  difference  between 
Philo's  conception  and  that  in  the  gospel.  Philo 
teaches  that  the  Logos  is  the  only  firstborn  of  God, 
the  chief  of  the  angels,  the  viceroy  of  Grod,  and  rep- 
resentative of  man.    See  Looos. 

According  to  Philo  the  creation  of  the  universe 
was  a  gradual  molding  out  of  matter;  hence  arises 
evil.    He  also  teaches  the  pre&dstence  of  the  soul. 


which  is  now  imprisoned  in  the  flesh.  The  wise 
man,  therefore,  wul  break  the  thraldom  of  the  flesh, 
and  will  rise  by  a  sort  of  ecstasy  to  the  immediate 
vision  of  God.  It  will  be  seen  how  much  of  this 
teaching  was  assimilated  by  the  various  gnostic 

BCCUS. 

The  Zoroastrian  or  Pers  system  was  based  on  the 
assumption  that  there  existed  two  original  and  inde- 
pendent powers  of  good  and  evil,  of 
2.^  Zoroas-  ught  and  darkness,  Qrmuzd  (Ahura- 
trianism  Mazda),  the  wise  Lord,  and  AJhriman 
(Angra-Mainyu),  the  wicked  spirit. 
These  powers  were  believed  to  be  equal,  and  each 
supreme  in  his  own  domain.  The  earth,  which  was 
created  by  Ormuzd,  became  the  battlefield  of  the 
two  powers.  Ahriman  led  away  the  first  man  and 
woman  from  their  allesiance  to  <>muzd,  and  so  all 
evils  result  to  mankind. 

"In  oriental  (Pers)  dualism,"  says  Professor  Bous- 
set.  ''it  is  withm  this  material  world  that  the  n>od 
ana  the  evil  powers  are  at  war,  and  this  world  be- 
neath the  stars  is  by  no  means  conceived  as  entirely 
subject  to  evil.  Gnosticism  has  combined  the  two. 
the  Gr  opposition  between  spirit  and  matter,  ana 
the  sharp  Zoroastrian  dualism,  which,  where  the 
Gr  mind  conceived  of  a  hifdier  and  a  lower  world, 
saw  instead  two  hostile  worlds  standing  in  contrast 
to  each  other  like  light  and  darkness.  And  out  of 
the  combination  of  these  two  dualisms  arose  the 
teaching  of  Gnosticism  with  its  thoroughgoing 
pessimism  and  its  fundamental  asceticism"  C'Gnos- 
ticism,"  in  Enc  BtU,  11th  ed,  XII,  154). 

m.  Mrtnr*  of  Gnosfictfrn. — "Gnosticism,"  says 
Dr.  Gwatkin,  "is  Christianity  perverted  by  learn- 
ing and  speculation"  {Early  Church  History,  73). 
The  intellectual  pride  of  the  Gnostics  refined  away 
the  gospel  into  a  philosophy.  The  clue  to  the 
understanding  of  Gnosticism  is  given  in  the  word 
from  which  it  is  derived — gnosis,  "knowledge." 
Gnosticism  puts  knowledge  in  the  place  which  can 
only  rightly  oe  occupied  by  Christian  faith.  To  the 
Gnostic  the  great  question  was  not  the  intensely 
practical  one,  "What  must  I  do  to  be  saved  from 
sm?"  but  "What  is  the  origin  of  evil?"  "How  is  the 
primitive  order  of  the  universe  to  be  resUnred?"  In 
the  knowledge  of  these  and  of  similar  questions, 
and  in  the  answers  given  to  these  questions,  there 
was  redemption,  as  the  Gnostic  understood  it. 

"These  lltUe  gnostic  sects  and  groups  all  lived  In  the 
oonviction  that  they  possessed  a  secret  and  mysterious 
knowledge,  in  no  way  accessible  to  those  outside,  which 
was  not  to  be  proved  or  propagated,  but  believed  in  by 
the  initiated,  and  anxiously  guarded  as  a  secret.  ThiiB 
kaowledge  of  theirs  was  not  based  on  reflection  or  sden- 
tiflc  inqwry  and  proof,  but  on  revelation.  It  was  derived 
directly  from  the  times  of  primitive  Christianity,  from 
the  Saviour  Himself  and  His  disciples  and  friends,  with 
whom  they  claimed  to  be  connected  by  a  secret  tradition, 
or  else  from  later  prophets,  of  whom  many  sects  boasted. 
It  was  laid  down  in  wonderful  mjrstic  writings,  which 
were  in  the  possession  of  the  various  circles. 

"In  short.  Gnosticism  in  all  its  various  sections;  Its 
form  and  its  character,  falls  under  the  category  of  mystic 
religions,  which  were  so  characteristic  of  the  religious  life 
of  decadent  antiquity.  In  Gnostidsm.as  in  the  other 
mystic  religions,  we  find  the  same  contrast  of  the  initiated 
and  the  imlnitlated,  the  same  loose  organization,  the 
same  kind  of  petty  sectarianism  and  mystery-mongering. 
All  alike  boast  a  mystic  revelation  and  a  deeply  veiled 
wisdom"  (Bousset,  op.  dt.,  163). 

The  questions,  therefore,  with  which  Gnosticism 
concerned  itself  were  those  of  the  relation  of  the  finite 

and  the  infinite,  the  origin  of  the  world 
Chief  and  of  evil,  the  cause,  meaning,  pur- 

Points  in  pose  and  destiny  of  all  things,  the  reason 
Gnosticism  of  the  difference  in  the  capacities  and 

in  the  lot  in  life  of  individual  men,  the 
method  of  salvation.  The  following  may  be  re- 
garded as  the  chief  points  in  the  characteristics  of 
the  gnostic  systems:  (1)  A  claim  on  the  part  of  the 
initiated  to  a  special  knowledge  of  the  truth,  a 


GnostidBin 
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tendencv  to  rep;ard  knowledge  as  superior  to  faith, 
and  as  the  special  possession  of  the  more  enlij^htened, 
for  ordinary  Christians  did  not  possess  this  secret 
and  higher  doctrine.  (2)  The  essential  separation 
of  matter  and  spirit,  the  former  of  these  being  essen- 
tially evil,  and  the  source  from  which  all  evil  has 
arisen.  (3)  An  attempt  at  the  solution  of  the  prob- 
lems of  creation  and  of  the  orifidn  of  evil  by  the  con- 
ception of  a  Demiurge,  i.e.  a  Creator  or  Artificer  of 
the  world  as  distinct  from  the  Supreme  Deity,  and 
also  by  means  of  emanations  extending  between 
God  and  the  visible  universe.  It  should  be  ob- 
served that  this  conception  merely  concealed  the 
difficulties  of  the  problem,  and  did  not  solve  them. 
(4)  A  denial  of  the  true  humanity  of  Christ,  a 
docetic  Christology,  which  looked  upon  the  earthly 
life  of  Christ  and  esp.  on  His  sufferings  on  the  cross 
as  unreal.  (5)  The  denial  of  the  personality  of  the 
Supreme  God,  and  the  denial  also  of  the  free  will  of 
man.  (6)  The  teaching,  on  the  one  hand,  of  asceti- 
cism as  the  means  of  attaining  to  spiritual  com- 
munion with  God,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  of  an 
indifference  which  led  directly  to  licentiousness. 
(7)  A  sjmcretistic  tendency  which  combined  certain 
more  or  less  misunderstood  Christian  doctrines, 
various  elements  from  oriental  and  Jewish  and 
other  sources.  (8)  The  Scriptures  of  the  OT  were 
ascribed  to  the  Demiurge  or  inferior  Creator  of  the 
world,  who  was  the  God  of  the  Jews,  but  not  the 
true  God.  Some  of  these  characteristic  ideas  are 
more  obvious  in  one,  and  some  of  them  in  others 
of  the  ^ostic  systems.  The  relation  of  these  ideas 
to  Christian  facts  and  doctrines  is  dealt  with  more 
particularly  below. 

IV.  GnoHiciMm  in  thm  ChriMtian  Church, — (1) 
In  the  NT  and  the  A'poatolic  Aae. — ^The  germ  of  Gnos- 
ticism in  the  Christian  church  made  itis  appearance 
in  the  apostolic  age,  and  is  referred  to  by  St.  Paul 
in  several  of  his  epistles,  notably  in  that  to  the 
Colossians  and  iq  the  Pastoral  Epistles.  It  is  also 
referred  to  by  the  apostles  Peter  and  Jude;  refer- 
ences to  it  are  found,  besides,  in  the  Apocalypse,  the 
First  Epistle  of  John  and  the  Gospel  of  John. 

In  Col  a  great  deal  is  said  regarding  a  false  teaching. 
an  Insidious  theosopliist  doctrine,  the  teachers  of  which 
4    ri  1  were  alienating  the  Christians  in  Colossae 

1.  CoioS«  from  the  gospel,  and  were  disseminating 
sians  their  specmatfons,  which  led  to  the  worship 

of  angels  in  contrast  to  the  worship  of 
Christ,  to  esoteric  exclusiveness  wholly  opposed  to  the 
universality  of  the  gospel,  and  to  an  asceticism  injurious 
to  Christian  freedom,  and  derogatory  to  the  human  body 
as  indwelt  by  the  Holy  Ghost.  These  tenets  are  identi- 
cal with  the  more  fully  developed  Gnosticism  of  the  gen- 
eration succeeding  that  of  the  apostles:  and  at  the  root 
of  the  Colossian  nilse  teaching  there  lay  the  same  error 
which  the  gnostic  mind  had  no  way  of  meeting,  viz. 
that  there  could  be  no  connection  between  the  hljghest 
spiritual  agency,  that  is  God,  and  gross  corporeal  matter. 

From  this  theoretical  basis  arose  another  error — that 
as  sin  is  inherent  in  the  material  substance  of  the  body, 
therefore  the  only  way  by  which  perfection  can  be  reached 
is  to.  punish  the  body  by  asceticism,  so  that  through  the 
infliction  of  pain  and  we  mortification  of  the  flesh  the 
region  of  pure  spirit  may  be  reached,  and  thus  man  may 
be  etherealized  and  become  like  God.  This  ascetic  tend- 
ency is  wonderfully  widespread;  it  reappears  century 
after  century,  and  shows  itself  in  many  forms  of  religion, 
not  merely  in  distorted  forms  of  Christianity,  but  in  the 
Hindu  religions,  in  Buddhism  and  elsewhere.  In  the 
Epistle  to  the  Col,  accordingly,  there  are  definite  references 
to  ascetic  practices  which  were  inculcated  by  the  false 
teachers  at  Colossae.  The  very  terms  which  they  em- 
ployed have  been  preseryed,  "Touch  not,"  "Taste  not." 
^'Handle  not."  It  was  in  this  way  that  these  teachers 
had  "at  their  own  hand"  invented  a  worship  different 
from  that  of  the  Christian  faith,  which  endeavored  to 
attain  the  deliverance  of  the  soul  by  "  the  neglecting  of 
the  body"  (Col  2  21.23  A V}.  These  gnostic  teachers 
showed  these  tendencies  still  more  boldly  when  Paul 
wrote  his  First  Epistle  to  Tim  (see  below),  for  he  describes 
them  as  "forbidding  to  marry,  and  commanding  to  ab- 
stain from  meats"  (1  Tim  4  3).  These  ascetic  prac- 
tices were  afterward  taught  by  various  gnostic  sects, 
the  Encratites.  the  followers  of  Satuminus,  and  others. 

These  tendencies  in  the  Colossian  church  St.  Paul  set 
himself  to  correct  in  his  epistle.    The  method  which  he 


2.  1  Cor: 
"Knowl- 
edge" 
at  Corinth 


adopts  is  not  so  much  to  demolish  error,  as  to  establish 
the  contrary  truth,  setting  before  the  Colossians  the 
person  and  work  of  Christ,  Christ  the  Creator.  Christ 
in  whom  there  dwells  not  merely  some  or  even  much  of 
the  fulness  of  God,  but  all  the  fulness  of  the  Godhead 
bodfly;  Christ  the  God  of  providence,  the  Upholder  of 
all  things,  in  whom  matter  and  all  creatures  and  all  events 
"consist"  and  have  their  behig;  Christ  the  Reconciler 
who  has  reconciled  us  unto  God  through  the  blood  of  the 
cross.  In  view  of  truths  like  these,  Colossian  error  and 
all  other  forms  of  Gnosticism  cnmible  into  decay  and 
vanish.     See  Colossians.  Epzstlb  to  thb. 

The  Epistle  to  the  Col  is  the  first  of  the  Pauline 
Epistles  in  which  distinctively  gnostic  teaching  is 
found  in  its  attack  upon  the  Christian 
faith.  But  from  incidental  notices  in 
epistles  of  Paul  written  at  an  earlier 
period,  it  can  be  seen  how  congenial 
was  the  soil  into  which  gnostic  teach- 
ing was  about  to  fall.  For  even  in 
Corinth  when  Paul  wrote  his  First  Epistle  to  the 
church  there,  there  had  been  a  claim  on  the  part  of 
some  that  they  possessed  ''knowledge,''  as  if  others 
were  destitute  of  it,  a  claim  which  the  apostle 
refuses  to  admit,  and  meets  with  stern  resistance. 
They  thou^^t  themselves  "wise,"  they  were  given 
to  disputing,  they  professed  that  they  ''all  had 
knowledge"  (1  Cor  8  1),  nay,  they  could  "know  all 
mysteries  and  all  knowledge"  (13  2) ;  but  this  knowl- 
edge did  not  edify  them,  did  not  build  them  up,  it 
only  puffed  them  up  (8  1);  it  did  not  make  them 
sympathetic  or  tender-hearted  toward  the  weak  (8 
7-11). 

In  1  Tim  6  20.21  Paul  speaks  of  the  "knowledge 
[the  gnosia]  which  is  falsely  so  called;  which  some 
professing  have  erred  concerning  the 
3.  Pastoral  faith."  in  other  places  in  that  epistle 
Epistles  reference  is  m^de  to  tenets  which  are 
exactly  those  of  Gnosticism.  In  1  4 
the  apostle  speaks  of  "fables  and  endless  genealogies, 
which  minister  questionings,  rather  than  a  dispensa- 
tion of  God  which  is  in  faith."  Philo  had  given  a 
great  impetus  to  an  allegorizing  interpretation  of 
the  OT.  His  writings  were  well  known  and  were 
popidar  in  many  oi  the  Jewish  schools.  These 
fanciful  interpretations  would  hinder  the  growth  of 
the  Christian  church;  and  this  allegorizing  of 
Scripture,  joined  to  the  teaching  of  the  genealo^ea 
of  the  aeons,  would  leave  no  place  for  a  Kedeemer. 
In  4  3,  as  already  noted,  Paul  describes  ascetic  prac- 
tices which  were  regarded  by  their  votaries  as  most 
meritorious.  To  abstain  from  marriage  and  from 
various  kinds  of  food  was  the  teaching  of  the  Essenes 
and  cJso  of  the  Gnostics.  This  ascetic  teaching 
was  unnatural,  as  contrary  to  the  constitution  of  the 
world,  as  that  has  been  arranged  by  a  holy  and  wise 
Creator,  and  it  is  also  subversive  of  Christian  Uberty. 
Nothing  can  be  esteemed  common  or  unclean  with- 
out throwing  a  reproach  upon  the  Creator. 

Antinomian  devdopment. — But  another  and  con-, 
trary  result  also  followed  from  the  principles  of 
the  sinfulness  of  matter,  and  of  redemption  as  de- 
liverance from  the  flesh,  viz.  that  there  was  an 
easier  way  of  relief,  by  treating  the  soul  and  the 
body  as  separate  entities  which  have  nothing  in 
common.  Let  the  soul  go  its  way  on  the  wings  of 
spiritual  thought,  while  the  body  may  indulge  its 
fleshly  desires.  For,  so  it  was  held,  as  bod^  and 
soul  are  entirelv  distinct  in  their  nature,  the  spiritual 
cannot  be  defiled  bv  anything,  however  carnal  and 
gross,  that  the  body  can  do.  This  was  the  anti- 
nomian development  of  Gnosticism.  Many  traces 
of  this  are  apparent  in  the  Pastoral  Epistles  and 
in  2  Pet  and  Jude.  The  Gnostics,  against  whom 
Paul  warns  Timothy,  were  "lovers  of  self,  lovers  of 
money,  boastful,  haughty,  railers,  disobedient  to 
parents,  unthankful,  unholy,  without  natural  affec- 
tion, implacable,  slanderers,  without  self-control, 
fierce,  no  lovers  of  good,  traitors,  headstrong,  puffed- 
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up.  lovers  of  pleasure  rather  than  lovers  of  God; 
holding  a  form  of  godlineaa,  but  having  denied  the 
power  thereof"  (2  Tim  3  2.3.4).  Such,  too,  b  the 
testimony  borne  regarding  them  by  Ignatiua  (Law, 
The  Tata  of  IMe,  30) :  "Thoy  give  no  heed  to  love, 
caring  not  for  the  widow,  the  orphan  or  the  affiicted, 
neither  for  thoee  who  are  in  bonds,  nor  for  thoee  who 
are  releaaed  from  bonds,  neither  for  the  hungry  nor 
the  thirsty."  Such  persona  professed  that  they 
knew  God,  but  by  their  worlu  they  denied  Him; 
they  were  "abominable,  and  disobeaient,  and  unto 
every  good  work  reprobate"  (Tit  1  18).  They 
enticed  others  into  sins  of  impurity  (2  Tim  3  S.O), 
They  allured  others  through  the  lusts  of  the  flesh; 
and  the  means  by  which  they  succeeded  in  doins 
this  was  that  they  spoke  great  swelling  words  of 
vanity,  and  the  end  was  that  in  their  deatropng  of 
others  thev  themselves  also  were  surely  destroyed 
(2  Pet  2  12.18).  They  were  ungodly  men,  turn- 
ing the  grace  of  God  into  lasciviouaness  and  denying 
our  only  Master  and  Lord,  Jesus  Christ;  they  gave 
themselves  up  to  the  sins  of  the  flesh,  and  ran  riot- 
ously after  error  in  hope  of  a  gain  in  money;  they 
were  sensual  men,  not  having  the  Spirit  (Jude  vs 
4.8.11.19).  The  entire  Ep.  of  Jude  is  directed 
against  this  antinomisn  and  hcentioua  development 
of  Gnosticism,  and  against  its  terrible  permission  of 
an  unholy  life  (see  b«low  on  Book  of  Rev). 

Id  the  P  %  po1erolc«l 

purpoH.  ch  Is  mora 

purpoaetu]  .be  spirit  at 

tbe   Spirit 


liar"  {Ibl.  I  ■'  (2  Jn  ver 

7J.    Thla  irrilcs,  and 

from  whlcli  SnOBUckm. 

&B  Is  prove-  _, p „ I  theeplnle 

of  the  chamct«tisUca  of  this  uisidloua  and  deadly  teach- 

Ti)  QnaHic  elaimt. — The  snonlc  cl^m  to  knowledge 
throws  light  upon  many  psasasea  Jn  this  epistle,  St. 
John  refers  to  his  opponents'  uslns  such  phrftsee  as  "  I 
know  God.-  -I  abide  In  Christ. '^^ I  Kn  ti  the  light." 
Theae  lofty  claims  were  nude  by  persons  who  did  not 
love  their  brethren  on  earth,  who  did  not  wbUe  In  Christ's 
footstaiH.  and  who  wore  destitute  of  love.  The  apostle 
therefore  describes  these  lofty  clslms  u  false,  because 
HiDse  who  made  tham  poneased  neither  love  nor  obe- 


coDtrast  to  theae  gnoMJc  c 


iirist. 

This  klL_     ___. 

talned,  not  by  gnostic  specu- 


And  thus  also  obedience 
|t  of  the  profeaaion  which 

, .  rn^^^y. 

"WboaoeVBT  doeth  not  rlghleousness  Is  not  of  Ood. 
neltherbethatlovethnothls  brother"  (8  10), 

(2)  lit  iDxItii  natvrt. — Onostldsm  was  distinguished 
by  an  unethical,  loveless  Intel lectuallsm.  This  seems  to 
be  the  tnplanation  of  the  false  teaching  walnst  which 
this  eplstfe  Is  directed.  The  apostle  describes  (he  dry 
head-knowledge  which  left  the  heart  and  lite  nnlouched 
by  love,  and  which  led  men.  while  they  professed  to  love 
Ood,  nevertheless  to  remain  destitute  of  love  to  their 
feUo»men.  They  did  not  told  their  human  tH«thren 
to  their  hearts,  they  were  dead  to  the  tact  that  where 
pity  dwells,  the  tove  of  God  dwells  also.  In  QnooUdsm 
kiiowledge  was  In  Itself  the  supreme  end  and  purpose  ot 
Ufe.  the  sum  of  highoBl  good  t^i  which  a  man  could  attain, 
the  crown  of  life.     The  system  was  lovelcra  to  the  core. 

{3)  i>Dceli(m.^Now.  when  the  attempt  was  made  to 
amalgamate  these  gnostic  Ideas  with  Uie  Christian  faith, 
the  Inevitable  result  was  Docetlsm.  Just  because  Ood 
annot  have  any  immediate  contact  with  matter,  there- 
fore the  Incarnation  of  Almighty  God  In  the  person  ot  the 
Lord  Jems  Christ  Is  htconcelvablB.  From  this  position 
It  Is,  ot  CDurm.  only  a  step  to  deny  that  the  incarnation 
and  the  Irue  human  lite  ot  Christ  ever  look  place  at  all. 


I    Antichrist   ot    the    Flm 


Epistle  ot  John  la  docetic  Onoatlclsni.  The  soul  of  the 
apostle  rushes  onward,  with  glowing  laal  for  the  honor  al 
his  Master  whom  Onostlclnn  dishonored,  to  identify  per- 
sonally the  historical  Jesus  with  the  Divine  Being,  ''the 
SonofOod.""theWordot  Lite."  "the  Christ."  "Wlio 
la  the  liar  but  be  that  denletb  tJiat  Jesus  Is  U»  ChristT 
This  Is  the  antichrist,  even  he  that  donleth  the  Father 
and  the  Son.  Whosoever  denleth  the  Son,  the  same 
bath  not  the  Father:  he  that  ooofesaeth  the  Son  hath  the 
Father  also"  (9  32.331.  It  should  be  noted  that  the 
last  clause  In  ver  23.  which  Is  inlnted  In  Italics  In  A7.  Is 
restored  In  RV  to  Its  rightful  position  In  the  original  text. 
"Svery  spirit  that  confeneth  that  Jehus  Christ  Is  come 
3  the  flesh  Is  of  God:  and  every  spirit  that  confesseth 
ot  Jesus  Is  not  of  Ood:  and  this  Is  the  spirit  ot  the  anU- 
tuist,  whereof  ye  have  heard  that  It  cometh;  and  now 
L  Is  hi  the  world  aJready"  (4  2.3), 
(5)  If  antin'>mia<i  iidi.— The  antlnomlan  aide  ot 
Gnofltldsm  la  not  so  directly  referred  to  In  the  First 
Epistle  of  John  as  Docetlsm  U : 
'""""  -*--'■  '*--  apostle  had  It 


chlldrai-,      __      __  . 

■  doeth  righteousness  Is  rlgl 
'--  —--  ---th  sin  Is  of 
ithods  by 


arly  before  him.     "Little 


rlgbt- 

,_  And 

.      'hlch  those  deceivers  en- 

aeavored  to  lead  the  memtxirs  ot  the  church  astray 
They  alleged  that  sin  was  a  thing  hidinenmt  In  llacLT. 
It  made  no  difference  to  the  spiritual  man  whether  he 
sinned  with  his  body  or  not.  It  Is  tor  this  reason  that 
the  apostle.  In  oppoalng  those  teachers,  insists  that  "sin 
Is  lawlessness"  (j  4);  "All  unrighteousness  Is  sin"  (fi 
"Whosoever  Is  begotten  <w  Ood  doeth  i"   — ' 


(8  9);  "In  this  the  children  ot  Ood  are  manifest,  and  the 
children  of  the  devil:  whosoever  doeth  not  righteousness 
is  not  of  Ood.  neither  he  that  loveth  not  his  brother" 
8  10)-  The  whole  passage  preeuppos«  •■  funiiiap 
DO  its  readers,  a  doctrine  ot  moral  IndlBer 

lug  to  which  the  status  of  the  'spiritual'  r 

tested  by  the  commonplace  tads  of  moral  conduct" 


sntlsm.  accord- 


Tht  TtHi  •>/ w.  i*)- 


«JoBt 


As  time  advanced,  and  the  later  books  of  the  NT 
were  written,  Gnosticism  assumed  more  of  its  dis- 
tinctive    peculiarities.     " 'Those     who 
6.  "To  hod  knowledge"  r^arded  themselves 

Enow  the  as  a  superior  order  of  believers.  One 
Depths":  '  of  their  phrases  was  "to  know  the 
Rot  depths"  (Rev  3  24  AV),  and  this  was 

valued  far  more  highly  than  love  and 
obedience.  "From  this  language,  we  may,  I  think, 
infer  the  existence  of  an  Ophite  sect,  boasting  of  its 
peculiar  gnStia,  before  the  date  of  the  Apocalypse" 
(Mansel,  The  Onostic  Heresies,  105).  The  claim 
of  the  Ophites  was  that  they  alone  knew  "the 
depths."  "Yes,"  is  the  apostle's  reply  to  claims  of 
this  kind,  "yes,  the  depths,  but  not  of  God,  the 
depths  of  Satan";  for  such  is  a  just  description  of 
a  teaching  which  ascribed  the  origin  and  the  work- 
ing of  evil  to  God.  It  is  in  the  light  of  gnostic 
teaching  of  this  sort  that  the  meaningcan  be  seen 
of  the  same  apostle's  language  in  his  first  Epistle, 
"And  this  is  the  message  which  we  have  heard  from 
him  and  announce  unto  you,  that  God  is  light,  and 
in  him  is  no  darkness  at  all"  (1  Jn  1  6). 

The  Nicolaitam. — In  the  Epistles  to  the  Seven 
Churches  in  the  Apocalypse  there  are  other  refer- 
ences to  Gnosticism.  Who  the  Nicolaitans  were 
(3  6.15)  is  not  absolutely  certain-  but  it  is  not 
unlikely  that  they  were  so  called  because  of  their 
hatdng  assumed  toe  name  of  "NicolaUs,  a  proselyte 
ot  Antioch"  (Acts  fl  5).  The  first  step  to  the  re- 
ception of  gentile  believers  into  the  Christian  church 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  Jews  may  have  been 
the  appointment  of  Nicolatls  as  one  of  the  first 
deacons,  for  the  facts  that  he  was  a  native  of  An- 
tioch and  a  i>ro6elyte,  show  tliat  he  had  been  a 
heathen  by  Birth.  And  it  is  noteworthy  to  find 
such  a  person  appointed  to  office  in  the  church  at  so 
very  early  a  period,  even  before  the  conversion  of 
the  apostle  Paul.  The  Nicolaitans  therefore  may 
have  distorted  in  an  antinomian  sense  the  doctrine 
taught  by  NicolaOs,  who  in  all  proisability  pro- 
claimed the  liberty  of  the  goepef,  as  hia  fellow- 
deacon,  Stephen,  did  (Acts  7  throughout).  But 
the  liberty  claimed  by  the  Nicolaitans  was  liberty 
to  sin.  They  are  mentioned  in  the  Epistle  to  Ephe> 
BUS,  and  their  deeds  arc  charactf  rised  as  deeds  wni(di 
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Christ  hates  (Rev  2  6).  Their  name  occurs  again 
in  the  Epistle  to  Pergamum,  and  there  also  weir 
doctrine  is  described  as  a  doctrine  which  the  Lord 
hates  (ver  15).  Their  teaching  was  one  of  licen- 
tiousness— eating  things  sacrified  to  idols,  and  com- 
mitting fornication  (ver  14).  Again  in  the  Epistle 
to  Thyatira,  the  Ckiostics  are  spoken  of  as  prac- 
tising the  same  evil  courses,  and  as  holdmg  a  doc- 
trine of  'the  depths  of  Satan"  (vs  20.21.24  AV)— 
see  above.  The  persons  mentioned  in  the  Epistle 
to  Philadelphia  were  also  evidently  Gnostics.  Thev 
are  described  as  being  "of  the  synagogue  of  Satan^' 
(8  9). 

'*In  the  langoage  of  St.  Jude.  as  in  that  of  St.  Peter, 
wblch  it  domly  imitates,  we  may  <dearly  disoem  a  ref- 
erence to  the  gnoetic  sect  of  the  Nioolaitaiis  mentioned 
by  name  in  Rev.  The  comparison  in  all  these  passages, 
or  tho  error  condemned  with  that  of  Balaam,  is  decisive 
as  to  the  identity  of  the  persons  intended.  The  other 
cliaracteristics  noted  by  St.  Peter  are  also  repeated  by 
St.  Jude — ^their  denial  of  the  Lord,  their  profligate  lives, 
their  contempt  of  government,  and  evil  speaking  of  dig- 
nities and  of  things  that  they  know  not,  their  pollution 
of  the  feasts  of  charity,  their  great  swelling  words.  The 
antinomian,  no  less  than  the  ascetic  side  of  Gnosticism, 
seems  by  tliis  time  to  have  fully  manifested  itself"  (Man- 
sel.  The  Onoatic  Herenes,  71). 

V.  Thm  ChriMHan  AntitheBiM.-'The  principal 
points  of  contrast  between  Gnosticism  and  Christian 
teaching  in  regard  to  leading  doctrines  will  now  be 
apparent,  and  can  be  briefly  summarized.  • 

According  to  the  Gnostics,  God  b  thought  of  as 

the  ultimate,  nameless,  unknowable  Being,  of  whom 

they  speak  as  the  ''Abyss."    He  is 

1.  God  and  perfect  J3ut  the  material  world  is  alien 
the  World     to  the  Divine  nature.    How  then  does 

it  come  to  exist  at  all?  What  is  the 
source  of  its  imperfections  and  evils? 

How  did  the  world  oriffinatef — ^The  Gnostic  an- 
swer is  that  the  pttrdma  or  fulness  of  the  Deity  (see 
Fulness)  could  flow  out  in  no  other  way  than  in 
emanations  or  aeons  or  angels,  all  of  which  are 
necessarily  imperfect,  the  highest  of  these  emana- 
tions or  aeons  or  angels  being  more  spiritual  than 
the  grade  immediately  below  it.  Of  these  aeons 
there  is  a  gradation  so  numerous,  that  at  length  the 
lowest  of  them  is  almost  wholly  corporeal,  the  spirit- 
ual element  having  been  graduallv  diminished  or 
eliminated,  until  at  last  the  world  of  man  and  of 
matter  is  reached,  the  abode  of  evil.  In  this  way 
the  gulf  is  bridged  between  God  and  the  world  of 
mankind.  The  highest  aeons  approximate  closely 
to  the  Divine  nature,  so  spiritual  are  they  and  so 
nearly  free  from  matter.  These  form  the  highest 
hierarchv  of  angels,  and  these  as  well  as  manv  other 
grades  of  the  angelic  host  are  to  be  worshipped. 

In  opposition  to  this  view.  Christian  faith  wor- 
ships God  as  the  free  self-sufficient  Creator,  infinitely 
good  and  wise  and  powerful  and  holy,  the  Author 
of  all  things,  and  affirms  creation  as  an  incompre- 
hensible fact  revealed  to  faith,  and  which  rises  above 
the  grasp  of  the  understanding.  ''By  faith  we 
understand  that  the  worlds  have  been  framed  by  the 
word  of  Gkxl,  so  that  what  is  seen  hath  not  been 
made  out  of  things  which  do  appear"  (He  11  3 
AV). 

The  doctrine  of  evil  follows  directly  from  the 

above  accoimt  of  the  relation  of  Gkxl  to  the  world. 

According  to   Gnosticism   the  mani- 

2.  Evil  festation    of    God    is    possible    only 

through  self-limitation  on  His  part, 
for  in  His  essence  (jod  is  the  unfathomable  Abyss. 
Through  this  Divine  self-limitation  are  evolved, 
first,  the  Divine  powers  or  attributes,  which  pre- 
viously were  hidden  in  the  Abyss  of  His  bemg. 
Tliese  Divine  powers  (the  pleroma)  become  the 
principles  of  all  further  developments  of  life.  life 
continues  to  be  unfolded  in  such  a  way  that  its  suc- 
cessive grades  sink  farther  and  farther  from  the 


purity  of  God,  the  life  is  feebler  the  nearer  they  come 
to  matter,  with  which,  at  length,  they  blend.  Such, 
according  to  Gnosticism,  is  the  origin  of  evil. 

Whenever  men  are  not  content  with  acknowl- 
edging evil  to  be  the  act  of  their  own  free  wiU,  which 
has  chosen  to  forsake  its  absolute  dependence  upon 
God:  whenever  thev  go  beyond  this  and  seek  for 
anotner  origin  of  evil,  Uien  one  of  two  results  f oUows. 
They  either  limit  the  holiness  of  God,  and  find  the 
cause  of  evil  in  God  Himself,  thus  annihilating  all 

is  Pan- 


distinction  between  good  and  evil — which 
theism;  or  they  limit  the  power  of  God  by  granting 
the  existence  oi  an  eternal  evil  power  beyond  the 
control  of  God — which  is  Duahsm.  In  avoiding 
Pantheism,  Gnosticism  accepted  the  dualistic  solu- 
tion, ascribing  to  evil  an  eternal  self-subsistent 
nature,  which  is  to  make  it  absolute  as  God  Him- 
self is.  As  absolute  self-subsistence  can  be  affirmed 
of  none  but  God,  the  eternally  self-subsistent  evil 
of  Dualism  must  be  God,  which  it  cannot  possibly 
be,  because  it  is  not  good.  Here  is  the  self-contra- 
diction on  which  Gnosticism  was  wrecked. 

(1)  The  Christian  doctrine  of  sin. — Directly  con- 
trary to  this  is  the  (Christian  doctrine,  accorcung  to 
which  evU  is  the  refusal  of  the  creature-will  to  lean 
absolutely  and  utterly  on  God,  upon  His  care  and 
love  and  upholding  grace.  Sin  is  that  which  ought 
not  to  be;  it  has  no  right  to  exist  at  all;  it  is  de- 
fiance of  God;  it  is  moral  transgression;  its  mag- 
nitude cannot  be  exaggerated.  If  it  could,  it  would 
dethrone  Gkxl.  It  has  defied  His  ri^teousness  and 
wisdom  and  holiness  and  even  Bis  grace.  Sin 
therefore  is  dealt  with  by  God  in  two  ways,  either 
by  direct  punishment  or  by  redemption,  in  which 

Provision  is  made  for  its  removal  by  its  being  borne 
y  the  Lamb  of  God  who  taketh  away  the  sin  of  the 
world. 

The  gnostic  idea  of  the  origin  of  evil  follows  at 
once  from,  and  is  inseparably  involved  in,  their  dual- 
istic interpretation  of  nature.  The  (^[uestion  "What 
is  sin?"  is  no  mere  academic  or  philosophical  dis- 
cussion, in  which  one  opinion  may  be  as  good  as 
another.  "Everything  in  Christianity  is  connected 
more  or  less  directly  with  the  great  facts  of  Sin  and 
Redemption;  and  the  plan  of  Redemption,  which 
is  the  essence  of  Christianity,  cannot  be  rightly 
understood  imtil  the  doctrine  of  Sin  be  adeqiiatel^ 
recognized  and  established.  Here,  certainly,  if 
anywhere.  Christian  theology  must  n^t  pro  oris  et 
focis"  (Julius  Muller,  quoted  in  Dr.  Qrr's  Sin  as  a 
Problem  of  Today,  Q). 

(2)  Sin  and  the  moral  law. — ^The  universality  of 
sin,  its  persistence,  its  gravity,  its  power  to  destroy 
and  to  deprave — these  are  facts  which  can  hardly 
be  exaggerated.  To  view  sin  aright,  it  is  impossible 
to  leave  out  of  si^t  its  relation  to  moral  law,  to 
God,  and  to  His  kmgdom.  ^n  is  the  transgression 
of  moral  law;  it  is  transgression  also  against  a  holy 
God,  of  whose  character  and  will  moral  law  is  a 
transcript  or  reflection.  ^  "Sin  is  transgression 
against  Gkxl,  the  substitution  of  the  creature-will 
for  the  will  of  the  Creator;  revolt  of  the  creature- 
will  from  God"  {Sin  as  a  PrMemof  Today,  7).  It 
is  the  resolve  of  the  will  to  make  itself  independent 
of  (^od  and  to  renounce  His  authority.  Sin  is  self- 
wiH,  false  independence,  freedom  which  ends  in 
bondage  and  misery. 

But  in  Gnosticism  sin  is  something  quite  different : 
it  is  not  the  act  and  the  disposition  of  tne  human  will 
in  rebellion  against  God;  it  is  only  a  physical  fact 
or  quality  inherent  in  the  body  and  in  matter  every- 
where. Kedemption  therefore  does  not  consist  in 
the  work  of  Christ  for  us  on  the  Cross,  and  the  apply- 
ing of  the  benefits  of  that  work  by  the  Holy  Spirit 
of  God  in  the  renewal  of  the  moral  nature  of  man. 
Redemption  is  simplv  each  man's  efforts  to  secure 
emancipation  from  the  flesh — ^from  physical  evil. 
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It  is  easil>r  seen  that  a  system  of  this  kind  had  no 
need  of  Christ  and  leaves  no  i^ace  for  redemption 
in  the  Christian  sense  of  that  term. 
8.  Christ  Redemption  in  this  scheme  of  thought 
and  Re-  is  not  deliverance  from  sin,  it  is  not 
demption  removal  of  guilt  and  renewing  of  the 
mind.  It  is  something  quite  (ufferent, 
and  consists  in  the  restoration  of  the  cosmic  order 
and  illumination  of  the  mind  of  the  select  few 
through  knowledge.  Christ  is  not  the  Saviour  who 
saves  His  people  from  their  sins,  and  who  gives 
them  unceasingly,  through  imion  with  Himself, 
deliverance  from  the  power  of  sin.  He  is  only  one 
of  the  aeons,  the  highest  of  them.  He  is  an  ori^- 
nated  being,  and  not  God.  There  is  thus  no  place  m 
Gnosticism  either  for  the  creation  of  the  universe 
by  God,  or  for  the  incarnation  and  work  of  Christ, 
(mce  grant  that  matter  is  essentially  evil,  and  there 
IS  excluded  the  possibility  of  Christ's  having  assumed 
a  true  human  nature,  simply  for  the  one  reason  that 
the  world  and  human  nature  are  originally  and 
necessarily  evil.  Thus,  as  already  seen,  we  are 
luided  in  Docetism. 

The  Christology  of  the  Gnostics  accordingly 
assumed  one  of  two  t3rpes.  "One  class  of  early 
Gnostics  separated  the  spiritual  being  Christ  from 
the  man  Jesus;  the^r  supposed  that  the  Christ  en- 
tered Jesus  at  the  time  of  His  baptism,  and  left 
Him  at  the  moment  of  His  crucifixion.  Thus  the 
Christ  was  neither  bom  as  a  man  nor  suffered  as  a 
man.  In  this  way  they  obviated  the  difficulty, 
insuperable  to  the  gnostic  mind,  of  conceiving  the 
connection  between  tha  highe^  spiritual  agency 
and  jzross  corporeal  matter,  which  was  involved  in 
the  Catholic  doctrine  of  the  Incarnation  and  Pas- 
sion, and  which  Gnostics  of  another  type  more 
effectually  set  aside  by  the  doctrine  of  Docetism. 
i.e.  by  assuming  that  the  human  body  of  Our  Lord 
was  only  a  phantom  body,  and  not  real  flesh  and 
blood.  Irenaeus  represents  the  former  class  as 
teaching  that  'Jesus  was  the  receptacle  of  the 
Christ,'  and  that  the  Christ  'descended  upon  Him 
from  heaven  in  the  form  of  a  dove,  and  after  He  had 
declared  to  mankind  the  nameless  Father,  entered 
again  into  the  plerdma  imperceptibly  and  invisibly.' 
Here  no  names  are  given.  But  in  another  passage 
he  ascribes  ^ecisely  the  same  doctrine,  without 
however  naming  the  pLeromay  to  Cerinthus"  (Li^t- 
foot,  Col,  264j.  How  strenuously  this  doctrine 
was  combated  in  apostolic  circles  has  already  been 
shown  in  speaking  of  St.  John's  First  Epistle. 

The  necessary  consequence  of  the  gnostic  theory 
in  an  ascetic  morality  which  passed  over  by  sure 
steps  into  antinomian  license  has  like- 
4.  Asceti-  wise  been  fully  illustrated  in  the  fore- 
cism  and  going^and  need  not  be  further  enlarged 
Antt-  on.    The  whole  has  its  root  in  a  false 

nomianism   intellectualism,  to  which  the  gospel  in 
its  inculcation  of  humility^  faith  and 
dependence  upon  God's  Spirit  for  gmdance  into 
truth  is,  in  its  inmost  principle,  opposed. 

V7.  Hamack's  View  of  CnoUicwn. — ^Harnack's 
view  of  Gnosticism  differs  from  that  now  given  in 
laying  the  chief  emphasis  on  its  Judaeo-Hellenistic 
side.  He  describes  well  how,  when  Christianity 
appeared,  an  extensive  spiritualizing  or  allegorizing 
of  the  OT  had  already  taken  place.  "This  spirit- 
ualizing was  the  result  of  a  philosophic  view  of 
religion,  and  this  philosophic  view  was  the  outcome 
of  a  lasting  influence  of  Gr  philosophy,  and  of  the 
Gr  spirit  generally,  upon  Juoaism.  In  conseouence 
of  this  view,  all  facts  and  sayings  of  the  UT  in 
which  one  could  not  find  his  way,  were  allegorized. 
Nothing  was  what  it  seemed,  but  was  only  the  symbol 
of  something  invisible.  The  historv  of  the  OT  was 
here  sublimated  to  a  history  of  the  emancipation 
of  reason  from  passion"  (History  of  Doffma,  I,  223). 


This  aUeflorical  interpretation  disclosed  to  the  ma- 
ture mind  a  wealth  of  relations,  of  hints  and  of  in- 
tuitions from  the  OT.  which  to  the  uninitiated  was 
only  a  dry  record  ot  fact.  This  view  of  the  OT 
gave  its  readers  a  strange  interest,  which  pro- 
ceeded to  transfer  their  ancient  Jewish  hopes  mto 
the  world  of  Gr  philosophy,  and  transformed  the 
result  into  a  metaphysic.  When  these  thinkers 
entered  the  Christian  church,  Christian  hopes  and 
terms  were  added  to  the  already  existing  Judaic- 
Gr-Alexandrian  compound,  and  such  was  Gnos- 
ticism. It  represented  the  acute  secularizing  or 
Hellenizing  of  Christianity.  The  Gnostics  ''are 
therefore  those  Christians,  who,  in  a  swift  advance, 
attempted  to  capture  Christianity  for  Hellenic  cul- 
ture, and  Hellemc  culture  for  Christianity,  and  who 
gave  up  the  OT  in  order  to  facilitate  the  conclusion 
of  the  covenant  between  the  two  powers  and  make 
it  possible  to  assert  the  absoluteness  of  Christianity" 
(p.  227). 

Hamack  indeed  grants  that  there  were  other  ele- 
ments in  Gnosticism,  but  he  strongly  asserts  that 
the  Gr  element  was  the  predominating  one.  In  this 
he  seems  to  us  to  be  in  error.  Laying  the  chief  em- 
phasis on  Hellenism,  he  fails  to  give  the  due  and 
preponderating  place  to  eastern  dualism.  As 
already  seen,  an  eastern  dualistic  theosophy  is  the 
chief  element  in  Gnosticism.  This  eastern  source 
is  also  acknowledged  by  Hamack,  but  only  as  if  it 
were  subsidiary  to  Hellenism.  As  he  regards  it, 
"Gnosticism  was  an  acute  Hellenizing  (u  Chris- 
tianity" (p.  230). 

In  resard  to  the  fundamental  philosophic  doc- 
trines of  Gnosticism,  the  indefinable  nature  of  the 
Divine  primeval  Being,  the  sinfulness  of  matter, 
the  fulness  of  God  in  aeons,  the  Demiurge,  etc. 
Hamack  agrees  generally  with  other  writers,  ana 
adds,  "All  these  are  ideas  for  which  we  find  the  way 

E reared  in  the  philosophv  of  the  time,  anticipated 
y  Philo,  and  represented  in  neo-Platonism  as  the 
great  final  result  of  Gr  philosophy"  (p.  233). 

VJL  inflamncm  and  Devmiopment  of  Gnotficifm. 
— Gnosticism  is  peculiarly  the  heresy  of  the  2d  cent., 
and  in  itself  a  proof  of  the  extent  to  which  a  knowl- 
edge of  the  Christian  faith  had,  at  that  earlv  period, 
penetrated  in  literary  and  philosophical  circles. 
Though  it  is  true  that  Christianity  at  first  influenced 
chiefly  the  humbler  classes,  yet  it  was  not  among 
these  persons  that  the  various  gnostic  heresies 
arose. 

GnostldBin  "was  a  product  which  did  not  spring  up 
spontaneously  in  the  minds  of  the  me<^anlcs  and  slaves 
1  fim%^a  '^^  women  and  children,  whom  most,  like 
I*  \7n0s-  Oelsus,  suppose  to  have  formed  the  bulk 
ticism  Not  of  the  Christian  communities,  but  could 
a  Heresv  ^^y  ^^^  taken  its  rise  in  minds  of  a  more 
/tu  cultured     and     speculative     cast.     This, 

OJ  me  Indeed,  was  its  claim — to  be  a  religion  of 

Humbler  *gnd9i«*  or  knowledge,  for  the  more  highly 
Classes  trained  or  Hite.     It  could  only  exist  at  all, 

^    "  '*"  therefore,  as  the  result  of  a  Christian  fer- 

ment which  had  entered  these  speculative  circles,  and 
was  there  powerfully  at  work.  Baur  rightly  appreciates 
the  situation,  when  he  says:  '  Gnosticism  gives  the  clear- 
est proof  that  Christianity  had  now  come  to  be  one  of 
the  most  important  factors  in  the  history  of  the  time,  and 
it  shows  esp.  what  a  mighty  power  of  attraction  the  new 
Christian  principles  possessed  for  the  highest  intellectual 
life  then  to  be  found  either  in  the  pagan  or  in  the  Jewish 
world.'  Above  all.  these  systems  are  a  striking  witness 
to  the  impression  produced  on  the  heathen  mind  by  the 
great  Christian  idea  of  redemption.  'When  the  gnostic 
systems.'  says  Neandor.  'describe  the  movement  which 
was  produced  in  the  kingdom  of  the  Demlui^e  by  the 
appearance  of  Christ  as  the  manifestation  of  a  new  and 
niighty  principle  which  had  entered  the  precincts  of  this 
lower  world,  they  give  us  to  understand  how  powerful 
was  the  Impression  which  the  contemplation  of  the  life 
of  Christ  and  His  influence  on  himianity.  had  left  on  the 
minds  of  the  founders  of  these  systems,  maldng  all  earUer 
institutions  seem  to  them  as  nothing  in  comparison  with 
Christianity.'  We  must  beware,  therefore,  of  under- 
estimating either  the  extent  or  the  Intensity  of  this  great 
intellectual  ferment  set  up  by  the  gospel  in  the  heart  of 
heathenism"  (Orr,  Neglected  Factort,  etc.  196). 


Gnosticism 
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The  earliest  of  the  Gnostics  known  to  us  by  name 
is  Cerinthus,  the  antagonist  of  the  apostle  John. 

It  seems  to  be  beyond  reasonable 
2.  Ceiin-  doubt  that  these  two  encountered 
thus:  His  each  other  at  Ephesus.  Irenaeus 
Teaching      relates  on  the  authority  of  those  who 

heard  the  story  from  Polycarp  how 
the  apostle  and  Cerinthus  met  in  the  public  baths 
in  that  city.  When  St.  John  discovered  that  Cer- 
inthus was  in  the  same  building  with  him,  he  in- 
stantly lefty  exclaiming  that  he  could  not  remain 
while  Cerinthus,  the  enemy  of  God  and  of  man,  was 
there.  Prom  the  accounts  which  have  been  pre- 
served of  Cerinthus  and  of  his  teaching,  it  can  be 
gathered  that  he  taught  that  the  world  was  created 
not  by  the  Supreme  God,  but  by  an  inferior  power, 
and  tnat  he  also  taught  a  docetic  theory  of  the  In- 
carnation. Caius  of  Rome,  a  disciple  of  Irenaeus, 
records  that  Cerinthus  held  that  there  would  be  a 
millennium  of  unrestrained  sensuality.  Dionjrsius 
of  Alexandria  (c  260  AD)  more  than  confirms  this. 
"Thus  so  far  as  they  go,  the  historical  data  harmo- 
nize with  the  internal  evidence  of  the  Epistle  [of 
John]  itself,  in  giving  the  impression  that  tne  differ- 
ent tendencies  it  combats  are  such  as  were  naturally 
combined  in  one  consistently  develoj>ed  gnostic 
system,  and  that  the  object  of  its  polemic  is,  tnrough- 
out,  one  and  the  same    (The  Teats  of  Lifey  37). 

As  regards  the  Gospel  of  John  there  is  the  testi- 
mony of  Irenaeus,  that  it  was  written  to  oppose 
that  form  of  Gnosticism  which  was  tau^t  by  Cer- 
inthus, and,  before  him,  by  the  Nicolaitans.  The 
nature  of  that  heresy  may  be  stated  in  the  words  of 
Irenaeus  himself: 

"A  certain  Cerinthus,"  he  says,  "in  Asia,  taught  that 
the  world  was  not  made  by  the  Supreme  God.  but  by 
some  power  altogether  separate  ana  distinct  from  that 
Sovereign  Power  which  is  over  the  imlverse.  and  one 
ignorant  of  the  God  who  is  over  all  things.  He  taught, 
moreover,  that  Jesus  was  not  bom  of  a  virgin  (for  this 
seemed  to  him  to  be  impossible),  but  was  the  son  of 
Joseph  and  Mary,  bom  alter  the  manner  of  other  men; 
tiiough  preeminent  above  other  men  in  justice  and  pru- 
dence and  wisdom;  and  that  after  His  baptism  the  Christ, 
in  the  form  of  a  dove,  descended  upon  Him  from  that 
Sovereign  Power  which  is  over  all  tEdngs:  and  that  He 
then  annoimoed  the  unknown  Father  and  wrought  mir- 
acles; but  that,  at  the  end,  the  Christ  departed  again 
from  Jesus,  and  that  Jesus  suffered  and  was  raised  from 
the  dead,  while  the  Christ  continued  impassible,  as  a  spirit- 
ual being"  (Mansel,  The  Onottic  Hereaie;  74). 

Such  a  passage  as  Jn  19  34.35  seems  to  refer  to 
docetic  Gnosticism,  and  to  be  a  personal  protest 
against  it.    After  describing  the  pierc- 
8.  The  ing  of  Christ's  side  by  the  soldier's 

Gospel  of      spear,    and  how  '^straightway    there 
John  came  out  blood  and  water,''  the  apostle 

adds,  '^And  he  that  hath  seen  hath 
borne  witness,  and  his  witness  is  true:  and  he 
knoweth  that  he  saith  true,  that  ye  also  may  believe." 
There  are  many  other  passages  which  seem  to  be 
directed  against  Docetism,  e.g.  ''The  Word  became 
flesh,  and  dwelt  among  us  (and  we  beheld  his 
dory)"  (1  14);  "Jesus  therefore,  being  wearied  with 
his  journey,  sat  thus  by  the  well"  (4  6);  "Reach 
hither  thy  finger,  and  see  my  hands;  and  reach 
hither  thy  hand,  and  put  it  into  my  side:  and  be  not 
faithless,  but  believing"  (20  27). 

Cerinthus  seems  to  have  taught  that  the  religion  of 
Christ  was  identical  with  imdlluted  Mosalsm.  including 
even  drcumcision  and  the  earthly  kingdom  of  the  future. 
The  Cerlnthian  theory,  however,  was  held  under  various 
forms  by  its  adherents,  some  teachers  holding  that  the 
God  of  the  OT  was,  at  the  best,  a  subordinate  angel  of 
limited  power,  wisdom  and  goodness,  and  that  the 
creation  of  the  world  was  very  imperfect.  Others  went 
so  far  as  to  identify  the  God  of  the  OT  with  Satan.  The 
ethic  of  systems  euch  as  these  was  antinomlan,  sometimes 
even  going  the  length  of  libertinism. 

Generally,  the  forsis  under  which  Gnosticism 
appeared  varied  greatly  in  different  periods.  Some 
went  farther  than  others  from  the  Christian  faith. 


Some  conmiunities,  such  as  the  Encratites,  laid  the 
greatest  stress  on  the  necessity  for  asceticism]  other 

conmiunities  were  whollv  docetic;  the 
4.  Various  Carpocratians  taught  the  philosophy 
Sects  and   communism   of   Plato.     One  of 

these  teachers,  Epiphanes,  was  honored 
as  a  god,  and  this  sect  crowned  the  image  of 
Jesus  along  with  those  of  Pythagoras,  Plato  and 
Aristotle.  Further,  there  were  impostors  of  all 
varieties:  magicians,  soothsayers,  jugglers,  deceiv- 
ers and  hypocrites,  "who  appeaj*ed  using  mighty 
words  with  a  host  of  unintelligible  formulae  and 
taking  up  with  scandalous  ceremonies  in  order  to  rob 
men  of  their  money"  (Harnack,  op.  cit.,  239),  and 
even  for  viler  purposes. 

(1)  The  Ophites. — Gnosticism,  before  reaching 
its  full  development,  is  chiefly  represented  by  the 
ophite  sects  or  systems.  These  were  so  named  from 
the  word  dphiSf  "serpent^"  to  which  they  paid 
honor  as  the  symbol  of  mtelligence.  They  neld 
that  the  Creator  of  the  world  was  an  ignorant  and 
imperfect  being,  laldaboth,  the  Son  of  Chaos;  and 
that  it  was  a  meritorious  act  when  the  serpentper- 
suaded  Adam  and  Eve  to  disobey  him.  There 
were  several  of  the  ophite  sects,  such  as  the  Cain- 
ites,  who  reversed  all  the  standards  of  moral  judg- 
ment, choosing  as  their  heroes  the  persons  whom  the 
Bible  condemned,  such  as  Cain,  the  men  of  Sodom, 
Esau  and  Korah. 

(2)  Valentinus. — By  the  time  of  Justin  Martyr 
(c  150  AD).  Gnosticism  had  become  divided  into 
a  variety  of^  sects  and  schools,  Valentinians,  Basili- 
deans,  Satuminians  and  Marcionites.  In  the  Val- 
entinian  system,  Christ  and  the  Holv  Spirit  were  two 
aeons,  llie  Valentinians  granted  that  ordinary 
Christians  were  better  than  the  heathen,  and  that 
they  mi^t  look  forward  to  a  kind  of  salvation;  even 
now  ordinary  Christians  occupied  a  middle  position, 
better  than  the  "hvlic"  or  "psychic,"  but  inferior 
to  the  "pneumatic  or  "spiritual,"  as  the  Gnostics 
termed  themselves. 

(3)  BasUides. — ^The  Basilideans  take  their  name 
from  Basilides  of  Alexandria,  a  man  of  powerful 
intellect.  He  and  his  son  Isidore  taught  this  s^ 
tem,  which  was  afterward  considerably  modified 
for  the  purpose  of  popular  apprehension.  The 
world  is  contmuousl^r  evolved  from  a  pansperma  or 
"seed  of  the  world,"  in  which  all  things  were  origi- 
nally potentifdly  contained.  It  is  ruled  by  two 
great  Archons,  who  yet  subserve  the  designs  of  the 
Supreme.  There  are  no  aeons,  but  the  highest 
"light"  descends  throu^  the  successive  spheres 
till  it  rests  on  Jesus  of  Nazareth.  The  process  is 
complete  when  the  Divine  element  ("sonship")  is 
all  drawn  out  and  restored  to  God;  oblivion  then 
falls  on  lower  intelligences.  Many  fine  sayings  are 
attributed  to  Basilides,  e.g.  "I  will  say  an3rthing 
rather  than  doubt  the  goodness  of  Providence 
(Orr.  The  Early  Church,  76). 

(4)  StUurairius. — ^The  Saturninians  were  so  called 
from  Satuminus,  said  to  be  a  disciple  of  Menander, 
who  in  turn  is  said  to  have  been  a  disciple  of  Simon 
Magus.  The  sjrstem  of  Saturninus  is  marked  both 
by  a  strong  dualism  and  by  a  gloomy  asceticism. 
He  is  also  reported  to  have  been  one  of  the  founders 
of  the  Encratite  heresy,  which  condemned  marriage. 
Tatian,  Justin  Martyr  s  disciple^  became  a  member 
of  this  gnostic  sect,  holding,  it  is  alleged^he  usual 
theory  of  aeons,  and  that  there  was  a  Demiurge, 
who  was  not  the  Supreme  God. 

(5)  Mardon. — Marcion,  a  native  of  Pontus, 
taught  in  Rome  c  140-55  AD.  His  system  differs 
much  from  ordinary  gnostic  theories,  except  that 
he  absoluteljr  distinguished  between  the  God  of 
the  OT,  who  is  regarded  as  merely  great,  harsh,  rig- 
orous, and  the  good  God  of  the  NT,  who  is  whol^ 
love.    He  also  held  to  the  usual  gnostic  duiJism  and 
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docetism.  Marcion's  system  has  been  described 
as  an  overstrained  Paubnism,  as  he  lays  the  stress 
on  faith,  not  on  knowledge.  Marcion  was  the 
author  of  a  book  called  the  AnthUheseaf  which  con- 
trasted the  OT  with  the  NT.  He  also  drew  up  a 
canon  of  Scripture,  which  contained  only  one  gos- 
pel, viz.  Lk  in  a  mutilated  state,  and  ten  Epp.  of 
Paul.  Marcion  was  a  rigorous  ascetic.  In  the 
Lord's  Supi>er  he  allowed  only  water  to  be  used 
instead  of  wine.  The  Marciomtes  refused  baptism 
to  married  persons.  This  sect  or  "church''  endured 
for  several  centiuies. 

"All  the  gnostic  systems  had  one  featiure  in  com- 
mon, viz.  that  they  regarded  the  OT  and  the  NT 
as  revelations  of  two  different  Gods, 

5.  Relatton  and  considered  the  mission  of  Christ 
to  the  OT     to  proceed  from  a  higher  power  than 

the  God  of  the  Jewish  religion,  who 
was  identified  with  the  Demiiurge,  or  Maker  of  the 
world.  But  under  this  common  assumption  there 
was  room  for  two  very  opposite  estimates  of  the 
older  revelation  and  oi  the  God  whom  it  reveals. 
Some  of  the  gnostic  sects  regarded  the  Demiurge 
as  being  altogether  alien  from  and  opposed  to  the 
Supreme  Goa;  others  considered  him  merely  as  a 
subordinate  power,  inferior  but  not  hostile  to  the 
Supreme  God,  ana  acting  before  the  coming  of  a 
more  peorfect  revelation,  as  his  unconscious  organ" 
(Mansel,  The  Gnostic  Heresies,  45).  "There  can 
be  no  doubt  that  the  ^ostic  propaganda  was  seri- 
ously hindered  by  the  mability  to  organize  and  dis- 
cipline churches,  which  is  characteristic  of  all  phil- 
osophic systems  of  religion"  (Harnack,  History  of 
Doffma,  I,  252).  "From  about  210  they  ceased  to 
be  a  factor  of  the  historical  development,  though 
the  chiurch  of  Constantine  and  Theodosius  was  alone 
really  able  to  suppress  them"  (ib,  251). 

In  contrast  to  Gnosticism  the  Christian  church 
held  fast  to  these  great  facts,  that  Jesus  Christ  is 

the  Son  of  God,  preexistent  before  the 

6.  The  Incarnation,  and  manifest  in  the  flesh 
Christian  and  crucified  for  us  men  and  for  our 
Verities         salvation ;  that  He  rose  from  the  dead ; 

that  the  OT  is  a  true  revelation  of  the 
one  supreme  and  holy  God,  the  Creator  of  all  things. 
Dualism,  the  eternity  of  matter  and  its  inherent 
evil,  as  well  as  Docetism  and  oriental  mythologies 
were  accordingly  rejected  as  contrary  to  the  Chris- 
tian faith.    During  the  period  of  the  prevalence  of 

Gnosticism  there  took  place  the  earlier 

7.  Influence  developments  of  Christian  theology. 
on  Theology  Gnosticism  gave  a  powerful  impetus  to 

the  formation  of  a  NT  canon  of  Scrip- 
ture, and  to  the  shaping  of  the  earliest  creed.  See 
Apostles'  Creed. 

In  the  revulsion  from  Gnosticism  and  Docetism 
it  should  not  be  forgotten  that  there  is  truth  to  be 

found  even  amid  the  errors  of   these 

8.  Truth  systems.  Docetism  was  an  over- 
Underlying  statement  of  a  great  truth,  an  over- 
Docetism      statement  so  large  as  to  destroy  the 

true  humanity  of  Our  Lord.  But  the 
truth  in  Docetism  is  that  the  eternal  Christ  touches 
and  appeals  to  and  has  a  definite  relationship  to  and 
actually  influences  every  human  heart;  and  also, 
that,  to  the  Christian  believer,  Christ  is  more  ana 
does  more  than  this;  Christ  dwells  in  the  believer's 
heart  by  faith,  "Christ  in  you,  the  hope  of  glory" 
(Col  1  27).  "Docetism  was  not  all  folly.  Rather 
we  may  regard  it  as  one  primitive  form  of  the 
assertion  of  that  mystical  element  which  has  never 
been  wanting  to  Christianity  from  the  first  days 
until  now,  and  we  may  be  sure,  never  will  be  want- 
ing to  it"  (Sanday,  Chrisiologies  Ancient  and 
Modem f  9). 

VIIL  Modem    Cnottieiam, — Gnosticism    in    its 
ancient  form  has  passed  away,  but  it  is  interesting 


to  observe  how  its  spirit  reappears  from  time  to 
time  in  modem  days.  Gnosticism,  as  already  seen, 
is  not  one  aspect  of  thoupht  alone,  but  many.  Ana 
in  one  form  or  another  it  is  seen  again  and  again. 
For  example,  the  modem  denial  of  the  virgin  birth 
of  Our  Lord  is  that  form  of  Gnosticism  which  taught 
that  the  man  Jesus  became  Christ  only  at  His  bap- 
tism, when  the  Holy  Ghost  descended  upon  Him 
from  heaven. 

Phases  of  gnostic  teachings  are  reproduced  in 
modem  pantheistic  philosophies  and  otner  forms  of 
religious  doctrine,  which  hold  that  there  has  been 
no  objective  atonement  and  no  resurrection  of 
Christ  from  the  dead.  "Basilides  with  his  powerful 
speculative  grasp  and  all-embracing  evolutionary 
process  might  be  termed  the  Hegel  of  the  move- 
ment; Valentinus  with  his  robe  of  fant^isy  and 
triple  fall  and  redemption  was  its  Schelling;  Mar- 
cion with  his  severe  practical  bent,  his  doctrine  of 
faith,  and  his  antitheses  of  the  just  God  and  the 
good,  might  without  straining  be  termed  its  Ritschl" 
(Orr,  The  Progress  of  Dogma,  69). 

"Flchte  said,  'There  were  no  external  realities 
at  all,  they  were  the  mere  objectivity  of  the  sub- 
ject or  creations  of  the  inward  eye|[;  after  Fichte 
came  Schelling,  and  Schelling  said,  'Then  this  creat- 
ing eye  is  Goas  own  eye' ;  and  after  Schelling  came 
HegejL  and  Hegel  said  that  'God  and  man  are  one, 
and  God  all  men,  and  all  men  God,  and  the  whole 
universe  God  eternally  thinking  in  the  process  of 
development,'  and  that  or  something  like  it  is 
He^hanism.  I  feel  in  studying  this  philosophy, 
as  Baron  Humboldt  sa}^  he  felt,  when  he  experi- 
enced the  first  shock  of  an  earthcjuake.  I  feel  a 
dreadful  sense  of  restlessness  and  insecurity.  The 
ground  seems  to  give  way  beneath,  and  the  earth 
and  the  heaven  to  dissolve,  the  universe  becomes 
a  dream,  a  myth"  (W.  B.  Robertson,  D.D.,  Martin 
Luther,  German  Student  Life,  etc,  138). 

"Philosophy,"  says  Mansel,  "striving  after  a 
first  principle  which  shall  be  one  and  simple  and 
unconditioned  and  incapable  of  aU  further  analysis 
in  thought,  is  naturally  tempted  to  soar  above  that 
complex  combination  of  attributes  which  is  implied 
in  our  conception  of  personality,  and  in  endeavor- 
ing to  simplify  and  purify  our  representation  of  the 
Divine  nature,  ends  by  depriving  it  of  every  attri- 
bute which  can  make  God  the  object  of  any  reli- 
gious feeling  or  the  source  of  any  moral  obligation" 
(The  Gnostic  Heresies,  11).  God  is  no  longer  the 
author  and  source  of  goodness  and  truth  and  moral 
law,  but  the  mind  is  occupied  with  the  metaphysi- 
cal relation  between  God  and  the  world,  as  absolute 
and  relative,  cause  and  effect,  principle  and  conse- 
quence, and  God  becomes  identical  with  the  world. 

It  is  easily  seen  how  teaching  of  this  sort  strikes 
at  the  root  of  all  religion  and  morality.  The  per- 
sonality of  God,  the  personality  and  free  will  of  man, 
the  existence  of  moral  evil,  the  incarnation  of  our 
Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the  redeinption  which  He  ac- 
complished for  the  world.  His  resurrection,  the 
whole  significance  of  His  person  and  His  work — all 
is  deniea.  This  is  the  spirit  and  the  meaning  of 
Gnosticism. 

Dr.  Gwatkin  sums  up  the  matter  thus:  "Gnosti- 
cism undermined  Christian  monotheism  by  its  dis- 
tinction of  the  Creator  from  the  Supreme,  Christian 
morals  by  its  opposition  of  the  philosopher  to  the 
unlearned.  Christian  practice  by  its  separation  of 
knowledge  from  action;  and  it  cut  away  the  very 
basis  of  the  gospel  whenever  it  explained  away  its 
history.  In  every  case  it  had  got  hold  of  truth  on 
one  side — ^the  reahty  of  evil  in  the  world,  the  f  imction 
of  knowledge  in  reugion,  the  difference  between  the 
letter  and  the  spirit;  but  fragments  of  truth  are  not 
enough  for  a  gospel,  which  is  false  if  all  truth  is  not 
summed  up  in  Chnst.    Therefore  there  could  be 
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LiTBBATDBa.^UlLlhom,  The  Cenfliet  of  ChriitiaHUy 
with  Uealhtnum:  Neknder.  Churcit  Hitlarv,  AiUinnoi- 
likut:  Reun,  HMotj,  of  CkHilian  Thiolon  in  lAi  Apot- 
lolic  Am;  UshUoot,  flotn  an  EpitlUi  af  St.  Paul.  Cot. 
Phil:  Owa^^.  Early  Church  Himtorv  to  S13  AD.  II; 
W.  Bouaset.  art.  " Oac»e[clam, "  Enc  Brit,  lltb  ed; 
Banuck.  Uiitory  of  Dagma,  I  (ET) ;  Orr,  NealecUd 
PactoTE  in  Iht  Study  of  tht  Early  PTogritt  of  CKriUianily. 
Sin  at  a  Problem  of  Today,  The  Proereit  of  Dogma.  The 
Barly  Church;  MuiBsl.  Tht  Gnoilic  A/<n-ui<»;  Robert 
Iaw.  B.D..  Tha  TetU  of  Lift. 

JoHtT  Rutherford 
GO  (^^n,  haiakh,  i?";,  ifiiakk,  Kia,  to',  sy;, 

yS(S';  &YB|  dgO,  ^riym,  kupdgd,  Avapalvs,  anabalTiO, 
fpXB|uu,  irchomai,  A'npxoiuu,  apirehomai,  'roptio^ai, 
poreuomot) :  "Go"  ("went,"  etc)  occurs  very  fre- 
quently in  the  Eng.  Bible,  and  ia  the  tr  of  a  great 
many  different  Heb  and  Gr  termB.  As  the  word 
implies  movement  of  all  Iqnda,  ph3%icEJ  and  mental, 
it  has  naturally  many  applications. 

In  the  OT  hiiUMi  and  yOiakk  are  among  the  com- 
monest words,  meaning    to  so"  in  its  original  aenae 

of  "U>  walk,"  out  also  in  the  most 
1.  In  the  varied  senaea,  according  to  the  verbal 
OT  conjugations,  etc,  the  prep,  attached, 

and  the  wortw  in  connection  with  which 
the  tenng  stand;  h^akh  and  ydlakh  are  oft«n  used 
figuratively  (li^  "to  walk,"  etc)  for  to  live,  to  pursue 
a  way  of  life,  e.g.  "to  walk  ever  in  hia  ways"  {Dt 
1ft  9;  cf  Ps  Ifi  2;  Sft  30;  IKS  3f:  3  3,  etc);  to 
ithout  Deing  do- 


die,  "He  departed  [Heb  ''    _._.  ,  . 

wred"  (2  Ch  31  20);  65',  properly  "to  go  : 
enter"  (e.g.  Gen  7  9),  is  very 


ingde 

-  .      -  'i  and  V^^'i 

._         __   e  out,     also  occurs  frequently;  yd(d 

has  frequently  the  meaning  "to  go  forth,"  e.g.  Gen 
8  7,  "He  sent  forth  a  raven,  and  it  went  forth." 
Other  frequent  words  are  ySradh,  "to  go  down" 
(Genii  7,etc);  'aioA,"togoorcomeup"  (Gen  3  6, 
etc;  Isa  IB  5,  "goitup,"AV);  used  also  flguratiTelT, 
e.g.  "to  rise  up  or  excel,"  "Thou  excellest  them  all" 
(Prov  81  29),  "to  come  up  on  the  heart,"  to  be 
remembered,  "The  former  thinra  shall  not  be  re- 
membered, nor  come  into  mind  (Isa  60  17;  cf  Jer 
8  IB) ;  'Sbhar,  "to  go  or  pass  over,"  "to  cross"  (Gen 
41  46,  etc),  also  used  figuratively  "to  pass  away," 
e.g.  "as  chaS  that  passeth  away"  (laa  39  6), 
'passeth  by  transgression'  (Mic  7  18);  ak^k,  "to 
go  again"  (Gen  U  2,  etc);  tOiSh  and  jflr,  "to  go 
aude,"  occur  several  times  with  the  meaning  of 
WTonndoing  {e.g.  Nu  6  12;  Dt  3S  14.  RV  "turn 
aside");n*ia', ''toremove"{Exl4  15),  "Speak  unto 
the  children  of  Israel  that  they  go  forwaTd'  (ver  19 
"removed";  Nu  2  24,  etc);  'Saal  (Aram.),  "to  go 
away  or  about"  (Eir  4  23;  Dnl  2  17,  etc).  Many 
other  words  occur  only  once  or  twice,  e.g.  'flro^, 
"to  travel"  (Job  Si  8);  'Oshar,  "to  go  straight  or 
ri^t"  (Prov  4  14;  9  6,  RV  "walk");  darofcA,  "to 
tread"  (Isa  S9  8);  dOdhOh,  "togosoftly"  (Pa  43  4; 
lea  38  15,  RVm  "aa  in  aolemn  procession");  rOgkal. 


"to  e 


"I  1 


t  Ephraii 


(Ho9  11  3,  RV  "to  walk"). 

The  obsolete  expression  "go  to"  (derived  from 
Tindale)  is  the  tr  of  yahiAh  in  Gen  11  3.4.7;  88  16; 
■  Ex  1  10,  "come on,"  RV  "come";  of  63'  (2  K  6  5 
RV),  "bo  now";  nfl'  (Jgs  7  3;  Isa  B  5;  Jer  18  11, 
omitted  in  RV). 

In  the  NT  anahainS  ia  "to  go  up"  (Mt  3  16; 
6  1,  etc);    erchomai,  "to  go  on"   (Mt  13  9,  etc); 
aperchomai,  "to  go  off  or  away"  (Mt 
3.  In  the       3  22;  4  24,  etc) ;  poreuomai,  "to  go  or 
HT  pass  on"  (Mt  2  8.20,  etc);  hvpagd,  "to 

go  away"  (Mt  6  41;  8  32,  etc).    We 
have  also  other  combinations  with  different  shades 


1  go  down  upon 


"Let  us  go"  (Mt  U  46;  Jn  14  31,  etc);  doe  is 
rendered  ^'go  to"  (Jaa  4  13;  S  1),  RV  "come." 

"Go  about  Ito]"  AV  is  the  tr  of  zlUd,  "to  seet" 
inJn  7  19,  "Whyjgoyeabout  tokillme?"  RV"Why 
seek  ye?'  and  luim  10  3;  of  peirdzH.  "to  try," 
"attempt"    (Acts  24  6,    RV   "assayed  ),    and  of 

C'rdomai  (36  21,  RV  "assayed"),  of  epicheiriS  "to 
.  bands  on"  (Acts  9  29),  which  remains  in  ERV 
unchanged,  ARV  "seeking'^';  "to  let  go"  is  the  tr 
of  apolTid,  "to  loose  off"  or  "away"  (Lfc  14  4,  etc), 
"to  go  astray,"  of  pUmd6  (Mt  18  12,  etc). 

Various  other  words  occurring  singlv  are  tr'  by 
forms  of  "go,"  e.g.  pMrO,  "to  bear  on,  AV"Letu» 
go  on  unto  perfection"  (He  6  1,  aee  below) ;  eptdiUf, 
"to  go  in  upon,"  "Let  not  the  s 
your  wrath''  (Eph  4  26). 

aany  chanjta  In  RV  are  tbe  toDowtns: 
1  36.  "alone";  Lev  9  7.  "draw  D«tf": 
forth";  le  4B,  "carrr  It";  Isa  II  15; 
;  Mt  11  *:  Jn  S  11.  "Go  your  way"; 
■ae  itralghtway":  It  2S.  '^enter  In"; 
ne."  "Go"  Is  subsutul«d  (or  "ptm 
me"  (13  4).  ■■awav"(19  Hi),  "be  put" 
tor"  (Job  St  23). ''return"  (Bed  I  71, 
3:  ct  Zee  14  ISi.lB).  "sliDulil  bo  cast" 
"  for"I  will  come  up"  (Ex  93 
tor  "bring  forth"  (Ps  J7  6); 
ilMm  up*-  (Pa  II  13).  For 
ART  has  "play  tbe  harlot" 

..  _.,.     fornication");  for  "go  about 

even  now  (Dt  81  31.  ARV).  "frame  this  dajr";  tc^ 
"go  well"  {Pro V  80  29),  " are  stately  In  their  march " : 
tor  "suffer  us  to  go  [Mt  S  31),  "send  lu"  (a  dllTerent 
text):  for  "not  to  think  of  men  above  that  which  Is 
wrltcen"  (I  Cor  4  a),  "not  |Ia  go]  beyond  tim  thln^ 
— "-"-h  are  written";  lor  "that  no  man  fp  beyond"  (I 


I  go  up" 
lo  forth" 

horing." 


Thess  4  S).  ' 


"ovHTeach   :  (or  "LM  us 


GOAD,  gOd  CflTI .  dSfbhan,  T^^ .  m^m**.' 


strong  wood  from  which  the  bark  has  been  strippe 
and  which  has  at  one  end  a  pointed  spike  and  ai 
the  other  a,  flat,  chisel -shaped  iron.  "The  pointed 
end  is  to  prod  the  oxen  while  plowing.  Tne  flat- 
tened iron  at  the  other  end  is  to  scrape  off  the  earth 
whii^  clogs  the  ploughshare.  The  ancient  goad 
was  probalbly  similar  to  this  instrument.  It  could 
do  villainous  work  in  the  hands  of  an  experienced 
fighter  (Jgs  3  31}.  If  1  S  18  21  is  correctly  tr^, 
the  goads  were  kept  sharpened  by  files. 

Figurative :  "The  words  of  the  wise  ai«  as  ^oada" 
(EccT  13  11),  The  only  reference  to  goads  in  the 
NT  is  the  familiar  passage,  "It  is  hard  for  thee  to 
kick  against  the  goad"  (Acts  36  14).  It  was  as 
useless  for  Saul  to  Keep  on  in  the  wrong  way  as  for 
a  fractious  ox  to  attempt  to  leave  the  lurrow.  He 
would  surely  be  brought  back  with  a  prick  of  the 
goad.  Jajieb  A.  Patch 

GOAH,  gC'a  (Ttra,  gd'iUi;  AV  GOATH,  gfi'ath; 
LXX  reads  4  JicXiktAv  \IMetv,  ex  ekkkUtn  lUhOn): 
A  place  named  in  describing  the  boundaries  of  Jems 
as  restored  in  the  "days  to  come"  (Jer  81  39).  If 
Gareb  is  the  N.E.  hill,  then  probably  Goah  is  to  be 
identified  with  the  N.W.  hill,  which  is  called  by  Jos 
"the  camp  of  the  Assyrians"  (BJ,  V,  vii,  3;  lai,  2). 
See  Jerosalbu, 

GOATigOt;  The  common  generic  word  for  "goat" 
is  T?,  *£c  (cf  Arab.  yLc,  'am,  "^e-gost";    atf, 

aix),  used  often  for  "she-goat"  (Gen 
1.  names     IB  9;     Nu  Ifi  27),    also    with    ^, 

g'dkl,  "kid,"  as  D-^y  ^ ,  g-dhl  'izAm, 
"kid  of  the  goats"  (Gen  SB  17),  also  with  TT^I, 
aa'ir,  "he-goat,"  as  D"^?  I'^T? ,  f'lr  'iezlm,  "kid  of 
the  goats"  or  "he-goat,"  or  tr^  simply  "kids,"  as  in 
1  K  30  27,  "The  children  of  Israel  encamped  before 
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than  like  two  littleflocks  of  kida."  Next  frequently 
used  IB  1^?^,  sa'ir,  lit,  "hairy"  (cf  Arab,     n  ■<•■ , 

«fcoV,  "hair";  jtijp  cftfr,  "hedgehog";  Lat  hireua, 
"goat";  kirtus,  "hairy  ;  also  Ger.  Hoar;  Eng. 
"hair"),  like  'it  and  'aitHdk  used  of  goate  for  offer- 
ings. The  ^oat  which  is  sent  into  the  wildemeas 
bearing  the  Bins  of  the  people  is  aa'Ir  {Lev  18  7-22). 
The  same  name  is  used  of  devils  (Lev  17  7;  2  Ch 
11  15,  RV  "he-goats")  and  of  satyrs  (Isa  IS  21; 
3i  14,  RVm  "he^&ts,"  ARV  "wild  goata").  Cf 
alsoD^r  ni''7ip,«''l7yi/A'tM(m,"afemale  from  the 
flock"  (Lev  4  28;  6  6).  The  male  or  leader  of 
the  flock  is  n^n? ,  'aUHdh;  Arab.  'atHd,  "yearling 
he-goat";  flg.  "chief  ones"  (Isa  H  9;  cf  Jer  60 
8).  A  later  word  for  "he-goat,"  used  also  fleur- 
•flvely,  U  Tpj,  saphXr  (2  Ch  S9  21;  Ezr  8  35; 
DnI  8  6.8.21).  In  Prov  80  31,  one  of  the  four 
things  "which  are  stately  in  gobg"  is  the  he-goat, 
trC,  lajfish  (Arab.  (j«-J,  iois,  "he-goat"),  also  men- 
tioned in  Gen  SO  35;  S3  14  arooDg  the  possessions 
of  Laban  and  Jacob,  and  in  2  Ch  17  11  among 
the  animals  given  as  tribute  by  the  Arabians  to 
Jehoshaphat.  In  He  9  12.13.19;  10  4,  we  have 
T-pd7oi,  trAgos,  the  ordinary  Gr  word  for  "goat";  in 
Mt  3B  32.33,  !/»*",  iHpkos,  and  its  dim.  ipl<f>ior, 
eripkion;  in  He  11  37  Sipua  atytmr^  dirma  aigeion, 
"goatskin,"  from  aix  (see  supra).  "Kid"  is  "TJ, 
g-dhl  (cf  En-gedi  |1  S  33  29],  etc),  fern.  TV;^, 
fdhiyOh  (Cant  1  8),  but  also  'ez,  g'dhl  Httlm,  g-'fr 
izzlm,  s*'[ratA  'mfm,  ir'n^  'izzlm,  and  iripho4. 
There  remain  b?;,  yS'H  (1  S  34  2;  Job  89  1;  Ps 
104  18),  EV  "wild  goat";  nb^^,  ya'dUlh  (Prov  S 
19),  AV  "roe,"  RV  "doe";  ipfC ,  'ajjfl  (Dt  14  6), 
EV  "wild  goat";  and  I^J,  xemer  (Dt  1«  fi),  EV 
"chamois." 

The  original  of  our  domestic  goats  is  believed  to 
be  the  Pers  wild  goat  or  pasang,   Capra  atyagnu, 

which  inhabits  some  of  the  Gr  islands, 
S.  Wild  Asia  Minor,  Syria,  Mesopotamia,  Per- 

Ooats  sia,   Afghanistan,    and    Northweetem 

India.    It  is  called  wa'f  (cf  Heb  yd'H) 
by  the  Arabs,  who  in  the  N.  apply  the  some  name  to 
its  near  relative,  the  Sinaitic  loex,   Capra  beden. 
The  last,  doubtless  the  "wild  goaf'  (ya^H)  of  the 
Bible,  inhabits  Southern  Pal,   Arabia,  Sinai,  and 
Eastern  Egypt,  and  within  its  range  is  uniformly 
called  bedenhy  the  Arabs. 
It  is  thought  by  the  writer 
that  the   "chamois"  (ze- 
mer)  of  Dt  14  5  may  be 
the  Pers  wild  goat.    The 
word  occurs  only  in  thia 
passage  in  the  list  of  clean 
animals.    See  Chamois: 
Dber;    Zoology.    Wild 
goats  are  found  only  in 
Southern  Europe,  South- 
western Asia,  and  North- 
eastern Africa.     They  in- 
clude the  well-known,  but  _  

now  nearly  extinct,  Al-         WDd  Ooat  of  BloaL 

Ce  ibex,  steinbok,  or 
lauetin,  the  markhor,  and  the  Himalayan  ibex, 
whicn  has  enormous  horns.  The  so-called  Rocky 
Mountain  goat  ia  not  properly  a  goat,  but  is  an 
animal  intermediate  between  goats  and  antelopes. 
Domestic  goats  differ  greatly  among  themselves 
in  the  color  and  leni^h  of  their  hair,  in  the  size  and 
shape  of  their  ears,  and  in  the  size  and 
S.  DomestiG  shape  of  their  horns,  which  are  usually 
Goats  larger  in  the  males,  but  in  some  breeds 

may  be  absent  in  both  sexes.     A  very 
constant  feature  in  both  wild  and  domestic  goats  is 


the  bearded  chin  of  the  male.  The  goats  of  Pal 
and  Syria  are  usually  black  (Cant  4  1),  though 
sometimes  partly  or  entirely  white  or  brown.  Their 
hair  is  usually  long,  hanging  down  from  their  bodies. 
The  horns  are  commonly  curved  outward  and  back- 
ward, but  in  one  veiy  tmndsome  breed  they  extend 
nearly  outward  with  slight  but  graceful  curves, 
sometimes  attaining  a  span  of  2  ft.  or  more  in  the 
old  males.  Tfaeprofileof  thefaceisdistinctlvconvei. 
They  are  herded  in  the  largest  numbers  in  tne  moun- 
tainous or  hilly  districts,  and  vie  with  their  wild  con- 
¥^ners  in  climbing  into  apparently  impossible  places, 
hevfeed  not  only  on  herbs,  but  also  on  shruos  and 
smalltrees,  to  which  they  are  most  destructive.  They 
are  largely  responsible  for  the  deforested  condition  of 
Judaeaand  Lebanon.  Theyreachupthetrecsto  the 
height  of  a  man,  holding  themselves  nearly  or  quite 
erect,  and  even  walk  out  on  low  branches. 

Apart  from  the  ancient  use  in  sacrifice,  which  still 
survives  amonfj  Moslems,  ^ata  are  most  valuable 
anmials.  Their  flesh  is  eaten,  and 
4.. Economy  may  be  had  when  neither  mutton  nor 
be^  can  be  found.  Their  milk  is 
drunk  and  made  into  cheese  and  semn,  a  sort  of 
clarified  butter  much  used  in  cooking.  Their  hair 
is  woven  into  t«nts  (Cant  1  5),  carpets,  cloaks, 
sackSj  slings,  and  various  camel,  horse  and  mule 
trappmgs.  Their  skins  are  made  into  bottles 
(nJPdk;  Gr  a»k6s;  Arab,  ipirbeh)  for  water,  oil, 
aentn,  and  other  liquids  (cf  also  He  11  371. 

Just  as  the  kid  was  often  slaughtered  for  an 
honored  guest  (Jgs  6  19;  IS  19),  so  the  kid  or 
goat  was  frequently  taken  for  eacri- 
B.Religioiui  fice  (Lev  4  23;  9  15;  IS  7;  Nu  16 
and  Pl«-  24;  Ezr  8  35;  Ezk  4B  23;  He  9  12). 
orative  A  goat  was  one  of  the  clean  animals 

(sih  'izilm,  Dt  14  4).  In  DnI,  the 
powerful  king  out  of  the  W.  is  typified  aa  a  goat 
with  a  single  horn  (8  5).  One  of  the  older  goats 
is  the  leader  of  the  flock.  In  some  parts  of  the 
country  the  goatherd  makes  different  ones  leadeta 
by  turns,  the  leader  being  trained  to  keep  near  the 
goatherd  and  not  to  eat  so  long  as  he  wears  the  bell. 
In  Isa  14  9,  ".  .  .  .  stirreth  up  the  dead  for  thee. 
even  all  the  chief  ones  of  the  earth,"  the  word  tr" 
"chief  ones"  is  'aUHdh,  "he-goat."  Again,  in  Jer 
60  8,  we  have  "Go  forth  out  of  the  land  of  the  Chal- 
deans, and  be  as  the  be-goats  before  tbe  flocks." 
In  Mt  36  32,  in  the  scene  of  the  Isst  judgment,  we 
find  "He  shall  separate  them  one  from  another,  as 
the  shepherd  separateth  the  sheep  from  the  goats." 
It  is  not  infrequent  to  find  a  flock  including  both 
goats  and  sheep  grazing  over  the  mountains,  but 
they  are  usually  folded  separately. 

Alfred  Elt  Day 

GOATSKIHS,  gOt'skinz  (h  nlYiton  UpfuurLv,  en 
aigeUnx  dtrmagin):  Such  skins  are  mentioned  only 
once  (He  11  37),  where  the  wearing  of  goatskins, 
indicating  extreme  poverty,  is  referred  to,  by  im- 
plication, as  the  possible  lot  of  the  faithful  Christian, 
even  as  it  had  been  of  others.  Ascetics  of  different 
religions,  e^p.  of  the  Moslem  sects,  are  frequently 
8e«i  going  aoout  Syria  and  Pal  t<>day,  clad  in  sheep- 
skins or  goatskins,  a  sign  of  their  renunciation  of  all 
things  worldly. 

GOATS'  HAIR  (T7,'et):  The  word  for  she-goat 
is  used  elliptically  to  mean  goats'  hair,  which  was 
used  in  the  tabernacle  furnishings  in  the  form  of 
curtains  (Ex  38  7;  86  14).  Goats'  hair  was  prob- 
ably used  in  the  Midianite  and  Israelitish  camps 
in  much  the  same  way  as  in  the  Bedouin  camps 
today  (of  Nu  SI  20).  The  tents,  tent  ropes  and 
rugs  are  made  of  spun  goats'  hair.  The  provision 
sacks  which  bold  wheal,  rice,  etc,  and  the  saddle- 
bags are  made  of  the  same  materiaJ.  A  strip  of  the 
cloth  rolled  up  furnishes  a  bolster  for  the  head  while 


Gob 
God 
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sleepiinff  (cf  1  S  19  13.16).  Goats'  hair  cloth  is 
admirably  suited  to  stand  the  hard  usage  of  a  f  re- 

2[uently  shifting  encampment.  Tlie  cnildren  of 
srael  appreciated  its  utility,  even  for  the  taber- 
nacle, where  to  the  modem  critical  eye  it  would 
have  looked  out  of  place,  matched  against  scarlet 
and  fine  linen  (Ex  26  4;  86  6.26).  The  fact  that 
goats'  hair  was  used  is  good  indication  of  the  com- 
parative crudeness  of  the  tabernacle,  when  con- 
trasted with  present-day  furnishings.  See  aJso 
Haib;  Weaving.  James  A.  Patch 

GOB,  gob  (ik ,  y\3i ,  gShh):  A  place  mentioned  in 
2  S  21  18f  as  the  scene  of  two  of  David's  battles 
with  the  Philis.  The  name  appears  here  only.  In 
the  II  passage,  1  Ch  20  4,  it  is  called  Gezer  (cf  Ani, 
VII.  xii,  2).  Certam  texts  read  "Nob"  for  "Gob,'» 
while  Syr  and  LXX  read  "Gath."  The  latter  is 
probably  correct. 

GOBLET,   goblet   flJUJ,   'aggdn):   A  bowl   or 

basin  (Cant  7  2),  the  onlv  place  where  the  word  is 
used.  'Aggdn  is  used  in  the  pi.  in  Ex  24  6  and  Isa 
22  24,  and  is  tr**  *'basins"^  and  "cups."  These 
"basins"  were  used  to  hold  the  blood  of  the  sacrifices 
and  must  have  been  of  moderate  size.  The  "cups" 
were  bowlnahaped  vessels  and  belonged  evidently 
to  the  smaller  class  of  vessels  used  in  a  house. 

GOD, god (DTftif ,  'inohlm,  b»,  'e^,  l^bj,  'dyon, 
■^V ,  shadddyf  ni«15 ,  yahweh;  Ofds,  iheds) : 

L    Intboduction  to  the  Gknkral  Idsa 

1.  The  Idea  in  Experience  and  in  Thought 

2.  Definition  of  the  Idea 

3.  The  Knowledge  of  God 

4.  Ethnic  Ideas  of  God 
1)  Animism 

Fetichism 
Idolatry 
Polytheism 
Henotheism 
Pantheism 
Deism 

Semitic  Monolatry 
Monotheism 
II.    The  Idea  of  God  in  the  OT 

1.  The  Course  of  Its  Development 

2.  Forms  of  Its  Manifestation 
1)  The  Face  or  Countenance  of  God 

The  Voice  and  Word  of  God 
The  Glory  of  God 
The  Angel  of  God 
The  Spirit  of  God 
The  Name  of  God 
Occasional  Forms 
The  Names  of  God 

(1)  Generic 

(2)  Attributive 

(3)  Jehovah 

Pre-prophetic  Conceptions  of  God 
(1)  J  eh  Alone  the  God  of  Israel 

His  Early  Worship 
Popular  Religion 
Polytheistic  Tendencies 
(i)  Coordination 
(ii)  Assimilation 
(ill)  Disintegration 
No  Hebrew  Goddesses 
Hmnan  Sacrifices 
Nature  and  Character  of  Jeh 

(a)  A  God  of  War 

(b)  His  Relation  to  Nature 
Most  Distinctive  Characteristics  of  Jeh 

(a)  Personality 

(b)  Law  and  Judgment 
6.  The  Idea  of  God  in  the  Prophetic  Period 

(1)  Righteousness 

(2)  Holiness 
Universality 
Unity 

Creator  and  Lord 
Compassion  and  Love 

6.  The  Idea  of  God  in  Post-exilic  Judaism 
1)  New  Conditions 
Divine  Attributes 
Surviving  Limitations 

a)  Disappearing  Anthropomorphism 

b)  Localization 
)   Favoritism 
)  Ceremonial  Legalism 


i?5 

(8) 
(9) 


3. 


4. 


(2) 
(7) 


(2) 


(3) 


Ic) 


(d) 


2) 
(3) 


k 


5. 


(2) 


(2) 


(4)  Tendencies  to  Abstractnees 

(a)  Transcendence 

lb)  Skepticism 

Ic)  Immanence 
,-    Logos,  Memra  and  Anireis 
III.    The  Idea  of  God  in  the  NT 

1.  Dependence  on  the  OT 

2.  Gentile  Influence 

3.  Absence  of  Theistic  Proofs 

4.  Fatherhood  of  God 
(1)  In  the  Teaching  of  Jesus  Christ 

[a)  Its  Relation  to  Hhnself 
lb)  To  Believers 
c)   ToAUMen 
in  ApostoUc  Teaching 

(a)  Father  of  Jesus  Christ 

(b)  Our  Father 

(c)  Universal  Father 
God  Is  King 

The  Kingdom  of  God 
Its  King 

(a)  God 

(b)  Christ 

(c)  Their  Relation 
(3)  Apostolic  Teaching 

6.  Moral  Attributes 

(1)  Personality 

(2)  Love 

(3)  RlKhteousness  and  Holiness 

7.  Metaphysical  Attributes 

8.  The  Unity  of  God 

(1)  The  Divinity  of  Christ 

(2)  The  Holy  Spirit 

(3)  The  Churches  Problem 

LlTEBATUBE 

/.  Introduction  to  the  General  Idea. — ^Reli^on 
gives  the  idea  of  God,  theology  construes  and  oreanixea 
its  content,  and  philosophy  establishes 
1.  The  Idea  its  relation  to  the  whole  of  man's  ex- 
in  Ezpe-  perience.  The  logical  order  of  treat- 
rience  and  mg  it  might  appear  to  be,  first,  to  esiab- 
in  Thou^^t  lisn  its  truth  by  philosophical  proofs; 
secondly,  to  develop  its  content  into 
theological  propositions;  and  finally,  to  observe  its 
development  and  action  in  religion.  Such  has  been 
the  more  usual  order  of  treatment.  But  the  actual 
historv  of  the  idea  has  been  quite  the  reverse.  Men 
had  the  idea  of  God,  and  it  had  proved  a  creative 
factor  in  history,  long  before  reflection  upon  it 
issued  in  its  systematic  expression  as  a  doctrine. 
Moreover,  men  had  enunciated  the  doctrine  before 
they  attempted  or  even  felt  any  need  to  define  its 
relation  to  reality.  And  the  logic  of  history  is  the 
truer  philosophy.  To  arrive  at  the  truth  of  any 
idea,  man  must  begin  with  some  portion  of  expe- 
rience, define  its  content,  relate  it  to  the  whole  of 
experience,  and  so  determine  its  degree  of  reality. 

Religion  is  as  universal  as  man,  and  every  religion 
involves  some  idea  of  God.  Of  the  various  philo- 
sophical ideas  of  God,  each  has  its  counterpart 
and  antecedent  in  some  actual  religion.  Pantheism 
is  the  philosophy  of  the  relieious  consciousness  of 
India.  Deism  had  prevailed  for  centuries  as  an 
actual  attitude  of  men  to  God,  in  China,  in  Judaism 
and  in  Islam,  before  it  found  expression  as  a  rational 
theory  in  the  philosophy  of  the  18th  cent.  Theism 
is  but  the  attempt  to  define  in  general  terms  the 
Christian  conception  of  God^  and  of  His  relation  to 
the  world.  If  Pluralism  claims  a  place  among  the 
systems  of  philosophy,  it  can  appeal  to  the  religious 
consciousness  of  that  large  portion  of  mankind  that 
has  hitherto  adhered  to  Polytheism. 

But  all  religions  do  not  issue  in  speculative  recon- 
structions of  their  content.  ^  It  is  true  in  a  sense  that 
all  religion  is  an  unconscious  philosophy,  because 
it  is  the  reaction  of  the  whole  mind,  mcluding  the 
intellect,  upon  the  world  of  its  ei^rience,  and. 
therefore,  every  idea  of  God  involves  some  land  oi 
an  explanation  of  the  world.  But  conscious  reflec- 
tion upon  their  own  content  emerges  only  in  a  few  of 
the  more  hishlv  developed  religions.  Brahmanism, 
Buddhism,  Judaism,  Islam andChristianity  are  the 
only  religions  that  have  produced  ^eat  systems  of 
thought,  exhibiting  their  content  in  a  speculative 
and  rational  form.    Tlie  religions  of  Greece  and 
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Rome  were  unable  to  survive  the  reflective  period. 
They  produced  no  theology  which  could  ally  itself 
to  a  pmilosophy,  and  Gr  philosophy  was  from  the 
beginning  to  a  ^eat  extent  the  denial  and  super- 
session of  Gr  rehgion. 
Bib.  lit.  nearly  all  represents  the  spontaneous  ex- 

Eerience  of  rebgion,  and  contains  comparatively 
ttle  reflection  upon  that  experience.  In  the  OT  it 
is  only  in  Seconcf  Isa,  in  the  Wisdom  literature  and 
in  a  few  Tea  that  the  hunmn  mind  may  be  seen 
turning  back  upon  itself  to  ask  the  meaning  of  its 
practical  feelings  and  beliefs.  Even  here  nothing 
appears  of  the  nature  of  a  philosophy  of  Theism  or 
of  religion,  no  theology,  no  organic  definition  and 
no  ideal  reconstruction  of  the  idea  of  God.  It  never 
occurred  to  any  OT  writer  to  offer  a  proof  of  the 
existence  of  God,  or  that  anyone  should  need  it. 
Their  concern  was  to  bring  men  to  a  ri^ht  relation 
with  God,  and  they  propounded  right  views  of  God 
only  in  so  far  as  it  was  necessary  for  their  practical 
purpose.  Even  the  fool  who  * ^hath  said  in  his  heart. 
There  is  no  God"  (Ps  14  1;  63  1),  and  the  wicked 
nations  "that  forget  God"  (Ps  9  17)  are  no  theore- 
tical atheists,  but  wicked  and  corrupt  men,  who,  in 
conduct  and  life,  neglect  or  reject  the  presence  of 
God. 

The  NT  contains  more  theology,  more  reflection 
upon  the  inward  content  of  the  idea  of  God,  and 
upon  its  cosmic  significance;  but  here  also,  no  sys- 
tem appears,  no  coherent  and  rounded-off  doctrine, 
still  less  any  philosophical  construction  of  the  idea 
on  the  basis  of  experience  as  a  whole.  The  task  of 
exhibiting  the  Bit),  idea  of  God  is,  therefore,  not 
that  of  setting  together  a  number  of  texts,  or  of  writ- 
ing the  history  of  a  theology,  but  rather  of  inter- 
preting the  central  factor  in  the  life  of  the  Heb  and 
Christian  communities. 

Logically  and  historically  the  Bib.  idea  stands 
relat^  to  a  number  of  other  ideas.  Attempts  have 
been  made  to  find  a  definition  of  so 
2.  Defini-  general  a  nature  as  to  comprehend 
tionofthe  them  all.  The  older  theologians  as- 
Idea  of  God  sumed  the  Christian  standpoint,  and 
put  into  their  definitions  the  conclu- 
sions of  Christian  doctrine  and  philosophy.  Thus 
Melanchthon:  "God  is  a  spiritual  essence,  intelli- 
gent, eternal^  true,  good,  pure,  just,  merciful,  most 
&ee  and  of  infinite  power  and  wisdom."  Tlioma- 
sius  more  briefly  demies  God  as  "the  absolute  per- 
sonality." These  definitions  take  no  account  of 
the  existence  of  lower  religions  and  ideas  of  God, 
nor  do  they  convey  much  of  the  concreteness  and 
nearness  of  God  revealed  in  Christ.  A  similar 
recent  definition,  put  forward,  however,  avowedly 
of  the  Christian  conception,  is  that  of  Professor  W. 
N.  Clarke:^  "God  is  the  personal  Spirit,  perfectly 
good,  who  in  holy  love  creates,  sustains  and  orders 
all"  {OiUline  of  Christian  Theology,  66).  The  rise 
of  comparative  religion  has  shown  that  "while  all 
religions  involve  a^  conscious  relation  to  a  being 
called  God,  the  Divine  Being  is  in  different  religions 
conceived  in  the  most  different  ways;  as  one  and 
as  many,  as  natural  and  as  spiritual^  as  like  to  and 
manifested  in  almost  every  object  in  the  heavens 
above  or  earth  beneath,  in  mountains  and  trees,  in 
animals  and  men;  or,  on  the  contrary,  as  being  in- 
capable of  being  represented  by  any  finite  image 
whatsoever;  and,  again,  as  the  God  of  a  family,  of 
a  nation,  or  of  humanity"  (E.  Caird,  Evolution 
of  Religion f  I,  62).  Attempts  have  therefore  been 
made  to  find  a  new  kind  of  definition,  such  as  would 
include  under  one  category  all  the  ideas  of  God 
possessed  by  the  human  race.  A  typical  instance 
of  this  kind  of  definition  is  that  oi  Professor  W. 
Adams  Brown:  "A  god  in  the  religious  sense  is  an 
unseen  being,  real  or  supposed,  to  whom  an  indi- 
vidual or  a  social  group  is  united  by  voluntary  ties 


of  reverence  and  service"  (Christian  Theology  in 
Outline f  30).  Many  similar  definitions  are  given: 
"A  supersensible  being  or  beings"  (Lotze,  A.  M. 
Fairbaim);  "a  higher  power"  (Allan  Menzies); 
"spiritual  beings"  (JB.  B.  Tylor);  "a  power  not  our^ 
selves  making  for  righteousness"  (Matthew  Arnold). 
This  class  of  definition  suffers  from  a  twofold  defect. 
It  says  too  much  to  include  the  ideas  of  the  lower 
reli^ons,  and  too  little  to  suggest  those  of  the  higher. 
It  is  not  all  gods  that  are  unseen"  or  "supersen- 
sible/' or  "making  for  righteousness,"  but  all  these 
quahties  may  be  shared  oy  other  beings  than  gods, 
and  they  do  not  connote  that  which  is  essential  in 
the  higher  ideas  of  God.  Dr.  E.  Caird,  looldng  for 
a  definition  in  a  germinative  principle  of  the  genesis 
of  religion^  defines  God  "as  uie  unity  which  is  pre- 
supposed m  the  difference  of  the  self  and  not-self, 
and  within  which  theyact  and  re-act  on  each  other 
(op.  cit.,  1, 40,  64).  This  principle  admittedly  finds 
its  full  realization  only  in  the  highest  religion,  and 
it  may  be  doubted  whether  it  does  justice  to  the 
transcendent  personality  and  the  love  of  God  as 
revealed  in  Jesus  Christ.  In  the  lower  religions  it 
appears  only  in  fragmentary  forms,  and  it  can  only 
be  detected  in  them  at  all  aiter  it  has  been  revealed 
in  the  absolute  religion.  Although  this  definition 
may  be  neither  adequate  nor  true,  its  method  recog- 
nizes that  there  can  be  only  one  true  idea  and  defi- 
nition of  God,  and  yet  that  all  other  ideas  are  more 
or  less  true  elements  of  it  and  approximations  to  it. 
The  Bib.  idea  does  not  stand  alone  like  an  island 
in  mid-ocean^  but  is  rather  the  center  of  light  which 
radiates  out  m  other  religions  with  varying  degrees 
of  purity. 

It  is  not  the  purpose  of  this  article  to  deal  with 
the  problem  of  the  philosophy  of  religion,  but  to 
give  an  accoimt  of  the  idea  of  God  at  certain  stages 
of  its  development,  and  within  a  limited  area  of 
thought.  Tlie  absence  of  a  final  definition  will  pre- 
sent no  practical  difficulty,  because  the  denotation 
of  the  term  God  is  clear  enough;  it  includes  every- 
thing that  is  or  has  been  an  object  of  worship;  it 
is  its  connotation  that  remains  a  problem  for  specu- 
lation. 

A  third  class  of  definition  demands  some  atten- 
tion, because  it  raises  a  new  Question,  t^at  of  the 
knowledge  or  truth  of  any  idea  what- 
3.  The  soever.    Herbert  Spencer's  definition 

Knowledge   may  be  taken  as  representative:   God 
of  God  is  the  unknown  and  imknowable  cause 

of  the  universe,  "an  inscrutable  power 
manifested  to  us  through  all  phenomena"  (First 
Principles^  V,  31).  This  means  that  there  can  be 
no  definition  of  the  idea  of  God,  because  we  can 
have  no  idea  of  Him,  no  knowledge  "in  the  strict 
sense  of  knowing."  For  the  present  nurpose  it 
might  suffice  for  an  answer  that  ideas  of  Uod  actual- 
ly exist;  that  they  can  be  defined  and  are  more 
definable,  because  fuller  and  more  complex,  the 
higher  they  rise  in  the  scale  of  religions;  tnat  they 
can  be  gathered  from  the  folklore  and  traditions  of 
the  lower  races,  and  from  the  sacred  books  and 
creeds  of  the  higher  religions.  But  Spencer's  view 
means  that,  in  so  far  as  the  ideas  are  definable,  they 
are  not  true.  The  more  we  define,  the  more  ficti- 
tious becomes  our  subiect-matter.  While  nothing 
is  more  certain  than  that  God  exists.  His  being  is 
to  human  thought  utterly  mysterious  and  inscru- 
table. ^  The  variety  of  ifieas  might  seem  to  support 
this  view.  But  variety  of  ideas  has  been  held  of 
every  subject  that  is  known,  as  witness  the  progress 
of  science.    The  variety  proves  nothing. 

And  the  complete  abstraction  of  thought  from 
existence  cannot  be  maintained.  Spencer  himself 
does  not  succeed  in  doing  it.  He  says  a  great  many 
things  about  the  "unknowable"  which  implies  an 
extensive    knowledge    of    Him.    Hie    traditional 
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proofs  of  the  "existence"  of  God  have  misled  the 
Agnostics.  But  existence  is  meaningless  except  for 
thought^  and  a  noumenon  or  first  cause  that  Hes 
hidden  m  impenetrable  mystery  behind  phenomena 
cannot  be  conceived  even  as  a  fiction.  Spencer's 
idea  of  the  Infinite  and  Absolute  are  contradictory 
and  imthinkable.  An  Infinite  that  stood  outside 
all  that  is  known  would  not  be  infinite,  and  an  Abso- 
lute out  of  all  relation  could  not  even  be  imagined. 
If  there  is  any  truth  at  all  in  the  idea  of  the  Absolute, 
it  must  be  true  to  human  experience  and  thought; 
and  the  true  Infinite  must  include  within  itself  every 
possible  and  actual  perfection.  In  truth,  every 
idea  of  God  that  has  Uved  in  religion  refutes  Agnos- 
ticism, because  they  all  qualify  and  interpret  ex- 
perience, and  the  only  question  is  as  to  the  degree 
of  their  adequacy  and  truth. 

A  txief  enumeration,  of  the  leading  ideas  of  God  that 
have  lived  in  religion  will  serve  to  place  the  Bib.  idea  in 

its  true  perspective. 
4.  Ethnic  i})   Animtsm  is  the  name  of  a  theory 

TrfAiia  n§  which  explains  the  lowest  (and  perhaps  the 
lueas  oi  earliest)  forms  of  religion,  and  awo  the  prln- 

uod  ciple  of  all  religion,  as  the  belief  in  the  imi- 

versal  presence  of  spiritual  beings  which 
**  are  held  to  affect  or  control  the  events  of  the  material 
world,  and  man's  life  here  and  hereafter:  and,  it  being 
considered  that  they  hold  intercourse  with  men,  and  re- 
ceive pleasure  or  cuspleasure  from  human  actions,  the 
belief  in  their  existence  leads  naturally,  and,  it  might 
almost  be  said,  inevitably  ^sooner  or  later,  to  active  rev- 
erence and  propitiation  "  (B.  B.  Tylor,  Primitive  CttUure. 
I.  426-27).  According  to  this  view,  the  world  is  full 
of  disembodied  spirits,  regarded  as  similar  to  man's  soul, 
and  any  or  all  of  these  may  be  treated  as  gods. 

(2)  Feiiehiam  is  sometimes  used  in  a  general  sense  for 
"the  view  that  the  fruits  of  the  earth  and  things  in  gen- 
eral are  divine,  or  animated  by  powerful  spirits"  (JT  G. 
Frazer,  Adonis,  Auia,  Oairit,  234) ;  or  it  may  be  used  in 
a  more  particular  sense  of  the  belief  that  spirits  "  take  up 
th^r  abode,  either  temporarily  or  permanently,  in  some 

object and  this  object,  as  endowed  with  higher 

power,  is  then  worshipi;)ed"  (Tiele,  Ouilinea  of  the  Hif 
tory  of  Religion,  9). 

(3)  Idolatry  is  a  term  of  still  more  definite  significance. 
It  means  that  the  object  is  at  least  selected,  as  being  the 
I>ermanent  habitation  or  symbol  of  the  deity;  and,  gen- 
erally, it  is  marked  by  some  degree  of  human  workman- 
ship, designed  to  enable  it  the  more  adequately  to  repre- 
sent the  deity.  It  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  men  ever 
worship  mere  "stocks  and  stones."  but  thev  address  their 
worship  to  objects,  whether  fetiches  or  idols,  as  being  the 
abodes  or  images  of  their  god.  It  is  a  natural  and  com- 
mon idea  that  the  spirit  has  a  form  simiiar  to  the  visible 
object  in  which  it  dwells.  Paul  reflected  the  heathen 
idea  accurately  when  he  said,  "We  ought  not  to  think 
that  the  Godhead  is  like  unio  gold,  or  silver,  or  stone, 
graven  by  art  and  device  of  man"  (Acts  17  29). 

(4)  Polvtheitm. — The  belief  in  many  gods,  and  the 
worsnip  oi  them,  is  an  attitude  of  soul  compatible  with 
Animism,  Fetichism  and  Idolatry,  or  it  may  be  inde- 
pendent of  them  all.  The  term  Polytheism  is  more 
usually  employed  to  designate  the  worship  of  a  limited 
number  of  weU-deflned  deities,  whether  regarded  as  pure 
disembodied  spirits,  or  as  residing  in  the  greater  objects 
of  Nature,  such  as  planets  or  mountains,  or  as  symbol- 
ized by  images  "graven  by  art  and  device  of  man."  In 
ancient  Greece  or  modem  India  the  great  gods  are  well 
defined,  named  and  numerable,  and  it  is  clearly  under- 
stood that,  though  they  may  be  symbolized  by  images, 
they  dwell  apart  m  a  spiritual  realm  above  the  rest  of  the 
world. 

(5)  Henotheiem. — There  is.  however,  a  tendency,  both 
in  individuals  and  in  communities,  even  where  many 
gods  are  believed  to  exist,  to  set  one  god  above  the  others. 


and  consequently  to  confine  worship  to  that  god  alone. 

ng  aU  peoples, 
after  they  have  reached  a  certain  level  of  cmtiu'e.    There 


"The  monotheistic  tendency  exists  amonj 


Is  a  difference  in  the  degree  in  which  this  tendency  is 
emphasized,  but  whether  we  turn  to  Babylonia.  Egypt, 
Incua,  China,  or  Greece,  there  are  distinct  traces  of  a 
trend  toward  concentrating  the  varied  manifestations 
of  Divine  powers  in  a  single  source"  (Jastrow.  The  Study 
of  Religion,  76).  This  attitude  of  mind  has  been  called 
Henotheism  or  Monolatry — the  worship  of  one  God 
combined  with  the  belief  in  the  existence  of  many.  This 
tendency  may  be  governed  by  metaphysical,  or  by  ethical 
and  personal  motives,  either  by  the  monistic  demands  of 
reason,  or  by  personal  attachment  to  one  political  or 
moral  rule. 

(6)  Pantheiem. — ^Where  the  former  principle  predomi- 
nates. Polytheism  merges  into  Pantheism,  as  is  the  case 
in  India,  where  Brahma  is  not  only  the  supreme,  but  the 
sole,  being,  and  all  other  gods  are  out  forms  of  his  mani- 
festation. But,  in  India,  the  vanquished  gods  have  had 
a  very  complete  revenge  upon  their  vanquisher,  for 


Brahma  has  become  so  abstract  and  remote  tliat  wor- 
ship is  mainly  given  to  the  other  gods,  who  are  forms  of 
his  manifestation.  Monolatry  has  been  reversed,  and 
modem  Hinduism  were  better  described  as  the  beUef  in 
one  God  accompanied  by  the  worship  of  many. 

(7)  Deism. — The  monistic  tendency,  by  a  less  thor- 
ough application  of  it,  may  take  the  opposite  turn  toward 
Deism,  and  sret  produce  similar  reUgious  conditions. 
The  Supreme  Being,  who  is  the  ultimate  reality  and 
power  of  the  universe,  may  be  conceived  in  so  vague  and 
abstract  a  manner,  may  be  so  remote  from  the  world, 
that  it  becomes  a  practical  necessity  to  Interpose  between 
Him  and  men  a  number  of  subordinate  and  nearer  beings 
as  objects  of  worship.  In  ancient  Greece,  Necessity, 
in  China,  Tien  or  Heaven,  were  the  Supreme  Beings:  but 
a  multiplicity  of  lower  gods  were  the  actual  objects  of 
worship.  The  angels  of  Zoroastrianism,  Judaism  and 
Islam  and  the  saints  of  Romanism  illustrate  the  same 
tendency.  Pantheism  and  Deism,  though  they  have 
had  considerable  vogue  as  philosophical  theories,  have 

E roved  imstable  and  impossible  as  religions,  for  they 
ave  invariably  reverted  to  some  Idnd  of  polytheism  and 
idolatry,  which  seems  to  indicate  that  they  are  false  proc- 
esses of  the  monistic  tendency. 

(8)  Semitic  monolatry. — ^The  monistic  tendency  of 
reason  may  enlist  in  its  aid  many  minor  causes,  such  as 
tribal  isolation  or  national  aggrandizement.  It  is  held 
that  many  Sem  tribes  were  monolatrists  for  either  or 
both  of  these  reasons;  but  the  exigencies  of  intOTtribal 
relations  in  war  and  commerce  soon  neutralized  their 
effects,  and  merged  the  tribal  gods  into  a  territorial 
pantheon. 

(9)  Monotheism,  ethical  and  personal:  One  further 
principle  may  combine  with  Monism  so  as  to  bring  about 
a  stable  Monotheism,  that  is  the  conception  of  God  as 
standing  in  moral  relations  with  man.  Whenever  man 
refiects  upon  conduct  as  moral,  he  recognizes  that  there 
can  be  only  one  moral  standard  and  authority,  and  when 
God  is  identified  with  that  moral  authority.  He  inevi- 
tably comes  to  be  recognized  as  supreme  and  unique. 
The  belief  in  the  existence  of  other  beings  called  gods  may 
survive  for  a  while;  but  they  are  divested  of  all  the 
attributes  of  deity  when  they  are  seen  to  be  inferior  or 
opposed  to  the  God  who  rules  in  oonsdenoe.  Not  only 
are  they  not  worshipped,  but  their  worship  by  others 
comes  to  be  regarded  as  immoral  and  wicked.  The  ethi- 
cal factor  in  the  monistic  conception  of  God  safeguards 
it  from  diverg;hig  into  Pantheism  or  Deism  and  thus 
reverting  into  Polytheism.  For  the  ethical  idea  of  God 
necessarily  Involves  His  personality.  His  transcendence 
as  distinct  from  the  world  and  above  it,  and  also  His  inti- 
mate and  permanent  relation  with  man.  If  He  rules  in 
conscience.  He  can  neither  be  merged  in  dead  nature 
or  abstract  being,  nor  be  removed  Beyond  the  heavens 
and  the  angel  host.  A  thoroughly  moralized  conception 
of  God  emerges  first  in  the  Ot  where  it  is  the  prevailing 
type  of  thought. 

//.  The  idea  of  Cod  in  the  OT.— Any  attempt  to 
write  the  whole  history  of  the  idea  of  God  in  the  OT 

would  require  a  preliminary  study  of 
1.  Coiirge  the  literary  and  historical  character  of 
of  Its  De-  the  documents,  which  lies  beyond  the 
velopment     scope  of  this  article  and  the  province 

of  the  writer.  Yet  the  OT  contains 
no  systematic  statement  of  the  doctrine  of  God, 
or  even  a  series  of  statements  that  need  only  to  be 
collected  into  a  consistent  conception.  The  OT 
is  the  record  of  a  rich  and  varied  life,  extending  over 
more  than  a  thousand  years,  and  the  ideas  that  ruled 
and  inspired  that  life  must  be  largely  inferred  from 
the  deeds  and  institutions  in  which  it  was  realized; 
nor  was  it  stationary  or  all  at  one  level.  Nothing 
is  more  obvious  than  that  revelation  in  the  OT  has 
been  progressive,  and  that  the  idea  of  God  it  con- 
veys has  undergone  a  development.  Certain  well- 
marked  stages  of  the  development  can  be  easily 
recognized,  without  entering  upon  any  detailed 
criticism.  There  can  be  no  serious  question  that  the 
age  of  the  Exodus,  as  centering  around  the  person- 
ality of  Moses,  witnessed  an  important  new  depar- 
ture in  Heb  religion.  The  most  ancient  traditions 
declare  (perhaps  not  unanimouslv)  that  God  was 
then  first  known  to  Israel  under  the  personal  name 
Jehovah  (Yahtveh  [YHWH]  is  the  correct  form  of  the 
word,  Jehovah  being  composite  of  the  consonants 
of  Yahweh  and  the  vowels  of  'ddhdnSy,  or  lord. 
Jeh  is  retained  here  as  the  more  familiar  form).  The 
Heb  people  came  to  regard  Him  as  their  Deliverer 
from  "E^pt,  as  their  war  god  who  assured  them 
the  conquest  of  Canaan,  and  He,  therefore,  became 
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their  king,  who  ruled  over  their  destinies  in  their 
new  heritage.  But  the  settlement  of  Jeh  in  Canaan, 
like  that  oiHis  people,  was  challenged  by  the  native 
gods  and  their  peoples.  In  the  ^h  cent,  we  see 
the  war  against  Jeh  carried  into  His  own  camp,  and 
Baal-worship  attempting  to  set  itself  up  within 
Israel.  His  prophets  therefore  assert  the  sole  right 
of  Jeh  to  the  worship  of  His  people,  and  the  great 
prophets  of  the  8th  cent,  base  thiEit  right  upon  His 
moral  transcendence.  Thus  they  at  once  reveal 
new  depths  of  His  moral  nature,  and  set  His  unique- 
ness and  supremacy  on  higher  grounds.  During 
the  exile  ana  afterward,  Israel's  outlook  broadens 
by  contact  with  the  greater  world,  and  it  draws  out 
the  logical  implications  of  ethical  monotheism  into 
a  theology  at  once  more  universalistic  and  abstract. 
Three  fairly  well-defined  periods  thus  emerge,  corre- 
sponding to  three  stages  in  the  development  of  the 
OT  idea  of  God:  the  pre-prophetic  period  governed 
by  the  Mosaic  conception,  the  prophetic  period 
during  which  ethical  monotheism  is  firmly  estab- 
lished, and  the  post-exilic  period  with  the  rise  of 
abstract  monotheism.  But  even  in  taking  these 
large  and  obvious  divisions,  it  is  necessary  to  bear 
in  mind  the  philosopher's  maxim,  that  ''things  are 
not  cut  off  with  a  hatchet."  The  most  character- 
istic ideas  of  each  period  may  be  described  within 
their  period ;  but  it  should  not  be  assumed  that  they 
are  altogether  absent  from  other  periods;  and,  in 
particular,  it  should  not  be  supposed  that  ideas, 
and  the  lire  they  represent,  did  not  exist  before  they 
emerged  in  the  clear  witness  of  history.  Mosaism 
had  undoubtedly  its  antecedents  in  the  life  of  Israel; 
but  any  attempt  to  define  them  leads  straight  into 
a  very  morass  of  conjectures  and  hvpotheses,  archae- 
ological, critical  and  philosophical ;  and  any  results 
that  are  thus  obtained  are  contributions  to  com- 
parative reUgion  rather  than  to  theology. 

Religious  experience  must  alwa^rs  have  had  an 
inwajrd  and  sumective  aspect,  but  it  is  a  long  and 

difncult  process  to  translate  the  ob- 
2.  Forms  jective  language  of  ordinary  life  for 
of  the  the    uses    of    subjective    experience. 

ManJfes-  ''Men  look  outward  before  they  look 
tation  of  inward.''  Hence  we  find  that  men 
God  express  their  consciousness  of  God  in 

the  earliest  periods  in  language  bor- 
rowed from  the  visible  and  objective  world.  It 
does  not  follow  that  they  thought  of  God  in  a  sen- 
suous way,  because  they  speak  of  Him  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  senses,  which  alone  was  available  for 
them.  On  the  other  hand,  thought  is  never  entirelv 
independent  of  language,  and  the  degree  in  which 
men  using  sensuous  language  may  think  of  spiritual 
facts  varies  with  different  persons. 

(1)  The  face  or  countenan^  (pdnlm)  j/  God  is 
a  natural  expression  for  His  presence.  The  place 
where  God  is  seen  is  called  Peniel,  the  face  of  God 
(Gen  82  30).  The  face  of  Jeh  is  His  people^s  bless- 
ing (Nu  6  25).  With  His  face  (RV  "presence") 
He  brought  Israel  out  of  Egypt,  and  His  face  (RV 
'presence")  goes  with  them  to  Canaan  (Ex  83  14). 
To  be  alienated  from  God  is  to  be  hid  from  His  face 
(Gen  4  14),  or  God  hides  His  face  (Dt  31  17.18; 
32  20).  In  contrast  with  this  idea  it  is  said  else- 
where that  man  cannot  see  the  face  of  God  and  live 
(Ex  33  20;  cf  Dt  6  24;  Jgs  6  22;  13  22).  In 
these  later  passages,  "face"  stands  for  the  entire 
being  of  Goa,  as  distinguished  from  what  man  may 
know  of  Him.  This  phrase  and  its  cognates  enshrine 
also  that  fear  of  God,  which  shrinks  from  His  ma jestv 
even  while  approaching  Him,  which  enters  into  all 
worship. 

(2)  The  voice  (W  and  vxrrd  {ddbhdr)  of  Ood  are 
forms  under  which  His  communion  with  man  is 
conceived  from  the  earliest  days  to  the  latest.  The 
idea  ranges  from  that  of  inarticulate  utterance 


(1  K  19  12)  to  the  declaration  of  the  entire  law 
of  conduct  (Dt  6  22-24),  to  the  message  of  the 
prophet  (Isa  2  1;  Jer  1  2),  and  the  personification 
of  the  whole  counsel  and  action  of  God  (Ps  106  19; 
147  18.19;   Hos  6  5:   Isa  40  8). 

(3)  The  glory  {kabhddh)  of  God  is  both  a  pe- 
culiar phjrsical  phenomenon  and  the  manifestation 
of  Goa  in  His  works  and  providence.  In  certain 
passages  in  Ex,  ascribed  to  the  PC.  the  glory  is  a 
brirfit  light,  "like  devouring  fire"  (24  17);  it  fills 
and  consecrates  the  tabernacle  (29  43;  40  34.35): 
and  it  is  reflected  as  beams  of  light  in  the  face  ot 
Moses  (34  29).  In  Ezk,  it  is  a  irequent  term  for 
the  prophet's  vision,  a  brightness  like  the  appear- 
ance of  a  rainbow  (1  28;  10  4;  43  2).  In  another 
place,  it  is  identified  with  all  the  manifested  good- 
ness of  God,  and  is  accompanied  with  the  procla- 
mation of  His  name  (Ex  33  17-23).  Two  passages 
in  Isa  seem  to  combine  under  this  term  the  idea  of  a 
physical  manifestation  with  that  of  God's  effectual 
presence  in  the  world  (3  8:  6  3).  God's  presence 
in  creation  and  history  is  often  expressed  in  the  Tea 
as  His  glory  (19  1;  57  5.11;  63  2;  97  6).  Many 
scholars  hold  that  the  idea  is  found  in  Isa  in  its 
earliest  form,  and  that  the  physical  meaning  is  quite 
late.  It  would,  however,  be  contrary  to  all  analogy, 
if  such  phenomena  as  rainbow  and  lightning  had 
not  first  impressed  the  primitive  mind  as  mani- 
festations of  God.    See  Glort. 

(4)  The  angel  (maVdkh)  of  God  or  of  Jeh  is  a  fre- 
quent mode  of  God's  manifestation  of  Himself  in 
human  form,  and  for  occasional  purposes.  It  is  a 
primitive  conception,  and  its  exact  relation  to  God, 
or  its  likeness  to  man,  is  nowhere  fixed.  In  many 
passages,  it  is  assumed  that  God  and  His  angel  are 
the  same  being,  and  the  names  are  used  S3mony- 
mously  (as  in  Gen  16  7ff;  22  15.16;  Ex  3  2.4; 
Jgs  2  4.5);  in  other  passages  the  idea  blurs  into 
varying  degrees  of  dinerentiation  (Gen  18;  24  40; 
Ex  23  21;  33  2.3;  Jss  18  8.9).  But  everywhere, 
it  fullv  represents  God  as  speaking  or  acting;  for  the 
time  being;  and  it  is  to  be  distinguished  trom  the 
subordinate  and  intermediate  beinra  of  later  angel- 
ology.  Its  identification  with  the  Messiah  and  the 
Logos  is  only  true  in  the  sense  that  these  later  terms 
are  more  definite  expressions  of  the  idea  of  revela- 
tion, which  the  angel  represented  for  primitive 
thought. 

(5)  The  spirit  (ruf^h)  of  God  in  the  earlier  period 
is  a  form  of  His  activity,  as  it  moves  warrior  and 
prophet  to  act  and  to  speak  (Jgs  6  34;  13  25{  1  S 
10  10),  and  it  is  in  the  prophetic  period  that  it  be- 
comes the  organ  of  the  communication  of  God's 
thoughts  to  men.    See   Holt  Spirit. 

(6)  The  name  {shem)  of  God  is  the  most  com- 
prehensive and  frequent  expression  in  the  OT  for 
His  self-manifestation,  for  His  person  as  it  may  be 
known  to  men.  The  name  is  something  visible  or 
audible  which  represents  God  to  men,  and  which, 
therefore,  may  be  said  to  do  His  deeds,  and  to  stand 
in  His  place,  m  relation  to  men.  God  reveals  Him- 
self by  making  known  or  proclaiming  His  name  (Ex 

6  3;  38  19;  34  5.6).  His  servants  derive  their 
authoritv  from  His  name  (Ex  3  13.15;  1  S  17  45). 
To  worship  God  is  to  call  upon  His  name  (Gen  12 
8;  13  4;  21  33;  26  25;  1  K  18  24-26),  to  fear 
it  (Dt  28  58),  to  praise  it  (2  S  22  50;  Ps  7  17; 
54  6),  to  glorify  it  (Ps  86  9).  It  is  wickedness  to 
take  (jrod's  name  in  vain  (Ex  20  7),  or  to  profane 
and  blaspheme  it  (Lev  8  21;  24  16).  God's 
dwelling-place  is  the  place  where  He  chooses  "to 
cause  his  name  to  dwell"  (2  S  7  13;  1  K  3  2;  6 
3.5;  8  16-19;  18  32;  Dt  12  11.21).  God's  name 
defends  His  people  (Ps  20  1 ;  Isa  80  27).  For  His 
name's  sake  He  will  not  forsake  them  (1  S  12  22), 
and  if  they  perish.  His  name  cannot  remain  (Josh 

7  9).    God  is  known  by  different  names,  as  express- 
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ing  various  forms  of  His  self-manifestation  (Gen 
16  13;  17  1;  Ex  3  6;  84  6).  The  name  even 
confers  its  revelation-value  upon  the  angel  (Ex  28 
20-23).  All  God's  names  are,  therefore,  significant 
for  the  revelation  of  His  being. 

(7)  Occasioned  forms, — In  addition  to  these  more 
or  less  fixed  forms,  God  also  appears  in  a  variety  of 
exceptional  or  occasional  forms.  In  Nu  12  6-8, 
it  is  said  that  Moses,  imlike  others,  used  to  see  the 
form  (t'mundk)  of  Jeh.  Fire,  smoke  and  cloud  are 
frequent  forms  or  sjonbols  of  God's  presence  (e.g. 
Gen  16  17;  Ex  8  2-4;  19  18;  24  17),  and  notably 
"the  pillar  of  cloud  by  day,  and  the  pillar  of  fire  by 
night  (Ex  18  21  f).  According  to  later  ideas,  the 
cloud  rested  upon  the  tabernacle  (Ex  40  34),  and 
in  it  God  appeared  upon  the  ark  (Lev  16  2).  Ex- 
traordinary occurrences  or  miracles  are,  in  the  early 
period,  frequent  signs  of  the  power  of  God  (Ex  7  ff; 
1  K  17  ff). 

The  questions  of  the  objectivity  of  any  or  all  of 
these  forms,  and  of  their  relation  to  the  whole  Di- 
vine essence  raise  large  problems.  OT  thought 
had  advanced  beyond  the  naive  identification  of  God 
with  natural  phenomena,  but  we  should  not  read 
into  its  figurative  language  the  metaphysical  dis- 
tinctions of  a  Gr-Christian  theology. 

All  the  names  of  God  were  originally  significant 
of  His  character,  but  the  derivations,  and  therefore 
the  original  meanings,  of  several  have 
8.  The  been  lost,  and  new  meanings  have  been 

Names  sought  for  them. 

of  God  (1)  Generic  names. — One  of  the  old- 

est and  most  widely  distributed  terms 
for  Deity  known  to  the  human  race  is  *£l,  with  its 
derivations  ^Elimf  'Slohim  and  'Slo^h,  JAketheos, 
Deus  and  God,  it  is  a  generic  term,  including  every 
member  of  the  class  oeity.  It  may  even  denote  a 
posi  tion  of  honor  and  authority  among  men.  Moses 
was  ^Slohlm  to'  Pharaoh  (Ex  7  1)  and  to  Aaron 
(Ex  4  16;  cf  Jgs  6  8;  1  S  2  25;  Ex  21  5.6;  22 
7ff;  Ps  58  11;  82  1).  It  is,  therefore,  a  general 
term  expressing  majesty  and  authority,  and  it  only 
came  to  be  us^  as  a  proper  name  for  Israel's  God 
in  the  later  period  of  abstract  monotheism  when  the 
old  proper  name  Jeh  was  held  to  be  too  sacred  to  be 
uttered.  The  meaning  of  the  root  'Si,  and  the 
exact  relation  to  it,  and  to  one  another,  of  'Sldhtm 
and  *Sld^h,  lie  in  complete  obscurity.  B^  far  the 
most  frequent  form  used  by  OT  writers  is  the  pi. 
^Slohlmy  but  they  use  it  regularly  with  sing.  vbs. 
and  adjs.  to  denote  a  singular  idea.  Several  ex- 
planations have  been  offered  of  this  usage  of  a  pi. 
t«rm  to  denote  a  sing,  idea — that  it  expresses  tne 
fulness  and  manifoldness  of  the  Divine  nature,  or 
that  it  is  a  pi.  of  majesty  used  in  the  manner  of 
royal  persons,  or  even  that  it  is  an  early  intimation 
of  the  Trinity;  other  cognate  expressions  are  found 
in  Gen  1  26;  8  22;  1  K722  19  f;  Isa  6  8.  These 
theories  are,  perhaps,  too  ingenious  to  have  occurred 
to  the  early  Heb  mind,  andf  a  more  likely  explana- 
tion is,  that  they  are  survivals  in  language  of  a 
polytheistic  stage  of  thought.  In  the  OT  they  sig- 
nif V  only  the  general  notion  of  Deity. 

(2)  AUribulive  names. — ^To  distinguish  the  God 
of  Israel  as  supreme  from  others  of  the  class  'Sid- 
him.  certain  quaUfying  appellations  are  often  added. 
*Bl  ^  Ely  on  designates  the  God  of  Israel  as  the  high- 
est, the  most  high,  among  the  *Slohim  (Gen  14 
18-20);  so  do  Jeh  'Ely on  (Ps  7  17)  and  'Ely on 
alone,  often  in  Pto  and  in  Isa  14  14. 

^El  Shadddyt  or  Shadddy  alone,  is  a  similar  term 
which  on  the  strength  of  some  tradition  is  tr**  "God 
Almighty'' ;  but  its  derivation  and  meaning  are  quite 
unknown.  According  to  Ex  6  3  it  was  the  usual 
name  for  God  in  patriarchal  times,  but  other  tradi- 
tions in  the  Pent  seem  to  have  no  knowledge  of  this. 


Another  way  of  designating  God  was  by  His  rela- 
tion to  His  worshippers,  as  Uod  of  Abraham.  Isaac 
and  Jacob  (Gen  24  12:  Ex  8  6),  of  Shem  (Gen  9 
26),  of  the  Hebrews  (Ex  8  18),  and  of  Israel  (Gen 
33  20). 

Other  names  used  to  express  the  power  and 
majesty  of  God  are  ctZr,  ''Rock"  (Dt  82  18;  Isa 
80  29),  'dbhir  (cstr  fr  'Obhvr),  "the  Strong  One" 
(Gen  49  24;  Isa  1  24;  Ps  182  2);  meUkh/^King" ; 
'adhony  'lord,"  and  'Odhondy,  "my  lord''  (Ex  28 
17;  Isa  10  16.33:  Gen  18  27:  Isa  6  1).  Also 
ba'alf  "proprietor'  or  "master,  may  be  inferred 
as  a  designation  once  in  use,  trom  its  appearance 
in  such  Heb  proper  names  as  Jerubbaal  and  Ish- 
baal.  The  last  three  names  describe  God  as  a 
Master  to  whom  man  stands  in  the  relation  of  a 
servant,  and  they  tended  to  fall  into  disuse  as  the 
necessity  arose  to  differentiate  the  worship  of  Jeh 
from  that  of  the  gods  of  surrounding  nations. 

A  term  of  uncertain  meaning  is  Yahweh  or  ^Slohlm 
c'hha'olh,  "Jeh"  or  "God  of  hosts."  In  Heb  usage 
host"  might  mean  an  army  of  m^  or  the  stars  and 
the  angels — ^which,  apart  or  in  conjunction,  made 
up  the  host  of  heaven.  God  of  Hosts  in  early  times 
meant  the  war  god  who  led  the  armies  of  Israel 
(1  S  4  4;  2  S  7  8).  In  1  S  17  45  this  title 
stands  in  parallelism  with  "the  God  of  the  armies 
of  Israel."  So  all  Israel  is  called  the  host  of  Jeh 
(Ex  12  41).  In  the  Prophets,  where  the  term  has 
become  a  regular  appellation,  it  stands  in  relation 
to  every  form  of  the  power  and  majesty,  physical  and 
moral,  of  God  (e.g.  Isa  2  12;  6  3.5;  10  23.33). 
It  stands  in  parallelism  with  Isaiah's  peculiar  title, 
the  Holy  One  of  Israel  (Isa  6  16.24).  It  has,  there- 
fore, been  thought  that  it  refers  to  the  host  of 
heaven.  In  the  Prophets  it  is  practicallv  a  proper 
name.  Its  original  meaning  may  well  nave  been 
forgotten  or  dropped,  but  it  does  not  follow  that  a 
new  special  signincance  was  attached  to  the  word 
"hosts."  The  general  meaning  of  the  whole  term  is 
well  e^ressed  by  the  LXX  tr,  kOrios  pantokrdtor, 
"Lord  Omnipotent." 

(3)  Jehovah  {Yahtoeh). — ^This    is    the    personal 

? roper  name  par  excellence  of  Israel's  God,  even  as 
!hemo6h  was  that  of  the  god  of  Moab,  and  Da^n 
that  of  the  god  of  the  PhUis.  The  original  meamng 
and  derivation  of  the  word  are  unknown.  The 
variety  of  modern  theories  shows  that,  etymologi- 
cally,  several  derivations  are  possible,  but  that  the 
meanings  attached  to  any  one  of  them  have  to  be 
imported  and  imposed  upon  the  word.  They  add 
nothing  to  our  knowledge.  The  Hebrews  them- 
selves connected  the  word  with  hdydhj  "to  be."  In 
Ex  3  14  Jeh  is  explained  as  equivalent  to  'ehyeh, 
which  is  a  short  form  of  '^hyeh  ^dsher  Uhyeh^ 
tr**  in  RV  "I  am  that  I  am."  This  has  been  sup- 
posed to  mean  "self-«xistence,"  and  to  represent 
God  as  the  Absolute.  Such  an  idea,  however, 
would  be  a  metaphysical  abstraction,  not  only  im- 
possible to  the  time  at  which  the  name  originated, 
out  alien  to  the  Heb  mind  at  any  time.  And  the 
imperfect  ^ehyeh  is  more  accurately  tr**  "I  will  be 
what  I  will  be,"  a  Sem  idiom  meaning,  "I  will  be 
all  that  is  necessary  as  the  occasion  will  arise,"  a 
familiar  OT  idea  (cf  Isa  7  4.9;  Ps  28). 

This  name  was  in  use  from  the  earH^  historical 
times  till  after  the  exile.  It  is  found  in  the  most 
ancient  lit.  According  to  Ex  8  13  f ,  and  esp.  6  2.3, 
it  was  first  introduced  by  Moses,  and  wbs  the 
medium  of  a  new  revelation  of  the  God  of  their 
fathers  to  the  children  of  Israel.  But  in  parts  of 
Gen  it  is  represented  as  beinp  in  use  from  the  earliest 
times.  Theories  that  derive  it  from  Egypt  or . 
Assyria,  or  that  would  connect  it  etymologically 
with  Jove  or  Zeus,  are  supported  by  no  evidence. 
We  have  to  be  content  eitner  to  say  that  Jeh  was 
the  tribal  God  of  Israel  from  time  immemorial,  or 
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to  accept  a  theory  that  is  practically  identical  with 
that  of  Ex — that  it  was  adopted  through  Moses 
from  the  Midianite  tribe  into  which  he  married. 
The  KeniteSi  the  tribe  of  Midianites  related  to 
Moses,  dwelt  in  the  neighborhood  of  Sinai,  and 
attached  themselves  to  Israel  (Jgs  1  16;  4  11). 
A  few  passages  suggest  that  Sinai  was  the  original 
home  of  Jeh  (Jgs  6  4.5;  Dt  33  2).  But  there  is 
no  direct  evidence  bearmg  upon  the  origin  of  the 
worship  of  Jeh:  to  us  He  is  known  only  as  the  God 
of  Israel. 

(1 )  Jeh  alone  was  the  Ood  of  Israel. — ^Heb  theology 
consists  essentially  of  the  doctrine  of  Jeh  and  its 
implications.  The  teachers  and  lead- 
4.  Pre-  ers  of  the  people  at  all  times  worship 
prophetic  and  enjoin  the  worship  of  Jeh  alone. 
Conceptions  ''It  stands  out  as  a  prominent  and 
of  Jeh  incontrovertible  fact,  that  down  to  the 

reign  of  Ahab  ....  no  prominent  man 
in  Israel,  with  the  doubtful  exception  of  Solomon, 
known  by  name  and  held  up  for  condemnation,  wor- 
shipped any  other  god  but  Yahveh.  In  eveiy  na- 
tional and  tribal  crisis,  in  all  times  of  danger  and  of 
war^  it  is  Yahveh  and  Yahveh  alone  who  is  invoked 
to  give  victory  and  deliverance"  (Montefiore,  Hibbert 
Leclures^f  21).  This  is  more  evident  in  what  is, 
without  doubt,  very  early  lit.,  even  than  in  later 
writmgs  (e.g.  Jgs  5;  Dt  83;  IS  4-6).  The  iso- 
lation of  the  desert  was  more  favorable  to  the 
integrity  of  Jeh's  sole  worship  than  the  nei^bor- 
hood  of  powerful  peoples  who  worshipped  many 
other  gods.  Yet  that  early  relidon  of  Jeh  can  he 
called  monotheistic  only  in  the  light  of  the  end  it 
realized,  for  in  the  course  of  its  development  it  had 
to  overcome  many  limitations. 

(a)  The  early  worship  of  Jeh  did  not  exclude 
belief  in  the  existence  of  other  gods.  As  other 
nations  believed  in  the  existence  of  Jeh  (1  S  4  8: 
2  K  17  27),  so  Israel  did  not  doubt  the  reality  ot 
other  gods  (Jgs  11  24;  Nu  21  29;  Mic  4  5).  This 
limitation  involved  two  others:  Jeh  is  the  God  of 
Israel  only;  with  them  alone  He  makes  a  Covenant 
(q.v.)  (Gen  16  18;  Ex  6  4.5;  2  K  17  34.35),  and 
their  worship  only  He  seeks  (Dt  4  32-37;  82  9; 
Am  8  2).  Therefore  He  works,  and  can  be  wor- 
shipped only  within  a  certain  geosraphical  area. 
He  may  have  been  associated  with  His  original 
home  in  Sinai  long  after  the  settlement  in  Canaan 
(Jgs  6  4;  Dt  33  2;  IK  19  8.9),  but  gradually 
His  home  and  that  of  His  people  became  identical 
(1  S  26  19;  Hos  9  3;  Isa  14  2.25).  Even  after 
the  deportation  of  the  ten  tribes,  Canaan  remains 
Jeh's  land  (2  K  17  24^28).  Early  Israelites  are, 
therefore,  more  properly  described  as  Monolatrists 
or  Henotheists  tnan  as  Monotheists.  It  is  charac- 
teristic of  the  religion  of  Israel  (in  contrast  with, 
e.g.  Gr  thought)  that  it  arrived  at  absolute  Mono- 
theism along  the  line  of  moral  and  religious  expe- 
rience, rather  than  that  of  rational  inference.  Even 
while  they  shared  the  common  Sem  belief  in  the 
reality  of  other  gods,  Jeh  alone  had  for  them  "the 
value  of  God." 

(6)  It  is  necessary  to  distinguish  between  the 
teaching  of  the  relisious  leaders  and  the  belief  and 

Eractice  of  the  people  generally.  The  presence  of  a 
igher  religion  never  wholly  excludes  sui)er8titious 
practices.  The  use  of  Teraphim  (Gen  31  30;  IS 
19  13.16;  Hos  3  4),  Ephod  (Jgs  18  17-20;  1  S 
23  6.9;  30  7),  Urim  and  Thummim  (1  S  28  6; 
14  40,  LXX),  for  the  purposes  of  magic  and  di- 
vination, to  obtain  oracles  from  Jeh,  was  quite 
common  in  Israel.  Necromancy  was  practised 
early  and  late  (1  S  28  7  fif ;  Isa  8  19;  Dt  18  10. 
11).  Sorcery  and  witchcraft  were  not  unknown,  but 
were  condemned  by  the  religious  leaders  (1  S  28 
3).  The  burial  places  of  ancestors  were  held  in 
great  veneration  (Gen  35  20;  60  13;  Josh  24  30). 


But  these  facts  do  not  prove  that  Heb  religion  was 
animistic  and  polytheistic,  any  more  than  similar 
phenomena  in  Cliristian  lands  would  justify  such 
an  inference  about  Christianity. 

(c)  Yet  the  worship  of  Jeh  maintained  and  devel- 
oped its  monotheistic  principle  only  by  overcoming 
several  hostile  tendencies.  The  Baal-worship  of 
the  Canaanites  and  the  cults  of  other  neighboring 
tribes  proved  a  strong  attraction  to  the  mass  of 
LsraeUtes  (Jgs  2  13;  3  7;  8  33;  10  10;  1  S  8  8; 
12  10;  1  K  11  5.33;  Hos  2  5.17;  Ezk  20;  Ex 
20  5;  22  20;  34  16.17).  Under  the  conditions  of 
life  in  Canaan,  the  sole  worship  of  Jeh  was  in  danger 
of  modification  by  three  tendencies,  codrdination, 
assimilation  and  disintegration. 

(i)  When  the  people  had  settled  down  in  peaceful 
relations  with  their  neighbors,  and  began  to  have 
commercial  and  diplomatic  transactions  with  them, 
it  was  inevitable  that  they  should  render  their 
neighbor's  gods  some  degree  of  reverence  and  wor- 
ship. Courtesy  and  friendship  demanded  as  much 
(cf  2  K  6  18) .  When  Solomon  had  contracted  many 
foreign  alliances  by  marriage,  he  was  also  bound  to 
admit  foreign  worship  into  Jems  (1  K  11  5).  But 
Ahab  was  the  first  king  who  tried  to  set  up  the  wor- 
ship of  Baal,  side  by  side  with  that  of  Jeh,  as  4he 
national  religion  (1  K  18  19).  Elijah's  stand  and 
Jehu's  revolution  gave  its  death  blow  to  Baal- 
worship  and  vindicated  the  sole  right  of  Jeh  to 
Israel's  allegiance.  The  prophet  was  defending 
the  old  religion  and  Ahab  was  the  innovator;  but 
the  conflict  and  its  issue  brought  the  monotheistic 
principle  to  a  new  and  higher  level.  The  supreme 
temptation  and  the  choice  transformed  what  had 
been  a  natural  monolatry  into  a  conscious  and  moral 
adherence  to  Jeh  alone  (1  K  18  21.39). 

(ii)  But  to  repudiate  the  name  of  Baal  was  not 
necessarily  to  be  rid  of  the  influence  of  Baal-worship. 
The  ideas  of  the  heathen  religions  survived  in  a 
more  subtle  way  in  the  worsmp  of  Jeh  Himself. 
The  change  from  the  nomad  life  of  the  desert  to  the 
agricultural  conditions  of  Canaan  involved  some 
change  in  religion.  Jeh,  the  God  of  flocks  and  wars, 
had  to  be  recofouzed  as  the  God  of  the  vintage  and 
the  harvest.  That  this  development  occurred  is 
manifest  in  the  character  of  the  Q*eat  religious  fes- 
tivals. ''Three  times  thou  shalt  Iceep  a  feast  unto 
me  in  the  year.  The  feast  of  unleavened  bread 
shalt  thou  keep  ....  and  the  feast  of  harvest,  the 
first-fruits  of  thy  labors,  which  thou  sowest  in  the 
field:  and  the  feast  of  ingathering,  at  the  end  of  the 
year,  when  thou  gatherest  in  thy  labors  out  of  the 
field^'  (Ex  23  14-16).  The  second  and  the  third 
obviously,  and  the  first  probably,  were  agricultmral 
feasts,  which  could  have  no  meaning  in  the  desert. 
Israel  and  Jeh  together  took  possession  of  Canaan. 
To  doubt  that  would  be  to  aomit  the  claims  of  the 
Baal-worship;  but  to  assert  it  alao  involved  some 
danger,  because  it  was  to  assert  certain  similarities 
between  Jeh  and  the  Baalim.  When  those  simi- 
larities were  embodied  in  the  national  festivals, 
they  loomed  very  hjrge  in  the  eyes  and  minds  of  the 
mass  of  the  people  (W.  R.  Smith,  Prophets  of  Israel, 
49-57).  The  danger  was  that  Israel  should  regard 
Jeh,  like  the  Baals  of  the  country,  as  a  Nature-god, 
and,  by  local  necessity,  a  national  god,  who  gave 
His  people  the  produce  of  the  land  and  protected 
them  from  their  enemies,  and  in  return  received 
from  them  such  ^f ts  and  sacrifices  as  corresponded 
to  His  nature.  From  the  appearance  in  Israel,  and 
among  Jeh  worshippers,  of  such  names  as  Jerub- 
baalj  Esh-baal  (son  of  Saul)  and  Beeliada  (son  of 
David,  1  Ch  14  7),  it  has  been  inferred  that  Jeh 
was  called  Baal,  and  there  is  ample  evidence  that 
Wb  worship  was  assimilated  to  that  of  the  Canaanite 
Baalim.  The  bulls  raised  b^  Jeroboam  (1  K  12 
26  ff)  were  symbols  of  Jeh,  and  in  Judah  the  Canaan- 
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ite  worship  was  imitated  down  to  the  time  of  Asa 
(1  K  14  22-24;  16  12.13).  Against  this  tendency 
above  all,  the  great  prophets  of  the  8th  cent,  con- 
tended. Israelworshipped  Jeh  as  if  He  were  one  of 
the  Baalim,  and  Hosea  calls  it  Baal-worship  (Hos  2 
8.12.13;  cf  Am  2  8;  Isa  1  10-15). 

(iii)  And  where  Jeh  was  conceived  as  one  of  the 
Baalim  or  Masters  of  the  land.  He  became,  like  them, 
subject  to  disintegration  into  a  nmnber  of  local 
deities.  This  was  probably  the  gravamen  of  Jero- 
boam's sin  in  the  eyes  of  the  "Deuteronomic"  his- 
torian. In  setting  up  separate  sanctuaries,  he  di- 
vided the  worship,  and,  m  effect,  the  godhead  of 
Jeh.  The  localization  and  naturaUzation  of  Jeh, 
as  well  as  His  assimilation  to  the  Baals,  all  went 
together,  so  that  we  read  that  even  in  Judah  the 
niunber  of  gods  was  according  to  its  cities  (Jer  2 
28;  11  13).  The  vindication  of  Jeh's  moral  su- 
premacy and  spiritual  unity  demanded,  among 
other  things,  the  imification  of  His  worship  in  Jems 
(2  K  28). 

(d)  In  one  respect  the  reliraon  of  Jeh  successfully 
resisted  the  influence  of  the  neathen  cults.  At  no 
time  was  Jeh  associated  with  a  goddess.  Although 
the  corrupt  sensual  practices  that  formed  a  large 
part  of  heathen  worship  also  entered  into  Israel's 
worship  (see  Asherah),  it  never  penetrated  so  far 
as  to  modify  in  this  respect  the  idea  of  Jeh. 

(e)  It  is  a  difficult  question  how  far  human  sac- 
rifices at  any  time  found  place  in  the  worship  of  Jeh. 
The  outstanding  instance  is  that  of  Jephthah's 
daughter,  which,  though  not  condemned,  is  certainly 
re^;^ed  as  exceptional  (J^  11  30-40).  Perhaps 
it  IS  rightly  regarded  as  a  umque  "survival."  Then 
the  storv  of  the  sacrifice  of  Isaac,  while  reminiscent 
of  an  older  practice,  represents  a  more  advanced 
view.  Human  sacrince.  though  not  demanded,  is 
not  abhorrent  to  Jeh  (Gren  22).  A  further  stage 
is  represented  where  Ahaz'  sacrifice  of  his  son  is  con- 
demned as  an  "abomination  of  the  nations"  (2  K 
16  3).  The  sacrifice  of  children  is  emphatically 
condemned  by  the  prophets  as  a  late  and  foreign 
innovation  which  Jeh  had  not  commanded  (Jer  7 
31;  Ezk  16  20).  Other  cases,  such  as  the  execu- 
tion of  the  chiefs  of  Shittim  (Nu  26  4),  and  of  Saul's 
sons  "before  Jeh"  (2  S  21  9),  and  the  Jjierem  or 
ban,  by  which  whole  commimities  were  devoted  to 
destruction  (Jgs  21  10;  IS  15),  while  they  show 
a  very  inadequate  idea  of  the  sacredness  of  numan 
life,  are  not  sacrifices,  nor  were  they  demanded  by 
Jeh's  worship.  They  were  survivals  of  savage  cus- 
toms connected  with  tribal  unity,  which  the  nigher 
morality  of  Jeh's  religion  had  not  yet  abolished. 

(2)  the  nature  and  character  of  Jeh  are  mani- 
fested in  His  activities.  The  OT  makes  no  state- 
ments about  the  essence  of  God;  we  are  left  to  infer 
it  from  His  action  in  Nature  and  history  and  from 
His  dealing  with  man. 

(a)  In  this  period,  His  activity  is  predominantly 
martial.  As  Israel's  Deliverer  from  Egypt,  "Jeh  is 
a  man  of  war"  (Ex  16  3).  An  ancient  account  of 
Israel's  joumev  to  Canaan  is  called  "the  book  of 
the  Wars  of  Jen"  (Nu  21  14).  By  conquest  in  war 
He  gave  His  people  their  land  (Jgs  6;  2  S  6  24; 
Dt  33  27).  He  is,  therefore,  more  concerned  with 
men  and  nations,  with  the  moral,  than  with  the 
physical  world. 

(h)  Even  His  activity  in  Nature  is  first  connected 
with  His  martial  character.  Earth,  stars  and  rivers 
come  to  His  battle  (Jgs  6  4.20.21).  The  forces  of 
Nature  do  the  bidding  of  Israel's  Deliverer  from 
Egypt  (Ex  8-10:  14  21).  He  causes  sim  and 
moon  to  stand  while  He  delivers  up  the  Amorites 
(Josh  10  12).  Later,  He  employs  the  forces  of 
Nature  to  chastise  His  people  tor  infidelity  and  sin 
(2  S  24  15;  1  K  17  1).  Amos  declares  that  His 
moral  rule  extends  to  other  nations  and  that  it  de- 


termines their  destinies.  In  harmony  with  this 
idea,  great  catastrophes  like  the  Deluge  (Gen  7) 
and  the  overthrow  of  the  Cities  of  the  Plain  (Gen 
19)  are  ascribed  to  His  moral  will.  In  the  same 
pragmatic  manner  the  oldest  creation  narrative 
describe  Him  creating  man,  and  as  much  of  the 
world  as  He  needed  (Uen  2),  but  as  yet  the  idcA  of 
a.iunver8al  cause  had  not  emerged,  because  the  idea 
of  a  universe  had  not  been  formed.  He  acts  as  one 
of  great,  but  limited,  power  and  knowledge  (Gen 

11  &-S;  18  20).  The  more  universal  conception 
of  Gen  1  belongs  to  the  same  stratum  of  thought 
as  Second  Isa.  At  every  stage  of  the  OT  the  meta- 
physical perfectiotis  of  Jeh  follow  as  an  inference 
from  His  ethical  preeminence. 

(3)  The  most  distinctive  characteristic  of  Jeh,  which 
finally  rendered  Him  and  His  religion  absolutelv 
unique,  was  the  moral  factor.  In  saying  that  Jen 
was  a  moral  God,  it  is  meant  that  He  acted  by  free 
choice,  in  conformiW  with  ends  which  He  set  to 
Himself,  and  which  He  also  imposed  upon  His  wor- 
shippers as  their  law  of  conduct. 

(a)  The  most  essential  condition  of  a  moral  nature 
is  found  in  His  vivid  personality,  which  at  every 
stage  of  I£s  self-revelation  shines  forth  with  an 
intensity  that  might  be  called  aggressive.  Divine 
personality  and  si>irituahty  are  never  expressly 
asserted  or  defined  in  the  OT;  but  nowhere  in  the 
history  of  religion  are  the^r  more  clearly  asserted. 
The  modes  of  their  expression  are,  however,  quali- 
fied bv  anthropomorphisms,  by  limitations,  moral 
and  physical.    Jeh's  jealousy  (Ex  SO  5:   Dt  6  9; 

6  15),  His  wrath  and  anger   (Ex  82  10-12;  Dt 

7  4)  and  His  inviolable  hoUness  (Ex  19  21.22;  1  S 
6  19;  2  S  6  7)  appear  sometimes  to  be  irrational 
and  immoral ;  but  tney  are  the  assertion  of  His  indi- 
vidual nature,  of  His  self-consciousness  as  He  dis- 
tinguishes Himself  from  all  else,  in  the  moral  lan- 
guage of  the  time,  and  are  the  conditions  of  His 
having  any  moral  nature  whatsoever.  Likewise, 
He  dwells  m  aplace  and  moves  from  it  (Jgs  6  5); 
men  may  see  Him  in  visible  form  (Ex  24  10;  Nu 

12  8):  He  is  alwajrs  represented  as  having  organs 
like  tnose  of  the  human  body,  arms,  hands,  feet, 
mouth,  eyes  and  ears.  B^  such  sensuous  and  fig- 
urative language  alone  was  it  possible  for  a  personal 
God  to  make  Himself  known  to  men. 

(6)  The  content  of  Jeh's  moral  nature  as  revealed 
in  the  (XT  developed  with  the  growth  of  moral  ideas. 
Though  His  activity  is  most  prominently  martial, 
it  is  most  permanently  judicial,  and  is  exercised 
through  juoges,  priests  and  prophets.  Tdrdh  and 
mishpdtf  "law"  and  "judgment,''  from  the  time  of 
Moses  onward,  stand,  the  one  for  a  body  of  cus- 
toms that  should  determine  men's  relations  to  one 
another,  and  the  other  for  the  decision  of  individual 
cases  in  accordance  with  those  customs,  and  both 
were  regarded  as  issuing  from  Jeh.  The  people 
came  to  Moses  "to  inquire  of  God"  when  they  had 
a  matter  in  dispute,  and  he  "iudged  between  a  man 
and  his  neighbor,  and  made  them  know  the  statutes 
of  God,  and  his  laws"  (Ex  18  15.16).  ^  The  judges 
appear  mostly  as  leaders  in  war;  but  it  is  clear,  as 
their  name  indicates,  that  they  also  gave  judgments 
as  between  the  people  (Jgs  8  10;  4  4;  10  2.3; 
1  S  7  16).  The  earliest  literary  prophets  assume 
the  existence  of  a  law  which  priest  ana  prophet  had 
neglected  to  administer  rightly  (Hos  4  6;  8  1.12: 
Am  2  4).  This  implied  that  Jeh  was  thousht  ot 
as  actuated  and  acting  by  a  consistent  moralprin- 
ciple,  which  He  also  imposed  on  His  people.  Their 
morality  may  have  varied  much  at  different  periods, 
but  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  Decalogue, 
and  the  moral  teaching  it  involved,  emanated  sub- 
stantially from  Moses.  "He  taught  them  that 
Yahveh,  if  a  stem,  and  often  wrathful.  Deity,  was 
also  a  God  of  justice  and  purity.    Linking  the  moral 
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life  to  the  religioas  idea,  he  may  have  taught  them 
too  that  murder  and  theft,  adultery  and  fake  wit- 
ness, were  abhorred  and  forbidden  by  their  God" 
(Monteiiore,  Hibbert  Lectures^,  49).  The  moral 
teaching  of  the  OT  effected  the  transition  from  the 
national  and  collective  to  the  individual  and  per- 
sonal relation  with  Jeh.  The  most  fimdamental 
defect  of  Heb  moralitv  was  that  its  application  was 
confined  within  Israel  itself  and  did  little  to  deter- 
mine the  relation  of  the  Israelites  to  people  of  other 
nations;  and  this  limitation  was  bound  up  with 
Henotheismy  the  idea  that  Jeh  was  God  of  Israel 
alone.  ''The  consequence  of  this  national  concep- 
tion of  Jeh  was  that  there  was  no  religious  and 
moral  bond  regulatin^^  the  conduct  of  the  Hebrews 
with  men  of  other  nations.  Conduct  which  between 
fellow-Hebrews  was  offensive  in  Jeh's  eyes  was 
inoffensive  when  practised  by  a  Hebrew  toward 

one  who  was  not  a  Hebrew  (Dt  23  19f) 

In  the  latter  case  they  were  governed  purely  by 
considerations  of  e^roediency.  This  etmcal  linu- 
tation  is  the  real  explanation  of  the  'spoiling  of  the 
Egyptians' "  (Ex  11  2.3)  (G.  Buchanan  Gray, 
The  Divine  Discipline  of  Israel,  46,  48). 

The  first  line  of  advance  in  the  teaching  of  the 
prophets  was  to  expand  and  deepen  the  moral  de- 
mands of  Jeh.  So  they  removed  at  once  the  ethi- 
cal and  the  theological  limitations  of  the  earlier 
view.  But  they  were  conscious  that  they  were  only 
developing  elements  already  latent  in  the  charact^ 
and  law  oi  Jeh. 

Two  conditions  called  forth  and  determined  the 
message  of  the  8th-cent.  prophets — ^the  degradation 
of  morality  and  religion  at  home  and 
6.  The  Idea  the  growing  danger  to  Israel  and  Judah 
of  God  in  from  the  all-victorious  Assyrian.  With 
the  Pro-  one  voice  the  prophets  declare  and 
^ettc  condemn  the  moral  and  social  iniquity 

Period  of  Israel  and  Judah  (Hos  4  1 ;  Am  4  1 ; 

Isa  1  21-23).  The  worship  of  Jeh 
had  been  assimilated  to  the  heathen  reli^ons  aroimd 
(Am  2  8;  Hos  3  1;  Isa  80  22).  A  time  of  pros- 
perity had  produced  luxury,  license  and  an  easy 
security,  depending  upon  the  external  bonds  and 
ceremonies  of  religion.  In  the  threatening  attitude 
of  Assyria,  the  prophets  see  the^  complement  of 
Israel's  unfaithfulness  and  sin,  this  the  cause  and 
that  the  instruments  of  Jeh's  anger  (Isa  10  5.6). 

(1)  Righteousness. — ^These  circumstances  forced 
into  first  prominence  the  ri^teousness  of  Jeh.  It 
was  an  original  attribute  that  had  appeared  even 
in  His  most  martial  acts  (Jgs  5  4;  1  S  12  7).  But 
the  prophet's  interpretation  of  fcrael's  history  re- 
vealed its  content  on  a  larger  scale.  Jeh  was  not 
like  the  gods  of  the  heathen,  bound  to  the  purposes 
and  fortunes  of  His  people.  Their  relation  was  not 
a  natural  bond,  but  a  covenant  ofgrace  which  He 
freely  bestowed  upon  them,  and  He  demanded  as 
its  condition,  loyalty  to  Himself  and  obedience  to 
His  law.  Impending  calamities  were  not,  as  the 
naturalistic  conception  implied,  due  to  the  impo- 
tence of  Jeh  against  the  Assyr  gods  (Isa  81  1),  but 
the  judgment  of  God,  whereby  He  applied  impar- 
tially to  the  conduct  of  His  people  a  standard  of 
righteousness^  which  He  both  had  in  Himself  and 
declared  in  judgment  upon  them.  The  prophets 
did  not  at  first  so  much  transform  the  idea  of  right- 
eousness, as  assert  its  application  as  between  the 
people  and  Jeh.  But  in  doing  that  they  also  reject- 
ed the  external  views  of  its  realization.  It  consists 
not  in  unlimited  gifts  or  in  the  costliest  oblations. 
"What  doth  Jeh  require  of  thee,  but  to  do  justly, 
and  to  love  kindness,  and  to  walk  humbly  with  th^ 
God?"  (Mic  6  8).  And  it  tends  to  become  of  um- 
versal  application.  Jeh  will  deal  as  a  righteous 
judge  with  all  nations,  including  Israel,  and  Israel 
as  Uie  covenant  people  bears  the  greater  respon- 


sibility (Am  1-8).  And  a  righteous  iudge  that 
metes  out  even  justice  to  all  nations  will  deal  simi- 
larly with  individuals.  The  ministry  of  the  prophets 
produced  a  vivid  consciousness  of  the  personal  and 
mdividual  relation  of  men  to  God.  The  prophets 
themselves  were  not  members  of  a  class,  no  order 
or  school  or  profession,  but  men  impelled  by  an 
inner  and  individual  call  of  God,  often  against  their 
inclination,  to  proclaim  an  impopular  message 
(Am  7  14.15;  Isa  6;  Jer  1  6-9;  Ezk  3  14).  Jere- 
miah and  Ezekiel  in  terms  denounced  the  old  idea  of 
collective  responsibility  (Jer  81  29  ff;  Ezk  18). 
•Thus  in  the  prophets'  application  of  the  idea  of 
righteousness  to  their  time,  two  of  the  limitations 
adhering  to  the  idea  of  God,  at  least  in  popular 
religion  hitherto,  were  transcended.  Jeh's  rule  is 
no  longer  limited  to  Israel,  nor  concerned  only  with 
the  nation  as  a  collective  whole,  but  He  deals  im- 

Sartially  with  everv  individual  and  nation  alike, 
^ther  limitations  also  disappear.  His  anger  and 
wrath,  that  once  appeared  irrational  and  imjust, 
now  become  the  intensity  of  His  ri^teousness. 
Nor  is  it  merely  forensic  and  retributive  righteous- 
ness. It  is  rather  a  moral  end,  a  chief  good,  which 
He  may  realize  by  loving-kindness  and  mercy  and 
forgiveness  as  much  as  by  punishment.  Heb 
thought  knows  no  opposition  between  God's  right- 
eousness and  His  goodness,  between  justice  and 
mercy.  The  covenant  of  righteousness  is  like  the 
relation  of  husband  to  wife,  of  father  to  child,  one 
of  loving-kindness  and  everlasting  love  (Hos  3  1; 
114;  lBall8:  30  18:  Mic  7  18;  Isa  48  4; 
64  8:  Jer  81  3ff.34;  9  24).  The  stirring  events 
whicn  showed  Jeh's  independence  of  Israel  revealed 
the  fulness  of  grace  that  was  always  latent  in  His 
relation  to  His  ]^ple  (Gen  88  11:  2  S  24  14). 
It  was  enshrined  in  the  Decalogue  (Ex  20  6),  and 
proclaimed  with  incomparable  grandeur  in  what 
may  be  the  most  ancient  Mosaic  tradition:  "Jeh. 
Jeh,  a  God  merciful  and  gracious,  slow  to  anser  ana 
abundant  in  lovingkindness  and  truth  j  Keeping 
lovingkindness  for  thousands,  forgiving  imquity  and 
transgression  and  sin"  (Ex  84  6.7). 

(2)  The  holiness  of  Jeh  in  the  Prophets  came  to 
have  a  meaning  closely  akin  to  His  ri^teousness. 
As  an  idea  more  distinctly  reli^ous  and  more  ex- 
clusively applied  to  God,  it  was  subject  to  greater 
changes  of  meaning  with  the  development  or  degra- 
dation of  religion.  It  was  applied  to  an3rthinjg 
withdrawn  from  common  use  to  the  service  of  reli- 
fldon — ^utensils,  places,  seasons,  animals  and  men. 
Ori^^nally  it  was  so  far  from  the  moral  meaning  it 
now  has  that  it  was  used  of  the  ''sacred' 'prostitutes 
who  ministered  to  the  licentiousness  of  Canaanitish 
worship  (Dt  28  18).  Whether  or  not  the  root- 
idea  of  the  word  was  "separateness,"  there  is  no 
doubt  that  it  is  applied  to  Jeh  in  the  OT  to  express 
his  separateness  from  men  and  his  sublimity  above 
them.  It  was  not  always  a  moral  quality  in  Jeh;  for 
He  might  be  unapproachable  because  of  Etis  mere 
power  and  terror  (1  S  6  20;  Isa  8  13).  But  in 
the  Ftophets,  and  esp.  in  Isa,  it  acquires  a  distinctly 
moral  meaning.  In  nis  vision.  Isaiah  hears  Jeh  pro- 
claimed as  ''holy,  hol^,  holy,  and  he  is  filled  with 
the  sense  of  his  own  sm  and  of  that  of  Israel  (Isa  6; 
cf  1  4;  Am  2  7).  But  even  here  the  term  convevs 
more  than  moral  perfection.  Jeh  is  ahready  "the 
high  and  lofty  One  that  inhabiteth  eternity,  whose 
name  is  HoV'  (Isa  67  15).  It  expresses  the  full 
Divinity  of  Jeh  in  His  uniqueness  and  self-existence 
(1  S  2  2;  Am  4  2;  Hos  11  9).  It  would  there- 
fore seem  to  stand  in  antithesis  to  righteousness, 
as  expressing  those  qualities  of  God,  metaphysical 
and  moral,  by  which  He  is  distinguished  and  sepa- 
rated from  men,  while  ri^teousness  involves  those 
moraJ  activities  and  relations  which  man  may  share 
with  God.    But  in  the  Prophets,  God's  entire  being 
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is  moral  and  His  whole  activity  is  righteous.  The 
zneaniDgs  of  the  terms,  though  not  identical,  coin- 
cide; Uod's  holiness  is  reahzed  in  righteousness. 
'^God  the  Holy  One  is  sanctified  in  righteousness' ' 
(Isa  6  16).  So  Isaiah's  peculiar  phrase,  ''the  Holy 
One  of  Israel,''  brings  God  in  His  most  exalted  being 
into  a  relation  of  knowledge  and  moral  reciprocity 
with  I^ael. 

(3)  The  moralizing  of  righieousneaa  and  holiness 
universalized  Deity, — From  Amos  downward  Jeh's 
moral  rule,  and  therefore  His  absolute  power,  were 
recognized  as  extending  over  all  the  nations  siur- 
rounding  Israel,  and  the  great  world-power  of  Assyr- 
ia is  but  the  rod  of  His  anger  and  the  instrument 
of  His  righteousness  (Am  1-2;  Isa  10  5;  18  5ff.: 
19  1  £F).  Idolatrous  and  polytheistic  worship  of 
all  kinds  are  condemned.  The  full  inference  of 
Monotheism  was  only  a  gradual  process,  even  with 
the  prophets.  It  is  not  clear  that  the  8th-cent. 
prophets  all  denied  the  existence  of  other  gods, 
though  Isaiah's  term  for  them,  *UUlm  .(''things  of 
nought,"  "no-gods"),  points  in  that  direction.  At 
least  the  monotheistic  process  had  set  in.  And 
Jeh's  control  over  other  nations  was  not  exercised 
merely  from  Israel's  point  of  view.  The  issue  of 
the  judgment  upon  the  two  great  powers  of  Egypt 
and  Assyria  was  to  be  their  conversion  to  the  reli- 
gion of  Jeh  (Isa  19  24.25;  cf  2  2-4=Mic  4  1-3). 
Yet  Heb  universalism  never  went  beyond  the  idea 
that  all  nations  should  find  their  share  m  Jeh  through 
Israel  (Zee  8  23).  The  nations  from  the  ends  of 
the  earth  shall  come  to  Jeh  and  declare  that  their 
fathers'  gods  were  "lies,  even  vanity  and  things 
wherein  there  is  no  profit"  (Jer  16  19).  It  is  stat^ 
categorically  that  ''Jeh  he  is  God  in  heaven  above 
and  upon  the  earth  beneath;  there  is  none  else" 
(Dt  4  39). 

(4)  The  unity  of  God  was  the  leading  idea  of  Jo- 
siah's  reformation.  Jerus  was  cleansed  of  every 
accretion  of  Baal-worship  and  of  other  heathen  reh- 
gions  that  had  established  themselves  by  the  side 
of  the  worship  of  Jeh  (2  K  23  4r^.  10-14).  The 
semi-heathen  worship  of  Jeh  in  many  local  shrines, 
which  tended  to  dismtegrate  His  unity,  was  swept 
away  (2  K  23  8.9).  The  reform  was  extended  to 
the  Northern  Kingdom  (2  K  28  15-20),  so  that 
Jerus  should  be  the  sole  habitation  of  Jeh  on  earth, 
and  His  worship  there  alone  should  be  the  symbol 
of  imity  to  the  whole  Heb  race. 

But  the  monotheistic  doctrine  is  first  fully  and 
consciously  stated  in  Second  Isa.  There  is  no  God 
but  Jeh:  other  gods  are  merely  graven  images,  and 
their  worshippers  conunit  the  absurdity  of  worship- 
ping the  work  of  their  own  hands  (Isa  42  8;  44  8- 
20).  Jeh  manifests  His  deity  in  His  absolute 
sovereignty  of  the  world,  both  of  Nature  and  history. 
The  prophet  had  seen  the  rise  and  fall  of  Assyria, 
the  comm^  of  Cyrus,  the  deportation  and  return  of 
Judah's  exiles,  as  incidents  in  the  training  of  Israel 
for  her  world-mission  to  be  "a  light  of  the  Gen- 
tiles" and  Jeh's  "salvation  unto  the  end  of  the 
earth"  (42  1-7;  49  l-;6).  Israel's  world-mission, 
and  the  ordering  of  historical  movements  to  the 
^and  final  purpose  of  universal  salvation  (46  23), 
IS  the  philosophy  of  history  complementary  to  the 
doctrine  of  God  s  unity  and  imiversal  sovereignty. 

(5)  Creator  and  Lord. — ^A  fiurther  inference  is 
that  He  is  Creator  and  Lord  of  the  physical  uni- 
verse. Israel's  call  and  mission  is  from  Jeh  who 
"created  the  heavens,  and  stretched  them  forth; 
he  that  spread  abroad  the  earth  and  that  which 
Cometh  out  of  it;  he  that  giveth  breath  unto  the 
people  upon  it,  and  spirit  to  them  that  walk  there- 
in" (42  5;  cf  40  12.26;  44  24;  45  18;  Gen  1). 
All  the  essential  factors  of  Monotheism  are  here  at 
last  exhibited,  not  in  abstract  metaphysical  terms, 
but  as  practical  motives  of  religious  life.    His  coun- 


sel and  action  are  His  own  (Isa  40  13)  Nothing  is 
hid  from  Him;  and  the  future  like  the  past  is  known 
to  Hun  (40  27;  42  9;  44  8;  48  6).  Notwith- 
standing His  special  association  with  the  temple  in 
Jerus^  He  is  "the  high  and  lofty  One  that  inhabiteth 
etermty";  the  heaven  is  His  throne,  and  no  house 
or  place  can  contain  Him  (57  15;  66  1).  No  force 
of  iiistory  or  Nature  can  withstand  His  purpose  (41 
17-20:  42  13;  43  13).  He  is  "the  First  and  the 
Last,'^  an  "Everlasting  God"  (40  28;  41  4;  48  12). 
Nothing  can  be  likened  to  ifim  or  compared  wiUi 
Him  (46  5).  As  the  heavens  are  higher  than  the 
earth,  so  His  thoughts  and  ways  transcend  those  of 
men  (55  8.9).  But  anthropomorphic  and  anthro- 
popathic  expressions  still  aboima.  Eyes,  mouth, 
ears,  nostrils,  hands,  arms  and  face  are  His;  He  is  a 
man  of  war  (42  13;  63  1  ff);  He  cries  like  a  tra- 
vailing woman  (42  14),  and  feeds  His  flock  like  a 
shepherd  (40  11).  Thus  alone  could  the  prophet 
express  His  full  concrete  Divinity. 

(6)  His  compassion  and  love  are  expressed  in  a 
variety  of  ways  that  lead  up  directly  to  the  NT 
doctrine  of  Divine  Fatherhood.  He  folds  Israel  in 
His  arms  as  a  shepherd  his  lambs  (40  11).  Her 
scattered  children  are  His  sons  and  daughters  whom 
He  redeems  and  restores  (43  5-7),  In  wrath  for 
a  moment  He  hides  His  face,  but  His  mercy  and 
kindness  are  everlasting  (54  8).  Greater  than  a 
mother's  tenderness  is  Jeh's  love  for  Israel  (49  15; 
66  13).  "It  would  be  easy  to  find  in  the  prophet 
proof-texts  for  everything  which  theology  asserts 
regarding  God,  with  the  exception  perhaps  that  He 
is  a  spirit,  by  which  is  meant  that  He  is  a  particular 
kind  of  substance"  (A.  B.  Davidson  in  Skinner, 
Isa,  II,  xxix).  But  in  truth  the  spirituality  and  per- 
sonality of  God  are  more  adequately  expressed  in 
the  livmg  human  language  of  the  prophet  than  in 
the  dead  abstractions  of  metaphysics. 

Monotheism  appears  in  this  period  as  established 
beyond  question,  and  in  the  double  sense  that  Jeh 
the  Grod  of  Israel  ia  one  Being,  and 
that  beside  Him  there  is  no  other  (]iod. 
He  alone  is  God  of  all  the  earth,  and 
all  other  bein^  stand  at  an  infinite 
distance  from  Him  (Ps  18  31;  24  Iff; 
115  3  ff).  The  generic  name  God  is 
frequently  applied  to  Him,  and  the  tendency  appears 
to  avoid  the  particular  and  proper  name  Je^  (see 
esp.  Pss  73^9;  Job;  Eccl). 

(1)  New  conditions. — Nothing  essentially  new 
appears,  but  the  teaching  of  the  prophets  is  devel- 
oped under  new  influences.  And  what  then  was 
enforced  bv  the  few  has  now  become  the  creed  of  the 
many.  The  teaching  of  the  prophets  had  been  en- 
forced by  the  experiences  of  the  exile.  Israel  had 
been  punished  for  her  sins  of  idolatry,  and  the  faith- 
ful among  the  exiles  had  learned  that  Jeh's  rule  ex- 
tended over  many  lands  and  nations.  The  foreign 
influences  had  been  more  favorable  to  Monotheism. 
The  gods  of  Canaan  and  even  of  Assyria  and  Baby- 
lonia had  been  overthrown,  and  their  peoples  had 
given  place  to  the  Persians,  who,  in  the  relinon  of 
Zarathushtra,  had  advanced  nearer  to  a  pure  Mono- 
theism than  any  gentile  race  had  done;  for  although 
they  posited  two  principles  of  being,  the  Good  and 
the  Evil,  they  worshipped  only  Ahura-Mazda,  the 
(jrood.  When  Persia  gave  way  to  Greece,  the  more 
cultured  Greek,  the  Greek  who  had  ideas  to  dis- 
seminate, and  who  established  schools  at  Antioch 
or  Alexandria,  was  a  pure  Monotheist. 

(2)  Divine  attribiUes. — Although  we  do  not  yet 
find  anything  like  a  dogmatic  accoimt  of  God's  attri- 
butes, the  larger  outlook  upon  the  universe  and  the 
deeper  reflection  upon  man's  individual  experience 
have  produced  more  comprehensive  and  far-reach- 
ing ideas  of  God's  being  and  activity,  (a)  Faith 
rests  upon  His  eternity  and  unchangeableness  (Ps 
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90  1.2;  102  27).  His  omniscience  and  omnipresence 
are  expressed  with  every  possible  fulness  (Ps  139; 
Job  2o  6).  His  almighty  power  is  at  once  the  con- 
fidence of  piety,  and  the  rebuke  of  blasphemy  or 
frowardness  (Ps  74  12-17;  104  et  passim;  Job 
36;  37  et  passim;  Ecclus  16  17  ff).  (&)  His  most 
exalted  and  comprehensive  attribute  is  His  holi- 
ness; by  it  He  swears  as  bv  Himself  (Ps  89  35); 
it  expresses  His  majesty  (Ps  99  3.5.9)  and  His 
supreme  power  (Ps  60  6  n).  (c)  His  righteousness 
marks  all  Hie  acts  in  relation  to  Israel  and  the  na- 
tions around  her  (Ps  119  137-144;  129  4).  (d) 
That  both  holiness  and  righteousness  were  con- 
ceived as  moral  qualities  is  reflected  in  the  profound 
sense  of  sin  which  the  pious  knew  (Ps  51)  and  re- 
vealed in  the  moral  demands  associated  with  them; 
truth,  honesty  and  fidelity  are  the  Qualities  of  those 
who  shall  dwell  in  God's  holy  hill  (Ps  16):  purity, 
diligence,  kindliness,  honesty,  humility  ana  wisdom 
are  the  marks  of  the  righteous  man  (Prov  10-11). 
(e)  In  Job  and  Prov  wisdom  stands  forth  as  the  pre- 
eminent quality  of  the  ideal  man,  combining  in 
itself  all  moral  and  intellectual  excellences,  and  wis- 
dom comes  from  God  (Prov  2  6);  it  is  a  quality 
of  His  nature  (Prov  8  22)  and  a  mode  of  His 
activity  (Prov  3  19;  Ps  104  24).  In  the  Hellen- 
istic circles  of  Alexandria,  wisdom  was  transformed 
into  a  philosophical  conception,  wiiich  is  at  once 
the  principle  of  God's  self-revelation  and  of  His 
creative  activity.  PhUo  identifies  it  with  His 
master-conception,  the  Logos.  ''Both  Logos  and 
Wisdom  mean  for  Him  the  reason  and  mind  of  God, 
Hia  image  impressed  upon  the  universe,  His  agent 
of  creation  and  providence,  the  mediator  through 
which  He  communicates  Himself  to  man  and  the 
world,  and  His  law  imposed  upon  both  the  moral 
and  physical  universe  (Mansfield  EssaySy  296). 
In  Book  of  Wisd  it  is  represented  asproceeding  from 
God,  "a  breath  of  the  power  of  God,  and  a  clear 
^ulgence  of  the  glory  of  the  Almighty  ....  an 
unspotted  mirror  of  the  working  of  God,  and  an 
image  of  his  goodness"  (7  25.26).  In  man,  it  is 
the  author  of  Knowledge,  virtue  and  piety,  and  in 
the  world  it  has  been  the  guide  and  arbiter  of  its 
destiny  from  the  beginning  (chs  10-12).  (/)  But 
in  the  more  purely  Heb  lit.  of  this  period,  the  moral 
attribute  of  God  that  comes  into  greatest  promi- 
nence is  Hia  beneficence.  Goodness  and  mercy, 
faithfulness  and  loving-kindness,  forgiveness  ana 
redemption  are  His  willing  gifts  to  Israel.  ''like 
as  a  father  pitieth  his  children,  so  Jeh  pitieth  them 
that  fear  him"  (Ps  103  13;  146  8;  108  8;  Ecclus 
2  11).  To  say  that  God  is  loving  and  like  a  father 
goes  far  on  the  way  to  the  doctrine  that  He  is  Love 
and  Father,  but  not  the  whole  way;  for  as  yet  His 
mercy  and  grace  are  manifested  only  in  individual 
acts,  and  they  are  not  the  natural  and  necessary 
outflow  of  His  nature.  All  these  ideas  of  God 
meant  less  for  the  Jewish  than  for  the  Christian 
mind,  because  they  were  yet  held  subject  to  several 
limitations. 

(3)  Survival  of  limitations. — (a)  We  have  evidence 
of  a  changed  attitude  toward  anthropomorphisms. 
God  no  longer  walks  on  earth,  or  works  under  human 
limitation.  Where  His  eyes  or  ears  or  face  or  hands 
are  spoken  of,  they  are  clearly  figurative  expressions. 
His  activities  are  imiversal  and  invisible,  and  He 
dwells  on  high  forevermore.  Yet  anthropomorphic 
limitations  are  not  wholly  overcome.  The  idea 
t(iat  He  sleeps,  though  not  to  be  taken  literally, 
implies  a  defect  of  His  power  (Ps  44  23). 

(b)  In  the  metaphysical  attributes,  the  chief  limi- 
tation was  the  idea  that  God's  dwelling-place  on 
earth  was  on  Mt.  Zion  in  Jerus.  He  was  no  longer 
confined  within  Pal;  His  throne  is  in  heaven  (Ps 
11  4;  103  19),  and  His  glory  above  the  heavens 
(118  4);   but 


«In  Judah  is  Ood  known: 
His  name  Is  great  in  Israel. 
In  Salem  also  is  his  tabernacle. 
And  his  dweUlng-plaoe  in  Zloni) 

(Ps  76  1.2;  110  2;  cf  Bcdus  24  8ff). 

That  these  are  no  figures  of  speech  is  manifested  in 
the  yearning  of  the  pious  for  the  temple,  and  their 
despair  in  separation  from  it  (Pss  42,  43;  cf  122). 

(c)  This  involved  a  moral  limitation,  the  sense 
of  God's  favoritism  toward  Israel,  which  sometimes 
developed  into  an  easy  self-ri^teousness  that  had 
no  moral  basis.  God's  action  in  the  world  was  de- 
termined by  His  favor  toward  Israel,  and  His  loving 
acts  were  confined  within  the  bounds  of  a  narrow 
nationalism.  Other  nations  are  wicked  and  sinners, 
adversaries  and  oppressors,  upon  whom  God  is 
called  to  execute  savage  vengeance  (Ps  109 j  137 
7-9).  Yet  Israel  did  not  wholly  forget  that  it  was 
the  servant  of  Jeh  to  proclaim  His  name  among  the 
nations  (Ps  96  2 .3 ;  117) .  Jeh  is  good  to  all,  and  His 
tender  mercies  are  over  all  His  works  (Ps  146  9; 
Ecclus  18  13;  cf  Ps  104  14;  Zee  14  16,  and  the 
Book  of  Jonah,  which  is  a  rebuke  to  Jewish  par- 
ticularism). 

(d)  God's  holiness  in  the  hands  of  the  priests 
tended  to  become  a  material  and  formal  (quality, 
which  fulfilled  itself  in  established  ceremonial,  and 
His  righteousness  in  the  hands  of  the  scribes  tended 
to  become  an  external  law  whose  demands  were  sat- 
isfied bv  a  mechanical  obedience  of  works.  This 
external  conception  of  righteousness  reacted  upon 
the  conception  of  G^d's  government  of  the  world. 
From  the  earliest  times  the  Heb  mind  had  asso- 
ciated suffering  with  the  punishment  of  sin,  and 
blessedness  with  the  reward  of  virtue.  In  the  post- 
exilic  age  the  relation  came  to  be  thought  of  as  one 
of  strict  correspondence  between  righteousness 
and  reward  and  between  sin  and  pimishment. 
Righteousness,  both  in  man  and  God,  was  not  so 
much  a  moral  state  as  a  measurable  sum  of  acts,  in 
the  one  case,  of  obedience,  and  in  the  other,  of 
reward  or  retribution.  Conversely,  every  calamity 
and  evil  that  befell  men  came  to  l>e  regarded  as  the 
direct  and  eouivalent  penalty  of  a  sin  they  had 
conunitted.  The  Book  of  Job  is  a  somewhat  mcon- 
clusive  protest  against  this  prevalent  view. 

Th^e  were  the  tendencies  that  ultimately  ma- 
tured into  the  narrow  extemalism  of  the  scribes  and 
Pharisees  of  Our  Lord's  time,  which  had  substituted 
for  the  personal  knowledge  and  service  of  God  a 
system  of  mechanical  acts  of  worship  and  conduct. 

(4)  Tendencies  to  abstractness. — Behind  these 
defective  ideas  of  God's  attributes  stood  a  more 
radical  defect  of  the  whole  relimous  conception. 
The  purification  of  the  relijnon  of  Israel  from  Poly- 
theism and  idolatry,  the  affirmation  of  the  unity  of 
God  and  of  His  spirituality,  required  His  complete 
separation  from  the  manif oldness  of  visible  existence. 
It  was  the  only  way,  until  the  more  adequate  idea 
of  a  personal  or  spiritual  unity,  that  embraced  the 
manifold  in  itself,  was  developed.  But  it  was  an 
unstable  conception,  which  tended  on  the  one  hand 
to  empty  the  unity  of  all  reality^  and  on  the  other 
to  replace  it  by  a  new  multiplicity  which  was  not 
a  unity.  Both  tendencies  appear  in  post-exilic 
Judaism. 

(a)  The  first  effect  of  distinguishing  too  sharply 
between  God  and  all  created  being  was  to  set  Him 
above  and  apart  from  all  the  world.  This  tendency 
had  already  appeared  in  Ezk,  whose  visions  were 
rather  symbols  of  God's  presence  than  actual  expe- 
riences of  God.  In  Dnl  even  the  visions  appear 
only  in  dreams.  The  growth  of  the  Canon  of  sacred 
lit.  as  the  final  record  of  the  law  of  God,  and  the  rise 
of  the  scribes  as  its  professional  interpreters,  sig- 
nified that  God  need  not,  and  would  not,  speak  face 
to  face  with  man  again;  and  the  stricter  organiza- 
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tion  of  the  priesthood  and  its  sacrificial  acts  in 
Jems  tended  to  shut  men  generally  out  from  access 
to  God,  and  to  reduce  worship  into  a  mechanical 
performance.  A  svmptom  of  tnis  fact  was  the  dis- 
use of  the  personal  name  Jeh  and  the  substitution 
for  it  of  more  general  and  abstract  terms  like  God 
and  Lord. 

(&)  Not  only  an  exaggerated  awe,  but  also  an 
element  of  skepticism,  entered  into  the  disuse  of  the 
proper  nanie,  a  sense  of  the  inadequacy  of  any  name. 
In  the  Wisdom  literature,  God's  incomprehensi- 
bility and  remoteness  appear  for  the  first  time  as 
a  conscious  search  after  nhn  and  a  difficulty  to  find 
Him  (Job  16  18-21;  28  3.8.9;  Prov  80  2-4). 
Even  the  doctrine  of  immortality  developed  with 
the  sense  of  God's  present  remoteness  and  the  hope 
of  His  future  nearness  (Ps  17  15;  Job  19  25). 
But  Jewish  theology  was  no  cold  Epicureanism  or 
rationalistic  Deism.  Men's  religious  experiences 
apprehended  God  more  intimately  than  their 
theology  professed. 

(c)  By  a  "happy  inconsistency"  (Montefiore) 
they  afiormed  His  unmanence  both  in  Nature  (Ps 
104;  Wisd  8  1;  12  1.2)  and  in  man's  inner  expe- 
rience (Prov  16  3.11;  1  Ch  28  9;  29  17.18).  Yet 
that  transcendence  was  the  dominating  thought  is 
m^ufest,  most  of  all,  in  the  formulation  of  a  number 
of  mediating  conceptions,  which,  while  they  con- 
nected God  and  the  world,  also  revealed  the  gulf 
that  separated  them. 

(6)  Logos,  memra  (mem*rd')  and  angeU, — This  proc- 
ess of  abstraction  had  gone  farthest  in  Alexandria, 
where  Jewish  thought  had  so  far  assimilated  Platonic 
philosophy,  that  Philo  and  Wisd  conceive  God  as 
pure  being  who  could  not  Himself  come  into  any 
contact  with  the  material  and  created  world.  His 
action  and  revelation  are  therefore  mediated  by 
His  Powers,  His  Logos  and  His  Wisdom,  which,  as 
personified  or  h3rpostatized  attributes,  become  His 
vicegerents  on  earth.  But  in  Pal,  too,  many  mediat- 
ing agencies  grew  up  between  God  and  man.  The 
memra,  or  word  of  God,  was  not  unlike  Philo's  Logos. 
The  deified  law  partly  corresponded  to  Alexandrian 
Wisdom.  The  Messiah  had  already  appeared  in  the 
Ptophets,  and  now  in  some  circles  He  was  expected 
as  the  mediator  of  God's  special  favor  to  Israel. 
The  most  important  and  significant  innovation  in 
this  connection  was  the  doctrine  of  angels.  It  was 
not  entirely  new,  and  Bab  and  Pers  influences  may 
have  contributed  to  its  development;  but  its  chief 
cause  lay  in  the  general  scheme  of  thought.  Angels 
became  intermediaries  of  revelation  (Zee  1  9.12.19; 
8  1  ff)i  the  instruments  of  God's  help  (Dnl  8  28; 
2  Mace  11  6),  and  of  His  punishment  (Apoc  Bar 
81  23).  The  ancient  gods  of  the  nations  became 
their  patron  angels  (Dnl  10  13-20);  but  Israel's 
hatred  of  their  gentile  enemies  often  led  to  their 
transforming  the  latter's  deities  into  demons.  Inci- 
dentally a  temporary  solution  of  the  problem  of  evil 
was  thus  found,  by  shifting  all  responsibility  for 
evil  from  Jeh  to  the  demons.  The  unity  and  su- 
premacy of  God  were  maintained  by  the  doubtful 
method  of  delegating  His  manifold,  and  esp.  His 
contradictory,  activities  to  subordinate  and  partially 
to  hostile  spirits,  which  involved  a  new  Polytheism. 
The  problem  of  the  One  and  the  Many  in  ultimate 
reatity  cannot  be  solved  by  merely  separating 
them.  Heb  Monotheism  was  unstable;  it  main- 
tained its  own  truth  even  partially  by  affirming 
contradictories,  and  it  contained  in  itself  the  demand 
for  a  further  development.  The  few  pluralistic 
phrases  in  the  OT  (as  Gen  1  26;  8  22;  11  7;  Isa 
6  8,  and  *£ldhlm)  are  not  adumbrations  of  the 
Trinity,  but  only  philological  survivals.  But  the 
Messianic  hope  was  an  open  confession  of  the  in- 
completeness of  the  OT  revelation  of  God. 


///.  7%«  idea  of  God  in  the  NT.— The  whole  of 
the  NT  presupposes  and  rests  upon  the  OT.  Jesus 
Christ  and  His  disciples  inherited  the 
1.  Depend-  idea  of  God  revealed  in  the  OT,  as  it 
ence  on  OT  survived  in  the  purer  strata  of  Jewish 
religion.  So  much  was  it  to  them  and 
their  contemporaries  a  matter  of  course,  that  it 
never  occurred  to  them  to  proclaim  or  enforce  the 
idea  of  God.  Nor  did  they  consciously  feel  the 
need  of  amending  or  changing  it.  They  sought  to 
correct  some  fallacious  deductions  made  by  later 
Judaism,  and,  unconsciously,  they  dropped  the 
cruder  anthropomorphisms  and  limitations  of  the 
OT  idea.  But  their  point  of  departure  was  always 
the  higher  teaching  of  the  prophets  and  Pss,  and 
their  conscious  endeavor  in  presenting  God  to 
men  was  to  fulfil  the  Law  and  the  Prophets  (Mt 
6  17).  All  the  worthier  ideas  concerning  God 
evolved  in  the  OT  reappear  in  the  NT.  He  is 
One,  supreme,  living,  personal  and  spiritual,  holy, 
righteous  and  merciful.  His  power  and  knowledge 
are  all-sufficient,  and  He  is  not  Hmited  in  time 
or  place.  Nor  can  it  be  said  that  any  distinctly 
new  attributes  are  ascribed  to  God  m  the  NT. 
Yet  there  is  a  difference.  The  conception  and  all 
its  factors  are  placed  in  a  new  relation  to  man 
and  the  universe,  whereby  their  meanins  is  trans- 
formed, enhanced  and  enriched.  The  last  trace 
of  particularism,  with  its  tendency  to  Polytheism, 
disappears.  God  can  no  longer  bear  a  proper 
name  to  associate  Him  with  Israel,  or  to  distinguish 
Him  from  other  gods,  for  He  is  the  Ciod  of  all  the 
earth,  who  is  no  respecter  of  persons  or  nations. 
Two  new  elements  entered  men^  reli^ous  thought 
and  gradually  lifted  its  whole  content  to  a  new 
plane— Jesus  Christ's  experience  and  manifesta- 
tion of  the  Divine  Fatherhood,  and  the  growing 
conviction  of  the  church  that  Christ  Himself  was 
God  and  the  full  and  final  revelation  of  God. 

Gr  thought  may  also  have  influenced  NT  thought,  but 
in  a  comparatively  insignificant  and  subordinate  way. 

Its  content  was  not  taken  over  bodily  as 
2  CrentilA  was  that  of  Heb  thought,  and  it  did  not 
T*  ^^"^""^^  influence  the  fountain  head  of  NT  ideas, 
innuence       it  did  not  color  the  mind  and  teacliing  of 

Jesus  Christ.  It  affected  the  form  rather 
than  matter  of  NT  teaching.  It  appears  in  the  clear-cut 
distinction  between  flesh  and  spirit,  mind  and  body,  which 
emerges  in  Paul's  Epp.,  and  so  it  helped  to  deflne  more 
accurately  the  spirituality  of  Ood.  The  idea  of  the  Logos 
in  John,  and  the  idndred  idea  of  Christ  as  the  image  of  God 
in  Paul  and  He.  owe  something  to  the  influence  of  the  Pla- 
tonic and  Stoic  schools.  As  this  is  the  constructive  concept 
employed  in  the  NT  to  deflne  the  religious  significance 
of  Christ  and  His  essential  relation  to  God.  it  modifies 
the  idea  of  God  itself,  by  introducing  a  distinction  within 
the  unity  into  its  innermost  meaning. 

Philosophy  never  appears  in  the  NT  on  its  own 
account,  but  only  as  sucMservient  to  Christian  expe- 
rience.   In  the  NT  as  in  the  OT,  the 
8.  No  existence  of  God  is  taken  for  granted 

Theistic  as  the  universal  basis  of  all  life  and 
Proofs  in  thought.  Only  in  three  passages  of 
the  NT  Paul^,  addressed  to  heathen  audiences, 

do  we  find  anything  approaching  a 
natural  theology,  and  these  are  concerned  rather 
with  defining  the  nature  of  God,  than  with  provine 
His  existence.  When  the  people  of  Lystra  would 
have  worshipped  Paul  and  Barnabas  as  heathen 
gods,  the  apostle  protests  that  God  is  not  like  men. 
and  bases  His  majesty  upon  His  creatorship  of  all 
things  (Acts  14  15).  He  urges  the  same  argument 
at  Athens,  and  appeals  for  its  confirmation  to  the 
evidences  of  man's  need  of  God  which  he  had  found 
in  Athens  itself  (Acts  17  23-31).  The  same  nat- 
ural witness  of  the  soul,  face  to  face  with  the  uni- 
verse, is  again  in  Rom  made  the  ground  of  universal 
responsibility  to  God  (1  18-21).  No  formal  proof 
of  God's  existence  is  offered  in  the  NT.  Nor  are 
the  metaphysical   attributes  of  God,  His  infinity. 
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omnipotence  and  omniscience,  as  defined  in  system- 
atic theology,  at  all  set  forth  in  the  NT.  The 
ground  for  these  deductions  is  provided  in  the  reli- 
^ous  experience  that  finds  God  in  Christ  all-suffi- 
cient. 

The  fundamental  and  central  idea  about  God  in 
NT  teaching  is  His  Fatherhood,  and  it  determines 
all  that  follows.  In  some  sense  the 
4.  Divine  idea  was  not  unknown  to  heathen 
Fatherhood  religions.  Greeks  and  Romans  ac- 
knowledged Father  Zeus  or  Jupiter  as 
the  creator  and  preserver  of  Nature,  and  as  standing 
in  some  special  relation  to  men.  In  the  OT  the 
idea  appears  frequently,  and  has  a  richer  content. 
Not  omy  is  God  the  creator  and  preserver  of  Israel, 
but  He  deals  with  her  as  a  father  with  his  child. 
''Like  as  a  father  pitieth  his  children,  so  Jeh  pitieth 
them  that  fear  Hun''  (Ps  108  13;  cf  Dt  1  31;  82 
6;  Jer  3  4.19;  31  20:  Isa  68  16;  Hos  11  1; 
Mai  8  17).  Even  His  chastisements  are  "as  a  man 
chasteneth  his  son''  (Dt  8  5;  Isa  64  8).  The 
same  idea  is  expressed  under  the  figure  of  a  mother's 
tender  care  (Isa  49  15;  66  13;  Ps  27  10),  and  it 
is  embedded  in  the  covenant  relation.  But  in  the 
OT  the  idea  does  not  occupy  the  central  and  de- 
terminative position  it  has  in  NT,  and  it  is  always 
limited  to  Israel. 

(1)  In  the  teaching  of  Jesus  Christ — God  is  pre- 
eminently the  Father.  It  is  his  customary  term  for 
the  Supreme  Being,  and  it  is  noteworthy  that  Jesus' 
usage  nas  never  been  quite  naturalized.  We  still 
say  "God"  where  Jesus  would  have  said  "the 
Father."  He  meant  that  the  essential  nature  of 
God,  and  His  relation  to  men.  is  best  expressed  by 
the  attitude  and  relation  of  a  father  to  his  children; 
but  God  is  Father  in  an  infiuoitely  hi^er  and  more 
perfect  degree  than  any  man.  He  is  "good"  and 
perfect,"  the  heavenly  Father,  in  contrast  with  men, 
who,  even  as  fathers,  are  evil  (Mt  6  48;  7  11). 
What  in  them  is  an  ideal  imperfectly  and  inter- 
mittently realized,  is  in  Him  completely  fulfilled. 
Christ  thou^t  not  of  the  phjrsical  relation  of  origin 
and  derivation,  but  of  the  personal  relation  of  love 
and  care  which  a  father  bestows  upon  his  children. 
The  former  relation  is  indeed  implied,  for  the  Father 
is  ever  working  in  the  world  (Jn  6  17),  and  all 
thinps  lie  in  His  power  (Lk  22  42).  By  His  pre- 
serving power,  the  least  as  well  as  the  greatest 
creature  lives  (Mt  6  26;  10  29).  But  it  is  not 
the  fact  of  God's  creative,  preserving  and  govern- 
ing power,  so  much  as  the  manner  of  it,  that  Christ 
emphasizes.  He  is  absolutely  good  in  all  His 
actions  and  relations  (Mt  7  11:  Mk  10  18).  To 
Ifim  men  and  beasts  turn  for  all  they  need,  and  in 
Him  they  find  safety,  rest  and  peace  (Mt  6  26.32: 
7  11).  His  goodness  goes  forth  spontaneously  and 
alights  upon  all  living  things,  even  upon  the  unjust 
and  His  enemies  (Mt  6  45).  He  rewards  the  obe- 
dient (Mt  6  1;  7  21),  forgives  the  disobedient 
(Mt  6  14;  cf  18  35)  and  restores  the  prodigal 
(Lk  16  11  flf)-  "Fatherhood  is  love,  original  and 
underived,  anticipating  and  undeserved,  forgiving 
and  educating,  communicating  and  drawing  to  his 
heart"  (Beyschlag,  NT  Theol,  I,  82).  To  the 
Father,  therefore,  should  men  pray  for  all  good 
things  (Mt  6  9),  and  He  is  the  ideal  of  all  perfec- 
tion, to  which  they  should  seek  to  attain  (Mt  6  48). 
Such  is  the  general  character  of  God  as  expressed 
in  His  Fatherhood,  but  it  is  realized  in  different 
ways  by  those  who  stand  to  Him  in  different  rela- 
tions. 

(a)  Jesus  Christ  knows  the  Father  as  no  one  else 
does,  and  is  related  to  Him  in  a  unique  manner. 
The  idea  is  central  in  His  teaching,  because  the  fact 
is  fundamental  in  His  experience.  On  His  first 
personal  appearance  in  history  He  declares  that  He 
must  be  about  His  Father's  business  (Lk  2  49), 


and  at  the  last  He  commends  His  spirit  into  His 
Father's  hands.  Throughout  His  life,  His  filial 
consciousness  is  perfect  and  unbroken.  "I  and  the 
Father  are  one'  (Jn  10  30).  As  He  knows  the 
Father,  so  the  Father  knows  and  acknowledges 
Him.  At  the  opening  of  His  ministry,  and  again 
at  its  climax  in  the  transfiguration,  the  Father  bears 
witness  to  His  perfect  sonship  (Mk  1  11;  9  7). 
It  was  a  relation  of  mutual  love  and  confidence, 
unalloyed  and  infinite.  "The  Father  loveth  the 
Son,  and  hath  given  all  things  into  his  hand"  (Jn  3 
35;  6  20).  The  Father  sent  the  Son  into  the  world, 
and  intrusted  Him  with  his  message  and  power 
(Mt  11  27).  He  gave  Him  those  who  believed  in 
Him,  to  receive  His  word  (Jn  6  37.44.45;  17  6.8). 
He  does  the  works  and  speaks  the  words  of  the 
Father  who  sent  Him  (Jn  6  36;  8  18.29;  14  24). 
His  dependence  upon  the  Father,  and  His  trust  in 
Him  are  eoually  complete  (Jn  11  41:  12  27  f;  17). 
In  this  perfect  union  of  Christ  with  Uod,  unclouded 
by  sin,  unbroken  by  infidelity,  God  first  became  for 
a  human  life  on  eiurth  all  that  He  could  and  would 
become.  Christ's  filial  consciousness  was  in  fact 
and  experience  the  full  and  final  revelation  of  God. 
"No  one  knoweth  the  Son,  save  the  Father;  neither 
doth  any  know  the  Father,  save  the  Son,  and  he  to 
whomsoever  the  Son  willeth  to  reveal  him"  (Mt  11 
27).  Not  only  can  we  see  in  Christ  what  perfect 
sonship  is,  but  in  His  filial  consciousness  the  Father 
Himself  is  so  completely  reflected  that  we  may 
know  the  perfect  Father  also.  "He  that  hath  seen 
me  hath  seen  the  Father"  (Jn  14  9;  cf  8  19}. 
Nay,  it  is  more  than  a  reflection:  so  completely  is 
the  mind  and  will  of  Christ  identified  with  that  of 
the  Father,  that  they  interpenetrate,  and  the  words 
and  works  of  the  Father  snine  out  through  Christ. 
"The  words  that  I  say  unto  you  I  speak  not  from 
myself:  but  the  Father  abiding  in  me  doeth  his 
works.  Believe  me  that  I  am  in  the  Father,  and  the 
Father  in  me"  (Jn  14  10.11).  As  the  Father,  so 
is  the  Son,  for  men  to  honor  or  to  hate  (6  23 ;  16  23) . 

judg. 
ment  which  the  Father  has  intrusted  to  Him,  He 
shall  come  in  the  glory  of  the  Father  (Mt  16  27; 


In  the  last  day,  when  He  comes  to  execute  the  judg- 

^ather  h  " 
glory  o 
Mk  8  38;  Lk  9  26).  In  all  this  Jesus  is  aware  that 
His  relation  to  the  Father  is  unique.  What  in  Him 
is  original  and  realized,  in  others  can  only  be  an 
ideal  to  be  gradually  realized  by  His  communica- 
tion. "I  am  the  way,  and  the  truth,  and  the  life: 
no  one  Cometh  unto  the  Father,  but  by  me"  (Jn  14  6). 
He  is,  therefore,  rightly  called  the  "only  begotten 
son"  (3  16)^  and  His  contemporaries  believea  that 
He  made  Himself  equal  to  God  (6  18). 

(&)  Throudi  Christ,  His  disciples  and  hearers,  too. 
may  know  God  as  their  Fatner.  He  speaks  of 
"your  Father,"  "your  heavenly  Father."  To  them 
as  individuals,  it  means  a  personal  relation;  He  is 
"thy  Father"  (Mt  6  4.18).  Their  whole  conduct 
should  be  determined  by  the  consciousness  of  the 
Father's  intimate  presence  (6  1.4).  To  do  His 
will  is  the  ideal  of  Ufe  (7  21;  12  50).  More  ex- 
plicitly, it  b  to  act  as  He  does,  to  love  and  forgive 
as  He  loves  and  forgives  (6  45) ;  and,  finally,  to  be 
perfect  as  He  is  perfect  (6  48).  Thus  do  men  be- 
come sons  of  their  Father  who  is  in  heaven.  Their 
peace  and  safety  lay  in  their  knowledge  of  His  con- 
stant and  all-sufilicient  care  (6  26.32).  The  ulti- 
mate goal  of  men's  relation  to  Christ  is  that  through 
Him  they  should  come  to  a  relation  with  the  Father 
like  His  relation  both  to  the  Father  and  to  them, 
wherein  Father,  Son,  and  believers  form  a  social 
unity  (Jn  14  21:  17  23;  cf  ver  21). 

(c)  While  God's  fatherhood  is  thus  realized  and 
revealed,  originally  and  fully  in  Christ,  derivatively 
and  partially  in  believers,  it  also  has  significance  for 
all  men.  Every  man  is  bom  a  child  of  God  and 
heir  of  His  kingdom  (Lk  18  16).    During  child* 


God 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


1262 


hood,  all  men  are  objects  of  His  fatherly  love  and 
care  (Mt  18  10),  and  it  is  not  His  will  that  one  of 
them  should  perish  (18  14).  Even  if  they  become 
His  enemies.  He  still  bestows  His  beneficence  upon 
the  evil  and  the  unjust  (Mt  6  44.45;  Lk  6  35). 
The  prodigal  son  may  become  unworthy  to  be  called 
a  son,  but  the  father  always  remains  a  father.  Men 
may  become  so  far  imfaithful  that  in  them  the 
fatherhood  is  no  longer  manifest  and  that  their  inner 
spirits  own  not  Goof,  but  the  devil,  as  their  father 
(Jn  8  42-44).  So  their  filial  relation  to  God  may  be 
broken,  but  His  nature  and  attitude  are  not  changed. 
He  is  ^  Father  absolutely,  and  as  Father  is  He 
perfect  (Mt  6  48).  The  essential  and  universal 
Divine  Fatherhood  finds  its  eternal  and  continual 
object  in  the  only  begotten  Son  who  is  in  the  bosom 
of  the  Father.  As  a  relation  with  men,  it  is  quali- 
fied by  their  attitude  to  God;  while  some  by  faith- 
lessness make  it  of  no  avail,  others  by  obedience 
become  in  the  reality  of  their  experience  sons  of 
their  Father  in  heaven.    See  Children  of  God. 

(2)  In  the  apostolic  teaching f  although  the  Father- 
hood of  God  is  not  so  prominently  or  so  abundantly 
exhibited  as  it  was  by  Jesus  Christ,  it  lies  at  the 
root  of  the  whole  system  of  salvation  there  presented. 
Paul's  central  doctrine  of  justification  by  faith  is 
but  the  scholastic  form  of  the  parable  of  the  Prodi- 
gal Son.  John's  one  idea,  that  God  is  love,  is  but 
an  abstract  statement  of  His  fatherhood.  In  com- 
plete accord  with  Christ's  teaching,  that  only 
through  Himself  men  know  the  Father  and  come  to 
Him,  the  whole  apostolic  svstem  of  grace  is  mediated 
through  Christ  the  Son  of  God,  sent  because  ''God 
so  loved  the  world"  (Jn  8  16),  that  through  His 
death  men  might  be  reconciled  to  God  (Rom  6  10; 
8  3).  He  speaks  to  men  through  the  Son  who  is 
the  effulgence  of  His  glory,  and  the  very  ima^e  of 
His  substance  (He  1  2.3).  The  central  position 
assiipaed  to  Christ  involves  the  central  position  of 
the  Fatherhood. 

As  in  the  teaching  of  Jesus,  so  in  that  of  the 
apostles,  we  distinguish  three  different  relationships 
in  which  the  fatherhood  is  realized  in  varying  cle- 
mrees:  (a)  Primarily  He  is  the  God  and  Father  of 
Our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  (Rom  16  6;  2  Cor  1  3). 
As  such  He  is  the  source  of  every  spiritual  blessing 
in  the  heavenly  places  in  Chnst  (Eph  1  3). 
Through  Christ  we  have  access  unto  the  Father 
(Eph  2  18).  (6)  He  is,  therefore,  God  our  Father 
(Rom  17;  1  Cor  1  3).  Believers  are  sons  of 
Gk»d  through  faith  in  Christ  Jesus  (Gal  3  26). 
'Tor  as  many  as  are  led  by  the  S^it  of  God, 
these  are  sons  of  God"  (Rom  8  14).  These  receive 
the  spirit  of  adoption  whereby  they  cry,  Abba. 
Father  (Rom  8  15;  Gal  4  6).  The  figure  of 
adoption  has  sometimes  been  understood  as  implv- 
ing  the  denial  of  man's  natural  sonship  and  God's 
essential  Fatherhood,  but  that  would  be  pressing  the 
figure  beyond  Paul's  purpose,  (c)  The  apostles' 
teaching,  like  Christ's,  is  that  man  in  sin  cannot 
possess  the  filial  consciousness  or  know  God  as 
Father;  but  God.  in  His  attitude  to  man.  is  alwa3rs 
and  essentially  Father.  In  the  sense  or  creature- 
hood  and  dependence,  man  in  any  condition  is  a  son 
of  God  (Acts  17  28).  And  to  speak  of  any  other 
natural  sonship  which  is  not  also  morally  realized 
is  meaningless.  From  (jrod's  standpoint,  man  even 
in  lus  sin  is  a  possible  son,  in  the  personal  and 
moral  sense;  ana  the  whole  process  and  power  of 
his  awakening  to  the  realization  of  his  sonship  issues 
from  the  fatherly  love  of  God,  who  sent  His  Son 
and  gave  the  Spirit  (Rom  6  5.8).  He  is  ''the 
Father"  absolutely,  "one  God  and  Father  of  all, 
who  is  over  all,  and  through  all,  and  in  all.  But 
unto  each  one  of  us  was  the  grace  given  accord- 
ing to  the  measure  of  the  gift  of  Christ"  (Eph 
4  6.7). 


After  the  Divine  Fatherhood,  the  kingdom  of 
God  (Mk  and  Lk)  or  of  heaven  (Mt)  is  the  next 

ruling  conception  in  the  teaching  of 
6*  God  is  Jesus.  As  the  doctrine  of  the  Father- 
King  hood  sets  forth  the  individual  relation 

of  men  to  God,  that  of  the  kingdom 
defines  their  collective  and  social  condition,  as  de- 
termined by  the  rule  of  the  Father. 

(1)  The  kingdom  of  (rod.— Christ  adopted  and 
transformed  the  OT  idea  of  Jeh's  rule  into  an  inner 
and  spiritual  principle  of  His  gospel,  without,  how- 
ever^ quite  detaching  it  from  the  external  and  apoca- 
lyptic thought  of  His  time.  He  adopts  the  Jewish 
idea  in  so  far  as  it  involves  the  enforcing  of  God's 
rule;  and  in  the  immediate  future  He  anticipates 
such  a  reorganization  of  social  conditions  in  the 
manifestation  of  God's  reign  over  men  and  Nature, 
as  will  ultimately  amount  to  a  regeneration  of  all 
things  in  accordance  with  the  will  of  God  (Mk  9  1; 
13  30;  Mt  16  28;  19  28).  But  He  eliminated 
the  particularism  and  favoritism  toward  the  Jews, 
as  well  as  the  non-moral,  easy  optimism  as  to  their 
destiny  in  the  kingdom,  which  obtained  in  con- 
temporary thought.  The  blessings  of  the  kingdom 
are  moral  and  spiritual  in  their  nature,  and  the  con- 
ditions of  entrance  into  it  are  moral  too  (Mt  8  11; 
21  31.43;  28  37.38;  Lk  13  29).  They  are  humil- 
ity, hunger  and  thurst  after  righteousness,  and  the 
love  of  mercy,  purity  and  peace  (Mt  6  3-10;  18 
1.3;  cf  Mt  20  26-28;  26  34;  7  21;  Jn  8  3:  Lk 
17  20.21).  The  king  of  such  a  kingdom  is,  there- 
fore, righteous,  loving  and  gracious  toward  all  men; 
He  governs  by  the  inner  communion  of  spirit  with 
spirit  and  by  the  loving  coordination  of  the  will  of 
His  subjects  with  his  own  will. 

(2)  Its  king. — But  who  is  the  kine?  (o)  Generally 
in  Mk  and  Lk.  and  sometimes  in  Mt,  it  is  called  the 
kingdom  of  God.  In  several  parables,  the  Father 
takes  the  place  of  king,  and  it  is  the  Father  that  gives 
the  kingdom  (Lk  12  32).  God  the  Father  is  there- 
fore the  iQng,  and  we  are  entitled  to  argue  from  Jesus' 
teaching  concerning  the  kingdom  to  His  idea  of 
God.  The  will  of  God  is  the  law  of  the  kingdom, 
and  the  ideal  of  the  kingdom  is,  therefore,  the  char- 
acter of  God.  (&)  But  in  some  passages  Christ 
reveals  the  consciousness  of  his  own  Kingship.  He 
approves  Peter's  confession  of  his  Messiahship, 
much  involves  IQngship  (Mt  16  16).  He  speaks 
of  a  time  in  the  immediate  future  when  men  shall 
see  "the  Son  of  man  coming  in  his  kingdom"  (Mt 
16  28).  As  judge  of  all  men,  He  designates  Him- 
self king  (Mt  26  34;  Lk  19  38).  He  accepts  the 
title  king  from  Pilate  (Mt  27  11.12;  Mk  16  2; 
Lk  23  3;  Jn  18  37).  and  claims  a  kingdom  which 
is  not  of  this  world  CJn  18  36).  His  disciples  look 
to  Him  for  the  restoration  of  the  kingdom  (Acts  1 
6).  His  kingdom,  like  that  of  God,  is  inner,  moral 
and  spiritual,  (c)  But  there  can  be  only  one  moral 
kingdom,  and  only  one  supreme  authority  in  the 
spiritual  realm.  The  codrdination  of  the  two  king- 
ships must  be  found  in  their  relation  to  the  Father- 
hood. The  two  ideas  are  not  antithetical  or  even 
independent.  Thev  may  have  been  separate  and 
even  opposed  as  Christ  found  them,  but  He  used 
them  as  two  points  of  apperception  in  the  minds  of 
His  hearers,  by  which  He  communicated  to  them 
His  one  idea  of  God,  as  the  Father  who  ruled  a 
spiritual  kingdom  by  love  and  righteousness,  and 
ordered  Nature  and  history  to  fulm  His  purpose  of 

frace.  Men's  prayer  should  be  that  the  Father's 
ingdom  mav  come  (Mt  6  0.10).  Th^  enter  the 
kingdom  by  doing  the  Father's  will  (Mt  7  21).  It  is 
their  Father's  goodpleasure  to  give  them  the  king- 
dom (Lk  12  32).  The  Fatherhood  is  primary,  but  it 
carries  with  it  authority,  government,  law  and  order, 
care  and  provision,  to  set  up  and  orgajiize  a  kingdom 
reflecting  a  Father  s  love  and  expressing  His  wul. 
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And  as  Christ  b  the  revealer  and  mediator  of  the 
Fatherhood,  He  also  is  the  messenger  and  bearer 
of  the  kingdom.  In  his  person,  preaching  and 
works,  the  kingdom  is  present  to  men  (Mt  4  17.23; 
12  28).  and  as  its  king  He  claims  men's  allegiance 
and  obedience  (Mt  11  28.29).  His  sonship  con- 
stitutes His  relation  to  the  kingdom.  As  son  He 
obeys  the  Father,  depends  upon  Him,  represents 
Him  to  men,  and  is  one  with  Him.  And  in  virtue 
of  this  relation.  He  is  the  messenger  of  the  kinedom 
and  its  principle,  and  at  the  same  time  He  shares 
with  the  Father  its  authority  and  Kingship. 

(3)  Apostolic  teaching. — In  the  apostolic  writings, 
the  emphasis  upon  the  elements  of  kingship,  author- 
ity, law  and  n^teousness  is  greater  than  in  the 
gospels.  The  kingdom  is  related  to  God  (Gal  6 
21;  Col  i  11:  1  Thess  2  12;  2  Thess  1  5),  and 
to  Christ  (Col  1  13;  2  Tim  4  1.18;  2  Pet  1  11), 
and  to  both  together  (Eph  6  5;  cf  1  Cor  16  24). 
The  phrase  ''the  kingdom  of  the  Son  of  his  love" 
sums  up  the  idea  of  the  joint  kingship,  based  upon 
the  relation  of  Father  and  Son. 

The  nature  and  character  of  God  are  summed  up 
in  the  twofold  relation  of  Father  and  King  in  whicn 
He  stands  to  men,  and  any  abstract 
6.  Moral  statements  that  may  be  made  about 
Attributes  Him,  any  attributes  that  may  be  as- 
cribed to  Him,  are  deductions  from 
His  royal  Fatherhood. 

(1)  Peraonality. — ^That  a  father  and  king  is  a 
person  needs  not  to  be  argued,  and  it  is  almost  tau- 
tology to  say  that  a  person  is  a  spirU.  Christ  relates 
directly  the  spirituality  of  God  to  His  Fatherhood. 
''The  true  worshippers  shall  worship  the  Father  in 
spirit  and  truth:  for  such  doth  the  Father  seek  to 
be  his  worshippers.  God  is  Spirit''  (Jn  4  23.24  m). 
Figurative  expressions  denoting  the  same  truth  are 
the  Johannine  phrases,  'God  is  Hfe'  (1  Jn  6  20), 
and  "God  is  light"  (1  Jn  1  6). 

(2)  Love  is  the  most  characteristic  attribute  of 
Fatherhood.  It  is  the  abstract  term  that  most  fully 
expresses  the  concrete  character  of  God  as  Father. 
In  John's  theology,  it  is  used  to  sum  up  all  God's 
perfections  in  one  general  formula.  God  is  love, 
and  where  no  love  is,  there  can  be  no  knowledge 
of  Ciod  and  no  realization  of  Him  (1  Jn  4  8.16). 
With  one  exception  (Lk  11  42),  the  phrase  "the 
love  of  God"  appears  in  the  teaching  of  Jesus  only 
as  it  is  represented  in  the  Fourth  Gospel.  There 
it  expresses  the  bond  of  union  and  communion, 
issuing  from  God,  that  holds  together  the  whole 
spiritual  society,  God,  Christ  and  beUevers  (Jn  16 
10 ;  14  21 ) .  Christ's  mission  was  that  of  revelation, 
rather  than  of  interpretation,  and  what  in  person 
and  act  He  represents  before  men  as  the  living 
Father,  the  apostles  describe  as  almighty  and  uni- 
versal love.  They  saw  and  realized  this  love  first 
in  the  Son,  and  esp.  in  His  sacrificial  death.  It  is 
"the  love  of  God,  which  is  in  Christ  Jesus  our  Lord" 
(Rom  8  39).  "God  commendeth  his  own  love 
toward  us,  in  that,  while  we  were  yet  sinners,  Christ 
died  for  us"  (Rom  6  8;  cf  Eph  2  4).  Love  was 
fully  made  known  in  Christ's  death  (1  Jn  3  16). 
The  whole  process  of  the  incarnation  and  death  of 
Christ  was  also  a  sacrifice  of  God's  and  the  one 
supreme  manifestation  of  His  nature  as  love  (1  Jn 
4  9.10;  cf  Jn  3  16).  The  love  of  God  is  His 
fatherly  relation  to  Christ  extended  to  men  through 
Christ.  By  liie  Father's  love  bestowed  upon  us, 
we  are  called  children  of  God  (1  Jn  3  1).  Love  is 
not  only  an  emotion  of  tenderness  and  beneficence 
which  l)e8tows  on  men  the  greatest  gifts,  but  a  rela- 
tion to  God  which  constitutes  their  entire  law  of 
Ufe.  It  imposes  upon  men  the  highest  moral  de- 
mands, and  communicates  to  them  the  moral  energy 
by  which  alone  they  can  be  met.  It  is  law  and 
grace  combined.    The  love  of  God  is  perfected  only 


in  those  who  keep  the  word  of  Jesus  Christ  the 
Righteous  (1  Jn  2  5).  "For  this  is  the  love  of  God, 
that  we  keep  his  commandments"  (1  Jn  6  3).  It  is 
manifested  esp.  in  brotherly  love  (1  Jn  4  12.20). 
It  cannot  dwell  with  worldliness  (1  Jn  2  15)  or  cal- 
lous selfishness  (3  17).  Man  derives  it  from  God 
as  he  is  made  the  son  of  God,  begotten  of  Him  (4  7). 

(3)  Righteousness  and  holiness  were  famiUar 
ideas  to  Jesus  and  His  disciples,  as  elements  in  the 
Divine  character.  They  were  current  in  the 
thought  of  their  time^and  they  stood  foremost  in 
the  OT  conception.  They  were  therefore  adopted 
in  their  entirety  in  the  NT,  but  they  stand  m  a 
different  context.  They  are  coordinated  with,  and 
even  subordinated  to,  the  idea  of  love.  As  king- 
ship stands  to  fatherhood,  so  righteouness  and  holi- 
ness stand  to  love. 

(a)  Once  we  find  the  phrase  "Holy  Father" 
spoken  by  Jesus  (Jn  17  11;  cf  1  Pet  1  15.16). 
But  generally  the  idea  of  holiness  is  associated  with 
God  in  His  activity  through  the  Holy  Spirit,  which 
renews,  enlightens,  purifies  and  cleanses  the  lives 
of  men.  Ever^r  vestige  of  artificial,  ceremonial, 
non-moral  meaning  disappears  from  the  idea  of  holi- 
ness in  the  NT.  The  sense  of  separation  remains 
only  as  separation  from  sin.  So  Christ  as  high 
pnriest  is  "holy,  guileless,  undefiled,  separated  from 
sinners"  (He  7  26).  Where  it  dwells,  no  un- 
cleanness  must  be  (1  Cor  6  19).  Holiness  is  not 
a  leeal  or  abstract  morality,  but  a  life  made  pure  and 
noble  by  the  love  of  God  shed  abroad  m  men's 
hearts  (Rom  6  5).  "The  kingdom  of  God  is 
....  righteousness  and  peace  and  joy  in  the  Holy 
Spirit"  {Rom  14  17). 

(6)  Righteousness  as  a  quality  of  character  is 
practically  identical  with  holiness  in  the  NT.  It 
IS  opposed  to  sin  (Rom  6  13.20)  and  iniquity  (2 
Cor  6  14).  It  is  coupled  with  goodness  and  truth 
as  the  fruit  of  the  light  (Eph  6  9;  cf  1  Tim  6  11; 
2  Tim  2  22).  It  implies  a  rule  or  standard  of  con- 
duct, which  in  effect  is  one  with  the  life  of  love  and 
hotiness.  It  is  brought  home  to  men  by  the  Con- 
viction of  the  Holy  Spirit  (Jn  16  8).  In  its  origin 
it  is  the  righteousness  of  God  (Mt  6  33;  cf  Jn  17 
25).  In  I'aul's  theology,  "the  righteousness  of 
God  throu^  faith  in  Jesus  Christ  unto  all  them 
that  believe"  (Rom  3  22)  is  the  act  of  God,  out  of 
free  grace,  declaring  and  treating  the  sinner  as 
righteous,  that  he  thereby  m^  b^me  righteous, 
even  as  'we  love,  because  he  first  loved  us^'  (1  Jn 
4  19).  The  whole  character  of  God,  then,  whether 
we  call  it  love,  holiness  or  righteousness,  is  revealed 
in  BJs  work  of  salvation,  wherein  He  goes  forth  to 
men  in  love  and  mercy,  that  they  mav  be  made 
citizens  of  His  kin^dom^  heirs  of  l£s  righteousness, 
and  participators  m  His  love. 

The  abstract  being  of  God  and  His  metaphysical 
attributes  are  implied,  but  not  defined,  in  the  NT. 
His  infinity,  omnipotence  and  omnis- 
7.  Meta-  cience  are  not  enunciated  in  terms,  but 
physical  they  are  postulated  in  the  whole 
Attributes  scheme  of  salvation  which  He  is  carry- 
ing to  completion.  He  is  Lord  of 
heaven  and  earth  (Mt  ll  25).  The  forces  of  Na- 
ture are  at  His  command  (Mt  6  45;  6  30).  He 
can  answer  every  prayer  and  satisfy  every  need 
(Mt  7  7-12).  All  things  are  possible  to  Him  (Mk 
10  27;  14  36).  He  created  all  things  (Eph  3  9). 
All  euthly  powers  are  derived  from  Him  (Kom  liS 
1).  Bv  His  power.  He  raised  Christ  from  the  dead 
and  subjected  to  Him  "all  rule,  and  authority,  and 

rwer,  and  dominion"  in  heaven  and  on  earth  (Eph 
20.21;  cf  Mt  28  18).  Every  power  and  condi- 
tion of  existence  are  subordinated  to  the  might  of 
His  love  unto  His  saints  (Rom  8  38.39).  Neither 
time  nor  place  can  limit  Him:  He  is  the  eternal 
God  (Rom  16  26).    His  knowledge  is  as  infinite  as 
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His  power;  He  knows  what  the  Son  and  the  angels 
know  not  (Mk  13  32).  He  knows  the  hearts  of 
men  (Lk  16  15)  and  all  their  needs  (Mt  6  8.32). 
His  knowledge  is  esp.  manifested  in  His  wisdom  by 
which  He  works  out  His  purpose  of  salvation,  "the 
manifold  wisdom  of  God,  according  to  the  eternal 
purpose  which  he  purposed  in  Christ  Jesus  our 
Lord"  (Eph  3  10.11).    The  teachmg  of  the  NT  im- 

Elies  that  all  perfections  of  power,  condition  and 
eing  cohere  in  God,  and  are  revealed  in  His  love. 
The^r  are  not  developed  or  established  on  meta- 
physical grounds,  but  they  flow  out  of  His  perfect 
fatherhood.  Earthly  fathers  do  what  good  they 
can  for  their  children,  but  the  Heavenly  Father  does 
all  things  for  the  best  for  His  children — ''to  them 
that  love  God  all  things  work  together  for  good" — 
because  He  is  restricted  by  no  limits  of  power,  will  or 
wisdom  (Mt  7  11;  Rom  8  28). 

It  is  both  assumed  through  the  NT  and  stated 
categorically  that  God  is  one  (Mk  12  29;  Rom  8 
30;    Eph  4  6).    No  truth  had  sunk 
8.  The  more  deeply  into  the  Heb  mind  by 

Unity  of        this  time  than  the  unity  of  God. 
God  (1)  The  divinUy  of  ChrUL— Yet  it 

is  obvious  from  wnat  has  been  written, 
that  Jesus  Christ  claimed  a  power,  authority  and 

Sosition  so  unique  that  they  can  only  be  adequately 
escribed  by  calling  Him  God;  and  the  apoetoUc 
church  both  in  worship  and  in  doctrine  accorded 
Him  that  honor.  All  that  they  knew  of  God  as  now 
fully  and  finally  revealed  was  summed  up  in  His 
person,  ''for  in  him  dwelleth  all  the  fulness  of  the 
Godhead  bodily"  (Col  2  9).  If  they  did  not  call 
Him  God,  they  recognized  and  nam^  Him  every- 
thing that  God  meant  for  them. 

(2)  The  Holy  Spirit. — Moreover,  the  Holy  Spirit 
is  a  third  term  that  represents  a  Divine  person  in 
the  experience,  thought  and  language  of  Cnrist  and 
His  disciples.  In  the  Johannine  account  of  Christ's 
teaching,  it  is  probable  that  the  Holv  Spirit  is  identi- 
fied with  the  risen  Lord  Himself  (Jn  14  16.17;  cf 
ver  18),  and  Paul  seems  also  to  identify  them  in  at 
least  one  passage:  "the  Lord  is  the  Spirit"  (2  Cor 
3  17).  But  in  other  places  the  three  names  are 
ranged  side  by  side  as  representing  three  distinct 
persons  (Mt  28  19;  2  Cor  13  14;  Eph  4  4-6). 

(3)  The  churches  problem. — But  how  does  the 
unity  of  God  cohere  with  the  Divine  status  of  the 
Son  and  the  distinct  subsistence  of  the  Holy  Spirit? 
Jesus  Christ  affirmed  a  unity  between  Himself  and 


society  (17 

23),  but  He  reveals  no  category  which  would  con- 
strue the  unity  of  the  Godhe»ad  m  a  manifoldness  of 
manifestation.  The  experience  of  the  first  Chris- 
tians as  a  rule  found  Christ  so  entirely  sufficient  to 
all  their  reUgious  needs,  so  filled  with  all  the  fulness 
of  God,  that  the  tremendous  problem  which  had 
arisen  for  thought  did  not  trouble  them.  Paul 
expresses  his  conception  of  the  relation  of  Christ  to 
God  under  the  figure  of  the  image.  Christ  "is  the 
image  of  the  invisible  God,  the  ^tborn  of  all  crea- 
tion^' (Col  1  16;  2  Cor  4  4).  Another  writer 
emplojrs  a  similar  metaphor.  Christ  is  "the  efful- 
gence of  [Grod's]  glory,  and  the  very  image  of  his 
substance"  (He  1  3).  But  these  figures  do  not 
carry  us  beyond  the  fact,  abundantly  evident  else- 
where, that  Christ  in  all  things  represented  God 
because  He  participated  in  His  oeing.  In  the  pro- 
logue to  the  Fourth  Gospel,  the  doctrine  of  the 
Word  is  developed  for  the  same  purpose.  The 
eternal  Reason  of  God  who  was  ever  with  Him,  and 
of  Him,  issues  forth  as  revealed  thought,  or  spoken 
word,  in  the  person  of  Jesus  Christ,  who  therefore 
is  the  eternal  Word  of  God  incarnate.  So  far  and 
no  farther  the  NT  goes.    Jesus  Christ  is  God  re- 


vealed; we  know  nothing  of  God,  but  that  which 
manifest  in  Him.  His  love,  holiness,  righteousness 
and  purpose  of  grace,  ordering  and  guiding  all  things 
to  realise  the  ends  of  His  fatherlv  love,  all  this  we 
know  in  and  through  Jesus  Christ.  The  Holy 
Spirit  takes  of  Chrisrs  and  declares  it  to  men  (Jn 
lo  14).  The  problems  of  the  coordination  of  the 
One  with  the  Tnree,  of  personidity  with  the  plurality 
of  consciousness,  of  the  Infinite  with  the  finite,  and 
of  the  Eternal  Uod  with  the  Word  made  flesh,  were 
left  over  for  the  church  to  solve.  The  Hol^  Spirit 
was  given  to  teach  it  all  things  and  guide  it  into  all 
the  truth  (Jn  16  13).  "And  lo,  I  am  with  you 
always,  even  unto  the  end  of  the  world"  (Mt  28  20). 
See  Jesus  Christ;  Holt  Spirit;  Trinttt. 

LiTSBATURS. — Harris,  The  Philotophical  Baait  of 
ThMm;  Oodthe  Creator  and  Lord  of  AU;  FUnUTheiem; 
Orr,  The  Chrietian  View  of  Qod  and  the  World;  £.  C&ird, 
The  Evolution  of  Religion:  James  Ward.  The  Realm  of 
Endej  Fairbaim,  The  Philoaophp  of  the  Chrietian  Reliffion: 
W.  N.  Clarke.  The  Chrietian  Doctrine  of  God;  Adeney,  The 
Chrietian  Conception  of  Qod;  RochoU.  Der  ChrtJUliche 
Gotteebegriff;  O.  Holtzmann.  Der  Chrietliehe  Ootteeglaube, 
eeine  Vorgeechichte  und  Urgeechichte;  G.  Wobbemim.  Der 
Chrietliehe  Ootteeglaube  in  eeinem  VerhdUnie  tur  heutigen 
Philoeophie  und  S aturtoieeenechaft;  Ktetlin,  art.  "Gott** 
in  RE;  R.  S.  Candlish.  Crawford  and  Scott-Lfdgett.  books 
on  The  Fatherhood  of  God:  OT  Theologies  by  Oehler.  Schiilti 
and  Davidson;  NT  Theologies  by  Schmld,  B.  Weiss. 
Beyschlag.Holtzmaim  and  Stevens;  Wendt,  The  Teaching 
of  Jeeue;  sections  in  systems  of  Christian  Doctrine  by 
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Hodge,  etc. 

T.  Rees 
GOD,  CHILDREN  OF.  See  Children  of  God. 

GOD,  IMAGE  OF:  In  Gen  1  26.27,  the  truth 
is  deckured  that  God  created  man  in  His  own 
"image"  (^elem),  after  His  "likeness"  (d*miUh). 
The  two  ideas  denote  the  same  thing — resemblance 
to  God.  The  like  conception  of  man,  tacit  or 
avowed,  underlies  all  revelation.  It  is  s^ven  in 
Gen  9  6  as  the  sround  of  the  prohibition  of  the 
shedding  of  man  s  blood;  is  ecnoed  in  Ps  8;  is 
reiterate  frequently  in  the  NT  (1  Cor  11  7;  Eph 
4  24;  Col  3  10;  Isa  3  9).  The  nature  of  this 
image  of  God  in  man  is  discussed  in  other  arts. — 
see  esp.  Anthropology.  It  lies  in  the  nature  of 
the  case  that  the  "image"  does  not  consist  in 
bodily  form;  it  can  only  reside  in  spiritual  qualities, 
in  man's  mental  and  moral  attributes  as  a  self- 
conscious,  rational,  personal  agent,  capable  of  self- 
determination  and  obedience  to  morsil  law.  This 
^ves  man  his  position  of  lordship  in  creation,  and 
invests  his  being  with  the  sanctity  of  personality. 
The  image  of  God,  defaced,  but  not  entirely  lost 
through  sin,  is  restored  in  yet  more  perfect  form  in 
the  redemption  of  Christ.  See  the  full  discussion 
in  the  writer's  work,  GoiTa  Image  in  Man  and  lU 
Defacement]  see  also  Dr.  J.  Laidlaw,  The  BiUe  Doc- 
trine of  Man.  James  Orb 

GOD,  NAMES  OF: 

I.    Intkoductort 

1.  The  Phrase  "His  Name" 

2.  Classification. 

II.    Personal  Nauss  of  G<)d  in  thb  OT 
1.   '&l6him 

2.  'jez 

3.  'i?2d«A 

4.  *Adh6n,  *Adh6ndy. 

5.  Yahweh  (Jehovah) 

6.  Cur  (Rock) 

7.  Kddhdah 

8.  ^hadday 

III.     Descriptive  NAUEii  or  Ooo  in  thb  OT 

1.  'Ahhir 

2.  'EWflldhi-Yier&'el 

3.  'Elydn 

4.  Gibbdr 
6.   '£l-r6'i 

6.  ^addiJi: 

7.  Kannd' 

8.  Yahweh  (7«bAd'd<A 

9.  "I  Am  That  I  Am" 
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IT.    NT  Names  of  Goo 

1.  God 

2.  Lord 

3.  Descriirtive  and  Figurative  Names 

LiITBBATUBB 

/.  introdncHon.-^To  an  extent  beyond  the  appre- 
ciation of  modem  and  western  minds  the  people  of 
Bib.  times  and  lands  valued  the  name  of  the  person. 
They  always  gave  to  it  symbolical  or  character 
meaning. 

While  our  modem  names  are  almost  exclusively 
deslgnatory,  and  intended  merely  for  identification,  the 
Bib.  names  were  also  descriptive,  and  often  prophetic. 
Religious  siffniflcance  nearly  uways  inhered  in  the  name, 
a  parent  relating  his  child  to  the  Deity,  or  declaring  its 
oonsecration  to  the  Deity,  by  Joining  the  name  of  the 
Deity  with  the  service  which  the  child  should  render,  or 
perhaps  commemorating  in  a  name  the  favor  of  God  in 
the  gracious  gift  of  the  child,  e.g.  Nathanael  ("gift  of 
Qod^'):  Samuel  ("heard  of  God^);  Adonijah  ("Jeh  is 
my  Lord"),  etc.  It  seems  to  us  strange  that  at  its  birth, 
tbe  life  and  character  of  a  child  should  be  forecast  by 
its  parents  in  a  name;  and  this  unique  custom  has  been 
regarded  by  an  unsympathetic  criticism  as  evidence  of 
the  origin  of  such  names  and  their  attendant  narratives 
lone;  subsequent  to  the  completed  life  itself:  such  names, 
for  example,  as  Abraham.  Sarah,  etc.  But  that  this 
was  actually  done,  and  that  it  was  regarded  as  a  matter 
of  course,  is  proved  by  the  name  given  to  Our  Lord  at 
His  birth:  "Thou  shalt  caU  his  name  Jesus;  for  it  is  he 
that  shall  save  his  people"  (Mt  1  21).  It  is  not  unlikely 
that  the  giving  of  a  character  name  represented  the  par- 
ents* purpose  and  fidelity  in  the  child's  training,  resulting 
necessarily  in  giving  to  the  child's  life  that  very  direction, 
which  the  name  Indicated.  A  child's  name,  therefore, 
became  both  a  prayer  and  a  consecration,  and  its  reali- 
zation in  character  became  often  a  necessary  psychologi- 
cal effect.  Great  honor  or  dishonor  was  attached  to  a 
name.  The  OT  writings  contain  many  and  varied 
instances  of  this.  Sometimes  contempt  for  certain  rep- 
robate men  would  be  most  expressively  indicated  by  a 
change  of  name,  e.g.  the  change  of  Esh-baal.  "man  of 
Baal/'  to  Ish-bosheth.  "man  of  shame"  (2  S  2  Sit), 
and  the  omission  of  Jeh  from  the  name  of  the  apostate 
king.  Ahaz  (2  K  16  38.  etc).  The  name  of  the  last 
king  of  Judah  was  most  esipressively  changed  by  Nebu- 
chadnezzar from  Mattaniah  to  Zedekiah.  to  assvve  his 
fidelity  to  his  overlord  who  made  him  king  (2  K  24  17). 
See  Namss.  Propbb. 

Since  the  Scriptures  of  the  OT  and  NT  are  essen- 
tially for  purposes  of  revelation,  and  since  the  He- 
brews laid  such  store  by  names,  we 
1.  The  should  confidently  expect  them  to  make 

Phrase  the  Divine  name  a  medium  of  revela- 

"His  tion  of  the  first  importance.    People 

Name"  accustomed  bv  long  usa^e  to  si^iificant 
character  indications  m  their  own 
names,  necessarily  would  regard  the  names  of  the 
Deity  as  ejroressive  of  His  nature.  The  very  phrase 
''name  of  Jeh,"  or  "His  name^"  as  applied  to  the 
Deity  in  Bib.  usage,  is  most  mterestmg  and  sug- 

festive,  sometimes  expressing  coniprehensively 
[is  revelation  in  Nature  (Ps  8  1;  cf*^  138  2);  or 
marking  the  place  of  His  worship,  where  men  will 
call  upon  His  name  (Dt  18  5) ;  or  used  as  a  syno- 
nym of  His  various  attributes,  e.g.  faithfulness  (Isa 
48  9),  srace  (Ps  28  3),  His  honor  (Ps  79  9),  etc. 
"Accordingly,  since  the  name  of  God  denotes  this 
God  Himself  as  He  is  revealed,  and  as  He  desires 
to  be  known  by  His  creatures,  when  it  is  said  that 
God  will  make  a  name  for  Himself  by  His  mighty 
deeds,  or  that  the  new  world  of  the  future  shaH  be 
unto  Him  for  a  name,  we  can  easily  understand  that 
the  name  of  God  is  often  synon3rmous  with  the  glory  of 
God,  and  that  the  expressions  for  both  are  combined 
in  the  utmost  variety  of  ways,  or  used  alternately" 
(Schultz,0!r  Theology^Kr,  I,  124-25;  cf  Ps  72  19; 
Isa  68  14;  also  Davidson,  OT  TheoL,  37-38). 

From  the  important  place  which  the  Divine  name 
occupies  in  revelation,  we  would  expect  frequency 

of  occurrence  and  diversity  of  form; 
2.  Classi-  and  this  isjust  that  which  we  find  to 
fication  of  be  true.  The  many  forms  or  varieties 
the  Subject  of  the  name  will  be  considered  under 

the  following  heads:  (1)  Absolute 
or  Personal  Names,  (2)  Attributive,  or  Qualifying 
Names,  and  (3)  Names  of  God  in  the  NT.    Naturally 


and  in  course  of  time  attributive  names  tend  to 
crystallize  through  frequent  use  and  devotional 
regard  into  personal  names;  e.g.  the  attributive 
adj.  fpadhd^hf  "holv,"  becomes  the  personal,  tran- 
scendental name  H>r  Deity  in  Job  and  Isa.  For 
fuller  details  of  eaeh  name  reference  may  be  made 
to  separate  articles. 
//•  Afrtolnfc  or  Penonal  NammM. — The  first  form 

of  the  Divine  name  in  the  Bible  is  D*^n*b|jl ,  'Sldhim, 
ordinarily  ti^  "God"  (Gen  1  1).    This 

1.  'ElAhim,  is  the  most  frequently  used  name  in 
"God"  the  OT,  as  its  equivalent  ^e^f,  theds, 

is  in  the  NT,  occurring  in  Gen  alone 
approximately  2(X)  t .  It  is  one  of  a  group  of  kindred 
words,  to  which  belong  also  *El  and  *Sld^h.  (1)  Its 
form  is  pi.,  but  the  construction  is  uniformly  sing., 
i.e.  it  ^vems  a  sing.  vb.  or  adj.,  unless  used  of 
heathen  divinities  (Ps  96  5;  97  7).  It  is  char- 
acteristic of  Heb  that  extension,  magnitude  and 
dignity,  as  well  as  actual  multiplicity,  are  expressed 
by  the  pi.  It  is  not  reasonable,  therefore,  to  assume 
that  plurality  of  form  indicates  primitive  Sem 
polytheism.  On  the  contrary,  historic  Heb  is  un- 
questionably and  uniformly  monotheistic. 

(2)  The    derivation    is    quite    imcertain.     Ocsenlus, 

Ewald  and  others  find  its  origin  in  b^^,  'tiZ.  "to  be 
strong,"  from  which  also  are  derived  ayil,  "ram,"  and 
*Hdh,  "terebinth";   it  is  then  an  expanded  pi.  form  of 

'«Z;  others  trace  it  to  H^K.  'AZaA,  "to  terrify."  and  the 

sing,  form  is  found  In  the  infrequent  {Tjib^.   *9ld^h, 

which  occurs  chiefly  in  poetical  books;   BDB  inclines  to 

the  derivation  from  H^^*  *dldh,  "to  be  strong,"  as  the 

root  of  the  three  forms.  'El,  *&l6^h  and  '&ldhim,  although 
admitting  that  the  whole  question  is  involved  in  uncer- 
tainty (for  full  statement  see  BDB,  s.v.  nb^():  &  some- 
what fandful  suggestion  is  the  Arab,  root  iU,  "to  be  in 
front."  from  wmoi  comes  the  meaning  "leader";  and 
still  more  fanciful  is  the  suggested  connection  with  the 

8 rep.  bM.  'eZ.  signifying  Gk)d  as  the  "goal"  of  man's 
fe  and  aspiration.  The  origin  must  always  lie  in 
doubt,  since  the  derivation  is  prehistoric,  and  tne  name, 
with  its  Idndred  words  'J9Z  and  *Sle^h,  is  common  to 
Sem  languages  and  religions  and  beyond  the  range  of 
Heb  records. 

(3)  It  is  the  reasonable  conclusion  that  the  mean- 
ing is  ''might''  or  ''power";  that  it  is  common  to 
Sem  language;  that  the  form  is  pi.  to  express  majesty 
or  "all-mightiness,''  and  that  it  is  a  generic,  rather 
than  a  specific  personal,  name  for  Deity,  as  is  indi- 
cated by  its  application  to  those  who  represent  the 
Deity  (Jgs  6  8;  Ps  82  1)  or  who  are  in  His  presence 
(1  S  28  13). 

The  sing,  form  of  the  preceding  name,  «?^^$, 

*Sld^hy  is  confined  in  its  use  almost  exclusively  to 

poetry,  or  to  poetic  expression,  being 

2.  'ElG^h       characteristic   of   the   book   of   Job, 

occurring  oftener  in  that  book  than 
in  all  other  parts  of  the  OT.  It  is,  in  fact,  found  in 
Job  oftener  than  the  elsewhere  more  orainary  pi. 
*£!ldhim.    For  derivation  and  meaning  see  above 

under  1  (2).    Cf  also  the  Aram,  form,  iH^^,  'Hdh, 
found  frequently  in  Ezr  and  Dnl. 
In  the  group  of  Sem  languages,  the  most  common 

word  for  Deity  is  El  (bS ,  '^)i  represented  by  the 
Bab  Uu  and  the  Arab.  'Allah.    It  is 

3.  '£l  found  throughout  the  OT,  but  oftener 

in  Job  and  rss  than  in  all  the  other 
books.  It  occurs  seldom  in  the  historical  books, 
and  not  at  all  in  Lev.  The  same  variety  of  deriva- 
tions is  attributed  to  it  as  to  Elohim  (q.v.),  most 

probable  of  which  is  bl»,'ia,  "to  be  strong."  BDB 
mterprets  'u/  as  meaning  "to  be  in  front,"  from 
whicn  came  'ayU,  "ram,'^  the  one  in  front  of  the 
flock,  and  *ildh,  the  prominent  "terebinth,"  de- 
riving El  from  ^dldh,  "to  be  strong."  It  occurs  in 
many  of  the  more  ancient  names;  and,  like  Elohim, 
it  is  used  of  pagan  gods.     It  is  frequently  combined 
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with  nouns  or  adjectives  to  express  the  Divine  name 
with  reference  to  particular  attributes  or  phases 
of  His  being,  as  'El  ^Ely^,  'EUR6\  etc  (see  below 
under  III,  "Attributive  Names"). 

An  attributive  name,  which  in  prehistoric  Heb 
had  already  passed  over  into  a  generic  name  of  God, 

is  yn}$ ,  'Adhon,  "^p JJ ,  'Adhdndy,  the 
4.  'Adh6n,  latter  formed  from  the  former,  being 
'Adh6n&7      the  const,  pi.,  *ddhdnef  with  the  1st 

pers.  ending  ay,  which  has  been 
lengthened  to  dy  and  so  retamed  as  characteristic 
of  the  proper  name  and  distinguishing  it  from  the 
possessive  "my  Lord."  AV  does  not  distinguish, 
out  renders  both  as  possessive,  "my  Lord"  (Jgs  6 
15;  IS  8),  and  as  personal  name  (Ps  2  4);  RV 
also,  in  Ps  16  2,  is  in  doubt,  giving  "my  Lord," 
possessive,  in  text  and  "the  Lord"  in  m.  'Adhondyj 
as  a  name  of  Deity,  emphasizes  His  sovereignty 
(Ps  2  4;  Isa  7  7),  and  corresponds  closely  to 
Kfirias  of  the  NT.  It  is  frequently  combined  with 
Jeh  (Gen  16  8;  Isa  7  7,  etc)  and  with  'Slohlm 
(Ps  86  12).  Its  most  significant  service  in  MT 
is  the  use  of  its  vowels  to  point  the  unpronounce- 
able tetragrammaton  HIH^,  indicating  that  the 
word  'AdhOndy  should  be  spoken  instead  of  Yah- 
weh.  This  combination  of  vowels  and  consonants 
gives  the  transliteration  "Jehovah,"  adopted  by 
ARV,  while  the  other  EV,  since  Coverdale,  repre- 
sents the  combination  by  the  capitals  LORD. 
LXX  represents  by  Kurios. 

The  name  most  distinctive  of  God  as  the  Grod  of 
Israel  is  Jehovah   (Hjn^,   a  combination  of  the 

tetragrammaton  with  the  vowels  of 
6.  "Jeho-  'AdhondVy  transliterated  Y'fUhvdh, 
vah"  but  read  by  the  Hebrews  *ddhdndy). 

While  both  derivation  and  meaning 
are  lost  to  us  in  the  uncertainties  of  its  ante-Bib. 
origin,  the  foUowing  inferences  seem  to  be  justifi^ 
by  the  facts:  (1)  This  name  was  conmion  to  reli- 
gions other  than  IsraePs.  according  to  FViedr.  De- 
fitzsch,  Hommel,  Winckler,  and  Guthe  (EBy  s.v.), 
having  been  found  in  Bab  inscriptions.  Ammonite, 
Arab,  and  Egyp  names  appear  also  to  contain  it 
(cf  Davidson,  OT  Thecl.,  62  f);  but  while,  like 
Elohim,  it  waB  common  to  primitive  Sem  religion, 
it  became  Israel's  distinctive  name  for  the  Deity. 
(2)  It  was,  therefore,  not  first  made  known  at  the 
call  of  Moses  (Ex  3  13-16;  6  2-8),  but,  being 
alreadjr  known,  was  at  that  time  given  a  larger 
revelation  and  interpretation:  God,  to  be  known 
to  Israel  henceforth  under  the  name  "Jehovah"  and 
in  its  fuller  significance,  was  the  One  sending  Moses 
to  deliver  Israel;  "when  I  shall  say  unto  them.  The 
God  of  your  fathers  hath  sent  me  unto  you;  and 
they  shall  say  to  me,  What  is  his  name?  what  shall 
I  say  unto  them?    And  God  said  ....  I  WILL  BE 

THATI WILLBE say I  WILL  BE  hath 

sent  me"  (Ex  8  13.14  m).  The  name  is  assumed  as 
known  in  the  narrative  of  Gen ;  it  also  occurs  in  pre- 
Mosaic  names  (Ex  6  20;  1  Ch  2  25;  7  8).  (3) 
The  derivalion  is  from  the  archaic  n*in ,  hkdujdhj  "to 
be,"  better  "to  become,"  in  Bib.  Heb  hdydh;  this 
archaic  use  of  w  for  y  appears  also  in  derivatives 
of  the  similar  H^H ,  hdyaft,  "to  live,"  e.g.  hawwdh 
in  Gen  8  20.  (4)  It  is  evident  from  the  interpre- 
tative passages  (Ex  3;  6)  that  the  farm  is  the  fut. 
of  the  simple  stem  O^aX)  and  not  fut.  of  the  causa- 
tive (Hiph  II)  stem  in  the  sense  "giver  of  life" — an 
idea  not  borne  out  by  any  of  the  occurrences  of  the 
word.  The  fanciful  theory  that  the  word  is  a  com- 
bination of  the  fut.,jpres.  and  perfect  tenses  of  the 
yb.,  signifying  "the  One  who  will  be,  is,  and  was," 
is  not  to  be  taken  seriously  (Stier,  etc,  in  Oehler's 
OT  Theol.j  in  loc).  (5)  The  meaning  may  with 
some  confidence  be  inferred  from  Origen's  trans- 
literation, ladf  the  form  in  Sam,  labe,  the  form  as 


combined  in  OT  names,  and  the  evident  signification 
in  Ex  3  and  other  passages,  to  be  that  of  the  simple 
fut.,  nin5 ,  yahweh,  "he  will  be."  It  does  not  ex- 
press causation,  nor  existence  in  a  metaphysical 
sense,  but  the  covenant  promise  of  the  Divine 

Sresence^  both  at  the  immediate  time  and  in  the 
lessianic  a^e  of  the  future.  And  thus  it  became 
bound  up  with  the  Messianic  hope,  as  in  the  phrase, 
"the  Day  of  Jehovah,"  and  consequently  ooth  it 
and  the  LXX  tr  Kurios  were  applied  by  the  NT 
as  titles  of  Christ.  (6)  It  is  the  personal  name  of 
God,  as  distinguished  from  such  generic  or  essential 
names  as  'SL  'Sldhlm,  Shadday^  etc.  Character- 
istic of  the  OT  is  its  insistence  on  the  possible 
knowledge  of  God  as  a  person;  and  Jehovan  is  His 
name  as  a  person.  It  is  illogical,  certainly,  that  the 
later  Hebrews  should  have  shrunk  from  its  pronun- 
ciation, in  view  of  the  appropriateness  of  the  name 
and  of  the  OT  insistence  on  tne  personality  of  God, 
who  as  a  person  has  this  name.  ARV  quite  correctly 
adopts  the  transliteration  "Jehovah"  to  emphasize 
its  significance  and  purpose  as  a  personal  name  of 
God  revealed. 

Five  t  in  the  "Song"  of  Moses  (Dt  38  4.15.18. 

30.31)  the  word  *11S ,  fttr,  "Rock,"  is  used  as  a  title  of 

God.    It  occurs  also  in  the  Piss,  Isa  and 

6.  "Rock"  poetical  passages  of  other  books,  and 
(Qiir)  also  in  proper  names,  Elizur,  Zuriel,  etc. 

Once  in  AV  (Isa  44  8)  it  is  ti^  "God," 
but  "Rock"  in  ARV  and  ARVm.  The  effort  to 
interpret  this  title  as  indicating  the  animistic  origin 
of  OT  religion  is  unnecessary  and  a  pure  product 
of  the  imagination.  It  is  customary  for  both  OT 
and  NT  writers  to  use  descriptive  names  of  God: 
"rock,"  "fortress,"  "shield,"  '%ht,"  "bread,"  etc, 
and  is  in  harmonv  with  all  the  rich  fiQ;urativeness  of 
the  Scriptures;  the  use  of  the  article  m  many  of  the 
cases  cited  further  corroborates  the  view  that  the 
word  is  intended  to  be  a  descriptive  title,  not  the 
name  of  a  Nature-deity.  It  presents  the  idea  of 
God  as  stedfast:  "The  appellation  of  (jrod  as  gwr, 
'rock,*  'safe  retreat,'  in  Dt  refers  to  this"  (Oehler, 
OT  Theol.).  It  often  occurs,  in  a  most  striking 
figure,  with  the  pers.  suffix  as  "my  rock,"  "their 
rock,"  to  express  confidence  (Ps  28  1). 

The  name  (tf^lR,   hddhdsh,  "holy")  is  found 

frequently  in  Isa  and  Pss,  and  occasionally  in  the 

other   prophets.    It   is   characteristic 

7.  KAdhdsh,  of  Isa,  being  found  32  t  in  that  book. 

"Holy  One"  It  occurs  often  in  the  phrase  W^p 
bStnipi,  ls*dhdsh  yisrd'Sl,  "Holy  One  of 
Israel."  The  derivation  and  meaning  remain  in 
doubt,  but  the  customary  and  most  probable  deriva- 
tion is  from  tddhashf  "to  be  separate  "  which  best 
explains  its  use  both  of  man  and  of  the  Deity.  When 
used  of  God  it  signifies:  (1)  His  transcendence,  His 
separateness  above  all  other  beings,  His  aloneness 
as  compared  to  other  gods;  (2)  His  peculiar  relation 
to  His  people  Israel  unto  whom  He  separated  Him- 
self, as  He  did  not  unto  other  nations.  In  the 
former  sense  Isaiah  used  it  of  His  sole  deity  (40  25), 
in  the  latter  of  His  peculiar  and  unchanging  cove- 
nant-relation to  Israel  (43  3;  48  17),  stnkinglv 
expressed  in  the  phrase  "Holy  One  of  Israel. 
f^ddhdsh  was  rather  attributive  than  personal,  but 
became  personal  in  the  use  of  such  absolute  theists 
as  Job  and  Isaiah.  It  expresses  essential  Deity, 
rather  than  personal  revelation. 

In  the  patriarchal  lit.,  and  in  Job  particularly, 

where  it  is  put  into  the  mouths  of  the  patriarchs, 

this  name  appears  sometimes  in  the 

8.  Shadday,  compound  *^'7tP  ^^,  *el  shadday,  some- 
" Almighty"  times  alone.     While  its  root  meaning 

also  is  uncertain,  the  suggested  deriva- 
tion from  nrrni,  shddhadh,  "to  destroy,"  "to  terrify," 
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One" 


seems  most  probable,  8igmf3ring  the  God  who  is 
manifested  by  the  terribleness  of  His  mighty  acts. 

"The  Storm  God,"  from  Slip,  8hMha\  "to  pour 
out,"  has  been  suggested,  but  is  improbable;  and 
even  more  so  the  fanciful  If,  she,  and  *^,  day, 
meaning  "who  is  sufficient."  Its  use  in  patriarchal 
days  marks  an  advance  over  looser  Sem  concep- 
tions to  the  stricter  monotheistic  idea  of  almighti- 
ness.  and  is  in  accord  with  the  early  consciousness 
of  Deity  in  race  or  individual  as  a  God  of  awe,  or 
even  terror.  Its  monotheistic  character  is  in  har- 
mony with  its  use  in  the  Abrahamic  times,  and  is 
further  corroborated  by  its  ||  in  LXX  and  NT, 
xarroKpdTup,  pantohrdtoT,  "all-powerful." 

///.  Aiiribuiiv€f  or  Qualifying  NameM. — It  is 
often  difficult  to  distinguish  between  the  personal 
and  the  attributive  names  of  God.  the  two  divisions 
necessarily  shading  into  each  otner.  Some  of  the 
preceding  are  really  attributive,  made  personal  by 
usage.  The  following  are  the  most  prominent  de- 
scriptive or  attributive  names. 

This  name  ("t"^^?,  *dbhir),  tr^  in  EV  "Mighty 
One,"  is  always  combined  with  Israel  or  Jacob;  its 
root  is  "^Sijt,  *dbhar,  "to  be  strong," 
from  which  is  derived  the  word  "^5^  > 
^ehher,  "pinion,"  used  of  the  strong 
wing  of  the  eagle  (Isa  40  31),  fig.  of 
God  in  Dt  32  11.  It  occurs  in  Jacob's 
blessing  (Gen  49  24),  in  a  prayer  for  the  sanctuary 
(Ps  132  2.5),  and  in  Isa  (1  24;  49  26;  60  16),  to 
express  the  assurance  of  the  Divine  strength  in 
behalf  of  the  oppressed  in  Israel  (Isa  1  24),  or  in 
behalf  of  Israel  against  his  oppressors;  it  is  inter- 
esting to  note  that  this  name  was  first  used  by 
Jacob  himself.  _ 

The  name  ^El  is  combined  with  a  number  of  de- 
scriptive adjs.  to  represent  God  in  His  various  at- 
tributes;   and   these   by  usage   have 
2.  '£l-  become  names  or  titles  of  God.     For 

'£ldh£-  the   remarkable   phrase    'El-'SlSh^ 

Israel  Israel    (Gen  33  20),    see    separate 

art. 

This  name  (1^^^^ ,  WySn,  "highest")  is  a  deriv- 
ative of  nb^ ,  ^aUihy  "to  go  up."  It  is  used  of  per- 
sons or  things  to  indicate  their  ele- 
vation or  exaltation:  of  Israel,  favored 
above  other  nations  (Dt  26  19),  of 
the  aqueduct  of  "the  upper  pool" 
(Isa  7  3),  etc.  This  indicates  that  its 
meaning  when  applied  to  God  is  the  "Exalted 
One,"  who  is  lifted  far  above  all  gods  and  men.  It 
occurs  alone  (Dt  32  8;  Ps  18  13),  or  in  com- 
bination with  other  names  of  Cxod,  most  frequently 
with  El  (Gen  14  18;  Ps  78  35),  but  also  with 
Jeh  (Ps  7  17;  97  9),  or  with  Elohim  (Ps  66  2  AV; 
78  56).  Its  early  use  (Gen  14  18  f)  points  to  a 
high  conception  of  Deity,  an  unquestioned  mono- 
theism in  the  beginnings  of  Heb  history. 

The  ancient  Hebrews  were  in  constant  struggle 
for  their  land  and  their  Uberties,  a  struggle  most 
intense  and  patriotic  in  the  heroic 
4.  Gibbdr,  days  of  Saul  and  David,  and  in  which 
"Mighty  there  was  developed  a  band  of  men 
[One]"  whose  great  deeds  entitled  them  to 

the  honorable  title  "mighty  men"  of 
valor  (0*^*^^331,  giJtharlm),  These  were  the  knights 
of  David's  "Round  Table."  In  like  manner  the 
Hebrew  thought  of  his  Cxod  as  fighting  for  him,  and 
easily  then  this  title  was  applied  to  God  as  the 
Mighty  Man  of  war,  occurring  in  David's  psalm 
of  the  Ark's  Triumphant  Entry  (Ps  24  8),  in  the 
idlegory  of  the  Messiah-King  (46  3),  either  alone 
or  combined  with  El  (Isa  9  6;  Jer  32  18),  and 
sometimes  with  Jeh  (Isa  42  13). 


3.  'Elydn, 

'*M08t 

High" 


When  Hagar  was  fleeing  from  Sarah's  persecu- 
tions, Jeh  spoke  to  her  in  the  wilderness  of  Shur, 

words  of  promise  and  cheer.  Where- 
6.  '£1-R6'i    upon  "she  called  the  name  of  Jeh  that 

spake  unto  her.  Thou  art  El  roi"  (Gen 
16  13  m).  In  the  text  the  word  "^Kh,  ro'i,  deriv.  of 
r&'ah,  "to  see."  is  tr**  "that  seeth,"  Ht.  "of  sight." 
This  is  the  only  occurrence  of  this  title  in  the  OT. 

One  of  the  covenant  attributes  of  God,  His 
righteousness,  is  spoken  of  so  often  that  it  passes 

from  adj.  to  subst.,  from  attribute  to 

6.  Caddi^,    name,  and  He  is  called  "Righteous" 
"Rigjit-         (p*^!?,    gaddm,    or   "the    Righteous 
ecus"  Chie."    The  word  is  never  transliter- 
ated but  always  tr**  in  EV,  although  it 

might  just  as  properly  be  considered  a  Divine  name 
as  *Ely6n  or  KsdhSsh.  The  root  pl^f ,  gadhaJp,  "to  be 
straight"  or  "right,"  signifies  fidelity  to  a  standard, 
and  is  used  of  God's  fidelity  to  His  own  nature  and 
to  His  covenant-promise  (Isa  41  10;  42  6:  cf  Hos 
2  19):  it  occurs  alone  (Ps  34  17),  with  El  (Dt  32 
4),  with  Elohim  (Ezr  9  16;  Ps  7  9;  116  5),  but 
most  frequently  with  Jeh  (rs  129  4^  etc).  In  Ex 
9  27  Pharaoh,  m  acknowledging  his  sm  against  Jeh, 
calls  Him  'Jeh  the  Righteous,'  using  the  article. 
The  suggestive  combination,  "Jeh  our  Righteous- 
ness," is  the  name  given  to  David's  "righteous 
Branch"  (Jer  23  6)  and  properly  should  be  taken 
as  a  proper  noun — the  name  of  the  Messiah-King. 
Frequently  in  the  Pent,  oftenest  in  the  3  VSS 
of  the  Commandments  (Ex  20  5:  34  14;  Dt  6  9), 
God  is  given  the  title  "Jealous"  (K|p, 

7.  KannA,  ^nn^'),  most  specifically  in  the  phrase 
'*  Jealous"     "Jeh,  whose  name  is  Jealous"  (£x  34 

14).  This  word,  however,  did  not 
bear  the  evil  meaning  now  associated  with  it  in  our 
usage,  but  rather  signified  "righteous  zeal,"  Jeh's 
zeal  for  His  own  name  or  glory  (cf  Isa  9  7.  "the 
zeal  of  Jeh,"  HdCJp,  Un'ah;  also  Zee  1  14;  8  2). 

Connected  with  the  personal  and  covenant  name 
Jeh,  there  is  found  frequently  the  word  Sabaoth 

(n'lS;!?,    ^bh&'dth,    '^hosts'').     Inva- 

8.  gebha'-  riably  m  the  OT  it  is  tr»  "hosts"  (Isa 
oth,  "Lord  19;  Ps  46  7.11,  etc),  but  in  the  NT 
of  Hosts"     it  is  transliterated  twice,  both  in  the 

Gr  and  Eng.  (Rom  9  29;  Jas  6  4). 
The  passage  in  Rom  is  a  quotation  from  Isa  1  9 
through  LxX,  which  does  not  translate,  but  trans- 
Uterates  the  Heb.  Origin  and  meaning  are  uncer- 
tain. It  is  used  of  heavenly  bodies  and  earthly 
forces  ((jen  2  1);  of  the  army  of  Israel  (2  S  8  16): 
of  the  Heavenly  beings  (Ps  103  21;  148  2;  Dnl 
4  35).  It  is  probable  that  the  title  is  intended  to 
include  cdl  created  agencies  and  beings,  of  which 
Jeh  is  maker  and  leader. 

When  (jod  appeared  to  Moses  at  Sinai,  commis- 
sioning him  to  deliver  Israel;    Moses,  being  well 

aware  of  the  difticulty  of  impressing 

9.  ''lam  the  people,  asked  by  what  name  of 
That  I  am"  God  he  should  speak  to  them:   "They 

shall  say  to  me.  What  is  his  name?" 
Then  "God  said  unto  Moses,  I  am  that  I  am  ...  . 
say  ....  I  AM  hath  sent  me  unto  you"  (Ex  3  14). 
The  name  of  the  Deity  given  here  is  similar  to  Jeh 
iyahweh)  except  that  the  form  is  not  3d  pers.  fut., 
as  in  the  usual  form,  but  the  1st  pers.  i^ehyeh), 
since  God  is  here  speaking  of  Himself.  The  op- 
tional reading  in  ARVm  is  much  to  be  preferred: 
"I  WILL  BE  THAT  I  WILL  BE,"  indicating  His 
covenant  pledge  to  be  with  and  for  Israel  in  all  the 
ages  to  follow.  For  further  explanation  see  above, 
11,5. 

/K.  NT  Nam€9  of  God. — ^The  variety  of  names 
which  characterizes  the  OT  is  lacking  m  the  NT, 
where  we  are  all  but  Umited  to  two  names,  each 
of  which  corresponds  to  several  in  the  OT.    The 
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most  frequent  is  the  name  *'God"  (©**»,    Theda) 

occurring  over  1,000  t,  and  corresponding  to  El, 

Elohim,  etc,  of  the  OT.     It  may,  as 

1.  Theos,      Elohim,  be  used  by  accommodation  of 
"God"  heathen  gods;   but  in  its  true  sense  it 

expresses  essential  Deity^  and  as  ex- 
pressive of  sucn  it  is  applied  to  Christ  as  to  the 
Father  (Jn  20  28;   Rom  9  5). 

Five  t  "Lord"  is  a  tr  of  detnr&rrfs,  despdtSs  (Lk  2 
29;   Acts  4  24;   2  Pet  2  1  AV:  Jude  ver  4j   Rev 

6  10  AV).    In  eacn  case  there  is  evi- 

2.  Ktirios,     dent    emphasis    on    sovereignty    and 
"Lord"         correspondence  to  the  'AdhOn  of  the 

OT.  The  most  common  Gr  word  for 
Lord  is  Et^piot,  Kurios,  representing  both  Jeh  and 
'Adhonai  of  the  OT,  and  occurring  upwards  of  600 
t.  Its  use  for  Jeh  was  in  the  spirit  of  both  the 
Heb  scribes,  who  pointed  the  consonants  of  the  cove- 
nant name  with  the  vowels  of  Adhonay,  the  title  of 
dominion^  and  of  the  LXX,  which  rendered  this 
combination  asKurios.  Consequently  quotations 
from  the  OT  in  which  Jeh  occurs  are  rendered  by 
Kurios.  It  is  applied  to  Christ  equally  with  the 
Father  and  the  opirit,  showing  that  the  Messianic 
hopes  conveyed  by  the  name  Jeh  were  for  NT 
writers  fulfilled  in  Jesus  Christ;  and  that  in  Him 
the  long  hoped-for  appearance  of  Jeh  was  realized. 
As  in  the  OT,  so  m  the  NT  various  attributive, 
descriptive  or  fig.  names  are  found,  often  correspond- 
ing to  those  in  the  OT.  Some  of  these 
8.  Descrip-  are:  The  "Highest"  or  "Most  High" 
tive  and  (Orffiffros,  kHpsistos),  found  in  this  sense 
Figurative  onlyinLk(i  32.35.76;  2  14,  etc),  and 
Names  equivalent  to  Elyon  (see  HI,  3,  above) ; 

"Almighty,"  UarroKpdTupy  Pantokrdtdr 
2  Cor  6  18;  Rev  1  8,  etc),  corresponding  to  Shad- 
ay  (see  II,  8  above;  see  also  Almighty)  ;  "Father,'* 
as  in  the  Lord's  Ihrayer,  and  elsewhere  (Mt  6  9; 
11  25;  Jn  17  25;  2  Cor  6  18);  "King"  (1  Tim 
1  17);  "King  of  kings"  (1  Tim  6  15);  "King  of 
kings,"  "Lordof  lords^(Rev  17  14;  19  16);  "Po- 
tentate" (1  Tim  6  16);  "Master"  (kurios,  Eph  6 
9;  2  Pet  2  1;  Rev  6  10);  "Shepherd,"  "Bishop" 
(1  Pet  2  25). 

LiTSBATURs. — Theology  of  OT  by  yiurlous  authors: 
Oehler.  Schuitz,  Davidson;  Delitzscn.  P»yehology  of  the 
OT:  H.  P.  Smith,  "Theophorous  Names  of  OT'^  In  07 
and  Sem  Studiet;  Gray.  HPN;  "Ood"  in  HDB  and 
EB, 

Edward  Mack 
GOD,  SON  (SONS)   OF.    See  Sons  op  God 
(OT);  Sons  op  God  (NT). 

GOD,  THE  FATHER.    See  Father,  God  the. 

GOD,  THE  UNKNOWN.    See  Unknown. 

GODDESS,  god'es  (D'>r6s ,  *mhlm,  OtA,  thed) : 
There  is  no  separate  word  for  "goddess"  in  the 
OT.  In  the  only  instance  in  which  the  word  occurs 
in  EV  (1  K  11  5.33),  the  gender  is  determined  by 
the  noun — "Ashtoretn,  the  god  [goddess]  of  the  Si- 
donians."  In  the  NT  the  term  is  apphed  to  Diana 
of  Ephesus  (Acts  19  27.35.37). 

GODHEAD,  godOied:  The  word  "Godhead"  is 
a  simple  doublet  of  the  less  frequently  occurring 
"Godhood."  Both  forms  stand  side  by  side  in  the 
Ancren  Riwle  (about  1225  AD),  and  both  have  sur- 
vived until  today,  though  not  in  equally  common 
use.  They  are  representatives  of  a  large  class  of 
abstract  substs.,  formed  with  the  suffix  -head  or 
-hood,  most  of  which  formerly  occurred  in  both 
forms  almost  indifferently,  though  the  majority 
of  them  survive  only,  or  very  preponderatingly 
(except  in  Scottish  speech),  in  the  form  -hood. 
The  two  suffixes  appear  in  Middle  Eng.  as  hSde 
and  'hddj  and  presuppose  in  the  Anglo-Saxon  which 


lies  behind  them  a  fern,  haida  (which  is  not  actually 
known)  by  the  side  of  the  masc.  hdd.  The  Anglo- 
Saxon  word  "was  originally  a  distinct  subst.,  mean- 
ing 'person,  personality,  sex,  condition,  quality, 
rank'^'  (Bradley,  in  A  New  Eng,  Did,  en  a  His- 
torical Basis,  s.v.  "-hood"),  but  its  use  as  a  suffix 
early  superseded  its  separate  employment.  At 
first  -hide  appears  to  have  been  appropriated  to 
adjs.,  -A^  to  substs.;  but,  this  distinction  breaking 
down  and  the  forms  coming  into  indiscriminate  use, 
-hide  grew  obsolete,  and  remains  in  common  use  onlv 
in  one  or  two  special  forms,  such  as  "Godhead, 
"maidenhead"  (Bradley,  as  cited,  s.v.  "-head"). 

Tlie  general  elimination  of  the  forms  in  -head  has 
been  followed  by  a  fading  consciousness,  in  the 
case  of  the  few  surviving  instances  in  this  fonn^f 
the  qualitative  sense  inherent  in  the  suffix,  llie 
words  accordingly  show  a  tendency  to  become  simple 
denotatives.  Thus  "the  Godh^"  is  frequently 
employed  merely  as  a  somewhat  strons  synonym  of 
"God,  although  usually  with  more  or  less  emphasis 
upon  that  in  God  which  makes  Him  God.  One  of 
its  established  usages  is  to  denote  the  Divine  essence 
as  such,  in  distinction  from  the  three  "hypostases" 
or  "peroons"  which  share  its  common  possession 
in  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity.  This  usage  is  old: 
Bradley  (op.  cit.)  is  able  to  adduce  instances  from 
the  13th  cent.  In  this  iisage  the  word  has  long 
held  the  rank  of  a  technical  term,  e.g.  the  Thirty- 
Nine  Articles  of  the  Church  of  England,  1571,  Art. 
I:  "And  in  the  unitie  of  this  (jodhead,  there  be 
threepersons"  (cf  the  Irish  Articles  of  1615^  and 
the  Westminster  Confession,  II,  3);  Westminster 
Shorter  Catechism,  Q.  6:  "There  are  three  persons 
in  the  Godhead."  Pursuant  to  the  fading  of  the 
qualitative  sense  of  the  word^  there  has  arisen  a 
tendency,  when  the  qualitative  consciousness  is 
vivid,  to  revive  the  obsolescent  "Ciodhood,"  to  take 
its  place;  and  this  tendency  naturally  shows  itself 
esp.  when  the  contrast  with  humanity  is  exoressed. 
Carlyle,  for  example  (French  RevoliUion,  III,  Book 
vi,  en  iv,  §  1),  speaking  of  the  posthumous  reaction 
against  Marat,  writes:  "Shorter  godhood  had  no 
divine  man";  and  Phillips  Brooks  (Sermons,  XIII, 
237)  speaks  of  Christ  bridging  the  gulf  "between  the 
(jodhood  and  the  manhood.  "Godhood"  seems, 
indeed,  always  to  have  had  a  tendency  to  appear  in 
such  contrasts,  as  if  the  C]^ualitative  consciousness 
were  more  active  in  it  than  m  "Godhead."  Thus  it 
seems  formerly  to  have  suggested  itself  almost  as 
inevitably  to  designate  the  Divine  nature  of  Christ, 
as  "(Godhead"  did  to  designate  the  common  Divine 
essence  of  the  Trinity.  Bradley  cites  instances  from 
1563  down. 

The  fundamental  meaning  of  "(Godhead"  is, 
nevertheless,  no  less  than  that  of  "Godhood,"  the 
state,  di^ty,  condition,  quality,  of  a  god.  or,  as 
monotheists  would  say,  of  God.  As  manhood  is 
that  which  makes  a  man  a  man,  and  childhood  that 
which  makes  a  child  a  child,  so  Godhead  is  that 
which  makes  God,  God.  When  we  ascribe  Godhead 
to  a  being,  therefore,  we  affirm  that  all  that  enters 
into  the  idea  of  God  belongs  to  Him.  "Godhead" 
is  thus  the  Saxon  equivalent  of  the  Lat  "Divinity," 
or.  as  it  is  now  becoming  more  usual  to  say,  "Deity." 
like  these  terms  it  is  rendered  concrete  by  prefixing 
the  article  to  it.  As  "the  Divinity,"  "the  Deity,*^ 
so  also  "the  Godhead"  is  only  another  way  of  say- 
ing "(jod,"  except  that  when  we  say  "the  IK- 
vinity,"  "the  Deity,"  "the  Godhead,"  we  are  saying 
"God  more  abstractly  and  more  qualitatively, 
that  is  with  more  emphasis,  or  at  least  with  a  more 
lively  consciousness,  of  the  constitutive  qualities 
whicn  make  God  the  kind  of  being  we  call  "God." 

The  word  "Godhead"  occurs  in  AV  only  3  t  (Acts 
17  29;  Rom  1  20;  Col  2  9),  and  oddly  enough 
it  translates  in  these  3  passages,  3  different,  though 
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closely  related)  Gr  words,  td  iheion  {rh  B^iov)^ 
theidtes  (deUrriis),  thedtes  {Oedrrp). 

To  thision  means  "that  which  is  Divine,"  con- 
cretely, or,  shortly,  "the  Deity."  Among  the 
Greeks  it  was  in  constant  use  in  the  sense  of  "the 
Divine  Being,"  and  particularly  as  a  general  term 
to  designate  the  Deity  apart  from  reference  to  a 
particular  god.  It  is  used  by  Paul  (Acts  17  29) 
m  an  addr^  made  to  a  heathen  audience,  and  is 
ins^ted  into  a  context  in  which  it  is  flanked  by  the 
simple  term  "God"  (ho  theds,  6  $€6s)  on  both  sides. 
It  is  obviously  deliberately  chosen  in  order  to  throw 
up  into  emphasis  the  qualitative  idea  of  God;  and 
this  emphasis  is  still  further  heightened  by  the 
direct  contrast  into  which  it  is  brought  with  the 
term  "man."  "Being,  then,  the  offspring  of  God, 
we  ought  not  to  think  that  it  is  to  gold  or  silver  or 
stone  graven  by  art  and  device  of  man  that  the  God- 
head is  like."  In  an  effort  to  bring  out  this  quali- 
tative emphasis,  RVm  suggests  that  we  mi^t  sub- 
stitute for  "the  Godhead^'  here  the  periphrastic 
rendering,  ''that  which  is  Divine."  But  this  seems 
both  clumsy  and  ineffective  for  its  purpose.  From 
the  philological  standpoint,  "the  Godhead"  is  a 
very  fair  ec[uivalent  for  to  thnoUf  differing  as  it  does 
from  the  simple  "God"  precisely  by  its  qualitative 
emphasis.  It  may  be  ooubted.  however,  whether 
in  the  partial  loss  by  "Godheaa"  of  its  qualitative 
force  in  its  current  usage,  one  of  its  synonyms,  "the 
Divinity"  (which  is  the  rendering  here  of  the  Rhem- 
ish  version)  or  "the  Deity."  would  not  better  con- 
vey Paul's  emphasis  to  moaem  readers. 

Neither  of  these  terms,  "Divinity,"  "Deity," 
occurs  anywhere  in  AV.  and  "Deity"  does  not 
occur  in  Rv  either;  but  RV  (following  the  Rhemish 
version)  substitutes  "Divinity"  for  "Godhead"  in 
Rom  1  20.  Of  the  two,  "Ehvinity"  was  originally 
of  the  broader  connotation :  in  the  days  of  heathen- 
dom it  was  applicable  to  all  grades  of  Divine  beings. 
"Deity"  was  mtroduced  by  the  Christian  Fathers 
for  the  express  purpose  of  providing  a  stronger  word 
by  means  of  which  the  uniqueness  of  the  Christians' 
God  should  be  emphasized.  Perhaps  "Divinity" 
retains  even  in  its  Eng.  usage  somethmg  of  its  tra- 
ditional weaker  connotation,  although,  of  course, 
in  a  monotheistic  consciousness  the  two  terms 
coalesce  in  meaning.  There  exists  a  tendency  to 
insist,  therefore,  on  the  "Deity"  of  Christ,  rather 
than  his  mere  "JDivinity."  in  the  feeling  that  "Di- 
vinity" might  lend  itseli  to  the  notion  that  Christ 
poss^sed  but  a  secondary  or  reduced  grade  of  Di- 
vine quality.  In  Acts  17  29  Paul  is  not  discrimi- 
nating between  grades  of  Divinity,  but  is  preach- 
ing monotheism.  In  this  context,  then,  to  theion 
does  not  lump  together  "all  that  is  called  God  or  is 
worshipped,  and  declare  that  all  that  is  in  any 
sense  Divine  should  be  esteemed  beyond  the  power 
of  material  things  worthily  to  represent.  Paul  has 
the  idea  of  God  at  its  height  before  his  mind,  and 
having  quickened  his  hearers'  sense  of  Gk»d's  exal- 
tation by  his  elevated  description  of  Him^  he  de- 
mands of  them  whether  this  Deity  can  be  ntly  rep- 
resented by  any  art  of  man  working  in  dead  stuff. 
He  uses  the  term  to  (heion,  rather  than  ho  theoSj  not 
merely  in  courteous  adoption  of  his  hearers'  own 
language,  but  because  of  its  qualitative  emphasis. 
On  the  whole,  the  best  Eng.  tr  of  it  would  probably 
be  "the  Deity."  "The  Godhead"  has  ceased  to  be 
sufficiently  qualitative:  "the  Godhood"  is  not  suffi- 
ciently current:  "the  Divine"  is  not  sufficiently 
personal:  "the  Divinity"  is  perhaps  not  sufficiently 
strong:  "Deity"  without  the  article  loses  too  much 
of  its  personal  reference  to  compensate  for  the  gain 
in  qualitativeness:  "the  Deity  alone  seems  fairly 
to  reproduce  the  apostle's  thought. 

The  Gr  term  m  Rom  1  2^  is  theioteSf  which 
again,  as  a  term  of  quality,  is  not  unfairly  rendered 


by  "Godhead."  What  Paul  says  here  is  that  "the 
everlasting  power  and  Godhead"  of  God  "are  clearly 
perceived  by  means  of  His  works."  By  "Godhead 
he  clearly  means  the  whole  of  that  by  which  God  is 
constituted  what  we  mean  by  "God.  By  coupling 
the  word  with  "power,"  Paul  no  doubt  intimates 
that  his  mind  is  resting  esp.  upon  those  qualities 
which  enter  most  intimately  into  and  constitute 
the  exaltation  of  God;  but  we  must  beware  of  limit- 
ing the  connotation  of  the  term — all  of  God's  attri- 
butes are  glorious.  The  context  shows  that  the 
thought  of  the  apostle  was  moving  on  much  the 
same  lines  as  in  Acts  17  29;  here,  too,  the  contrast 
which  determines  the  emphasis  is  with  "corruptible 
man,"  and  along  with  him,  with  the  lower  creatures 
in  general  (ver  23).  How  could  man  think  of  the 
Godhead  under  such  similitudes — the  Godhead,  so 
clearly  manifested  in  its  glory  by  its  works!  The 
substitution  for  "Godhead"  here  of  its  synonym 
"Divinity"  by  RV  is  doubtless  due  in  part  to  a 
desire  to  ffLve  distinctive  renderings  to  distinct 
terms,  and  in  part  to  a  wish  to  emphasize,  more 
strongly  than  Godhead"  in  its  modem  usage  em- 
phasizes, the  qualitative  implication  which  is  so 
strong  in  theioles.  Perhaps,  however,  the  substi- 
tution is  not  altogether  felicitous.  "Divinity^" 
in  its  contrast  with  "Deity,"  may  have  a  certain 
weakness  of  connotation  clin^g  to  it,  which  would 
unsuit  it  to  represent  OieiotSa  here.  It  is  q^uite  true 
that  the  two  terms^  "Divinity"  and  "Deity,"  are 
the  representatives  m  Lat  Patristic  writers  respec- 
tively of  the  Gr  iheiotea  and  theoles.  Augustine 
(The  CUy  of  God,  VII,  1;  cf  X,  1)  tells  us  that 
"Deity"  was  coined  by  Churistian  writers  as  a  more 
accurate  rendering  of  the  Gr  theoiea  than  the  cur- 
rent "Divinity."  But  it  does  not  follow  that  be- 
cause "Deitir',  pore^  accurately  renders  Oieotes, 
therefore  "IMvinity"  is  always  the  best  rendering 
of  theiotBs,  The  stress  laid  by  the  Gr  Fathers  on  the 
employment  of  theotSs  to  express  the  "Deity"  of 
the  Persons  of  the  Trinity  was  in  sequence  to 
attempts  which  were  being  made  to  ascrme  to  the 
Son  and  the  Spirit  a  reduced  "Divinity";  and  it 
was  the  need  the  Lat  Fathers  felt  in  the  same  inter- 
ests which  led  them  to  coin  "Deity"  as  a  more 
accurate  rendering,  as  they  say,  of  theoiea.  Mean- 
while theiotBa  and  "Divimty"  had  done  service  in 
the  two  languages,  the  former  as  practically,  and 
the  latter  as  absolutely,  the  only  term  in  use  to  ex- 
press the  idea  of  "Deity."  Theotis  is  very  rare  in 
classical  Gr,  "Deity"  non-existent  in  classical  Lat. 
To  represent  theioles  uniformly  by  "Divinity/'  if 
any  reduced  connotation  at  all  clings  to  "Divimty," 
would  therefore  be  to  represent  it  often  very  inade- 
quately. And  that  is  the  case  in  the  present  pas- 
sage. What  Paul  says  is  clearly  made  known  by 
God's  works,  is  His  everlasting  power  and  all  the 
other  everlasting  attributes  which  form  His  God- 
head and  constitute  His  glory. 

It  is  theotes  which  occurs  in  Col  2  9.  Here  Paul 
declares  that  "all  the  fulness  of  the  Godhead"  dwells 
in  Christ  "bodily."  The  phrase  "fulness  of  the 
Godhead"  is  an  esp.  emphatic  one.  It  means  every- 
thing without  exception  which  goes  to  make  up  the 
Godhead,  the  totality  of  all  that  enters  into  the 
conception  of  Godhood.  All  this,  sajrs  Paul, 
dwells  in  Christ  "bodily,"  that  is  after  such  a  fashion 
as  to  be  manifested  m  connection  with  a  bodily 
organism.  This  is  the  distinction  of  Christ:  in  the 
Father  and  in  the  Spirit  the  whole  plenitude  of  the 
Godhead  dwells  also,  but  not  'T^odily":  in  them 
it  is  not  manifested  in  connection  with  a  bodily  life. 
It  is  the  incarnation  which  Paul  has  in  mind;  and 
he  tells  us  that  in  the  incarnate  Son,  the  fulness  of 
the  Godhead  dwells.  The  term  chosen  to  express 
the  Godhead  here  is  the  strongest  and  the  most 
unambiguously  decisive  which  the  language  affords. 
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TheiolSB  may  mean  all  that  Iheolea  can  mean;  on 
monotheiBtic  lips  it  does  mean  just  what  theotes 
means;  but  theotes  must  mean  the  utmost  that 
either  term  can  mean.  The  distinction  is,  not  that 
theotis  refers  to  the  essence  and  theiotea  to  the  attri- 
butes; we  cannot  separate  the  essence  and  the  attri- 
butes. Where  the  essence  is,  there  the  attributes  are; 
they  are  merely  the  determinants  of  the  essence. 
And  where  the  attributes  are,  there  the  essence  is; 
it  is  merely  the  thing,  of  the  kind  of  which  they  are 
the  determinants.  The  distinction  is  that  theotes 
emphasizes  that  it  is  the  highest  stretch  of  Divinity 
which  is  in  question,  while  theiotes  might  possibly 
be  taken  as  referring  to  Deity  at  a  lower  level.  It 
it  not  merely  such  divinity  as  is  shared  by  all  the 
gods  many  and  lords  man^of  the  heathen  world,  to 
which  "heroes''  might  aspu*e,  and  ''demons"  attain, 
all  the  plenitude  of  which  dwells  in  Christ  as  incar- 
nate; but  that  Deity  which  is  peculiar  to  the  high 
gods,  or,  since  Paul  is  writing  out  of  a  monotheistic 
consciousness,  that  Deity  which  is  the  Supreme  God 
alone.  All  the  fulness  of  supreme  Deity  dwells  in 
Christ  bodily.  There  b  nothing  in  the  God  who 
is  over  all  which  is  not  in  Christ.  Probably  no 
better  rendering  of  this  idea  is  afforded  by  our 
modern  En^.  than  the  term  ''Godhead,"  in  which 
the  qualitative  notion  still  lurks,  though  somewhat 
obscured  behind  the  individualizing  implication, 
and  which  in  any  event  emphasizes  precisely  what 
Paul  wishes  here  to  assert — that  all  that  enters 
into  the  conception  of  God,  and  makes  God  what 
we  mean  by  the  term  "God,"  dwells  in  Christ,  and 
is  manifested  in  Him  in  connection  with  a  bodily 
organism.  Benjamin  B.  Wabfibld 

GODLESS,  god'les :  This  word  is  not  found  in  the 
text  of  AV,  It  is  found,  however,  in  Apoc  (2  Mace 
7  34,  "O  godless  [RV  "unholy"]  man'O.  RV  sub- 
stitutes the  word  "godless"  for  the  word  "hypo- 
crite" in  the  following  passages:  Job  8  13;  13  16; 
16  34;  17  8;  20  5:  27  8;  34  30;  86  13:  Prov 
11  9;  Isa  33  14.  RV  does  not  seem  to  be  con- 
sistent in  carrying  out  the  idea  of  "godless"  for 
"hypocrite,"  for  in  Isa  9  17;  10  6;  Ps  36  16  this 
same  Heb  word  Jj^dniph  is  tr<*  "profane."  The 
principal  idea  lying  at  the  root  of  the  word  is  that 
of  pollution  and  profanity ;  a  condition  of  not  merely 
being  without  uod  but  assuming  an  attitude  of 
open  and  blatant  opposition  toward  God.  The 
godless  man  is  not  merely  the  atheistic,  unbelieving 
or  even  irreligious,  but  the  openly  impious,  wicked 
and  profane  man.  Indeed  it  can  haraly  be  rightly 
claimed  that  the  idea  of  hypocrisy  is  involved  in  the 
meaning  of  the  word,  for  the  "godless"  man  is  not 
the  one  who  professes  one  thing  and  lives  another, 
but  the  one  who  openly  avows  not  only  his  disbelief 
in,  but  his  open  opposition  to,  God.  Doubtless  the 
idea  of  pollution  and  defilement  is  also  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  definition  of  this  word;  see  Jer  3  9; 
Nu  36  33;   Dnl  11  31.  William  Evans 

GODLINESS,  god'li-nes,  GODLY,  god'U  (tio^ 
piio,  eiisibeiaf  ciomp^,  -At,  eusebtSf  -da):  In  the 
OT  the  word  rendered  "godly"  in  Ps  4  3;  32  6 
(T^Pn ,  ha^ldh)  is  ht.  "kind,"  then  "pious"  (RVm 
renders  it  in  the  former  passage,  "one  that  he  favor- 
eth").  Sometimes  in  both  the  OT  and  the  NT  a 
periphrasis  is  employed,  "of  God,"  "according  to 
God^'  (e.g.  "godly  sorrow,"  2  Cor  7  10).  God- 
liness, as  denoting  character  and  conduct  deter- 
mined by  the  principle  of  love  or  fear  of  God  in  the 
heart ,  is  the  summing  up  of  genuine  religion.  There 
can  be  no  true  religion  without  it:  only  a  dead 
"form"  (2  Tim  3  5).  The  term  is  a  favorite  one 
in  the  Pastoral  Epistles.  The  incarnation  is.  "the 
mystery  of  godliness"  (1  Tim  3  16). 

James  Orr 


GODS  (DTlbK,  'mhim;  6toC,  theoi): 

I.    In  thx  OT 

1.  Superhuman  Beings  (God  and  Angela) 

2.  Judxes,  Rulers 

3.  Gods  of  the  Nations 

4.  Superiority  of  Jehovah  to  Other  Gods 

6.  Regulations  Regarding  the  Gods  of  the  NatioDS 
6.  Israel's  Tendency  to  Idolatry 
II.    In  thb  Apoc 
III.    In  ths  NT 

The  Heb  pi.  'Hohlm  is  generally  known  as  the  pi. 
of  "majesty  and  is  the  ordinary  name  for  God. 
The  meaning  of  the  pi.  seems  to  be  "plenitude  of 
powers."  It  denotes  the  fulness  of  those  attributes 
of  power  which  belonged  to  the  Divine  Being. 
Thus  it  is  usuaUy  tr<*  in  the  sing^  "God,"  when  re- 
ferring to  the  God  of  Israel.  When  reference  is 
made  to  the  gods  of  the  other  nations  the  word  is 
tr^in  the  pi.,  "gods."  The  heathen  nations  usually 
had  a  plurality  of  gods.  Among  the  Semites  it  was 
customary  for  one  nation  or  tribe  to  have  its  own 
particular  god.  Often  there  were  many  trib^,  or 
families,  or  communities,  in  one  nation,  each  having  a 
particular  god.  Thus  even  among  Semites  a  nation 
may  have  many  gods  and  be  polytheistic.  Among 
the  other  nations,  Iranian,  Hamitic,  etc,  there  were 
alwa3rs  a  number  of  deities,  sometimes  a  multitude. 
There  are  many  references  to  these  in  the  OT.  In 
a  few  cases  where  the  pi.  is  used,  the  sing,  would  be 
better,  e.g.  Gen  3  5  AV;  Ex  32  4.8.23;  Ruth  1 
15  AV;  Jgs  17  5;  18  24;  IS  17  43.  This,  how- 
ever, might  be  disputed. 

/.  in  the  OT. — The  following  are  the  more  impor- 
tant usages  of  the  word  in  the  OT:  Thetrof  Ps  8  5 
is  disputed.    LXX  and  AV  translate 

1.  Super-  it  "angels,"  RV  and  ARV,  "God," 
h^imanBe-  with  '^gels"  in  the  margin.  The 
ings  Includ-  Epistle  to  the  He  has  the  word  "an- 
ing  God  pels."  This  seems  to  be  more  in  keep- 
And  Angels  mg  with  the  OT  ideas  of  the  relation 

between  God,  men  and  angels.  Gen 
1  26  has  the  pi.  "us,"  but  it  is  not  certain  to  whom 
it  refers,  most  probably  to  the  angels  or  mighty 
ones  which  surrounded  the  throne  of  God  as  serv- 
ants or  counsellors;  cf  Job  38  7,  and  see  Sons  op 
God.  In  Ps  97  7  the  expression  "worship  him,  all 
ye  gods,"  may  possibly  refer  to  the  gods  of  the 
nations,  but  more  probably  to  the  angels  or  mighty 
ones. 

Judges,  rulers,  are  regarded  "either  as  Divine 
representatives  at  sacred  places,  or  as  reflecting 

Divine  majesty  and  power"  (see  BDB. 

2.  Tudges,  8. v.).  Ex  21  6  might  better  be  tr^ 
Rulers  as  in  the  margin,  "the  judges."    These 

were  men  appointed  to  represent  God 
and  adjudicate  on  important  matters  of  law.  LXX 
has  "Criterion  of  God."  In  Ex  22  8  the  word  is 
used  in  the  same  sense,  and  ver  0  would  also  be 
better  tr<*  "the  judges";  ver  28  likewise.  See  also 
1  S  2  25;  Ps  82  1.6,  where  the  reference  is  to 
those  who  act  as  judges. 

(1)  The  ancestors  of  Israel  "beyond  the  River" 
had  their  gods  (Josh  24  14  f).    While  there  is  no 

mention  of  idolatrv  before  the  Deluge, 

3.  Gods  of  the  ancestors  and  kindred  of.  Abraham 
the  Nations  were  idolaters.  Ur  of  the  Chaldees 
as  Objects  was  the  center  for  the  worship  of  Sin, 
of  Worship    the   Moon-god.     Many  others  were 

worshipped  in  the  various  cities  of 
Babylon.    See  Babylonia. 

(2)  The  gods  of  Laban  and  his  family  (Gen  31 
30.32;  36  2.4)  were  household  gods  or  tfrdphlm, 
and  were  stolen  by  Rachel  and  carried  off  in  her 
fli^t  with  Jacob.    See  Teraphim. 

(3)  Gods  of  E^^t:  For  manv  centuries  before 
the  time  of  Abraham  there  had  been  numerous 
objects  of  worship  in  Egypt,  Many  of  these  were 
animals,  birds  and  natund  objects.    Horns,   the 
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hawk)  was  one  of  the  earliest  of  all.  The  cat,  the 
bull,  etc,  were  worshipped  at  times.  The  plagues 
of  Egypt  were  specially  directed  against  these 
wretched  deities  (Nu  33  4;  Ex  12  12).  Jeh  took 
vengeance  on  all  the  gods  of  Egypt.  These  ter- 
rible events  showed  that  "Jeh  is  greater  than  all 
gods"  (18  11).  He  redeemed  His  people  from  the 
nations  and  its  gods  (2  S  7  23).  Jeremiah  pre- 
dicted the  time  when  Jeh  should  destroy  the  gods 
of  Egyjt  (Jer  43  12  f;  46  25). 

(4)  Of  the  gods  of  the  Amorites  (Jgs  6  10)  no 
names  are  given,  but  the^  probably  were  the  same 
as  the  gods  of  the  Canaanites. 

(5)  Tlie  gods  of  the  Canaanites  were  Nature-gods, 
and  their  worship  was  that  of  the  productive  and 
chiefly  reproductive  powers  of  Nature.  Their  service 
was  perhaps  the  most  immoral  and  degrading  of  all. 
The  high  places  and  altars  of  the  different  Baals, 
AshtorethSj  etc,  were  numerous  throughout  Canaan. 
These  deities  were  always  represented  by  images 
and  Moses  makes  frequent  reference  to  them 
with  warnings  against  this  seductive  worship  (Dt 
7  25;  12  3.30.31;  18  7;  20  18;  29  18;  82  16, 
etc).  See  also  Idolatry;  Baal;  Ashtoreth; 
AsHERAH,  etc. 

(6)  Gods  of  the  Philis:  The  champion  Goliath 
cursed  David  by  his  gods  (1  S  17  43).  Perhaps 
it  would  be  better  rendered  "god."  SauFs  and  his. 
son's  armor  was  put  into  the  house  of  their  gods 
(1  Ch  10  10).    See  also  Dagon;  Baalzebub. 

(7)  The  two  golden  calves  erected  by  Jeroboam 
at  Dan  and  Bethel  to  keep  the  people  from  going  to 
Jems  to  worship  are  called  gods  (1  K  12  28;  2  Ch 
18  8  f).    See  (jalf.  Gtolden. 

(8)  The  gods  of  Damascus:  Ben-hadad  was  accus- 
tomed to  worship  in  the  house  of  the  god  Rimmbn 
(2  K  6  18).  No  other  names  are  mentioned, 
but  from  2  Ch  28  23  it  is  clear  that  there  were 
many  gods  in  Syria.    See  Rimmon. 

(9;  Solomon's  many  wives  worshipped  their  own 
flKxls,  and  he  provided  the  means  for  their  worship. 
Chief  among  these  were  Chemosh  of  Moab  aad 
Molech  of  Ammon  (1  K  11  2.4.8).    See  Chemosh; 

MOLECH. 

(10)  The  mixed  peoples  transplanted  into  Samaria 
by  Sargon  had  their  various  gods  and  mingled  their 
service  with  that  of  Jeh,  after  being  taught  by  a 

griest  of  Jeh.  The  names  of  some  of  these  gods  were 
uccoth-benoth,  Nergal,  Ashima.  Nibhaz,  Tartak, 
Adrammelech  (2  K  17  29.30.31.33).  See  separate 
articles. 

(11)  Of  the  ^ods  of  Seir,  which  were  brought  to 
Jerus  by  Amaziah,  the  names  are  not  sdven  (2  Ch 
25  14). 

(12)  The  gods  of  the  nations  conquered  by  Sen- 
nacherib and  his  fathers,  viz.  Hamoth,  Arpad, 
Sepharvaim,  Hena,  Iwah  (2  K  18  33-35;  19  13). 
Also  those  conquered  by  Sennacherib's  fathers, 
Gozan,  Haran,  Rezeph,  Eden  or  Telassar  (2  K  19 
12;   Isa  86  18.19.20;   2  Ch  82  13  f). 

g3)  Gods  of  Moab  are  mentioned  in  Ruth  1  15; 
11  1.7.     Possibly  Ruth  1  15  should  be  tx^ 
"god."    See  Chemosh. 

(14)  Gods  of  Babylon:  The  graven  images  of 
her  gods  referred  to  m  Isa  21  9;  42  17;  Bel  and 
Nebo  mentioned  in  Isa  46  1;  other  gods  of  silver 
and  gold  (Ezr  1  7;  Dnl  4  8.9.18;  6  4.11.14.23). 

(15)  Nineveh's  gods  are  merely  referred  to  in 
Nah  1  14.  Sennacherib  was  worshipping  in  the 
house  of  Nisroch  his  god  when  slain  oy  his  sons 
(2  K  19  37). 

(16)  The  coastlands  or  borders  and  peninsulas 
of  the  Aegean  Sea  had  numerous  idol  gods,  shrines 
and  devotees.  Isaiah  challenges  them  to  prove 
that  they  are  gods  (Isa  41  22  f). 

Jeh  was  ''greater  than  all  gods"  (Ex  16  11;  18 
11);   "God  of  gods,  and  Lord  of  lords"  (Dt  10  14. 


17);  "The  Mighty  One"  (Josh  22  22);  "to  be  feared 
above  aU  gods"   (1  Ch  16  25;   2  Ch  2  5;   Ps  96 

4f);  "King  above  all  gods"  (Ps  96  3; 
4,  TheSu-  97  7.9;  86  8;  186  5;  186  2;  188  1; 
periorilyof  Jer  10  11;  Zeph  2  11;  Dnl  2  18.47). 
Jehovah  to  Jeremiah  advances  so  far  toward  a 
Other  Gods  pure  and  well-defined  monotheism  that 

he  speaks  of  all  other  gods  as  "not 
gods."  They  have  no  existence  to  him  (Jer  2  11; 
6  7;  16  20).  A  similar  position  is  taken  in  Isa  41, 
48.etc. 

The  laws  of  Moses  fldve  no  uncertain   sound 
concerning  them.    The  Decalogue  begins:  "Thou 

shalt  have  no  other  gods  before  me." 
6.  Regula-  Whatever  may  be  the  exact  meaning 
tions  Re-  of  this,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  Israel 
garding  the  was  to  have  nothing  to  do  with  any 
Gods  of  the  God  but  Jeh  (Ex  20  3;  Dt  6  7). 
Nations         No  images  shall  be  made  of  them  (Ex 

20  4.23;  84  17;  Lev  19  4;  Dt  6  8f). 
No  mention  shall  be  made  of  them  (Ex  28  13; 
Josh  28  7).  They  are  not  to  be  worshipped  but 
destroyed  (Ex  28  24).  They  are  to  make  no  cove- 
nant with  the  people  or  their  gods  would  be  a  snare 
to  them  (Ex  28  32;  Dt  6  14;  7  4.25).  A  curse 
will  follow  any  defection  from  Jeh  to  them  (Dt  11 
28;  28  14ff;  12  3.30;  18  7;  20  18;  29  17). 
These  gods  are  an  abomination  to  Jeh  (Dt  12  31: 
20  18;  29  17;  82  37;  Ezk  7  20;  1  K  11  5;  2  K 
28  13).  They  are  to  be  as  foreign  gods  to  Israel 
(1  S  7  3f;  Josh  24  20.23;  Jgs  10  16;  2  Ch  14  3; 
88  15). 

The  constant  tendency  of  Israel  to  go  after  other 
gods  was  first  made  manifest  at  Sinai  (Ex  82  1.4.8. 

23.31;  84  15).  Hosea  says  (11  2), 
6.  IsraePs  "The  more  the  prophets  called  them, 
Tendency  the  more  they  went  from  them."  Eze- 
to  Go  after  kdel  declares  (16  3),  "The  Amorite  was 
Other  Gods  thy  father,  and  thy  mother  was  a  Hit- 

tite."  referring  doubtless  to  the  idola- 
trous taint  in  tne  blood  of  Israel.  The  tendency 
manifested  itself  also  at  Baal-peor  where  Israel  was 
led  into  the  licentious  rites  of  the  Moabites  (Nu  26 
2f).  Moses  saw  the  taint  in  the  blood,  foresaw 
the  danger  and  repeatedly  warned  them  (Dt  17  3; 
18  20;  29  26;  80  17;  81  18).  Perhaps  the  most 
striking  passages  in  Dt  are  chs  18,  28,  80,  where 
are  pictured  the  consequences  of  going  after  other 
gods.  Joshua  also  warns  them  (28  7),  and  the 
history  of  the  period  of  the  Judges  is  the  story  of 
their  periodical  defection  from  Jeh  and  the  punish- 
ment resulting  therefrom  (Jgs  2  12.17.19;  6  8; 
10  6  f;  1  S  8  8).  Solomon  himself  gave  an  im- 
petus in  that  durection  (1  K  11  5-8).  After  the 
disruption,  the  religion  of  the  Northern  Kingdom 
became  very  corrupt  (1  K  14  9;  2  Ch  18  8  f). 
The  golden  calves  of  Jeroboam  opened  the  door  for 
an  inrush  of  idols  and  other  gods.  Ahab's  marriage 
to  Jezebel  threatened  to  wipe  out  Jeh-worship  and 
substitute  Baal-worship,  and,  but  for  the  powerful 
ministry  of  Elijah  and  Elisha,  might  have  effected 
such  a  result.  Partly  checked  for  a  time,  the  evil 
broke  out  in  other  forms,  and  even  the  preaching 
of  Amos  and  Hosea  failed  to  turn  the  tide  of  idol- 
atry. The  result  ^was  the  destruction  of  the  king- 
dom (2  K  17  7ff;  Jer  8  6^;  1  Ch  6  25).  The 
Southern  Kingdom  fared  better.  Other  gods  were 
countenanced  by  Rehoboam,  Abiiah,  Athaliah, 
Jehoram,  Ahaz,  Amon,  Manasseh,  Jehoiakim,  etc. 
Reform  movements  were  attemoted  by  Asa,  Jehosha- 
phat,  Hezekiah  and  Josiah,  but  cud  not  wholly 
avail.  In  the  reign  of  Manasseh  the  nation  plunged 
into  the  worship  of  other  gods.  The  ministries  of 
Isaiah,  Jeremiah,  etc,  availed  not  to  stop  the  tide 
(2  Ch  84  25;  Jer  11  13;  6  19;  2  K  22  17;  Jer 
1  16;  19  4;  7  6;  18  10;^  16  11;  44  5.8).  The 
nation  was  carried  into  exile  because  of  its  going 
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after  other  gods  (2  K  22  17;  Dt  29  25  f).  The 
captivity  had  its  desired  effect.  The  Israel  that 
returned  and  perpetuated  the  nation  never  again 
lapsed  into  the  worship  of  other  gods. 

//.  in  the  Apocrypha.  — ^The  Apoc  reiterates  much 
of  the  OT  teaching:  the  defection  of  Israel  (2  Esd 
1  6);  the  gods  of  the  nations  (Jth  8  8;  8  18);  the 
gods  which  their  fathers  worshipped  (6  7f);  the 
sin  of  Israel  (Ad  Est  14  7).  The  Book  of  Wisd 
refers  to  the  "creatures  which  they  supposed  to  be 
gods"  (12  27;  13  2.3.10;  16  15).  Mention  is 
made  of  the  gods  of  Babylon  (Bar  1  22;  6  6-57 
passim;  Bel  1  27). 

ill.  in  the  NT. — ^The  expression  "gods"  occurs 
in  six  places  in  the  NT:  (1)  Jesus,  in  reply  to  the 
Pharisees,  who  questioned  His  right  to  call  Himself 
the  son  of  God,  quoted  Ps  M  6:  "I  said,  Ye  are 
gods."  He  argues  from  this  that  if  God  Himself 
called  them  gods  to  whom  the  word  of  God  came,  i.e. 
the  judges  who  acted  as  representatives  of  God  in  a 
judicial  capacity,  could  not  He  who  had  been  sancti- 
fied and  sent  into  the  world  justly  call  Himself  the 
Son  of  God?  It  was  an  argumerUum  ad  hominem 
(Jn  10  34-37).  (2)  When  Paul  and  Barnabas 
preached  the  gospel  in  Lystra  they  healed  a  certain 
man  who  had  been  a  cripple  from  birth.  The 
Lycaonians,  seeing  the  miracle,  cried  out  in  their 
own  dialect,  "The  gods  are  come  down  to  us  in  the 
likeness  of  men.  And  they  called  Barnabas,  Jupi- 
ter; and  Paul,  Mercury"  (Acts  14  11  f).  Their  as- 
cription of  deity  to  the  apostles  in  such  times  shows 
their  familiarity  with  tne  Gr  pantheon.  (3)  As 
Paul  preached  Jesus  and  the  resurrection  at  Athens 
the  people  said  he  seemed  to  be  a  setter  forth  of 
.strange  gods.  The  conception  of  only  one  God 
seemed  to  be  wholly  foreign  to  them  (Acts  17  18). 

(4)  In  1  Cor  8  5  raid  speaks  of  "gods  many,  and 
lords  many,"  but  the  context  shows  that  he  did 
not  believe  in  the  existence  of  any  god  but  one: 
"We  know  that  no  idol  is  anything  in  the  world. 

(5)  While  at  Ephesus,  Paul  was  said  to  have  "per- 
suaded and  turned  away  much  people,  saying  that 
they  are  no  gods,  that  are  made  with  hands"  (Acts 
19  26).  (6)  The  Galatians  had  been  "in  bondage 
to  them  that  by  nature  are  no  gods"  (Gal  4  8). 
Indirect  references  are  also  found  in  Acts  17  16, 
where  Paul  observed  the  city  full  of  idols.  Likewise 
in  Rom  1  22  f  .25  ff.  Paul  refers  to  the  numerous 
gods  of  the  heathen  world.  These  were  idols,  birds, 
four-footed  beasts  and  creeping  things.  The  results 
of  this  degrading  worship  are  shown  in  the  ver  fol- 
lowing.   See  also  Idolatry;  God,  Names  of. 

T  J  Sjbb  VB 
60D(S),STRAN6E,str3nj :  The  word  "strange," 
as  used  in  this  connection  in  the  OT,  refers  to  the 
fact  that  the  god  or  gods  do  not  belong  to  Israel,  but 
are  the  gods  which  are  worshipped  by  other  families 
or  nations.  In  several  cases  a  more  exact  tr  would 
give  us  the  "gods  of  the  stranger"  or  foreigner.  So 
m  Gen  86  2.4;  Josh  24  2;  Jgs  10  16;  Dt  81  16; 
82  12,  etc.  In  a  few  passages  like  Dt  82  16;  Ps 
44  20;  81  9;  Isa  48  12,  the  word  is  an  adj.,  but 
the  idea  is  the  same:  the  gods  are  those  which  are 
worshipped  by  other  peoples  and  hence  are  forbid- 
den to  Israel,  which  is  under  obhgation  to  worship 
Yahweh  alone  (cf  2  Esd  1  6). 

In  the  NT  the  phrase  occurs  only  once,  In  the  account 
of  Paul's  experiences  in  Athens  (Acts  17  18),  when  some 
of  his  auditors  said,  "He  seemeth  to  be  a  setter  forth 
of  strange  gods"  (f^va  laxik6via.,  xina  daimdnia).  Here 
the  thought  is  dearly  that  by  his  preaching  of  Jesus  he 
was  regarded  as  introducing  a  new  divinity,  that  is  one 
who  was  strange  or  foreign  to  the  Athenians  and  of  whom 
they  had  never  heard  before.  Like  the  Romans  of  this 
period  the  Athenians  were  doubtless  interested  in,  and 
more  or  less  favorable  to,  the  numerous  new  cults  which 
were  coming  to  their  attention  as  the  result  of  the 
constant  Intercourse  with  the  Orient.  See  preceding 
article. 

Walter  R.  Bettbridge 


GODSPEED,  god'sped  (xa^>  chaird):  "God- 
speed'' occurs  only  in  2  Jn  vs  10.11  AV  as  the  tr 
of  chairein.  the  infin.  of  chaird y  and  is  rendered  in  RV 
"greeting.  It  means  "rejoice,"  "be  of  good  cheer," 
"be it  well  with  thee";  chairey  chairete,  chairein^  were 
common  forms  of  greeting,  expressive  of  good-will 
and  desire  for  the  person  s  prosperity,  t^  in  the 
Gospels,  "Hail!"  "AH  HaU!^  (Mt  26  49;  27  29; 
28  9,  etc);  chairein  is  the  LXX  for  shoLdm  (Isa 
48  22;  67  21;  cf  2  Mace  1  10).  "Godspeed" 
first  appears  in  Tindale's  version;  Wyclit  had 
"heill"  Rheims,  "God  save  you." 

In  the  passage  cited  Christians  are  forbidden  thus  to 
salute  false  teachers  who  might  come  to  them.  The 
injunction  does  not  imply  any  breach  of  charity,  since 
it  would  not  be  right  to  wish  anyone  success  in  advocating 
what  was  believed  to  be  false  and  harmful.  We  should 
be  sincere  In  our  greetings:  formal  courtesy  must  yield 
to  truth,  still  courteously,  however,  and  in  the  spirit  of 
love. 

W.  L  Walker 

GOEL,  gO'el  (bsli,  gd'ely  "redeemed"):  Goel  is 
the  participle  of  the  Heb  word  g&^al  ("to  deliver," 
"to  redeem")  which  aside  from  its  common  usage 
is  frequently  employed  in  connection  with  Heb  law, 
where  it  is  the  technical  term  applied  to  a  person 
who  as  the  nearest  relative  of  anotner  is  placea  under 
certain  obligations  to  him.  (1)  If  a  Jew  because  of 
poverty  had  been  obliged  to  sell  himself  to  a  wealthy 
stranger  or  sojourner,"  it  became  the  duty  of  his 
relatives  to  redeem  him.  Cf  Lev  26  47  ff  and  the 
art.  Jubilee.  (2)  The  same  duty  fell  upon  the  near- 
est kinsman,  if  his  brother,  being  poor,  had  been 
forced  to  sell  some  of  his  property.  C^  Lev  25 
23  ff;  Ruth  i  4  ff,  and  the  art.  Jubilee.  (3)  It  also 
devolved  upon  the  nearest  relative  to  marry  the 
childless  widow  of  his  brother  (Ruth  3  13;  Tob 
8  17).  (4)  In  Nu  6  5  ff  a  law  is  stated  which  de- 
mands that  restitution  be  made  to  the  nearest  rela- 
tive, and  after  him  to  the  priest,  if  the  injured  party 
has  died  (Lev  6  1  ff ) .  (5)  The  law  of  blood-revenge 
(Blut-Rache)  made  it  the  sacred  duty  of  Uie  nearest 
relative  to  avenge  the  blood  of  his  kinsman.    He 

was  called  the  go^el  hordSm  (D*^  ^9^),  "the  avenger 
of  blood."    This  law  was  based  upon  the  command 

given  in  Gen  9  5  f :  "Whoso  sheddeth  man's  blood, 
y  man  shall  his  blood  be  shed,"  and  was  carried 
out  even  if  an  animal  had  killed  a  man ;  in  this  case, 
however,  the  payment  of  a  ransom  was  permitted 
(Ex  21  28ff).  A  clear  distinction  was  made  be- 
tween an  accidental  and  a  deliberate  murder.  In 
both  cases  the  murderer  could  find  refuge  at  the 
altar  of  the  sanctuary;  if,  however,  the  investigation 
revealed  presumptuous  manslaughter,  he  was  taken 
from  the  altar  to  be  put  to  death  (Ex  21  12  ff ; 
1  K  1  50;  2  28).  In  Nu  86  9ff  definite  regula- 
tions as  to  the  duties  of  the  Goel  are  given.  Six 
cities  were  to  be  appointed  as  "cities  of  refuge," 
three  on  each  side  of  the  Jordan.  The  congregation 
has  judgment  over  the  murderer.  There  must  be 
more  than  one  witness  to  convict  a  man.  If  he  is 
found  guilty,  he  is  delivered  to  the  Goel;  if  murder 
was  committed  by  accident  he  is  permitted  to  tive 
within  the  border  of  the  citv  of  refuge;  in  case  the 
manslayer  leaves  this  city  before  the  death  of  the 
high  priest,  the  avenger  of  blood  has  a  right  to  slay 
him.  After  the  death  of  the  high  priest  the  mur- 
derer may  return  to  his  own  city.  Kansom  cannot 
be  given  for  the  life  of  a  murderer;  no  expiation 
can  be  made  for  a  murder  but  by  the  blood  of  the 
murderer  (Dt  19  4  ff ;  Josh  20;  2  S  14  6  ff).  Ac- 
cordmg  to  the  law  the  children  of  a  murderer  could 
not  be  held  responsible  for  the  crime  of  their  father 
(Dt  24  16:  2  K  14  6),  but  see  2  S  21  1  ff.  The 
order  in  which  the  nearest  relative  was  considered 
the  Goel  is  given  in  Lev  25  48  f :  first  a  brother, 
then  an  uncle  or  an  uncle's  son.  and  after  them  any 
other  near  relative.    This  order  was  observed  in 


1273 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDLl  G^?6?SS8f 


connection  with  (1)  above,  but  probably  also  in  the 
other  cases  except  (4). 

For  the  figurative  use  of  Goel  (''redeemer")  see 
Pa  119  154;  Piov  23  11;  Job  19  25;  Isa  41  145. 
See  also  Avenqe;  Mxtrder;  Refuge,  Cities  of. 

ARTHtJR  L.   BrBSUCH 

GOG^gog  (aia,  gdgh;  To^,  GoUg): 

(1)  A  son  of  Joel,  and  descendant  of  the  tribe  of 
Reuben  (1  Ch  6  4). 

(2)  The  prince  of  Rosh,  Meshech  and  Tubal 
(Ezk  38  2  f;  39  1-16).  His  territory  was  known 
as  the  land  of  Magog,  and  he  was  the  chief  of  those 
northern  hordes  who  were  to  make  a  final  onslaught 
upon  Israel  while  enjoying  the  blessings  of  the  Mes- 
sianic a^.  He  has  been  identified  with  Gagi,  ruler 
of  Sakhi,  mentioned  by  Asshurbanipal,  but  Pro- 
fessor Sayce  thinks  the  Heb  name  corresponds 
more  closely  to  Gyges,  the  Lydian  king,  the  Gugu  of 
the  cun^orm  inscriptions.  According  to  Ezekiel's 
account  Gog's  army  included  in  its  numbers  Persia, 
Gush,  Put,  Gomer  or  the  Cimmerians,  and  Togar- 
mah,  from  the  extreme  N.  They  are  represented 
as  a  vast  mixed  horde  from  the  far-off  parts  of  the 
N.,  the  limits  of  the  horizon,  completely  armed  and 
equipped  for  war.  They  were  to  come  upon  the 
mountains  of  Israel  and  cover  the  land  like  a  cloud. 
Tlieir  purpose  is  plunder,  for  the  p|eople  of  Israel 
are  ricn  and  ^  dwell  in  towns  and  villages  without 
walls.  Wb  coming,  which  had  been  prophesied  by 
the  seers  of  Israel,  shall  be  accompamed  by  a  the- 
ophany  and  great  convulsions  in  Nature.  A  panic 
shall  seize  the  hosts  of  Gog,  rain,  hailstones,  pesti- 
lence, fire  and  brimstone  shall  consume  them. 
Their  bodies  shall  be  food  for  the  birds,  their 
weapons  shall  serve  as  firewood  for  seven  years 
and  their  bones  shall  be  buried  E.  of  the  Jordan  in 
Hamon-gog  and  thus  not  defile  the  holy  land. 
The  fulfilment  of  this  strange  prophecy  can  never 
be  hteral.  In  general  it  seems  to  refer  to  the  last 
and  desperate  attempts  of  a  dying  heathenism  to 
overturn  the  true  religion  of  Jeh,  or  make  capital 
out  of  it,  profiting  by  its  great  advantages. 

(3)  In  Rev  20  7  Satan  is  let  loose  and  goes  to 
the  four  comers  of  the  earth,  Gog  and  Magog,  to 
muster  his  hosts  for  the  final  struggle  against  Uod. 
In  Ezk  the  invasion  of  Gog  occurs  during  the  Mes- 
sianic agCj  while  in  Rev  it  occurs  just  at  the  close 
of  the  nullennium.  In  Ezk  Gog  and  Magog  are 
gathered  by  Jeh  for  their  destruction;  in  Rev  they 
are  gathered  by  Satan.  In  both  cases  the  number 
is  vast,  the  destruction  is  by  supernatural  means, 
and  is  complete  and  final.    See  Magog. 

J  J  Ree  ve 
GOnM,  goi'yim  (pi^,  gSyim):  This  word, 
rendered  in  AV  "nations."  "heathen,"  "Gentiles," 
is  commonly  tr^  simply  "nations"  in  RV.  In  Gen 
14  1  where  AV  has  "Tidal,  king  of  nations,"  RV 
retains  in  the  text  the  Heb  "Goiim"  as  a  proper 
name.  Some  identify  with  Gutium.  The  Heb 
word  is  similarly  retained  in  Josh  12  23. 

GOING,  gO'mg,  GOINGS,  gO'ingz:  Besides,  oc- 
casionally, forms  of  the  common  words  for  eo" 
(see  Go),  for  "going"  and  "goings,"  the  Heb  has 
n^JC,  'aahahur  CdshUr,  'OahUr),  "step,"  »;^*lt3, 
mdgd\  H'W^Vi,  togd^oth,  "goings  out,"  "outgoings." 
The  word  "goings"  is  sometimes  used  lit.,  as  in  Nu 
83  2,  "Moses  wrote  their  goings  out"  (Heb  mdgd'). 
"Going  up,"  ma^&lek,  is  in  many  passages  rendered 
in  RV  (as  in  Nu  34  4;  2  S  16  30  AV)^*a8cent,"  as 
e.g.  Josh  16  7:  Jgs  1  36;  Neh  18  37  (ARV  only). 
In  Ezk  44  5.  ARV  substitutes  "egress"  (way  out  or 
place  of  exit)  for  "going  forth."  "The  goings  out 
[place  of  exit;  hence,  boundary]  of  it"  (Nu  34  4.5.9. 
12  AV)  occurs  freauentlv.  The  verbal  forms  65*, 
mdbhd ,  also  mi^dl  (Dnl  o  14),  are  used  of  the  sun- 


set, "the  soing  down  of  the  sun."  Thus  Josh  8  29 
RV,  AV  "as  soon  as  the  sun  was  down." 

In  the  NT,  RV  substitutes  "going  out"  for  "gone 
out"  (sb^numi)  (Mt  26  8);  "going  up"  for  "as- 
cending" (Lk  19  28) :  "going  in"  for  ''coming  in" 
(Acte  9  28);  "going  about"  for  "wandering"  (1  Tim 
6  13);  "seeking"  for  "going  about"  (Rom  10  3). 

Metaphorically:  "Goings"  is  used  for  a  man's 
ways  or  conduct  (Ps  17  6,  RV  "steps";  40  2; 
Prov  14  15,  etc).  In  Ps  17  6  "Hold  up  my  go- 
ings in  thy  paths,  that  mv  footsteps  slip  not" 
becomes  in  RV  "My  steps  nave  held  fast  to  thy 
paths,  mv  feet  have  not  slipped";  Prov  6  21,  "He 
pondereth  all  his  soin^."  is  m  RV  "He  maketh  levd 
all  his  paths,"  m  weigneth  carefully";  conversely, 
in  Ps  37  23,  RV  has  ^in»B"  for  "steps";  in  Jas 
1  11  "goings"  for  "ways?*  In  the  important 
prophetic  passage,  Mic  6  2,  it  is  said  of  the  Ruler 
irom  Bethlehem,  "whose  goings  forth  have  been 
from  of  old,  from  everlasting,"  RV  "are  from  of  old, 
from  everlasting,"  m  "from  ancient  days."  Of 
God  it  is  said  in  Hab  8  6  "His  ways  are  everlast- 
ing," RV  "His  Koings  were  as  of  old,"  m  "His  ways 
are  everlasting.  W.  L.  Walkeb 

GOLAN,  gOOan  q^^i  9^^^),  GAULONITIS 
(TavXavint,  GaiUanilis):  Golan  was  a  city  in  the 
territory  allotted  to  Manasseh  in  Bashan,  the  most 
northerly  of  the  three  cities  of  refuge  E.  of  the  Jor- 
dan (Dt  4  43:  Josh  20  8);  assigned  with  its 
"suburbs"  to  the  Gershonite  Levites  (Josh  21  27; 
1  Ch  6  71).  It  must  have  been  a  great  and  impor- 
tant city  in  its  day;  but  the  site  cannot  now  be  de- 
termined with  any  certainty.  It  was  known  to 
Jos  {Antf  XIII,  zv,  3).  Near  Golan  Alexander 
was  ambushed  by  Obodas,  king  of  the  Arabians: 
and  his  army,  crowded  together  in  a  narrow  and 
deep  valley,  was  broken  inpieces  by  the  multitude 
of  camels  (BJ^  I,  iv,  4)..  This  incident  is  located  at 
Gadara  ia  Antf  XlII,  xiii,  5.  Liater,  Golan  was 
destroyed  by  Alexander.  It  had  already  given  its 
name  to  a  large  district,  Gaulonitis  (B/|  III,  iii,  1. 
5:  rV,  i,  1).  It  formed  the  eastern  boundary  of 
Galilee.  It  was  part  of  the  tetrarchy  of  Philip  (Ant, 
XVII,  viii,  1;  XVIII,  iv,  6).  The  city  was  known 
to  Eusebius  as  "a  large  village,"  giving  its  name  to 
the  surrounding  country  (Onom,  s.v.  TavKibv,  Gavr 
Itin) .  This  country  must  have  corresponded  roughly 
with  the  modem  JatUdfif  in  which  the  ancient  name 
is  preserved.  The  boundaries  of  the  province  today 
are  Mt.  Hermon  on  the  N.,  Jordan  and  the  Sea  of 
Galilee  on  the  W.,  Wddy  Yarmak  on  the  S.,  and 
Nakr  ^AUdn  on  the  E.  This  plateau,  which  in  the 
N.  is  about  3,000  ft.  high,  slopes  gradually  south- 
ward to  a  height  of  about  1,000  ft.  It  is  entirely 
volcanic,  and  there  are  many  cone-like  peaks  of 
extinct  volcanoes,  esp.  toward  the  N.  It  affords 
good  pasturage,  and  has  long  been  a  favorite  summer 
grazing-ground  of  the  nomads.  Traces  of  ancient 
forests  remain,  but  for  the  most  part  today  it  is 
treeless.  To  the  E.  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee  the  soil  is 
deep  and  rich.  Splendid  crops  of  wheat  are  grown 
here,  and  olives  flourish  m  the  hollows.  The 
country  is  furrowed  by  deep  vallejrs  that  carry  the 
water  southwestward  into  the  Sea  of  Galilee.  This 
region  has  not  yet  been  subjected  to  tJiiorough  ex- 
amination^ but  many  important  ruins  have  been 
found,  which  tell  of  a  plentiful  and  prosperous  popu- 
lation in  times  long  past.  The  b^t  description  of 
these,  and  of  the  region  generally,  will  be  found  in 
Schumacher's  The  Javldnf  and  Across  the  Jordan, 
To  him  also  we  owe  the  excellent  maps  which  carry 
us  eastward  to  the  province  of  eJrffaurdn. 

Schumacher  Indines  to  the  belief  that  the  ancient 
Golan  may  be  represented  by  Sahm  el-Jaulan,  a  larRO 
village  fully  4  miles  E.  of  Nahr  'AU&n,  and  4  miles  S.E. 
of  TtiL    The  extensive  ruins  probably  date  from  early  in 
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the  Christian  era.  The  buildings  are  of  stone,  many  of 
them  of  spacious  dimensions,  wnile  the  streets  are  wide 
and  straight.  The  inhabitants  number  not  more  than 
280.  The  surrounding  soil  is  rich  and  well  watered, 
bearing  excellent  crops.  The  present  writer,  after  per- 
sonal examination,  corroborates  Dr.  Schumacher's  de- 
scription. Standing  In  the  open  country,  it  would  be 
seen  from  afar;  and  it  was  easily  accessible  from  all 
directions. 

W.  EwiNQ 
GOLD,  gold    pnt,   zOhdbh;    xp^fo^t  chrusds): 
No  metal  has  been  more  frequently  mentioned  in 
OT  writings  than  gold,  and  none  has 

1.  Terms      had  more  terms  applied  to  it.    Among 

these  terms  the  one  most  used  is 
zdh&hh.  The  Arab,  equivalent,  dhahab,  is  still  the 
common  name  for  gold  througnout  Pal|  Syria  and 
Egypt.  With  zdhdbh  frequently  occur  other  words 
which,  trd,  mean  "pure*'  (Ex  26  11),  "refined'* 
(1  Ch  28  18),  "finest"  (1  K  10  18),  "beaten" 
(1  K  10  17),  "Ophir"  (Ps  46  9). 

Other  terms  occurring  are:  Tfi »  P^**  "fine  gold"  (Job 

28  17;  Ps  19  10;  21  3;  119  127;  Prov  8  19;  Cant  6 
11.15;   Isa  13  12;  Lam  4  2);   ^nn.  fr<»ruc  (Ps  68  13; 

Prov  8  14;  8  10.19;  16  16;  Zee  9  3*);  DP^ .  kethem.Ut. 

"carved  out"  (Job  28  16.19;  81  24;  Prov  26  12;  Lara 

4  1 :  Dnl  10  5);  niDiO .  f'ohdr  (1  K  6  20;  7  60;  Job  28 

15) ;  "Ttta .  beQer  (in  AV only :  Job  22  24;  RV  "treasure"). 

Sources   definitely  mentioned    in   the   OT   are: 

Havilah  (Gen  2  11.12);  Ophir  (1  K  9  28;  10  11; 

22  48;  1  Ch  29  4;  2  Ch  8  18;  9  10; 

2.  Sources    Job  22  24;  28  16;    Ps  46  9:    Isa  13 

12):  Sheba  (1  K  10  2.10;  2  Ch  9  1.9; 
Ps  72  15;  Isa  60  6;  Ezk  27  22;  38  13);  Arabia 
(2  Ch  9  14),  We  are  not  justified  in  locating  any 
of  these  places  too  definitely.  They  probably  all 
refer  to  some  region  of  Arabia. 

The  late  origin  of  the  geological  formation  of  Pal 
and  Syria  precludes  the  possibility  of  gold  being 
found  in  any  quantities  (see  Metals)  ,  so  that  the 
large  quantities  of  gold  used  by  the  children  of 
Israel  m  constructing  their  holy  places  was  not  the 
product  of  jnines  in  the  country,  but  was  from  the 
spoil  taken  from  the  inhabitants  of  the  land  (Nu 
31  52),  or  brought  with  them  from  Egypt  (Ex  8 
22).  This  gold  was  probably  mined  in  Egypt  or 
India  (possibly  Arabia),  and  jbrought  by  the  great 
caravan  routes  through  Arabia  to  Syria,  or  by  sea 
in  the  ships  of  Tyre  (1  K  10  11.22;  Ezk  27  21. 
22).  There  is  no  doubt  about  the  Egyp  sources. 
The  old  workings  in  the  gold-bearing  veins  of  the 
E^yp  desert  and  the  ruins  of  the  buildmgs  connected 
with  the  mining  and  refining  of  the  precious  metal 
still  remain.  This  region  is  being  reopened  with 
the  prospect  of  its  becoming  a  source  of  part  of  the 
world's  supply.  It  might  be  inferred  from  the 
extensive  spoils  in  gold  taken  from  the  Midianites 
(£100,000  HDB,  s.v.)  that  their  country  (North- 
western Arabia)  produced  gold.  It  is  more  likely 
that  the  Midianites  had,  in  tum^aptured  most  of 
it  from  other  weaker  nations.  The  tradition  that 
Northwestern  Arabia  is  rich  in  gold  stiU  persists. 
Every  year  Moslem  pilgrims,  returning  from  Mecca 
by  the  Damascus  route,  bring  with  them  specimens 
of  what  is  supposed  to  be  gold  ore.  They  secure 
it  from  the  Arabs  at  the  stopping-places  along  the 
route.  Samples  analyzed  by  the  writer  have  oeen 
iron  pyrites  only.  No  gold-bearing  rock  has  yet 
appeared.  Whether  these  specimens  come  from  the 
mines  mentioned  by  Burton  (The  Land  of  Midian 
Revisited)  is  a  question. 

Gold  formed  a  part  of  every  household  treasure 
(Gen  13  2;  24  35;  Dt  8  13;  17  17:  Josh  22  8; 
Ezk  28  4).  It  was  prooably  treas- 
3*  Forms  ured  (a)  in  the  form  of  nuggets  (Job 
28  6  RVm),  (6)  in  regularly  or  irregu- 
larly shaped  slabs  or  bars  (Nu  7  14.20.84.86;  Josh 


7  21.24;  2  K  6  5),  and  (c)  in  the  form  of  dust 
(Job  28  6).  A  specimen  of  yellow  dust,  which  the 
owner  claimed  to  have  taken  from  an  ancient  jar, 
unearthed  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Hauran,  was  once 
brought  to  the  writer's  laboratory.  On  examina- 
tion it  was  found  to  contain  iron  pyrites  and  me- 
tallic gold  in  finely  divided  state.  It  was  probably 
part  of  an  ancient  household  treasure.  A  common 
practice  was  to  make  gold  into  jewelry  with  the  dual 
purpose  of  ornamentation  and  of  treasuring  it. 
This  custom  still  prevails,  esp.  among  the  Moslems, 
who  do  not  let  out  their  money  at  interest.  A  poor 
woman  will  ^ve  her  small  coins  until  she  has 
enough  to  buy  a  gold  bracelet.  This  she  will 
wear  or  put  away  against  the  day  of  need  (cf  Gen 
24  22.53).  It  was  weight  and  not  beauty  which 
was  noted  in  the  jewels  (Ex  8  22;  11  2;  12 
35).  Gold  coinage  was  unknown  in  the  early  OT 
times. 

(1)  The  use  of  gold  as  the  most  convenient  way 
of    treasuring   wealth    is   mentioned    above.     (2) 

Jewelry  took  many  forms:  armlets 
4.  Uses         (Nu  31  50),    bracelets    (Gen  24  22), 

chains    (Gen  41  42),    crescents    (Jgs 

8  26),  crowns  (2  S  12  30;  1  Ch  20  2),  earrings 
(Ex  32  2.3;  Nu  81  50;  Jgs  8  24.26),  rmgs  (Gen 
24  22;  41  42;  Jas  2  2).  (3)  Making  and  deco- 
rating objects  in  connection  with  places  of  worship: 
In  the  description  of  the  building  of  the  ark  and  the 
tabernacle  in  Ex  26  ff,  we  read  of  the  lavish  use 
of  gold  in  overlajdng  wood  and  metals,  and  in  shap- 
ing candlesticks,  dishes,  spoons,  flagons,  bowls, 
snuffers,  curtain  clasps,  hooks,  etc  (one  estimate  of 
the  value  of  gold  used  is  £90,000;  see  HDB),  In 
1  K  6ff;  1  Ch  28  f;  2  Chi  ff  are  records  of  still 
more  extensive  use  of  gold  in  building  the  temple. 
(4)  Idols  were  made  of  gold  (Ex  20  23:  32  4;  Dt 
7  25;  29  17;  1  K  12  28;  Ps  116  4;  136  15;  Isa 
30  22;  Rev  9  20).  (5)  Gold  was  used  for  lavish 
display.  Among  the  fabulous  luxuries  of  Solomon's 
court  were  his  gold  drinking-vessels  (1  K  10  21),  a 
throne  of  ivory  overlaid  with  gold  (1  K  10  18),  and 
golden  chariot  trimmings  (1  Ch  28  18).  Sacred 
treasure  saved  from  votive  offerings  or  portions 
dedicated  from  booty  were  principally  gold  (Ex  26 
36;  Nu  7  14.20.84.86;  31  50.52.54;  Josh  6  19.24; 
1  S  6  8.11.15;  2  S  8  11;  1  Ch  18  7.10.11;  22  14. 
16;  Mt  23  17).  This  treasure  was  the  spoil  most 
sought  after  by  the  enemy.  It  was  paid  to  them  as 
tribute  (1  K  16  15;  2  K  12  18;  14  14;  16  8;  18 
14-16;  23  33.35),  or  taken  as  plunder  (2  K  24  13; 
26  15). 

Gold  is  used  to  s3rmbolize  earthly  riches  (Job  3 
15;  22  24;   Isa  2  7;  Mt  10  9;  Acts  8  6:  20  33; 

Rev  18  12).  Finer  than  gola,  which, 
6.  Figur-  physically  speaking,  is  considered  non- 
ative  perishable,     typifies     incorruptibility 

(Acts  17  20;  1  Pet  1  7.18;  3  3;  Jas 
6  3).  Refining  of  gold  is  a  figure  for  great  purity 
or  a  test  of  stedfastness  (Job  23  10;  Prov  17  3: 
Isa  1  25;  Mai  3  2:  1  Pet  1  7;  Rev  3  18).  Gold 
was  the  most  valuaole  of  metals.  It  stood  for  any- 
thing of  great  value  (Prov  3  14;  8  10.19;  16  16. 
22;  26  12),  hence  was  most  worthy  for  use  in  wor- 
shipping Jeh  (Ex  26  ff ;  Rev  1  12.13.20,  etc),  and 
the  adornment  of  angels  (Rev  16  6)  or  saints  (Ps 
46  13).  The  head  was  called  golden  as  being  the 
most  precious  part  of  the  body  (Cant  6  11;  Dnl  2 
38;  cf^^the  golden  bowl/'  Eccl  12  6).  "The  golden 
city"  meant  Babylon  (isa  14  4),  as  did  also  "the 
golden  cup,"  sensuality  (Jer  61  7),  A  crown  of 
gold  was  synonymous  with  royal  honor  (Est  2  17: 
6  8;  Job  19  9;  Rev  4  4;  14  14).  Wearing  of  gold 
typified  lavish  adornment  and  worldly  luxury  (Jer 
4  30;  10  4;  1  Tim  2  9;  1  Pet  3  3;  Rev  17  4). 
Comparing  men  to  gold  suggested  their  nobility 
(Lam  4  1.2;  2  Tim  2  20).        James  A.  Patch 
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Gold 
Oolgofha 


GOLDEN,  g6ld"n,  CALF:  Probably  a  represent- 
ation of  the  sun  in  Taurus,  See  Astrology,  7; 
Calf,  Golden. 

GOLDEN,  g6ld"n,  CITY:  The  tr  "golden  city" 
(Isa  14  4)  is  an  attempt  to  render  the  received 
text  (njDTO ,  madhhebhkh)^  but  can  hardly  be  justi- 
fied. Almost  all  the  ancient  VSS  read  n^H'^^ 
{marli&)hah)y  a  word  which  connotes  unrest  and 
insolence,  fitting  the  context  well. 

GOLDEN  NUMBER,  g5ld"n  num'bCr:  Used 
in  the  regulation  of  the  ecclesiastical  calendar,  in 
the  "Metonic  cycle"  of  19  years,  which  almost  ex- 
actly reconciles  the  natural  month  and  the  solar 
year.    See  Astronomt,  I,  5. 

GOLDSMITH,  gOld'smith  (DniS ,  gdreph) :  Gold- 
smiths are  first  mentioned  in  connection  with  the 
building  of  the  tabernacle  (Ex  81  4:  86  1).  Later, 
goldsmiths'  guilds  are  mentionea  (Neh  8  8.32). 
The  art  of  refining  gold  and  shaping  it  into  objects 
was  probably  introduced  into  Pal  from  Phoenicia 
(see  Crafts").  Examples  of  gold  work  from  the 
earliest  Egyp  periods  are  so  numerous  in  the  mu- 
seums of  tne  world  that  we  do  not  have  to  draw 
on  our  imaginations  to  appreciate  the  wonderful 
skill  of  the  ancient  goldsmiths.  Probably  their 
designs  and  methods  were  those  later  used  by  the 
Jews.  The  goldsmiths'  art  was  divided  into  (1) 
the  refining  of  the  impure  gold  (Job  28  1:  Prov  17 
3:  26  4;  27  21;  Isa  1  25;  Mai  8  3);  (2)  shapmg 
ot  objects,  (a)  casting  idols  (Nu  88  52;  Hos  18  2), 
(6)  making  graven  images  (2  Ch  84  3.4;  Jer  10  14; 
Nah  1  14),  (c)  the  making  of  beaten  or  turned  work 
(Ex  26  18),  (d)  plating  or  overlaying  (Ex  26  11: 
1  K  6  20),  (e)  soldering  (Isa  41  7),  (/)  making  of 
wire  (Ex  SiB  6;  89  3).  Most  of  these  processes  are 
carried  on  in  Bible  lands  today.  In  Damascus 
there  is  a  goldsmiths'  quarter  where  the  refining, 
casting  and  beating  of  gold  are  still  carried  on, 
probably  in  much  the  same  way  as  in  Solomon's 
time.  Jews  are  found  among  the  goldsmiths.  In 
Beirut,  it  is  a  Jew  who  is  esp.  skilled  in  making 
refiners'  pots.  Daily,  one  can  see  the  gold  being 
refined,  cast  into  lumps^  beaten  on  an  anvil,  rolled 
between  rollers  into  thm  sheets,  cut  into  narrow 
strips  (wire),  and  wound  on  bobbins  ready  for  the 
weaver.  There  are  houses  in  Damascus  and  Aleppo 
still  possessing  beautiful  gold  overlaid  work  on 
wooden  walls  and  ceilings,  the  work  of  goldsmiths 
of  several  centuries  ago.  James  A.  Patch 

GOLGOTHA,  gol'gft-tha  (ToX^oea,  Gclgothd, 
from  Aram.  ^nSjb^ ,  fpdgaU&\  **a  skull") :  In  three 
references  (Mt  27  33;  Mk  16  22;  Jn  19  17)  it 
is  interpreted  to  mean  Kpavlov  tStoSj  kraniou  tdvosy 
"the  place  of  a  skull."  In  Lk  28  33  AV  it  is  called 
"Calvary,"  but  in  RV  simply  "The  skull."  From 
the  NT  we  may  gather  that  it  was  outside  the  city 
(He  18  12),  but  close  to  it  (Jn  19  20),  apparently 
near  some  public  thoroughfare  (Mt  27  39),  coming 
from  the  country  (Mk  16  21).  It  was  a  spot 
visible,  from  some  points,  from  afar  (Mk  16  40; 
Lk  28  49). 

Four  reasons  have  been  suggested  for  the  name 
Golgotha  or  "skull":  (1)  That  it  was  a  spot  where 
skulls  were  to  be  found  lying  about 
1.  The  and  probably,  therefore,  a  pubfic  place 

Name  of  execution.    This  tradition  appar- 

ently originates  with  Jerome  (346- 
420  AD),  who  refers  to  (3),  to  condemn  it,  and  says 
that  "outside  the  city  and  without  the  gate  there 
are  places  wherein  the  heads  of  condemned  criminals 
are  cut  off  and  which  have  obtained  the  name  of 
Calvary — that  is,  of  the  beheaded."    This  view 


has  been  adopted  by  several  later  writers.  Against 
it  may  be  urged  that  there  is  no  shadow  of  evidence 
that  there  was  any  special  place  for  Jewish  execu- 
tions in  the  1st  cent.,  and  tnat.  if  there  were,  the 
corpses  could  have  been  allowed  burial  (Mt  27  58; 
Jn  19  38),  in  conformity  with  Jewish  law  (Dt  21 
23)  and  with  normal  custom  (Jos.  BJy  IV,  v,  2). 
(2)  That  the  name  was  due  to  the  skull-like  shape  of 
the  hill — a  modem  popular  view.  No  early  Lat  or 
Gr  writer  suggests  such  an  idea,  and  there  is  no  evi- 
dence from  the  Gospels  that  the  Crucifixion  occuired 
on  a  raised  place  at  all.  Indeed  Epiphanius  (4th 
cent.)  expressly  says:  "There  is  nothing  to  be  seen 
on  the  place  resembling  this  name:  for  it  is  not 
situated  upon  a  height  that  it  should  be  called  [the 
place]  of  a  skull,  answering  to  the  place  of  the  head 
in  the  human  body."  It  is  true  that  the  tradition 
embodied  in  the  name  Mona  Calvary  appears  as 
early  as  the  4th  cent.,  and  is  materialized  in  the 
traditional  site  of  the  Crucifixion  in  the  church  of 
the  Holy  Sepulcher,  but  that  the  hill  was  skull-like 
in  form  is  quite  a  modem  idea.  Guthe  combines 
(2)  and  (3)  and  considers  that  a  natural  skull-like 
elevation  came  to  be  considered,  by  some  folklore 
ideas,  to  be  the  skull  of  the  first  man.  One  of  the 
strangest  ideas  is  that  of  the  late  General  Gordon, 
who  thought  that  the  resemblance  to  a  skull  lay  in 
the^  contours  of  the  ground  as  laid  down  in  the 
ordinance  survey  map  of  Jerus.  (3)  That  the  name 
is  due  to  an  ancient  pre-Christian  tradition  that  the 
skull  of  Adam  was  found  there.  The  first  mention 
of  this  is  by  Origen  (185-253  AD),  who  himself 
lived  in  Jerus  20  years.  He  writes : " I  have  received 
a  tradition  to  the  effect  that  the  body  of  Adam,  the 
first  man,  was  buried  upon  the  spot  where  Christ 
was  crucmed,"  etc.  This  tradition  was  afterward 
referred  to  by  Athanasius,  Epiphanius,  Basil  of 
Caesarea.  Chrysostom  and  other  later  writers. 
The  tomb  and  skull  of  Adam,  still  pointed  out  in 
an  excavated  chamber  below  the  traditional  Cal- 
vary, marks  the  survival  of  this  tradition  on  the 
spot.  This  is  by  far  the  most  ancient  explanation 
of  the  name  Golgotha  and,  in  spite  of  the  absurdity 
of  the  original  tradition  about  Adam,  is  probably 
the  true  one. 

(4)  The  highly  Improbable  theory  that  the  Capitolium 
of  iplia  Capitollna  (the  name  given  by  Hadrian  to  his 
new  Jerus)  stood  where  the  Church  of  the  Holy  Sepulcher 
now  is,  and  gave  rise  to  the  name  Golgotha,  is  one  which 
involves  the  idea  that  the  site  first  received  the  name 
Golgotha  in  the  2d  cent.,  and  that  all  the  references  in 
the  Gospels  were  inserted  then.  This  is  only  mentioned 
to  be  dismissed  as  incompatible  with  history  and  common 
sense. 

With  regard  to  the  position  of  the  site  of  the 
Crucifixion  (with  which  is  bound  up  the  site  of  the 

Tomb)  the  NT  gives  us  no  indication 
2.  The  Site  whatever;     indeed,    by    those    who 

abandon  tradition,  sites  have  been 
suggested  on*all  sides  of  the  city — N.,  S.,  E.,  and  W. 
Two  views  hold  the  field  today:  (1)  that  the  site 
of  the  Crucifixion,  or  at  any  rate  that  of  the  Tomb 
itself,  is  included  within  the  precincts  of  the  Church 
of  the  Holy  Sepulcher;  and  (2)  that  a  prominent, 
rounded,  grassy  hill  above  the  so-called  Grotto  of 
JeremisJi,  N.E.  of  the  Modem  Damascus  Gate, 
has  at  least  a  very  high  probability  of  being  the 
true  site.  It  is  impossible  here  to  go  into  the  whole 
question,  which  requires  minute  and  long  elabora- 
tion, but  excellent  review  of  the  whole  evidence 
may  be  consulted  in  "Golgotha  and  the  Holy 
Sepulcher,"  by  the  late  Sir  Charles  W.  Wilson,  of 
PEF.  Here  only  a  few  points  can  be  touched  upon. 
(1)  For  the  traditional  view  it  may  be  said  that  it 
seems  highly  improbable  that  so  sacred  a  spot  as 
this,  particularly  the  empty  tomb,  could  have  been 
entirely  forgotten.  Although  it  is  true  that  Jews 
and  Heb  Christians  were  driven  out  of  Jerus  after 


the  second  great  revolt  (130-33  AD),  yet  gentile 
C^ietiaAB  were  free  la  return,  and  there  was  no 
break  lon^  enough  to  account  for  a  site  like  this 
b^ng  entirely  lost.  Indeed  there  are  traditiona 
that  this  Bite  was  deliberately  defiled  by  pagan 
buildings  to  annoy  the  Chriatians.  Euaebiua,  at 
the  time  of  Constantine,  writes  as  if  it  were  well 
kaown  that  a  Tensile  of  Aphrodite  lay  over  the  tomb. 


Grotto  Of  JeremlKh — "Gordon 


He  gives  an  account  of  the  discovery  of  the  spots 
still  venerated  aa  the  Golgotha  and  the  Tomb,  and 
of  the  erection  of  churches  in  connection  with  them 
(Ltfe  of  ComUmline,  III,  25-40).  From  the  time 
of  Constantine  there  has  been  no  break  in  the  rever- 
encepaid  to  these  places.  Of  the  earlier  evidence 
Sir  C.  Wilson  admits  (loc.  cit.)  that  "the  tradition 
is  BO  precarious  and  the  evidence  ia  undoubtedly 
so  unsatisfactory  aa  to  raise  serious  doubts." 

The  topographical  difficulties  are  dealt  with  in 
the  art.  Jerubalgu.  It  is  difficult  for  the  visitor 
to  Jerus  sufficiently  to  realize  that  the  center  of 
gravity  of  the  city  noa  much  chained;  once  it  was 
on  the  Hill  Ophel,  and  the  southern  slopes,  now 
bare,  were  in  Christ's  time  crammed  with  houses ; 
in  later  times,  from  the  4th  cent.,  it  was  the  Church 
of  the  Holy  »epulcher  round  which  the  city  tended 
to  center.  There  is  no  insurmountable  difficulty  in 
believing  that  the  site  of  the  Crucffixion  may  be 
where  tradition  points  out.  As  Sir  C.  Wilson  says 
at  the  end  of  his  book,  "No  objection  urged  against 
the  sites  [i.e.  Golgotha  and  the  Tomb]  is  of  such  a 
convincing  nature  that  it  need  disturb  the  minds 
of  those  who  accept,  in  all  good  faith,  the  authen- 


(2)  The  K>-c&lled  "Skull  Hill"  or  "Green  Hill"  ap- 
pears to  have  appealed  flnt  to  Otto  Thenlus  (1S4Z). 
But  has  received  Its  greatest  support  through  the  advo- 
cacy of  the  late  Col.  Conder  aod  of  the  late  Dr.  8elah 


:inBplcuous  and  elevated 


pilgrim  aa  strikingly  suitable 


J  table  for  an  Irmtclnary  recon- 
The  very  nreennwi  of  the  hlll-~ 
n  the  Delshborhood  of  Che  city — 


been  brought  up  from  childhood  Co  think  of  the  "green 
hill  far  away."  aa  the  popular  hymn  puts  It.  When. 
however,  ire  condder  the  question  historically,  there  li 
□Dt  the  slightest  reason  to  expect  that  the  crudQilDn 
of  Jesus,  one  of  many  hundreds,  should  have  been  dra- 
matloJly  located  la  a  settlnB  so  consonant  with  the  Im- 
portance with  which  the  vorld  has  since  learned  to  regard 
the  event.  There  Is  oo  evldeace  whatever  that  the 
crudflxloQ  was  on  a  bill,  much  less  on  such  a  conspic- 
uous place-  ib)  The  supposed  resemblance  to  a  human 
skull  striken  many  people,  but  It  may  he  BCaCed  without 
hesitation  that  the  most  arresting  points  of  the  resem- 
blance, the  "eyeholes"  and  ihu  rounded  top,  are  not 
andent:  Che  former  are  due  to  artificial  excavations  going 
back  perhaps  a  couple  of  conturk's.  Probably  the  whole 
tormatlon  of  the  hill,  the  sharp  scarp  to  tlie  3,  and  the  10 
or  more  feet  of  eartb  accumulated  on  the  summit  are 
both  entirely  new  coDdttlons  since  NT  times. 
nearness  of  the  dcy  walls  and  the  gi     '  " 

make  the  site  so  appropriate  today , 

"■ —  —   '""  " It  Is  only  If  the 


,t  N.  road  which 


supposed  tradition  that  Ulls  spot  w 


I  the  Jewtah  place 


and  even  It  it  were  the  "  place  of  stoning/'  It  would  be  no 
argument  for  Its  being  "Oolkotha."  To  the  Oriental, 
with  his  great  respect  lor  traditloaal  alCes,  the  church  of 
tite  Holy  Sepulcoer.  coveriiu  at  once  u>e  Tomb,  tbe 
Calvary,  and  other  sacred  spota.  will  probab^  always 
appeal  aa  the  appropriate  spot;  to  the  western  tourist 
who  wishes  to  visuallie  In  the  environs  ot  Jems  in  ma 
appropriate  setting  the  great  world's  tragedy,  such  a 
site  as  thia  "9kull  BUI"  must  always  make  toe  greater 
appeal  to  liia  ImaslnaClon.  and  both  may  find  rellgloaa 
saUstactloD  In  their  Ideas:  but  cold  reaaoo.  reviewing  tbe 
pros  and  cons.  Is  obliged  to  say  "not  proven"  Co  tnth. 
wlch  perhapa  an  admission  of  the  stronger  case  tor  tbe 
traditbnol  spot. 

E.  W.  G.  Masixkman 
GOLIATH,    gft-ll'ath    (Tljb?,    golyOth;    ToJuil, 
Oolvilh): 

(1)  Thenant  of  Gath,  and  champion  of  tbe  Phili 
army  (1  g  17  4-23;  21  9;  M  10:  2  S  21  19; 
1  Oi  20  6  ff).  He  defied  the  armiea  of  Israel, 
challengii^  anyone  to  meet  him  in  single  combat 
while  tne  two  armies  faced  each  other  at  Ephes- 
dammim.  He  was  slain  by  the  youthful  David. 
Gohath  was  almost  certainly  not  of  Phih  blood,  but 
belonged  to  one  of  the  races  of  giants,  or  aboriginal 
tribee,  such  as  the  Anakim,  Awim,  Bephaim,  etc. 
The  Awim  had  lived  at  Philistia,  and  most  probably 
the  giant  was  of  that  race,  ^s  size  was  most  ex- 
traordinary. If  a  cubit  was  about  21  in.,  be  was 
over  II  ft.  in  hei^t;   if  about  18  in,,  he  was  over 

9  ft.  in  height.  'Ine  enormous  weight  of  his  armor 
would  seem  to  require  the  larger  cubit.  This  height 
probably  included  his  full  length  in  armor,  helmet 
and  all.  In  either  case  he  is  the  largest  man  known 
to  history.  His  sword  was  wielded  by  David  to 
slay  him  and  afterward  carried  about  in  his  wander- 
ings, so  it  could  not  have  been  excessively  heavy. 
The  story  of  his  encounter  with  David  is  graphic,  - 
and  the  boasts  of  the  two  champions  were  prafectly 
in  keemng  with  single  combats  in  the  Orient. 

(2)  The  Gohath  of  2  S  31  19  is  another  person, 
and  auite  probably  a  son  of  the  first  Goliatn.  He 
was  slain  by  Elhanan,  one  of  David's  ndghty  men. 
The  person  mentioned  in  1  Cta  20  5  is  called 
Lahmi,  but  this  is  almost  certainly  due  to  a  cor- 
ruption of  the  text.  "The  brother  of  GoUath"  is  the 
younger  Gohath  and  probably  a  son  of  the  greater 
Goliath,  who  had  four  sons,  ^ants,  one  of  them 
having  24  fingers  and  toes.    See  Elbanan;  Lahmi. 

J.  J.  Reeve 
GOMER,  gO'mEr  0V«.  0""*^):   Given  in  Gen 

10  2f;  1  Ch  1  5  f  as  a  son  of  Japheth.  Thename 
evidently  designates  the  people  called  Gin^rA  by 
the  Assyrians^  Kimmerians  by  the  Greeks.  They 
were  a  barbaric  horde  of  Aryans  who  in  the  7th  cent. 
BC  left  their  abode  in  what  is  now  Southern  Russia 
and  poured  through  the  Caucasusinto  Western  Asia, 
causing  serious  trouble  to  the  Assyrians  and  other 
nations.  One  division  moved  eastward  toward 
Media,  another  westward,  where  they  conquered 
Cappadocia  and  made  it  their  special  abode.  They 
fougot  also  in  other  parts  of  Asia  Minor,  conquering 
some  portiona.  Tbe  Armenian  name  for  Cappa- 
docia, Gomir,  has  come  from  this  people.  In  Eik 
89  6  Gomer  is  mentioned  as  one  of  the  northern 
nations.  Gbobob  Ricker  Bbrbt 

GOUER,  gO'm^r  O^.  gdmer;  r>fJp,  Gamir): 
Wife  ot  Hosea.  Hosea  married  Corner  according  to 
Divine  appointment,  and  this  was  the  beginning  of 
God'swordtohim(Hos  1  3;  3  H).  Shewastobe 
a  wife  ot  whoredom  and  they  were  to  have  children 
of  whoredom.  Thisneednot  mean  that  at  the  time 
ot  marriage  she  was  thus  depraved,  but  she  had  the 
evil  taint  in  her  blood,  had  inherited  immoral  in- 
stincts.   Tliese  soon  manifested  themselves,  and 
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the  unfaithful,  depraved  wife  of  the  prophet  went 
deeper  into  sin.  Bhe  seems  to  have  left  him  and 
become  the  slave  of  her  paramour  (8  1).  Hosea  is 
now  commanded  by  Jeh  to  buy  her  back,  paying  the 
price  of  the  ordinary  slave.  The  profmct  keeps 
ner  in  confinement  and  without  a  husband  for  some 
time.  This  experience  of  the  prophet  was  typical 
of  Israel's  unfaithfulness,  of  Israel's  exile,  and  of  God 
bringing  her  back  after  the  punishment  of  the  exile. 
See  Hosea.  J.  J.  Reeve 

GOMORRAH,  gd-mor'a  (nnfay ,  'dmarah;  LXX 
and  NT  roi&dppa,  Gomdrray  or  rdfioppa,  G&morra; 
Arab.  Gharruira,  "to  overwhelm  with  water"):  One 
of  the  Cities  op  the  Plain  (q.v.)  destroyed  by  fire 
from  heaven  in  the  time  of  Abraham  and  Lot  (Gen 
19  23-29).  It  was  located  probably  in  the  plain 
S.  of  the  Dead  Sea,  now  covered  'with  water.  See 
Arab  ah:  Cities  of  the  Plain;  Dead  Sea.  De 
Saulcy,  nowever,  with  others  who  place  the  Cities 
of  the  Plain  at  the  N.  end  of  the  Dead  Sea,  fixes 
upon  Khumran  (or  Gumran),  marked  on  the  Sur- 
vey Map  of  Pal  N.  of  Ras  Feshkehy  where  there  are 
rums  about  a  mile  from  the  Dead  Sea.  But  there 
is  nothing  to  support  this  view  except  the  faint 
resemblance  of  the  name  and  the  inconclusive  argu- 
ments placing  the  Cities  of  the  Plain  at  that  end 
of  the  sea.  George  Frederick  Wright 

GOOD,  gd6d  (?ho ,  tSbh,  ait3 ,  tvbh,  n^^ ,  ydtabh; 
d^oO^t,  agalhda.  &7a06v,  dgath&n,  KoXdt,  kalda, 
KoXdv,  kal&n):  In  Eng.  ''good"  is  used  in  various 
senses,  most  of  which  are  represented  in  the  Bible. 

(1)  In  the  OT  the  commonest  word  is  0bh,  oc- 
curring very  frequently  and  tr«*  in  a  great  variety 
of  ways.  Of  the  different  shades  of  meaning,  which 
frequently  nm  into  each  other,  the  following  may 
be  oistinguished:  (a)  Possessing  desirable  qualities, 
beneficial,  agreeable,  e.g.  "good  for  food  (Gen  2 
9) ;  ^We  w3I  do  thee  good''^(Nu  10  29) ;  'mo  wiU 
show  us  any  good?'^  (Ps  4  6);  "good  tidings  of 
good"  (Isa  62  7).  (6)  Moral  exce&nce,  piety:  "to 
know  good  and  evil"  (Gen  8  22):  "that  which  is 
right  and  good"  (Dt  6  18a;  1  S  12  23);  "good 
and  bad"  (1  K  S  9,  RV  "evil");  "Depart  from 
evil  and  do  good"  (Ps  87  27);  "a  good  man" 
(Prov  12  2);  cf  Isa  6  20;  Mic  6  8,  etc.  (c) 
Kind,  benevolent:  "The  men  were  very  good  unto 
us"  (1  S  26  15);  "Give  thanks  unto  Jeh;  for  he  is 
good"  (1  Ch  16  34);  "the  good  Jeh"  (2  Ch  80 
18);  "God  is  good  to  Israel  fPs  78  1);  "Jeh  is 
good  to  all"  (Ps  146  9).  etc.  (d)  Serviceable,  ade- 
quate, sufficient:  "saw  tne  light  that  it  was  good" 
(Gen  1  4;  so  V8  10.12.  etc);  "not  good  that  the 
man  should  be  alone  (2  18);  in  the  frequent 
phrase,  "if  it  seem  good"  (1  Ch  18  2;  Est  6  4, 
etc),  sometimes  rendered,  "if  it  please"  (Neh  2  6. 
7;  Est  1  19,  etc),  (e)  Not  snuul  or  defijcierU  (full, 
complete):  "a  good  old  age"  (Gen  16  15:  26  8): 
"a  good  dowry"  (80  20);  "good  ears,"  ^Vears,'^ 
"kine"  (41  24.26.35);  "good  understanding'^'  (1  S 
26  3);  "good  trees"— "land"  (2  K  8  19.25),  etc. 
if)  Not  blemished,  fair,  honorable:  '  'tender  and  good " 
(Gen  18  7);  "good  kids"  (27  9);  "good  report" 
(IS  2  24;  cf2  K  20  3;  Jer  24  2);  and  the  rend- 
erings "fair"  (Gen  26  7,  etc),  "beautiful"  (2  S  11 
2),  "pleasant^'  (2  K  2  19),  etc.  {g)  Pleasure- 
giving,  happy:  "glad  of  heart"  (1  K  8  66;  Est 
6  9);  sometimes  in  AV  and  RV  tr**  "merry"  (Jgs 
16  25;  1  S  26  36;  2  S  18  28;  Prov  16  15,  RV 
"cheerful"),  etc. 

Changes  that  mav  be  noted  in  RV  are  such  as. 
"good"  for  "ready"  (Isa  41  7);  "I  have  no  good 
beyond  thee"  for  "My  goodness  extendeth  not  to 
thee"  (Ps  16  2);  "goodly"  for  "good"  (46  1): 
"good"  for  "goodness^'  (107  9);  "good"  for  "well'^ 
(Zee  8  15). 


fiibh  means  something  good,  e.g.  "the  good  of  the 
land"  (Gen  46  18.20;  Dt  6  11;  Job  21  16,  RV 
"prosperity"). 

Ysfabh,  "to  do  good,"  occurs  several  times,  as, 
"I  will  surely  do  thee  good"  (Gten  82  12);   "to  do 

good"  (Lev  6  4);  "Make  your  ways  and  your 
oings  good,"  RV  "amend"  (Jer  18  11;  Zeph  1  12, 
etc). 

Numerous  other  Heb  words  are  rendered  "good" 
in  various  verbal  connections  and  otherwise,  as  "to 
bring  good  tidings"  (2  S  4  10;  Isa  40  9,  etc); 
"take  good  heed'^(Dt  2  4;  4  15;  Josh  28  11); 
"make  good"  (Ex  21  34),  etc;  "good  will"  {ragon, 
Dt  88  16;  Mai  2  13);  "what  «x)d?"  RV  "what 
advantages?"  {kishron,  Eccl  6  11);  "good  for 
nothing,^'  RV  "profitable"  (sGlef^h,  Jer  18  10),  etc. 
In  Jer  18  4,  "as  seemed  good  to  the  potter,"  the 
word  is  yOsh&r,  which  means  lit.  "right. 

(2)  In  the  NT  the  words  most  frequently  tr** 
"good"  are  agatfios  and  kalos.  The  former,  agathos, 
denotes  good  as  a  quality ^  physical  or  moral.  Thus. 
"He  maketh  his  sun  to  rise  on  the  evil  and  the  good" 
(Mt  6  45):  "good  gifts"  (7  11);  "Good  Master 
[RV  "Teacher^  ....  Whv  callest  thou  me  good? 
none  is  good  save  one"  (Nik  10  17  f ;  Lk  18  18  f ; 
cf  Mt  19  16  f);  "they  that  have  done  good"  (Jn  6 
29).  Sometimes  it  is  equivalent  to  "kind"  (thus  Tit 
2  5  RV);  to  agaihon  is  "that  which  is  good"  (Lk  6 
45:  Rom  7  13;  1  Thess  6  15;  1  Pet  8  13),  etc; 
"that  which  is  honest,"  RV  "honorable"  (2  Cor  18 
7);  "meet"  (Mt  16  26;  Mk  7  27);  "worthy," 
RV  "honorable"  (Jas  2  7);  agaihon  is  "a  good 
thing,"  as  "good  things  to  them  that  ask  him" 
(Mt  7  11);  Can  any  good  thing  come  out  of 
Nazareth?^'  (Jn  1  46).  etc;  agathoerg^o  (1  Tim  6 
18),  and  agathopoiSd  (Mk  8  4;  Acta  14  17),  etc, 
"to  do  good." 

Kalos  is  properly,  "beautiful,"  "pleasing,"  "use- 
ful," "noble,"  "worthy"  in  a  moral  sense,  e.g.  "that 
they  may  see  yoiur  good  works"  (Mt  6  16) ;  "She 
hath  wrought  a  good  work  on  me"  (Mt  26  10;  Mk 
14  6);  "the  Kood  shepherd"  (Jn  10  11.14);  "Many 
good  works  nave  I  showed  you"  (10  32);  "good 
and  acceptable  before  God"  (1  Tim  6  4;  RV 
omits    "good");    "the   good  fight"   (2  Tim  4  7): 

§"  Dod  works"  (Tit  2  7):  "the  good  word  of  God'* 
e  6  5).  But  it  is  often  practically  equivalent 
to  agathos,  e.g.  "good  fruit'*  (Mt  8  10);  "good 
ground"  (18  23);  "good  seed"  (18  24);  but  the 
idea  of  useful  may  underlie  such  expressions;  to 
kcdon  is  properly  "that  which  is  beautiful."  It 
occurs  in  Rom  7  18.21;  1  Thess  6  21,  "Hold  fast 
that  which  is  good."  In  Rom  7  it  seems  to  be  used 
interchangeably  with  to  a(7a^/ion.  In  Rom  6  7,  "the 
good  man"  {Ko  agathos)  is  distinguished  from  "a 
ri^teous  man"  (dikaios) :  "For  the  good  man  some 
one  would  even  dare  to  die"  (cf  Rom  7  16;  He  6  14: 
Jas  4  17);  kalds,  "well,"  "pleasantly,"  is  tr^ 
"good"  (Lk  6  27;  Jas  2  3);  kahdiddshalos  (Tit  2 
3),  "teachers  of  good  things,"  RV  "of  that  which  is 
good." 

"Good"  occurs  in  the  rendering  of  many  other  Gr 
words  and  phrases,  as  eudoHa,  "good  pleasure" 
(Eph  1  9);  "good  will"  (Lk  2  14;  Phil  1  15): 
sumphiro,  "to  bear  together,"  "not  good  to  marry 
(Mt  19  10),  RV  "expedient";  phildgathos,  "a lover 
of  good"  (Tit  1  8):  chrestologia,  *'good  words"  (Rom 
16  18,  RV  "smooth  speech,    etc). 

The  following  changes  in  RV  may  be  noted.  In 
Lk  2  14  for  "men  of  good  will"  (eudokia)  RV  reads 
"in  whom  he  is  well  pleased,"  m  "good  pleasure 
among  men,  Gr  men  of  good  pleasiire.  The  mean- 
ing is  "men  to  whom  Gk>d  is  drawing  nigh  in  good- 
wiu  or  acceptance";  cf  Lk  4  19,  "the  acceptable 
year  of  the  Lord" ;  4  43,  "Preach  the  good  tidings  of 
the  kingdom  of  God."  In  Mt  11  5;  Lk  4  43;  7 
22;  1  Pet  1  25  and  (ARV)  Rev  14  6  "the  gospel" 
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__    ..    _     ^_...      J.UBH.      In   Mtl8  8t: 

Mk  9  43.45.47;  Lk  S  39,  "good"  is  substituted 
for  "better";  on  the  last  passage  in  notes  "Many 
authorities  read  'better'";  in  1  Cor  9  15,  "good 
....  rather"  for  "better  ;  "good"  is  substituted 
in  Lk  1  19;  8  1  and  Acts  13  32  for  "glad";  in 
Acts  e  3  tor  "honest";  in  He  IB  9  for  "a  good 
thing."  In2  Theas  1  11,  "all  the  good  pleasure  of 
Us  goodness"  becomes  "every  desire  of  goodness" 
(m'^Gr  good  pleasureof  goodness");  inl  Tim  3  2, 
"good"  (Jaismioi)  becomea  "orderly."  There  are 
many  other  instances  of  like  chaoges.  See  Good- 
NBBs;  Good,  Cbief.  W,  L.  Walkeb 

GOOD,  CHIEF:  What  this  consisted  in  waa 
greatly  discussed  in  ancient  philosophy.  Varro 
enumerated  2S8  answers  to  the  question.  By  Plato 
"the  good"  was  identified  with  God. 

In  toe  OT  while  the  "good"  of  the  nation  consisted 
in  earthly  well-being  or  prosperity  (Dt  38  etc), 
that  of  the  individual  was  to  be  found  only  in  God 
Himself  (Pa  16  2  RV,  "I  have  no  goocl  beyond 
thee";  43  1-5;  i3  5;  73  25-28;  Jer  31  33  f ; 
Hab  3  17-19).  This  implied  godly  conduct  (Mic 
6  8,  etc),  and  led  to  the  experience  described  as 
"blessedness"  (Ps  L  etc:  Jer  17  7,  etc).  It  is 
the  "Wisdom"  extolled  in  Prov  1  20;  8  It  (ct 
Ecclus  1  If;  Bit),  elsewhere  described  as  "the 
fear  of  Jeh.  That  God  alone  can  be  the  true 
"good"  of  man  is  implied  in  the  fact  that  man  was 
created  in  the  image  of  God  (Gen  1  27). 

In  the  NT  the  true  "good  is  placed  by  Jesus  in 
"the  kingdom  of  God'^(Mt  6  33;  18  44f,  etc). 
This  means  nothing  earthly  merely  (Mt  6  19), 
but  heavenly  and  eternal.  It  implies  the  OT  con- 
ception that  God  is  the  true  "good":  for  to  seek 
the  Kingdom  supremely  means  whole-hearted  devo- 
'  )  God  as  our  heavenly  Father  and  to  His 


t  be  sought  after  and  n 
'it  attitude  toward  G 

_, g  the  Love  that  God  is,  and  acting 

it  out  in  kindness  and  rigbteouflneaa,  in  resemblance 
to  our  God  and  Father  (Mt  S  43-18;  here  Gen  X 
27  is  implied). 

In  some  of  the  epistles  Christ  is  represented  as 
the  true  "good"  (Phil  3  8f;  Col  3  1-4.11).  This 
is  because  m  Him  God  was  manifested  in  His  Truth 
and  Grace^  in  Him  "the  Kingdom"  was  present: 
through  His  cross  the  world  is  so  reconciled  to  God 
that  men  can  find  acceptance  and  rest  in  Him  as 
their  "good";  Christ  Himself  in  the  Spirit  is  our  Life; 
in  Him  we  have  "God  witt  us."  Having  God  as 
our  "good,"  nothing  but  good,  m  the  truest  and 
highest  sense,  can  come  to  us.  Even  the  most  seem- 
ingly adverse  things  are  turned  into  good  "to  them 
that  love  God"  (Rom  S  28). 

Our  true  "good"  is  found  tius  in  God  even  in  this 
present  life;  but  its  fulness  can  be  realized  only  in 
the  eternal  life  beyond.  Placing  our  "good"  in  God 
leads  to  such  life  in  devotion  to  the  "good"  that  God 
is,  as  tends  to  bring  all  that  is  best  to  this  present 
world.  It  is  men's  failure  to  do  this  that  is  the  source 
of  our  misery  (Jer  2  13,  etc).  The  ultimate  ideal  is 
that  God  shall  be  "all  in  aU"  (1  Cor  16  28). 

W.  L.  Walker 

GOODLIHESS,  gd6d'li'nes:  This  word  is  found 
in  Isa  «>  6  as  the  tr  of  HJO ,  (lejedA,  commonly  tr^ 
"mercy,"  "kindness,"  etc:  "All  flesh  is  grass,  and 
all  the  goodliness  [beauty,  charm,  comeliness]  there- 
of is  as  the  flower  of  the  field."  The  rendering  is 
retained  by  ERV  and  ARV  as  appropriate  in  this 
place;  hefedh  is  frequently  tr*'  "goodness."  In  Isa 
40  6  LXX  has  d6xa,  "glory"  (so  also  1  Pet  1  24), 
which  also  fitly  expresses  the  idea  of  the  passage. 


tr^  "goodly,"  the  most  of  them  occurring  only  oi 
fobh  (the  common  word  for  "good")  is  several  ti: 
tr^  "goodly,"  chiefly  in  thesense  of  form  or  appear' 
anrx.  en.  ''»  imndlv  chilrf"  fP.T  o  o-     ■■  ■     ■ 


tr^  in  Gen  89  6,  RV  "comely,"  and  mar'eh  it 
28  21.  Other words.BUch as 'oofiirimply excellence, 
honor,  etc,  e.g.  Eik  IT  23,  "bear  frmt,  and  be  a 
goodly  cedar'  ,  hodh,  "his  goodly  hoise"  (Zeo  10 
3);  others  imply  beauty,  ornament,  such  as  p*'Br, 
"goodly  bonnets,"  RV  "headtires*'  (Ex  89  28): 
ihaphar  ("bright,"  "fair"),  "a  goodly  heritage' 
(Ps  16  6);  once '£l  ("God  of  might")  is  employed, 
RV  "cedare  of  God,"  m  "goodly  cedars"  (Ps  80 
10);  r^dnim  ("joyous  soundings  or  shoutings")  is 
tr"  in  Job  39  13,  "goodly  wings,"  jnobably  from 
the  toumt  made  in  flying  or  fiapprng;  ERV  has 
"The  wing  of  the  oetnch  reiolceli  "  ARV  (wings) 
"wave  proudly."  For  "goodly  castles"  (Nu  81  10) 
RV  has  "encampments'  ;  "goodly  vessels"  (2  Ch 
8S  27)  for  "pleasant  jewels'  ;  "goodly"  is  substi- 
tuted for  "good"  (Pb  4S  1;  Cant  1  3);  "goodly 
things"  for  '^'all  the  goods"  (Gen  34  10);  "goodly 
frame,"  ARV  for  "comely  proportion"  (Job  41  12). 

In  the  NT  kalo»  ("beautiful")  is  tr*"  "goodly"  in 
Mt  18  45,  "goodly  pearls"  and  Lk  31  6  "goodly 
stones";  lamprot  (''bright")  in  Jas  3  2,  "goodly 
apparel,"  RV  "fine  clothing,"  and  Rev  18  14, 
"dainty  and  goodly,"  RV  "damty  and  sumptuous.' 
In  He  11  23,  RV  substitutes  "goodly"  for  "proper" 

"Goodly"  occurs  in  Apoc,  1  Esd  4  18;  Jth  8  7 
(hdralos);  2  Maco  9  16,  "goodly  gifU,"  kdUUloa, 
RV  "goodliest."  W.  L.  Walker 

GOODLY  TREES  (Ti:!  fV'ilf.p^  '?c  hadhdr, 
"the  fruit  [AV  "boughs"]  of  goodly  [=beautiful  or 
noble]  trees") :  One  of  the  four  species  of  plants  used 
in  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles  (Lev  S3  40).  In  the 
Talm  (pukkah  Ma)  this  is  explained  to  be  the  citron 


(CtfrM  medica)  known  in  Heb  as  'eikrogh.  This 
tradition  is  ancient,  at  least  as  old  as  the  Macca- 
bees. Jos  (.Ant,  XIII,  xiii,  5)  records  that  Alexander 
Jannaeus,  while  serving  at  the  altar  during  this 
feast,  was  pelted  by  the  infuriated  Jews  with  citrons. 
This  fruit  also  figures  on  coins  of  this  period.    It  is 
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probable  that  the  citron  tree  (Malum  Persica)  was 
imported  from  Babylon  by  Jews  returning  from  the 
captivity.  A  citron  is  now  carried  in  the  syna- 
gogue by  every  orthodox  Jew  in  one  hand,  and  the 
TuSlbh  (of  myrtle,  willow,  and  palm  brancn)  in  the 
other,  on  each  day  of  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles. 

Ori^ally  the  goodly  trees"  had  a  much  more 
generic  sense,  and  the  term  is  so  interpreted  by  the 
LXXandVulg.    See  Feasts  and  Fasts;  Booth. 

E..W.  G.  Masterman 

GOODMAN,  gd6d'man  {tnUi,  'Uh;  oUo8€<nr4n|f, 
oikodespdtSs) :  The  word  occurs  once  in  the  OT  and 
is  a  tr  of  the  ordinary  word  for  "man,"  ^Ish  (Prov  7 
19).  "The  goodman  is  not  at  home,"  so  AV  and 
RV,  but  ARV,  more  correctly,  "The  man  is  not  at 
home";  i.e.  the  husband  is  not  at  home;  the  Geneva 
aild  Douay  V^  have  "My  husband  is  not  at  home" : 
so  Wy  diffe ;  while  the  Vulg  has  *  'There  is  not  a  man  in 
her  house."  In  the  NT  "goodman"  is  a  tr  of  oiko- 
desvotia.  This  word  occurs  12  t  in  the  Synoptists, 
ana  nowhere  else.  AV  and  RV  have  3  translations 
of  the  word,  ARV  2.  In  4  places  AV  has  "good- 
man"  while  ARV  has  "householder"  or  "master  of 
the  house"  (Mt  20  11;  24  43;  Lk  12  39;  22  11). 
In  all  the  other  places  it  is  tr^  "householder"  or 
"master  of  the  house."  RV  retains  "goodman" 
in  Mk  14  14  and  Lk  22  11.  The  word  lit.  means 
"master  of  the  house,"  or  "husband."  The  adj. 
is  a  mark  of  respect,  and  is  used  somewhat  as  our 
word  "Mr.,"  an  appellative  of  respect  or  civility. 
Relationship  by  marriage  was  distinguished  by  tms 
epithet,  as  "good-father,"  "good-sister,"  both  in 
England  and  Scotland.  Later  the  adj.  lost  its  dis- 
tinguishing force  and  was  swallowed  up  in  the  word. 
J.  J.  Rbevb 

GOODNESS,  gd6d'ne8:  This  word  in  the  OT  is 
the  tr  of  t&bk  (Ex  18  9;  Ps  16  2,  RV  "good";  28 
6),  etc;  of  fUbh  (Ex  88  19;  Ps  81  19:  Jer  81  14; 
Hoe  8  5).  etc;  of  fie^edh  (Ex  84  6), '^abundant  in 
p.,"  ERV  "plenteous  m  mercy,"  ARV  "abundant 
m  loving  kindness";  "The  g.  of  God  endureth 
continuaUy,"  RV  "mercy,"  ARV  ^loving  kindness" 
(Pa  62  1),  etc. 

In  the  NT  it  is  the  tr  of  chriOAtia  ("usefuhiess," 
benignity) ;  "the  riches  of  his  g."  (Rom  2  4;  11  22, 
thrice);  of  chrestds  ("useful,"  "benign,"  "kind,"  as 
in  Lk  6  35) ;  "The  g.  of  God  leadeth  thee  to  repent- 
ance" (Rom  2  4);  of  agcUhostlne  (found  only  in  the 
NT  and  LXX  and  writings  based  thereon),  "full 
of  g."  (Rom  16  14);  "gentleness,  goodness,  faith" 
(Gal  6  22) ;  "in  all  g.  and  righteousness  ana  truth" 
(Eph  6  9) :  "all  the  good  pleasure  of  his  g.,"  RV 
"every  desu^  of  ff."  (2  Thess  1  11). 

The  thought  of  God  as  good  and  the  prominence 
dven  to  "good"  and  "goodness"  are  distinctive 
^tures  of  the  Bible.  In  the  passage  quoted  above 
from  Gal  6  22,  "goodness"  is  one  of  the  fruits  of 
the  indwelling  Spirit  of  God,  and  in  that  from  Eph 
6  9  it  is  descnb^  as  being,  along  with  righteousness 
and  truth,  "the  fruit  of  the  Ught"  which  Christians 
had  been  "made"  in  Christ.  Here,  as^  elsewhere, 
we  are  reminded  that  the  Christian  ufe  in  its  truth 
is  likeness  to  God,  the  source  and  perfection  of  all 
good.  2  Thess  1  11  regards  God  Himself  as  ex- 
pressing His  goodness  m  and  through  us.  See 
Good;  (Jood,  Chibf.  W.  L.  Walkeb 

GOODS,  gd&dz  (ti^DT,  fkhHah,  ait3,  {«6A;  tA 
^w^LpxQvrOf  id  hupdrchorUa):  In  the  OT  r^khUsh 
("substance")  is  most  frequently  tr^  "goods,"  as 
in  Gen  14  11.12.16.21,  etc;  tvbh  is  also  3t  so  tr^^in 
AV  (Gen  24  10,  RV  "goodly  things,"  m  "all  the 

foods";  Neh  9  26,  RV  "good  things";  Job  20  21, 
IV  "prosperity").  Other  words  are  *an  (Job  20 
10,  RV  "wealth");  hayU  ("force,"  Nu  81  9:  Zeph 
1  13,  RV  "wealth'^);  \dbh  (Dt  28  11,  RV  "for 
good";   Eccl  6  11);     mHa'kh&h    ("work,"  Ex   22 


8.11);  nikhfin  (Aram,  "riches,"  Ear  6  8;  7  26); 
biny&n.  "getting"  (Ezk  88  12  f).  We  have  ta 
huparckorUa  (Ut.  "the  thinm  existing")  in  Mt  24 
47,  "ruler  over  all  his  goods,^  RV  "all  that  he  hath," 
etc.  Agathds  is  tr^'  "goods"  in  Lk  12  18  f ;  akedos 
("instrument")  in  Mt  12  29:  Mk  8  27;  id  ad 
("the  things  belon^g  to  thee")  in  Lk  6  30:  outia 
("substance")  in  Lk  16  12,  RV  "substance'';  hUp- 
arxia  ("existence,"  "substance")  in  Acts  2  45; 
plauUd  ("to  be  rich")  m  Rev  8  17,  RV  "have 
gotten  riches."  In  RV  "goods"  stands  instead  of 
^'carriage"  (Jgs  18  21),  of  "stuff"  (Lk  17  31),  of 
"good"  (1  Jn  8  17).  "Goods"  was  used  in  the 
sense  of  "possessions"  generally;  frequently  in  this 
sense  in  Apoc  (1  Esd  6  32);  ta  hupcarchonta  (Tob 
1  20):  Ecclus  6  1,  "Set  not  thy  heart  upon  thy 
goods"  (chrhna),  etc.  W.  L.  Walkeb 

GOPHER  WOOD,  gS'fSr  wd6d  (n^h  *^5;j,  'dee 
ghdvher):  The  wood  from  which  Noah's  ark  was 
made  (Gen  6  14).  Gopher  is  a  word  unknown 
elsewhere  in  Heb  or  allied  languages.  Lagarde  con- 
sidered that  it  was  connected  with  r)*^^| ,  gophrtth, 
meaning  "brimstone,"  or  "pitch,"  while  others  con- 
nect it  with  ^93*  kdpher,  also  meaning  "pitch"; 
hence,  along  both  lines,  we  reach  the  probability  of 
some  resinous  wood,  and  pine,  cedar,  and  cypress 
have  all  had  their  supporters.  A  more  probable 
explanation  is  that  which  connects  g&pher  with  the 
modem  Arab.  A^i^fa,  a  name  given  to  the  boats  made 
of  interwoven  willow  branches  and  palm  leaves  with 
a  coating  of  bitumen  outside,  used  today  on  the 
rivers  and  canals  of  Mesopotamia.  In  the  Gil- 
gameS  story  of  the  flood  it  is  specially  mentioned 
that  Noah  daubed  his  ark  both  inside  and  out  with 
a  kind  of  bitumen.    See  Deluge  of  Noah. 

E.  W.  G.  Mastebman 

GOR£,  g6r  (njj,  n5ghah)\  "Gore"  occurs  only 
three  times  in  AV,  viz.  Ex  21  28.31  hie,  "if  an  ox 
gore  a  man  or  a  woman,"  etc;  in  vs  29.32.36,  AV  has 
^*push"  (with  his  horn),  RV  "gore."  The  same  vb. 
in  Piel  and  Hithpael  is  elsewhere  \x^  "push"  and 
"pushing"  (Dt  88  17,  "He  shall  push  the  peoples," 
RVm  "gore^';  1  K  22  11;  Pa  44  6:  Ezk  84  21: 
Dnl  8  4;  11  40,  RV  "contend,"  m  "Heb  push  at,'^ 
as  an  ox  pushes  with  his  horns  so  should  the  king 
fight — a  fitting  description  of  warfare). 


GORGEOUS,  g6r'jus,  GORGEOUSLY,  g6r'- 
jus-li  (bib^Q ,  mikhl6L;  Xafiirp6t,  lamprde) :  Mikhldl 
occurs  twice  in  the  OT,  tr<*  in  AV  and  RV  "most 
gorgeously"  (Ezk  28  12) ;  in  Ezk  88  4,  AV  trans- 
lates "iJl  sorts"  (of  armor),  RV  "clothed  m  full 
armor."  Lamproe  ("shining,"  "bright"),  is  only 
once  tr<>  "gorgeous"  (Lk  28  11):  ^'Herod  .... 
arrayed  him  in  a  gorgeous  robe,"  RV  "gorgeous 
apparel."  We  have  also  in  Lk  7  25,  "They  that 
are  gorgeously  apparelled  ^ndoxoe,  "splendid," 
"glonous"]  ....  are  in  kings  courts."  They  were 
scarcely  to  be  looked  for  among  the  prophets,  or  in 
the  new  community  of  Jesus.         W.  L.  Walker 

GORGET,  g6r'jet:  Appears  only  once  in  AV  (1  S 
17  6),  being  j^aced  in  the  margin  as  an  alternative 
to  "target  [of  brass]"  in  the  description  of  the  armor 
worn  by  Goliath  of  Gath.    The  Heb  word  thus  tr** 

fj'l'T'J,  kidhdn)  really  means  a  "javelin,"  and  is 
so  rendered  in  RV  and  ARV  here  and  in  1  S  17  45 
("Thou  comest  to  me  with  a  sword,  and  with  a 
spear,  and  with  a.  javelin").  See  Armor,  I,  4,  (3). 
Gorget,  though  so  rarely  used  in  Scripture  and  now 
dispukced  in  oiur  revisea  versions,  occurs  not  infre- 
quently and  in  various  senses  in  Eng.  lit.  In  the 
meaning  of  "a  piece  of  armor  for  the  gorge  or 
throat"  which  seems  to  have  been  in  the  mind  of 
King  James's  translators,  it  is  found  in  early  Eng. 


Ooipeli,  Sjwv- 
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writers  and  down  to  recent  times.    Speneer  baa  it 
in  Faerie  Queene,  IV,  iii,  12  r 

"His  wesauid-pipe  It  throusb  hi*  gorget  cleft") 
Scott,  Marmicn,  V,  ii : 

"Their  brlgantlnea  «ad  gorgeU  Ugbt'" 
and  Preacott,  Ferdinand  andlaabeOa,  III,  47:  "The 
goi^t  gave  way  and  the  sword  entered  liis  throat." 
T.  NicoL 

GOKGIAS,  ^Ai^ji-as  (TopyUw,  Gorglas):  A  Ken- 
eral  in  the  service  of  Antiochus  Epiphanca  (1  Mace 
3  38;  2  Mace  8  9).  Lyaias,  who  had  been  left 
aa  re^nt  during  the  absence  of  Antiochua  in  Persia, 
appointed  Corpus  to  take  the  command  against 
Judaea  in  166  BC.  In  1  Mace  4  1-24  is  recorded 
a  night  attack  by  Goi^as  with  5  000  foot  and  1,000 
horse  upon  the  camp  of  Judas  Alaccabaeus  iri  the 
neighborhood  of  Enunaus,  in  wliich  Judas  was  com- 
pletely victorious.  The  victory  was  all  the  more 
Btriking  as  the  force  of  Judas  was  considerably 
smaller  in  number  and  had  "not  armor  nor  swords 
to  their  minds"  (1  Maec  4  6).  Lat«ron  (164  BC) 
he  held  a  garrison  in  Jamnia,  and  guned  a  victory 
over  the  forces  of  Joseph  and  Azariaa  who,  envying 
the  glory  of  Judos  and  Jonathan,  in  direct  disobe- 
dience to  the  orders  of  Judas,  attacked  Gorgias  and 
were  defeated. 

Jamnia  as  given  in  Jos,  Ant,  XII,  viii,  6,  is  prob- 
ably the  correct  reading  for  laumaea  in  2  Mace  12 
32.  The  doings  of  Gor^as  in  2  Mace  are  recorded 
with  some  coiuiiuon.  He  was  regarded  with  special 
hoetiUty  by  the  Jews.  In  2  Mace  13  35  he  is 
described  as  "the  accursed  man."    J.  Hutchison 

GORTTNA,  gor-H'na  (ropTii.<u,  ffortiinai)r  A 
raty  in  Crete,  next  in  importance  to  Gnossus.  It 
b  mentioned  in  1  Mace  16  23.     Sec  Crete. 

GOSHEN,  gO'shen  (]$3,  goshen;Tut4]L,  Gesim): 
The  region  where  the  Hebrews  dwelt  in  Egypt.  If 
the  LXX  reading  Uesem  be  correct, 
1.  Heaning  the  word,  which  in  its  Heb  form  has 
of  Name  no  known  meaning,  may  mean  "culti- 
vated"^omparing  the  Arab,  root 
jaihima,  "to  labor."  Egyptologistfi  have  suggested 
a  connection  with  the  £gyp  word  ^Os,  meaning 
"inundated  land"  because  Goshen  was  apparently 
the  same  rewoa,  called  by  the  Greeks  the  Arabian 
nome,"  which  had  its  capital  at  Phakousa  represent- 
ing the  Egyp  Pa-lfoa  (Brugsch,  Geog.,  I,  29S),  the 
name  of  a  town,  with  the  determinative  for  "pour- 
ing forth."  Van  der  Hardt,  indeed,  more  than  a 
century  ago  {see  Sayce,  Higher  CrUiciam.  235), 
supposed  the  two  words  to  be  connected.  Dr. 
Naville  in  1887  found  the  word  as  denoting  the 
vicinity  of  Pi-sopt  (now  Soft  el  Henneh).  6  miiea  E. 
of  Zagaiig — in  the  form  J^-t'tn.  He  concludes 
that  this  was  the  site  of  Fhakouaa,  but  the  latter  is 
usually  placed  at  TeU  el  Falpils,  about  15  miles  S. 
of  ZoAN  (g.v.),  and  this  appears  to  be  the  situation 
of  the  "City  of  Arabia"  which  St.  Silvia,  about 
385  AD,  identifies  with  Gease  or  Goshen;  for  she 
reached  it  in  her  journey  from  Heroopoiis,  through 
Goshen  to  Tathnis  or  Taphnis  (Daphnai),  and  to 
Petuaium. 

It  is  generally  agreed  that  Goshen  was  the  region 
E.  of  the  fiubaatic  branch  of  the  Nile;  and  in  Ps 
78  12.43,  it  seems  to  be  clearly  identi- 
S.  Situation  fied  with  the  "field  |or  pastoral  plain] 
of  Zoan."  which  was  probably  also  the 
"land  of  Rameses"  mentioned  (Gen  47  11)  as 
poBseased  by  Jacob's  family  (see  Raamseb;  Zoan). 
Where  first  mentioned  (Gen  4B  10).  Goshen  is  prom- 
ised b  v  Joseph  to  Jacob  aa  a  land  fit  for  flocks,  and  the 
LXXherereads,  "Gesemof  Arabia,"  probably  refer- 
ring to  the  Arabian  nome  which  took  its  name  from 


the  "desert"  which  defended  the  E.  border  of  Egypt. 
In  the  second  notice  {Gen  46  28  f),  the  boundary 
of  the  land  of  Goahen,  where  Joseph  met  his  father, 
is  called  in  the  LXX  Her06(n)'poli»,  and  also  (ver 
28)  "(he  land  of  Ramea3e(s)";  so  that  in  the  3d 
cent.  BC  Goshen  seems  to  have  been  identified  with 


1  Palm  Trees  in  Goahen. 


the  whole  region  of  the  Arabian  nome,  as  far  S.  as 
Heroopoiis  which  (see  Pithom)  lay  in  Wddy  Tu- 
meUdl.  Goshen  included  pastoral  lands  (Gen  46 
34;  47  1.4.6.27;  BO  8)  and  was  still  inhabited  by 
the  Hebrews  at  the  time  of  the  Eitodus  (Ei  8  22; 
9  26),  after  which  it  is  unnoticed  in  the  OT.  The 
name,  howeverj  applied  to  other  places  which  were 
probably  "cultivated"  lands,  including  a  region  in 
theS,  of  Pal  (Joah  10  41;  11  16),  "all  the  country 
of  Goahen  [LXX  Goedm],  even  unto  Gibeon,"  and 
acityof  Judah  (Josh  IB  51)  in  the  mountains  near 
Beersheba.  These  notices  seem  to  show  that  the 
word  is  not  of  Egyp  oripn. 

The  region  thus  very  clearly  indicated  was  not 
of  any  great  extent,  having  an  area  of  only  about 

900  sq,  miles,  including  two  very  differ- 
S.  Descrip-  cnt  districts.  The  westorn  half,  inunc- 
tion diatcly  E.  of  the  Bubastic  branch  of 

the  Nile,  stretches  from  Zoan  to  Bubas- 
tia  (at  both  of  which  cities  records  of  the  HyksoB 
ruler  Apcpi  have  been  found),  or  a  distance  of  about 
35  milee  N.  and  S.  This  re^on  is  an  irrigated  plain 
which  is  still  considered  to  include  some  of  the  beat 
land  in  Egypt.  The  description  of  the  land  of 
Rameses  (see  RAjUdSEs),  in  the  14th  cent.  BC,  shows 
its  fertility;  and  St,  Silvia  says  that  the  land  of 
Goshen  was  16  miles  from  Heroopoiis,  and  that  she 
traveled  for  two  days  in  it  "through  vineyards,  and 
balaam  plantations,  and  orchards,  and  tilled  fields, 
and  gardens."  The  region  narrows  from  about  15 
miles  near  the  seashore  to  about  10  miles  betweoi 
Zagaag  and  TeU  el  Kebtr  on  the  S.  K.  of  this, 
idy  and  gravelly  desert  hes  between  the  Nile 


lAt,  where  it  is  40  miles  across  E.  and  W.  S.  of  this 
vatley  an  equally  waterless  desert  stretches  to  Suei, 
and  from  the  Bitter  I^kes  on  the  E.  to  the  vicinity 
of  Heliopolia  (S.E.  of  Cairo)  on  the  W.  Thus  Wddy 
Tumeilat,  which  is  fertilized  by  the  Nile  watera  (see 
Pi-Hahiroth),  and  conttuns  villages  and  com  fields, 
is  the  only  natural  route  for  a  people  driving  with 
their  flocks  and  herds  by  which  the  vicinity  of  the 
Red  Sea  can  be  reached,  the  road  leading  from  the 
S.  end  of  the  "field  of  Zoan"  near  Bubastis,  and  40 
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mileB  eastward  to  the  "edge  of  the  wilderness''  (see 
Etham)  and  the  head  of  the  Bitter  Lakes.  This 
physical  conformation  is  important  in  relation  to 
the  route  of  the  Israelites  (see  Exodus)  :  and  Wddy 
Tumeildt  may  very  possibly  be  intended  to  be  in- 
cluded in  Goshen,  as  the  LXX  translators  supposed. 

C.   R.   CONDBR 

GOSHEN,  g5'shen  (^fji ,  gdshen) : 

(1)  Mentioned  as  a  country  (7'3¥  >  '^^)  ^^  ^^^  S. 
of  Judah  distinct  from  the  "hill  country/'  the  Negeb 
and  the  Shephelah  (Josh  10  41;  11  16).  Uni- 
dentified. 

(2)  A  town  in  the  S.W.  part  of  the  hill  country  of 
Judah  (Josh  16  51),  very  probably  connected  in 
some  way  with  the  district  (1). 

(3)  See  preceding  article. 

GOSPEL,  gos'pel  {rh  c^77^tov|  td  evaggUum): 
The  word  gospel"  is  derived  from  the  AS  word 
which  meant  "the  story  concerning  God."  In  the 
NT  the  Gr  word  evaggdion^  means  "good  news."  It 
]3roclaims  tidings  of  deliverance.  The  word  some- 
times stands  for  the  record  of  the  life  of  Our  Lord 
(Mk  1  1),  embracing  all  His  teachings,  as  in  Acts 
20  24.  But  the  wora  "gospel"  now  has  a  pecuhar 
use,  and  describes  primarily  the  message  which 
Christianity  announces.  "Good  news"  is  its  signifi- 
cance. It  means  a  gift  from  God.  It  is  the  procla- 
mation of  the  forgiveness  of  sins  and  sonship  with 
God  restored  throuf^  Christ.  It  means  remission 
of  sins  and  reconcihation  with  God.  The  gospel  is 
not  onlv  a  messase  of  salvation,  but  also  the  instru- 
ment through  which  the  Holy  Spirit  works  (Rom 
1  16). 

The  gospel  differs  from  the  law  in  being  known 
entirely  from  revelation.  It  is  proclaimed  in  all  its 
fulness  in  the  revelation  given  in  the  NT.  It  is  also 
found,  although  obscurely,  in  the  OT.  It  begins 
with  the  prophecy  concerning  the  'seed  of  the 
woman'  (Gen  3  15).  and  the  promise  concerning 
Abraham,  in  whom  all  the  nations  should  be  blessed 
(Gen  12  3;  16  5)  and  is  also  indicated  in  Acts  10  43 
and  in  the  argument  in  Rom  4. 

In  the  NT  the  gospel  never  means  simply  a  book, 
but  rather  the  message  which  Christ  and  His  apos- 
tles announced.  In  some  places  it  is  called  "the 
Sospel  of  God,"  as,  for  example.  Rom  1  1 ;  1  Thess 
2.9:  1  Tim  1  11.  In  others  it  is  called  "the  gos- 
rl  of  Christ"  (Mk  1  1;  Rom  1  16;  16  19;  1  Cor 
12.18;  Gal  1  7).  In  another  it  is  called  "the 
gospel  of  the  grace  of  God"  (Acts  20  24);  in  an- 
other "the  eospel  of  peace"  (Eph  6  15);  in  another 
"the  gospel  of  your  salvation"  (Eph  1  13) ;  and 
in  yet  another  "the  glorious  gospel"  (2  Cor  4  4 
AV).  The  gospel  is  Christ:  He  is  the  subject  of  it. 
the  object  of  it,  and  the  fife  of  it.  It  was  preached 
by  Him  (Mt  4  23;  11  5:  Mk  1  14;  Lk  4  18  m), 
by  the  apostles  (Acts  16  10;  Rom  1  15;  2  16; 
1  Cor  9  16)  and  by  the  evangelists  (Acts  8  25). 

We  must  note  the  clear  antithesis  between  the  law 
and  the  gospel.  The  distinction  between  the  two 
is  important  because,  as  Luther  indicates,  it 
contains  the  substance  of  all  Christian  doctrine. 
"By  the  law,"  says  he,  "nothing  else  is  meant  than 
God's  word  and  command,  directing  what. to  do  and 
what  to  leave  undone,  and  requiring  of  us  obedience 
of  works.  But  the  gospel  is  such  doctrine  of  the 
word  of  CU>d  that  neither  requires  our  works  nor 
commands  us  to  do  an^hing,  but  announces  the 
offered  grace  of  the  forgiveness  of  sin  and  eternal 
salvation.  Here  we  do  nothing,  but  only  receive 
what  is  offered  through  the  word."  The  gospel, 
then,  is  the  message  of  God,  the  teachingof  Cmis- 
tianitv,  the  redemption  in  and  by  Jesus  Qirist,  the 
only  begotten  Son  of  God.  offered  to  all  mankind. 
And  as  the  gospel  is  bound  up  in  the  life  of  Christ, 
His  biography  and  the  record  of  His  works,  and  the 


proclamation  of  what  He   has   to  offer,  are  all 

gathered  into  this  single  word,  of  which  no  better 
efinition  can  be  given  than  that  of  Melanchthon: 
"The  gospel  is  the  gratuitouspromise  of  the  remission 
of  sins  for  Christ's  sake."  To  hold  tenaciously  that 
in  this  gospd  we  have  a  supernatural  revelation  is  in 
perfect  consistencv  with  the  spirit  of  scientific  in- 
quiry. The  gospel,  as  the  whole  mess^^  and  doc- 
trine of  salvation,  and  as  chiefly  efficacious  for 
contrition,  faith,  justification,  renewal  and  sancti- 
fication,  deals  with  facts  of  revelation  and  expe- 
rience. David  H.  Baubun 

GOSPEL  ACCORDING  TO  THE  HEBREWS. 

See  Apocryphal.  Gospels. 

GOSPELS  OF  THE  CHILDHOOD,  chlld'hddd. 
See  Apocryphal  Gospels. 

GOSPELS,  SPURIOUS,  spQ'ri-us.    See  Afoo 
RYPHAL  Gospels. 

GOSPELS,  THE  SYNOPTIC,  si-nop'tik: 

I.  Intboductobt 

1.  Scope  of  Article 

2.  The  Gospels  in  Ohurch  Tradition 
II.    Thb  Stnoptic  Problbm 

1.  Nature  of  Problem 

2.  Proposed  Solutions 

1)  Oral  Gospel 

2)  Mutual  Use 
|3)  Hypothesis  of  Sources 
,4)  Other  Sources 

III.    LiTBBABT  Analysis  and  Obal  Tbadxtion 

1.  The  Problem  not  Solely  a  Literary  One 

2.  Influence  of  Oral  Instruction 

rv.    Obdbb  op  Evbnts  and  Timb  or  Happbhinos  in 
THB  Synoptic  Gospels 

1.  Range  of  Apostolic  Witness 

2.  Bearing  on  Order 

3.  Time  of  Happenings 

y.    Dating  op  thb  Synoptic  Gospbls 

1.  Return  to  Earlier  Dating 

2.  The  Material  StOl  Older 

VI.    Thb  Mbbsianic  Idea  in  Its  Bbabinqs  on  His- 
toricity OP  THE  Gospbls 

1.  The  Jewish  and  Christian  Messiah 

2.  Originality  of  the  Christian  Conception 

3.  The  Mesaanic  Hope 

YII.    The  OT  in  Its  Bbabinqs  on  the  Synoptic  Gos- 
pbls 
YIII.    The  Jesus  op  the  Gospels  as  Tbinkbb 

1.  The  Ethics  of  Jesus 

2.  Jesus  as  Thinker 

IX.    The  Pboblem  or  the  Gospels 
Litbbatube 

/.  Introductory, — ^The  present  art.  is  confined  to 
the  consideration  of  the  relations  and  general  fea- 
tures of  the  first  3  Gospels  (Mt,  Mk, 

1.  Scope  of  Lk) — ordinarily  named  "the  Synoptic 
Article  Gospels/'  because,  in  contrast  with  the 

Fourth  Gospel,  tney  present,  as  em- 
bodying a  common  tradition,  the  same  general  view 
of  the  life  and  teaching  of  Jesus  during  His  earthly 
ministry,  and  of  His  death  and  resurrection.  The 
Fourth  Gospel,  in  itself  and  in  its  relation  to  the 
Synoptics,  with  the  Johannine  literature  and  the- 
ology generally,  are  treated  in  special  articles.  See 
John,  Gospel  of:  Johannine  Theology,  etc. 

The  place  of  the  Gospels  in  church  tradition  is 

secure.    Eusebius  places  the  4  Gospels  among  the 

books  that  were  never  controverted 

2.  The  in  the  church  (HE,  III,  25).  It  is 
Gospels  in  acknowledged  that  by  the  end  of  the 
Church  2d  cent,  these  4  Gospels,  and  none  else, 
Tradition      ascribed  to  the  authors  whose  names 

they  bear,  were  in  universal  circulation 
and  undisputed  use  throughout  the  church,  stood 
at  the  head  of  church  catalogues  and  of  all  VSS, 
were  freely  used,  not  only  by  the  Fathers  of  the 
church  (Irenaeus,  Tertullian,  Clement,  Origen,  etc), 
but  by  pagans  and  heretics,  and  by  these  also  were 
ascril>ea  to  the  disciples  of  Christ  as  their  authors. 
Justin  Martyr,  in  the  middle  of  the  centiury,  freely 
quotes  from  ''Memoirs  of  the  Apostles,''  " which  are 
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called  Gospels/'  ''composed  by  the  apostles  and 
those  that  followed  them"  (1  Apol.  66-67:  Dial, 
with  Trypho,  10,  100,  103).  What  these  Ck)8pel8 
were  is  made  apparent  by  the  Diaiessaron,  or  Har- 
mony of  Four,  of  his  disciple  Tatian  (c  170),  con- 
structed from  the  4  Gospels  we  possess.  The  first 
to  mention  Mt  and  Mk  by  name  is  Papias  of  Hier- 
apolis(c  120-50; inEuseb.,^jK,III,39).  Dr.Sanday 
is  disposed  to  carry  back  the  extracts  from  Papias 
to  about  100  AD  (Fourth  Gospel^  161):  Dr.  Moffatt 
Ukewise  says,  ''These  explanations  oi  Mt  and  Mk 
must  have  been  in  circulation  by  the  end  of  the  Ist 
cent."  {Intro  to  LU.  of  NT,  187).  The  gist  of  the 
testimony  of  Papias  is:  "Mark,  having  become  the 
interpreter  of  Peter,  wrote  down  accurately,  though 
he  did  not  record  in  order,  that  which  was  either 
said  or  done  by  Christ";  "Matthew  composed  the 
Oracles  [Logia]  in  Heb  [Aram.j,  and  each  one  inter- 
preted them  as  he  was  able."  Eusebius  evidently 
took  what  he  quotes  about  Mt  and  Mk  from  Papias 
to  refer  to  our  present  Gospels,  but  a  problem  arises 
as  to  the  relation  of  the  Aram.  "Lo^"  said  to  be 
composed  bv  Matthew  to  our  canomcal  Gr  Gospel, 
which  was  the  only  Gospel  of  Mt  known  to  the  early 
Fathers.  There  is  no  ground  for  the  supposition 
that  the  Jewish-Christian  Gospel  acc.  to  the  He 
(q.v.)  was  the  original  of  the  Greek  Mt;  it  was  on 
the  other  hand  derived  from  it.  The  Gnostic  Mar- 
cion  used  a  mutilated  Lk.  Cf,  further,  below  on 
dating,  and  for  details  see  special  arts,  on  the  respec- 
tive Gospels;  also  Bible;  Canon  of  the  NT. 

U.  7%e  Synoptic  iVoMem.  ^-Arising  from  their 

peculiar  nature,  there  has  always  been  a  Synoptic 

problem,  ever  since  the  3  Gospels  ap- 

1.  Nature  peared  together  in  the  Canon  of  the 
of  Problem   NT.    No  one  could  read  these  Gospels 

consecutively  with  attention,  without 
being  aware  of  the  resemblances  and  differences  in 
their  contents.  Each  writer  sets  forth  his  own 
account  without  reference  to  the  other  two,  and, 
with  the  partial  exception  of  Luke  (1  1-4),  does  not 
tell  his  readers  anything  about  the  sources  of  his 
Gospel.  A  problem  thus  arose  as  to  the  relations 
of  the  three  to  one  another,  and  the  problem,  thouf^ 
it  approaches  a  solution,  is  not  ^et  solved.  A  his- 
tory of  the  Synoptic  problem  will  be  found  in  out- 
Une  in  many  recent  works;  the  most  elaborate  and 
best  is  in  Zahn's  InirOf  III.  In  it  Zahn  brieflv  indi- 
cates what  the  problem  was  as  it  presented,  itself 
to  the  church  in  the  earlier  centuries,  and  gives  in 
detail  the  history  of  the  discussion  from  the  time  of 
Lessin^  (1778)  to  the  present  day.  It  is  not  pos- 
sible within  the  limits  of  this  art.  to  refer  otherwise 
than  briefly  to  these  discussions,  but  it  mav  be 
remarked  that,  as  the  discussion  went  on,  large 
issues  were  raised;  every  attempt  at  solution  seem^ 
only  to  add  to  the  difficulty  of^ finding  an  adequate 
one;  and  at  length  it  was  seen  that  no  more  com- 
plex problem  was  ever  set  to  literary  criticism  than 
that  presented  bv  the  similarities  and  differences 
of  the  Synoptic  Grospels. 

Of  the  hypotheses  which  seek  to  account  for  these 
resemblances  and  differences,  the  following  are  the 

most  important.     (1)  The  hypothesis 

2.  Proposed  of   oral   tradition:    This   theory   has 
Solutions      rather  fallen  into  disfavor  among  re- 
cent critics.    Dr.  Stanton,  e.g.,  says, 

"The  relations  between  the  first  3  Gospels  cannot 
be  adequately  explained  simply  by  the  influence  of 
oral  trckdition"  {Croapels  as  Hist.  DocumentSf  II,  17; 
similarly  Moffatt,  op.  cit.  180  ff).  Briefly  stated, 
the  theory  is  this.  It  assumes  that  each  of  the 
evangelists  wrote  independently  of  the  others,  and 
derived  the  substance  of  his  writing,  not  from  writ- 
ten sources^  but  from  oral  narratives  of  sayings  and 
doings  of  Jesus,  which,  through  dint  of  repetition, 
had  assumed  a  relatively  fixed  form.    The  teaching 


of  the  apostles,  first  mven  in  Jems,  repeated  in  the 
catechetical  scnools  ([cf  Lk  1  4,  RVV,  and  intrust- 
ed to  the  trained  memories  of  the  Christian  con- 
verts, is  held  to  be  sufficient  to  account  for  the 
phenomena  of  the  3  Gospels.  The  oral  Gospel 
took  its  essential  form  in  Pal,  and  written  editions 
of  it  would  by  and  by  appear  in  more  or  less  complete 
form  (Lk  11).  The  nrst  distinguished  advocate 
of  the  oral  hypothesis  was  Gieseler  (1818).  It  was 
upheld  in  Britain  b^r  Alford  and  Westcott,  and  is 
today  advocated,  with  modifications,  by  Dr.  A. 
Wri^t  in  his  Synopsis  of  the  GospeU  in  Gr  (2d  ed, 
1908). 

(2)  The  mt^uoZ  1^6  hypothesis:  As  old  as  Augus- 
tine, this  hypothesis,  which  assumes  the  use  of  one 
of  the  Gospels  by  the  other  two,  has  been  frequently 
advocated  by  scholars  of  repute  in  the  history  of 
criticism.  There  have  been  many  variations  of  the 
theory.  Each  of  the  3  Gospels  has  been  put  first, 
each  second,  and  each  third!,  and  each  in  turn  has 
been  redded  as  the  source  of  the  others.  In  fact, 
all  possible  permutations  (6  in  nUmber)  have  been 
exhausted.  As  the  hypothesis  has  few  advocates 
at  the  present  day,  it  is  not  necessary  to  give  a 
minute  account  of  tnese  permutations  and  combina- 
tions. Two  of  them  which  may  be  regarded  as 
finally  excluded  are  (a)  those  which  put  Lk  first; 
and  (h)  those  which  put  Mk  last  (the  view  of  Augus- 
tine; in  modem  times,  of  F.  Baur  and  the  TGbingen 
school). 

(3)  The  hypothesis  of  sources:  This  is  the  theory 
which  may  be  said  to  hold  the  field  at  the  present 
time.  The  tendency  in  criticism  is  toward  the 
acceptance  of  two  main  sources  for  the  Synoptic 
Gospels,  (a)  One  source  is  a  Gospel  like,  if  not 
identical  with,  the  canonical  Gospel  of  Mk.  As 
regards  this  2d  Gospel  there  is  a  consensus  of  opinion 
that  it  is  prior  to  the  other  two,  and  the  view  that 
the  2d  and  3d  used  it  as  a  source  b  described  as  the 
one  solid  result  of  Uterary  criticism.  Eminent 
critics  of  various  schools  of  thought  are  agreed  on 
this  point  (cf  W.  C.  Allen,  St,  Matthew,  Fref.  vii; 
F.  C.  Burkitt,  Gospel  History  and  Its  Transmissionf 
37).  It  has  been  shown  that  most  of  the  contents 
of  Mk  have  been  embodied  in  the  other  two,  that 
the  order  of  events  in  Mk  has  been  largely  followed 
by  Mt  and  Lk,  and  that  the  departures  from  the 
style  of  Mk  can  be  accounted  for  oy  the  hyx)othesi8 
of^^  editorial  amendment,  (b)  The  other  source 
(now  commonly  named  Q)  is  found  first  by  an  ex- 
amination of  the  matter  not  contained  in  the  2d 
Gospel,  which  is  common  to  Mt  and  Lk.  While 
there  are  differences  as  to  the  extent  and  character 
of  the  ^  source^  there  is  something  like  general 
agreement  as  to  its  existence.  It  is  not  ag^^eed  as 
to  whether  this  source  contained  narratives  of 
events^  as  well  as  sayings,  or  whether  it  was  a  book 
of  sayings  alone  (the  former  is  thought  to  be  the 
more  probable  view),  nor  is  it  agreed  as  to  whether 
it  contained  an  account;  of  the  Passion  week  (on  the 
(fiffering  views  of  the  extent  of  Q,  see  Moffatt,  op. 
cit.,  197  ff);  but  while  disagreement  exists  as  to 
these  and  other  points,  the  tendency,  as  said,  is  to 
accept  a  ''two-source"  theory  in  some  form  as  the 
only  suf^cient  account  of  tne  phenomena  of  the 
Gospels. 

(4)  Other  sources:  To  make  the  source-theory 
probable,  some  account  must  be  taken  of  other 
sources  beyond  the  two  enumerated  above.  Both 
the  1st  and  the  3d  Gospels  contain  material  not 
borrowed  from  these  sources.  There  is  the  fore- 
history  of  Mt  1  2,  which  belongs  to  that  Gospel 
alone,  with  other  things  likewise  recorded  by  Mt 
only  (9  27-34:  12  22;  14  28-33;  17  24  ff,  etc). 
Then  not  only  nas  Lk  a  fore-history  (chs  1,  2),  but 
a  large  part  of  his  Gospel  consists  of  material  found 
nowhere  else  (e.g.  7  11-16.36-50;  10  25  ff;  parables 
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in  chs  16,  16,  18  1-14,  etc).  This  Sonderipd  of 
Mt  and  Lk  will  be  more  appropmtely  treated  in 
the  arts,  which  deal  with  these  Go^Is  respec- 
tively. Here  it  is  sufficient  to  point  out  that  the 
criticism  of  the  Synoptic  Gospels  is  not  complete 
till  it  has  found  a  probable  source  (a)  for  what  is 
common  to  them  all,  (b)  for  what  is  common  to  any 
two  of  them,  and  (c)  for  what  is  peculiar  to  each. 
The  literature  on  the  subject  is  so  voluminous  that 
only  a  few  references  can  be  given.  In  addition  to 
those  named,  the  following  works  may  suffice  to 
set  forth  the  present  condition  of  the  Synoptic 
problem:  B.  Weiss,  Intro  to  NT,  and  other  works; 
Hamack,  Luke  the  Physician^  The  Sayings  of  JesuSf 
The  Acta  of  the  ApoaUea,  Date  of  the  Acta  of  the 
Apaatlea  and  of  the  Synoptic  Gospela  (ETs);  Well- 
hausen,  Eihleiiung  in  die  drei  eraten  EvanffeUen,  and 
works  on  each  of  the  Synoptic  Gospels,  esp.  Stiuiiea 
in  the  Synoptic  Problem,  eoited  by  Dr.  Sanday. 

///•  LUerary  Anatyai»   and   Orai  TraeBHon, — 
Looked  at  merely  as  a  problem  of  Uterary  analysis, 
it   IS   scarcely   possible   to    advance 
1.  The  farther  than  has  been  done  in  the  works 

Problem  of  Hamack,  of  Sanday  and  his  co- 
Hot  Solely  adjutors,  and  of  Stanton,  referred  to 
a  Literary  above.  The  work  done  has  been  of 
One  the  most  patient  and  persevering  kind. 

No,  clue  has  been  ne^ected.  no  labor 
has  been  spared,  and  the  interrelations  ot  the  three 
Gospels  have  been  almost  exhaustively  explored. 
Yet  the  problem  remains  unsolved.  For  it  must 
not  be  forgotten  that  the  materials  of  the  Synoptic 
Gotspels  were  in  existence  before  they  assumed  a 
written  form .  Literary  analysis  is  apt  to  forget  this 
obvious  fact,  and  to  proceed  by  literary  comparison 
alone.  The  Gospel  was  confessedly  at  first  and  for 
some  years  a  spoken  Gospel,  and  this  fact  has  to  be 
taken  into  account  in  any  adequate  attempt  to 
understand  the  phenomena.  It  is  not  enough  to 
say  with  Dr.  Stanton  that  ''the  relations  of  the  first 
three  Gospels  cannot  be  adequately  explained  simply 
by  the  influence  of  oral  tradition";  for  the  ques- 
tion arises,  Can  the  relations  between  the  first  three 
Gospels  be  explained  simply  by  the  results  of  literary 
analvsis,  be  it  as  exhaustive  and  thorough  as  it 
may  r  Let  it  be  granted  that  literary  analysis  has 
accompli^ed  a  great  deal;  that  it  has  almost  com- 
pelled assent  to  the  two-source  hypothesis;  that  it 
nas  finally  made  good  the  priority  of  Mk;  that  it 
has  made  out  a  probable  source  consisting  mainly 
of  sayings  of  Jesus,  yet  many  problems  remain 
which  literary  analysis  cannot  touch,  at  least  has 
not  touched.  There  is  the  problem  of  the  order  of 
events  in  the  Gospels,  which  is  so  far  followed  by 
all  three.  How  are  we  to  account  for  that  sequencer 
Is  it  sufficient  to  say,  as  some  do,  that  Mk  set  the 
style  of  the  Gospel  narrative,  and  that  the  others 
BO  far  followed  that  stvle?  All  Gospels  must  follow 
the  method  set  by  Mk,  so  it  is  amrmed.  But  if 
that  is  the  case,  how  did  Mt  and  Lk  depart  from 
that  copy  by  writing  a  fore-history?  Why  did 
they  compile  a  genealogy?  Why  did  they  give  so 
large  a  space  to  the  sayings  of  Jesus,  and  add  so 
much  not  contained  in  the  Gospel  which,  on  the 
hypothesis,  set  the  pattern  of  what  a  Gospel  ought 
to  oe?  These  questions  cannot  be  answeied  on  the 
hypothesis  that  the  others  simply  followed  a  fashion 
set  by  Mk.  Sometimes  the  2d  Gospel  is  described 
as  if  it  were  suddenly  launched  on  the  Christian 
world :  as  if  no  one  had  ever  heard  of  the  story  con- 
tained in  it  before  Mk  wrote  it.  From  the  nature 
of  the  case,  it  is  obvious  that  the  church  had  knowl- 
edge of  many  of  the  facts  in  the  life  of  Christ,  and 
was  in  possession  of  much  of  His  teaching  before 
any  of  the  Gospels  were  written.  So  much  is  plain 
from  the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul.  How  many  facts 
about  Jesus,  and  how  much  of  His  teaching  may  be 


gathered  from  these  epistles,  we  do  not  inquire  at 
present.  But  we  do  learn  much  from  St.  Paul  about 
the  historical  Jesus. 

The  Christian  church  in  its  earlier  form  arose  out 
of  the  teaching,  example  and  infiuence  of  the  apostles 
at  Jems.  It  was  based  on  apostohc 
2.  Influence  testimony  as  to  the  life,  character, 
of  Oral  teaching,  death  and  resurrection  of 
Instruction  Jesus  Christ.  That  testimony  told 
the  church  what  Jesus  had  done,  what 
He  had  taught,  and  of  the  belief  of  the  apostles  as 
to  what  He  was,  and  what  He  continued  to  be.  We 
read  that  the  early  church  ''continued  stedfastly 
in  the  apostles'  teaching  and  fellowship"  (Acts  8 
42).  The  "teaching''  consisted  of  reminiscences 
of  the  Lord,  of  interpretations  of  the  facts  about 
Jesus  and  of  agreements  between  these  and  the  OT. 
The  first  instruction  given  to  the  church  was  oral. 
Of  this  fact  there  can  be  no  doubt.  How  Ions  oral 
teaching  continued  we  may  not  say,  but  it  is  Ukely 
that  it  continued  as  long  as  the  apostles  dwelt  to- 
gether at  Jerus.  To  them  an  app^  could  con- 
stantly be  made.  There  was  also  the  strictly 
catechetical  teadm^  given  to  the  converts,  and  this 
teaching  would  be  given  after  the  manner  to  which 
they  had  been  accustomed  in  their  earlier  education. 
It  consisted  mainly  in  committing  accurately  to 
memory,  and  in  repetition  from  memory  (see  Catb- 
chibt;  Catbchxtmen).  There  would  thus  be  a 
stricter  tradition,  as  it  was  taught  in  the  catecheti- 
cal classes,  and  a  looser  tradition  which  consisted  of 
as  much  as  the  people  could  carry  with  them  from 
the  preaching  of  the  apostles  at  the  weekly  assem- 
blies. Those,  besides,  who  were  present  at  the  day 
of  Pentecost,  and  others  present  at  the  feasts  at 
Jems,  who  had  passed  imder  (Christian  influence, 
would  carry  with  them  on  their  return  to  their  homes 
some  knowledge  of  the  life  and  death,  resurrection 
and  ascension  of  Jesus.  It  may  have  been  a  meager 
Gospel  that  these  carried  with  them  to  Antioch,  to 
Rome,  or  to  other  cities  in  which  the  diaapora  dwelt. 
But  that  they  did  carry  a  (Gospel  with  them  is  plain, 
for  from  their  testimony  arose  the  church  at  An- 
tioch, where  the  Christians  had  without  question  a 
knowledge  of  the  (jospel,  which  informed  their  faith 
and  guided  their  action. 

/v.  Order  of  Evnta  and  Tanm  ofHappmmnga  in 

ikm  SiynopHc  Goapelt. — It  is  known  from  Acts  that 

the  main  topic  of  the  preaching  of 

1.  Range  of  the  apostles  was  the  resurrection  of  the 
Apostolic  Lord.  "With  peat  power  gave  the 
Witness        apostles  their  witness  of  the  resuneo- 

tion  of  the  Lord  Jesus"  (Acts  4  33). 
It  is  evident,  however,  that  the  apostolic  witness 
would  not  be  limited  to  the  events  of  the  Passion 
week,  or  to  the  fact  of  the  resurrection.  There 
would  arise  a  thirst  for  information  r^arding  the 
life  of  Jesus,  what  He  had  done,  what  He  had  said, 
what  manner  of  life  He  had  lived,  and  what  teach- 
ing He  had  given.  Accounts  of  Him  and  of  His 
work  would  be  given  by  the  apostles,  and  once  these 
accounts  were  given,  th^  would  continue  to  be 

given  in  the  same  form.  Tell  a  story  to  a  child  and 
e  will  demand  that  it  be  always  given  in  the  form 
in  which  he  first  knew  it.  Hearers  of  a  story  are  im- 
patient of  variations  in  the  subsequent  telhng  of  it. 
Memory  is  very  tenacious  and  very  conservative. 
It  is  clear  that  the  first  lessons  of  the  apostles  were 
accounts  of  the  Passion  week,  and  of  the  resurreo- 
tion.    But  it  went  backward  to  events 

2.  Bearing  and  incidents  in  the  life  of  Jesus,  and 
on  Order      as  we  read  the  Synoptic  Gospels,  we 

soon  see  that  the  order  was  dictated  fcty 
the  events  themselves.  They  are  grouped  together 
for  no  other  reason  than  that  they  happened  so. 
Most  of  the  incidents  are  hung  on  a  geographical 
thread.    In  the  2d  Gospel,  winch  seems  to  preserve 
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most  faithfully  the  traditional  order,  this  is  obvious 
to  every  attentive  reader;  but  in  all  the  3  Gospels 
many  of  the  narratives  go  in  well-established  cycles. 
To  take  only  one  illustration,  where  many  might 
be  instanced,  the  healing  of  the  woman  with  the 
issue  of  blood  is  represented  as  occurring  in  the 
course  of  the  walk  to  the  house  ofJairus  (Mk  6 
21  ff).  The  only  explanation  is  that  this  was  the 
actual  mode  of  its  happening.  Events  happened, 
incidents  arose^  in  the  course  of  the  joiuneys  of 
Jesus  and  His  disciples,  words  were  also  spoken,  and 
in  the  memories  of  the  disciples,  when  the  joiuney 
was  recalled,  there  arose  also  what  had  happened 
in  the  course  of  the  journey.  In  fact,  as  we  follow 
the  journey  throu^  Galilee,  to  the  coasts  of  Tyre 
and  Sidon,  through  Samaria,  down  the  valley  of  the 
Jordan,  through  Jericho  to  Jerus,  we  find  that  the 

grouping  of  the  material  of  the  Grospels  is  determined 
y  tne  ^cts.  Most  of  what  is  recorded  happened 
in  the  course  of  the  joume3n3,  and  was  borne  m  the 
memories  of  the  disciples  in  the  order  of  its  happen- 
ing. The  order,  then,  is  not  arbitrary,  nor  is  it  the 
product  of  reflection;  it  is  the  outcome  of  the  facts. 
It  is  true  that  in  pursuance  of  their  several  plans,  Lk 
sometimes,  Mt  frequently,  deserts  the  order  of  Mk, 
but  it  is  noteworthy  that  they  never  do  so  together. 
As  Professor  Burldtt  says,  ''Mt  and  Lk  never  agree 
a^inst  Mk  in  transposing  a  narrative.  Lk  some- 
times deserts  the  order  of  Mk,  and  Mt  often  does 
so;  but  in  these  cases  Mk  is  always  supported  by 
the  remaining  GospeP'  (op.  cit.,  36).  In  Mt,  after 
19  1.  the  events  follow  each  other  ^uite  as  in  Mk. 
Wnen  one  studies  the  rather  kaleidoscopic  politi- 
cal geography  of  Pal  in  the  first  40  years  of  our 
era,  he  will  find  many  confirmations  of 
8.  Time  of  the  historic  situation  in  the  Synoptic 
Happenings  Gospels.  The  birth  of  Jesus  was  in 
the  time  of  Herod  the  Great,  when  the 
whole  of  Pal  was  under  one  government.  After  the 
death  of  Herod,  Pal  was  under  several  rulers. 
Archelaus  had  possession  of  Judaea  until  the  vear 
9  AD.  Galilee  was  under  Herod  Antipas  until  the 
year  37,  and  the  tetrarchy  of  Philip  had  a  distinct 
government  of  its  own.  About  tne  year  40  Pal 
was  again  under  one  government  under  Herod 
Agrippa.  Now  it  is  clear  that  the  events  of  the 
Goqpds  happened  while  Herod  Antipas  ruled  in 
Galnee  and  reraea,  and  while  Pilate  was  procurator 
in  Judaea  (see  Chbonologt  of  NT,  and  Jesus 
Christ).  Nor  is  the  significance  of  this  environ- 
ment exhausted  by  the  reference  to  the  time.  As 
Professor  Burkitt  has  shown  (op.  cit.,  in  his  chapter 
entitled  ''Jesus  in  Exile"),  in  the  itinerary  recorded 
in  Mk  6,  the  parts  avoided  are  the  dominions  of 
Herod  Antipas.  It  is  said  in  Mk  8  6.  "And  the 
Pharisees  went  out.  and  straightway  with  the  Hero- 
dians  took  counsel  against  him,  how  they  might 
destroy  him."  The  significance  of  this  alliance 
between  the  Pharisees  and  the  Herodians  is  well 
drawn  out  by  Professor  Burkitt  in  the  work  cited 
above.  It  is  simply  noted  by  Mk,  and  on  it  the 
evangelist  makes  no  remark.  But  the  conspiracy 
had  a  great  effect  on  the  work  of  Jesus.  A  little 
later  we  find  Jesus  no  more  in  any  of  the  synagogues. 
He  devotes  Himself  to  the  training  of  the  Twelve, 
and  is  outside  of  the  dominions  of  Herod  Antipas. 
It  is  not  to  be  forgotten  that  during  these  months 
Jesus  is  an  exile  from  His  own  land,  and  it  was  dur- 
ing that  period  of  exile  that  the  issue  of  His  work 
became  clear  to  Him,  and  from  the  time  of  the  great 
confession  at  Caesarea-Philippi  He  began  to  tell  His 
disciples  of  the  decease  He  should  accomplish  at 
Jerus  (Mt  16  13ffl|). 

V.  Dating  of  the  Synoptic  CoBpeU. — ^The  question 
as  to  the  dates  at  which  the  Synoptic  Gospels  ap- 
pear in  a  published  form  mav  more  suitably  be 
dealt  with  in  connection  with  the  arts,  on  the  sepa- 


rate Gospels.    It  need  only  be  observed  here  that 

opinion  is  tending  toward  much  earlier  dates  than 

were  common  till  lately.    By  all  but 

1.  Retnm  extreme  writers  it  is  now  admitted  that 
to  Earlier  the  first  3  Gospels  fall  well  within  the 
Dating  linuts  of  the  apostolic  age.     In  the 

Preface  to  his  work  on  Luke  (1906), 
Hamack  reminded  his  readers  that  10  years  before 
he  had  told  them  that  "in  the  criticism  of  the 
sources  of  the  oldest  Christianity  we  are  in  a  move- 
ment backward  to  tradition."  The  dates  he  former- 
ly favored  were,  for  Mk  between  65  and  70  AD,  for 
Mt  between  70  and  75,  for  Lk  between  78  and  93. 
Hamack's  more  recent  pronouncement  as  to  the 
date  of  Acts^  which  he  states  with  all  the  emphasis 
of  itsdics,  "It  seems  now  to  be  established  beyond 
question  that  both  books  of  this  great  historical 
work  were  written  while  St.  Paul  was  yet  alive" 
(DaU  of  the  Acts  and  the  Synoptic  GospeU,  124,  £T), 
must  have  a  determining  influence  on  critical  opin- 
ion. If  Acts  were  written  during  the  lifetime  of  St. 
Paul  (cf  Acts  88  30  f),  then  the  3d  Gospel  must  have 
been  written  earlier.  It  is  likely  that  Lk  had  all 
his  material  in  hand  during  the  imprisonment  of  St. 
Paul  at  Caesarea.  If  he  made  use  of  the  2d  Gospel, 
then  Mk  must  have  had  a  still  earlier  date,  and  the 
whole  problem  of  the  dating  of  the  Gospels  is  revo- 
lutionized. The  essential  tning  is  that  the  3  Gos- 
pels were  probably  written  and  published  before  the 
destruction  of  Jerus  (70  AD).  There  is  nothing  in 
their  contents  that  makes  this  view  untenable. 

It  is  still  to  be  remembered,  however,  that  the 
materials  of  which  the  Go8i)els  are  composed  existed 

before  they  were  put  into  a  written 

2.  The  form.  Every  discussion  must  take 
Material  note  of  that  fact.  The  fit.  of  the  NT 
Still  Older    presupposes  just  such  accounts  of  the 

life  of  Jesus  as  we  find  in  the  Synoptic 
Gospels,  and  readers  of  the  Gospels  have  a  right  to 
rest  on  their  veracity  and  sufiiciency  as  accounts  oi 
Jesus,  of  what  He  was,  what  He  said,  and  what  He 
did.    They  are  their  own  best  witnesses. 

VI,  The  Metnanic  Idma  in  Ita  Bearinga  on  Hta^ 
toricity  of  the  GoapeU. — In  a  striking  passage  in  his 

Dae  Evangdium  Marci  (65,  66),  Well- 
1.  The  hausen  vividly  sets  forth  the  siip[iificant 

Jewish  and  contrast  between  the  Jewish  and  the 
the  Chris-  Christian  conceptions  of  the  Messiah, 
tian  We  quote  the  words,  notwithstanding 

Messiah        the  fact   that   Wellhausen  does  not 

regard  the  passage,  Mk  8  31  ff,  as 
historical.  With  him  what  is  set  forth  there  is  not 
the  figure  of  the  historical  Jesus,  but  a  picture  of  the 
persecuted  church. 

**The  confession  of  Peter.  'Thou  art  the  MessUh.* 
affords."  he  says,  "the  occasion  for  the  settlns  forth  of 
what  up  to  this  time  was  latent.  He  has  eUcited  the 
confession  and  accepted  it.  Nevertheless  He  accepts  it 
with  a  correction;  a  correction  that  follows  as  a  matter 
of  course.  He  is  not  the  Messiah  who  will  restore  the 
kingdom  of  Israel,  but  another  Messiah  altogether.  Not 
to  set  up  the  kingdom  does  He  go  to  Jerus.  but  He  goes 
in  order  to  be  crucifled.  Through  sorrow  and  death  He 
goes  into  glory,  and  only  by  this  way  can  others  also 
enter.  The  kmgdom  of  God  is  no  Judaistic  kingdom; 
the  kingdom  is  destined  only  for  some  chosen  individ- 
uals, for  disciples.  The  thought  of  the  possibility  of  a 
tneianoia  of  the  people  has  wholly  disappeared.  Into 
the  place  of  a  conmmnd  to  repent  addressed  to  aU  steps 
the  command  to  follow,  and  that  can  be  obeyed  only  by 
a  very  few.  The  conception  of  following  loses  now  its 
proper  forces  and  takes  a  higher  meaning.  It  does  not 
mean  what  it  meant  up  to  this  time.  vis.  to  accompany 
and  to  follow  Him  during  His  lifetime;  it  overflows  that 
meaning;  one  is  to  follow  Him  even  unto  death.  The 
following  is  an  imitatio  possible  only  after  His  death,  and 
this  is  to  be  attained  only  by  a  very  few.    One  must 

bear  his  cross  after  Him The  situation  of  the 

oldest  congregation  and  its  tone  is  here  foreshadowed 
by  Jesus  as  He  goes  to  meet  his  fate." 

A  similar  passage  occurs  in  the  Eihleitung,  which 
ends  with  the  significant  sentence,  ''All  these  are 
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noteworthy  signs  of  the  time  in  which  He  takes  His 
standpoint"  (81). 

Elsewhere  Wellhausen  admits  that  the  sections  of 
the  Gospels  following  the  scene  at  Caesarea-Philippi 

contain  what  was  known  as  the  oib- 
2.  Origi-  tinctive  Gospel  of  the  apostohc  church, 
nalityof  the  But  this  Gospel  owed  its  origin  to  the 
Christian  a})ostolic  church  itself.  It  is  a  aues- 
Conception   tion  of  the  highest  importance,  and  the 

answer  cannot  be  determined  by  mere 
literary  criticism :  Is  the  Christian  conception  of  the 
Messiah  due  to  Jesus?  or  is  it  due  to  the  reflection 
of  the  church?  Which  is  the  more  probable?  It  is 
agreed,  Wellhausen  being  witness,  that  the  Chris- 
tian conception  was  subversive  of  the  Jewish,  that 
the  two  were  in  contradiction  in  many  ways.  One 
can  understand  the  Christian  conception,  and  its 
triumph  over  the  Jewish  among  the  Cluistian  people, 
if  it  had  been  set  forth  by  the  Master j  but  it  is 
unintelligible  as  a  somethmg  which  originated  in 
the  congregation  itself.  The  conception  of  a  cruci- 
fied MessiiSi.  of  a  suffering  Saviour,  was  a  conception 
which  was,  auring  the  years  of  His  earthly  ministry, 
in  the  mind  of  Jesus  alone.  It  was  not  in  the  minds 
of  the  disciples,  until  He  had  risen  from  the  dead. 
And  it  was  not  in  the  minds  of  His  contemporaries. 
But  it  was  the  rulins  conception  in  the  Jems  church 
as  it  is  in  the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul.  No:  the  con- 
ception of  the  sufifering  Saviour  was  not  the  inven- 
tion of  the  church,  nor  did  it  rise  from  her  thought  of 
her  own  needs;  it  was  a  gift  to  her  from  the  suffering 
and  risen  Lord.  Not  without  a  great  impulse,  nor 
without  a  strong  source  of  persuasion,  do  men  dis- 
place notions  which  they  have  cherished  for  genera- 
tions, and  substitute  notions  which  are  contradictory 
and  subversive  of  those  fiercely  and  firmly  held. 

We  take  these  chapters  therefore  as  historical,  and 
as  descriptive  of  the  historical  Jesus.  If  we  can  do 
so,  then  the  matter  is  intelligible,  not  otherwise. 
It  is  also  to  be  observed  in  this  relation  that  the 
needs  of  the  church  are  new  needs.  There  is  no 
provision  in  the  NT  for  the  needs  of  the  natural 
man.  The  critical  view  often  puts  the  cart  before 
the  horse,  and  this  is  one  illustration  of  the  fact. 
The  needs  of  the  church  are  the  creation  of  Christ. 
They  are  new  needs,  or  needs  only  imperfectly  felt 
by  humanity  before  Jesus  came. 

Be  the  needs  of  the  church  as  great  as  they  may, 
they  are  not  creative;  they  are  only  responsive  to 

the  higher  call.  Nor  is  it  a  possible 
8.  The  hypothesis  that  lies  at  the  basis  of  the 

Messiaiuc     criticism  of  Wellhausen  and  of  many 
Hope  others.    Since  the  time  of  Baur  it  hais 

often  been  said  or  assumed  that  it  was 
the  Messianic  hope  that  gave  concreteness  to  Chris- 
tianity; that  through  the  prevalence  of  the  Mes- 
sianic hope,  Christianity  was  enabled  to  enter  on 
its  career  of  victory.  This  is  another  case  of  the 
hysteron  proieron.  It  is  the  hbtorical  Jesus  that 
has  given  concreteness  and  definiteness  to  the  Mes- 
sianic conceptions  which  were  current  in  His  time. 
Because  at  the  heart  of  the  Christian  conception 
there  was  this  concrete  gracious  figure,  and  because 
of  the  commanding  influence  of  Jesus  Christ,  this 
form  of  Messianism  entered  into  human  life,  flour- 
ished and  endured,  and  is  with  us  today.  Other 
forms  of  Messianism  have  only  an  antiquarian  value. 
They  may  be  discussed  as  of  literary  interest,  but 
their  practical  significance  is  as  nothing.  No  aoubt 
Messianic  categories  were  ransacked  by  the  church 
to  see  if  they  could  be  used  in  order  more  fully  to 
set  forth  the  sigi^cance  of  Jesus  Christ.  But  the 
essence  of  the  matter  did  not  Ue  in  them  but  in  Him, 
whom  they  had  known,  loved  and  served.  It  is 
time  that  a  newer  criticsd  assupiption  should  be 
found  than  the  obsolete,  worn-out  one  that  the 
church  invented  the  Christ.    We  know  a  little  of 


the  early  church,  and  we  know  its  immaturity  and 
its  limitations.  We  have  learned  something,  too,  of 
the  Jews  at  the  time  of  Our  Lord,  and  we  note  that 
in  the  Gospels  their  limitations  have  been  tran- 
scended, their  immaturity  has  been  overcome,  and 
how?  By  the  fact  of  Christ.  He  is  so  great  that 
He  must  be  real. 

V7/.  The  OT  in  lia  Bearing  on  the  Synoptic  Go»- 
peU. — It  is  always  to  be  remembered  that  the  OT 
was  the  Bible  of  the  early  Christians.  They  ac- 
cepted it  as  the  Word  of  Uod,  and  as  authoritative 
for  the  guidance  of  life  and  conduct.  It  is  one  thing 
to  adnut  and  assert  this;  it  is  another  thing  to  say 
that  the  story  of  the  OT  molded  and  directed  the 
story  of  Jesus  as  it  is  in  the  Synoptic  Gospels.  This 
has  been  widely  asserted,  but  without  adequate 
proof.  As  a  matter  of  fact  Christianity,  when  it 
accepted  the  OTas  the  word  of  God,  mterpreted 
it  in  a  fashion  which  had  not  been  accepted  before. 
It  interpreted  it  in  the  light  of  Jesus  Christ.  Tend- 
encies, facts,  meanings,  which  had  been  in  the  OT 
came  into  light,  and  the  Bible  of  the  Christians  was 
a  Bible  which  testified  of  Christ.  That  on  wfaidi  the 
Jews  laid  stress  passed  into  the  background,  and 
that  which  they  had  neglected  came  into  promi- 
nence. This  view  is  set  forth  by  St.  Paul:  "Unto 
this  day,  whensoever  Moses  is  read,  a  veil  lieth  upon 
their  heart"  (2  Cor  8  15).  Or  as  it  is  put  in  Lk. 
"O  foolish  men,  and  slow  of  heart  to  believe  in  all 
that  the  prophets  have  spoken  I  Behooved  it  not 
the  Christ  to  suffer  these  things,  and  to  enter  into 
his  glory?"  (24  25  f).  In  the  Christian  interpre- 
tation stress  was  laid  on  meanings  which  Jewish 
readers  had  neglected,  and  so  the  church  read  the 
OT  in  the  new  light,  and  things  formerly  hidden 
leaped  into  view.  So  the  suffering  servant  of  Jeh 
became  for  them  the  keystone  of  the  OT,  and  the 
ritual  sacrifices  and  ceremonies  of  the  OT  obtained 
a  new  meaning.  The  story  of  Israel  and  of  its 
patriarchs,  law^vers,  priests,  kings  and  prophets, 
became  full  of  significance  for  the  new  religion,  and 
its  psalms  and  prophecies  were  searched  because 
they  testified  of  Chnst.  This  is  not  the  place  to  in- 
quire into  the  truth  of  the  Christian  interpretation, 
but  the  fact  is  undeniable.  The  inference  is  that  the 
OT  did  not,  as  it  was  understood  by  the  Jews,  influ- 
ence the  conceptions  which  the  church  had  of  Christ; 
rather  the  influence  of  Christ,  His  commanding 
personality,  and  His  histonr  gave  a  new  meaningto 
the  OT,  a  meaning  undreamt  of  before.  The 
Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  might  have  as  an  alternative 
title,  "How  to  find  Christ  in  the  OT."  So  power- 
ful was  the  impression  made  on  the  disciples  oy  the 
personality  of  Jesus,  by  His  whole  demeanor,  by 
His  teachmg.  His  life,  death  and  resurrection,  that 
they  saw  all  things  in  the  light  of  it.  The  difficulty 
we  have  in  justifying  the  references  to  prophecy, 
in  the  fight  of  historical  criticism,  is  a  testimony 
to  the  fact  that  the  prophecy  did  not  dictate  the 
fact;  it  was  the  fact  that  dictated  the  accommoda- 
tion of  the  prophecy.  In  this  relation  also,  the  su- 
preme fact  is  the  personality  of  Jesus. 

VIII.   The  Jeaaa  of  the  Goepele  ae  Thinker.— 
Turning  from  the  conception  of  the  suffering  Saviour 

in  the  Synoptics,  we  come  to  the  aspect 
1.  Ethics  of  Jesus  as  teacher  and  thinker,  and 
of  Jesus        here  also  we  find  abundant  evidence 

of  the  historical  character  of  the  Gospel 
presentation.  As  the  ethics  of  Jesus  are  treated 
m  another  art.,  it  is  sufficient  to  say  here  that  the 
conception  of  the  ethical  man  and  His  conduct  set 
forth  in  His  teaching  is  of  imusual  breadth,  and 
when  worked  out  in  detail,  yields  an  ideal  of  man 
in  himself,  and  in  relation  to  others,  which  tran- 
scends all  other  ethical  teaching  known  to  mankind. 
This,  too,  we  must  trace  to  His  unique  personality, 
and  not  to  the  reflection  of  the  church. 
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A  glance  may  be  taken  at  Jesus  under  His  more 
general  aspect  as  thinker.  As  thinker,  Jesus  stands 
alone.  He  speaks  with  authority, 
2.  Jesus  as  and  whoever  understands  must  obey. 
Hunker  The  Synoptic  Gospels,  in  this  respect, 
are  imique.  There  is  nothing  like 
them  in  literature.  Not  even  in  the  Bible  is  there 
anything  to  conipare  with  them.  Even  in  the  other 
books  of  the  NT  we  do  not  find  anything  like  the 
attitude  of  Jesus  to  the  common  things  of  me.  The 
world's  literature  shows  no  parallel  to  the  parables 
of  the  Gospels.  Here,  at  any  rate,  we  are  on  safe 
groimd  in  saying  that  these  are  not  due  to  the 
reflection  of  the  church.  They  have  an  individual 
stamp  which  accredits  them  as  the  product  of  one 
m^.  But  a  great  deal  more  may  oe  said  on  the 
characteristic  features  of  the  thinking  of  Jesus.  He 
b  the  only  thinker  who  goes  straight  from  the  com- 
mon things  of  daily  life  and  daily  experience  into 
the  deepest  mysteries  of  life.  The  deepest  thoughts 
which  man  can  think  are  su^ested  to  Him  by  what 
everybody  sees  or  does.  It  is  not  easy  within 
reasonable  limits  to  do  justice  to  this  feature  of  the 
Synoptic  Gospels.  Jesus  is  at  home  amid  the 
conmion  things  and  conmion  occupations  of  life, 
because  He  discerns  the  Father's  presence  in  them 
all.  What  a  series  of  pictures  of  the  world,  and  of 
occupations  of  men,  could  be  gathered  from  these 
Gospels  I  This  feature  of  them  was  neglected  until 
men  imder  the  teaching  of  poets  and  painters  re- 
turned into  sympathy  with  external  Nature.  We 
are  only  beginning  to  see  what  wealth,  from  this 
point  of  view,  is  in  the  Gospels.  Poetic  eympathy 
with  Nature  is  a  comparatively  modem  attainment, 
yet  it  is  in  the  Gospels.  Wind  and  weather,  moun- 
tidn  and  valley,  seedtime  and  harvest,  sununer  and 
winter,  sowing  and  reaping,  buying  and  selling,  all 
are  there,  transfigured  into  higher  meanings,  and 
made  vocal  of  the  m3n3teries  of  the  kingdom  of 
heaven.  Other  thinkers  rise  gradually^  and  by 
many  steps,  from  common  experience,  mto  what 
they  have  to  describe  of  the  nigher  thought  and 
wider  generalizations  throu{p;h  which  they  seek  to 
interpret  the  mystery  of  life  and  of  the  universe. 
But  this  thinker  needs  no  middle  terms.  He  sees, 
e.g.,^  a  woman  preparing  bread  for  the  use  of  the 
family,  and  in  tnis  process  perceives  the  mystery  of 
the  kingdom  of  heaven.  Whenever  He  touches  on 
these  common  things,  immediately  they  are  trans- 
figured. They  become  luminous  with  the  presence 
of  the  spiritiial  world,  and  earth  becomes  full  of 
heaven,  and  every  bush  is  aflame  with  God. 

We  note  these  things  because  they  have  a  dose 
bearing  on  the  origin  and  character  of  the  Synoptic 
Gospeb.  They  bear  the  stamp  of  a  umque,  a 
creative  personality.  Be  the  processes  through 
which  the  materials  of  the  Gospels  have  passed 
what  they  may,  yet  these  have  not  obliterated  nor 
blurred  the  essential  characteristics  of  that  imique 
personality.  When  the  comparisons  of  the  simi- 
larities and  differences  of  the  Gospels  have  been  ex- 
haust^, the  problem  of  their  origin  remains,  and 
that  problem  can  be  solved  onlv  by  the  recognition 
of  a  creative  personality  who  alixe  by  word  and  work 
was  unlike  any  other  that  the  world  has  ever  seen. 

IX.  The  Problem  of  the  GoepeU. — ^The  Jesus  of 
the  Grospels  is  the  Son  of  God.  Stated  in  its  highest 
form,  the  problem  which  the  evangelists  had  in 
hand  was  how  to  represent  a  Divine  being  under 
human  conditions,  and  to  set  Him  forth  in  such  a 
way  that  in  that  presentation  there  should  be 
nouiing  unworthy  of  the  Divine,  and  nothing  incon- 
sistent with  the  human  conditions  under  which  He 
worked  and  lived.  This  was  the  greatest  problem 
ever  set  to  hterature,  and  how  the  evangelistspre- 
sented  and  solved  it  is  found  in  the  Gospels.  There 
it  has  been  solved.    Even  a  writer  tike  Bousset 
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admits:  ''Already  for  Mk  is  Jesus  not  only  the  Mes- 
siah of  the  Jewish  people,  but  the  miraculous  eternal 

Son  of  God,  whose  glory  shone  in  the  world 

For  the  faith  of  the  community,  which  the  oldest 
evangelist  already  shares,  Jesus  is  the  miraculous 
Son  of  God,  in  whom  men  believe,  whom  men  put 
wholly  on  the  side  of  God"  (Was  wi%sen  vrir  tnm 
Jesus  t  54,  57).  The  contrast  between  the  Jesus  of 
the  Synoptics  and  the  Pauline  and  Johannine  Christ, 
so  often  emphasized,  thus  begins  to  disappear.  The 
purpose  of  the  Synoptics,  as  of  Jn,  is  to  lead  men 
to  %eheve  that  Jesus  is  the  Christ,  the  Son  of  God," 
that,  believing,  they  ''may  have  life  in  his  name 
(Jn  20  31). 

LiTBKATUBB. — ^Bofiides  the  works  mentioned  in  the 
art.,  reference  may  be  made  to  the  following:  E.  A. 
Abbott,  art.  "GosdhbIs"  in  Enc  Brit,  ed  9  (with  RuA- 
brooke).  Common  Tradition  of  the  Synoptic  QoepeU,  and 
Other  works;  Sanday,  Qotp^  in  the  Md  Cent.,  The  lAft 
of  Christ  in  Recent  Criticiem;  Sir  John  Hawkins,  Horae 
Synopticae;  G.  Sahnon.  Intro  to  NT;  H.  Chase.  *'The 
Gospels  in  the  Light  of  Historical  Criticism,"  Essay  X 
In  Cambridge  Bib.  Eeeaye,  edited  by  Dr.  Swete  (1905); 
H.  L.  Jackson,  "The  Present  State  of  the  Synoptic 
Problem,"  Essay  XIII  in  Cambridge  Bib.  Eseays,  edited 
by  Dr.  Swete  (1909) ;  Peake.  Intro  to  NT:  A.  Loisy,  Lee 
tvangilee  aunoptiquee  (1907-8);  J.  M.  Thomson.  The 
Synoptic  Ooepele,  Arranged  in  Parallel  Cola.  (1910; 
this  scholarly  work  does  for  EV  what  such  works  as 
GresweU's  Harmonia  Btangelica,  Rushbrooke's  Synopti- 
con  and  Wright's  Synopaia  have  done  for  the  Gr  texts) ; 
A.  A.  Hobson.  TAe  Diaieaaaron  of  Tatian  and  the  Synoptic 
Problem  (The  University  of  Chicago  Press,  1904). 

James  Iverach 

GOTHIC,  goth'lk,  VERSION.    See  Vebsions. 

GOTHOLIAS,  goth-6-ll'a8  (ToeoXCot,  GothoHas): 
Father  of  Josias,  one  of  the  sons  of  Elam  who  re- 
turned from  Babylon  with  Ezra  (1  Esd  8  33).  The 
name  corresponds  to  Athaliah,  the  Gr  G  being  sub- 
stituted for  the  Heb  ^ttural  ^ayin,  as  in  Gomorrha. 
Gaza,  etc.  Taken  with  2  K  11  1,  the  name  would 
seem  to  have  been  used  for  both  men  and  women. 

GOTHONIEL,  g6-th5'ni-el  (Poeovt^,  GothoniS)' 
The  same  as  Othniel,  father  of  Chabris  who  was 
one  of  the  governors  of  the  city  of  Bethulia  (Jth  6 
16). 

GOURD,  gord,  goord  ('p"*R''p,  fpibdyon):  The 
Vulg  has  hedera  (''ivy");  which  is  impossible.  Philo- 
logically  j^ij^Sydn  appears  to  be  connected  with 
kUci  {kiki)f  which  was  the  Egyp  name  for  the 
castor  oil  plant  {Ricinus  communis).  This  grows 
plentifi^ly  all  over  the  Orient,  and  under  favorable 
conditions  may  reach  a  height  of  10  to  15  ft.;  its 
larger  leaves  afford  a  grateful  shade.  The  require- 
ments of  the  narrative  in  Jon  4  6  ff  are,  however, 
much  more  suitably  met  by  the  'Ibottle  jgourd 
{Cucurbita  lagenaria),  the  Arab.  Jpcar^ah.  This  is 
a  creeping,  vinelike  plant  which  may  frequentlv  be 
seen  trained  over  the  rough  temporary  sun-shelters 
erected  in  fields  or  by  the  roadsiae  in  Pal  and  Meso- 
potamia. E.  W.  G.  Mabtbrman 

GOURD,  WILD,  wild  (fVitf  rf^B,  pai*u'«fc 
sddhehy  2  K  4  39):  The  y^  y^lf,  pdia\  means  ''to 
split''  or  ''burst  open/'  and  on  this  sround  these 
'Snld  gourds"  have  been  identified  witn  the  fruit  of 
the  squirting  cucmnber  {EcbaUium  daierivm). 
This  little  gourd,  1}  to  2  in.  long,  when  fullv  ripe 
falls  suddenly  when  touched  or  shaken,  the  bitt^, 
irritating  juice  is  squirted  to  a  considerable  distance, 
and  the  seeds  are  thrown  all  around.  It  is  exceed- 
ingly common  in  Pal,  and  its  familiar  poisonous 
properties,  as  a  drastic  cathartic,  made  it  unlikely 
that  under  any  circumstances  its  fruit  could  be  mis- 
taken for  Any  edible  gourd;  it  is,  too,  in  no  way 
vinelike  ("wild  vine,"  2  K  4  39)  in  appearance; 
the  stem  is  stiff  and  upright,  and  there  are  no  ten- 
drils.   The  traditional  plant,  Cucumis  prtyphelarivm^ 
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which  grows  in  the  desert,  and  has  very  sm&ll 
"gourds,"  has  nothing  really  to  recommead  it.  Bv 
far  the  most  probable  plant  is  the  Colocynth  (Cttrul- 
hu  coheyntkU),  belonging  like  the  last  two  to  N.O. 
C%icwbiUuxae.    This  view  has  the  support  of  the 


Colocynth  (CilruJIiii 


titles,  extremely  poisonoue. 

E.  W.  G.  Mabtekuax 

GOVERmiENT,  guT'em-meDt:  The  ^vera- 
ment  of  the  Hebrews  varied  at  different  periods,  of 
which  we  may  distinguish  seven:  (1)  the  nomajiic 
period,  from  the  Exodus  to  the  entrance  into  Pal: 
(2)  the  period  of  transitian  from  nomadic  to  civil 
life;  (3)  the  monarchy;  (4)  the  period  of  subjection 
to  other  orientBl  nations;  (5)  the  period  from  Ezra 
totheGreeks;  (6)  Greekrule;  (7)  Homwirule. 

The  government  of  the  primitive  period  is  that 
proper  to  nomadic  tribes  composed  of  families  and 
clans,  in  no  wise  peculiar  to  the  He- 
1.  The  brews,  but  shared  in  ita  essential  fea- 

Nomadic        turee  by  the  moat  diverse  peoples  at 
Pfriod  a  corresponding;  stage  of  civilization. 

Though  we  might  draw  illustrations 
from  many  sources,  the  government  of  the  Bedouins, 
Bern  nomads  inhabiting  the  steppes  of  Arabia, 
affords  the  most  instructive  parallel.  In  the  patri- 
archal state  the  family  is  the  household  (including 
slaves  and  concubines)  of  the  father,  who  isitahead, 
having  power  of  life  and  death  over  his  children  (Gen 
83;  Jgs  11  31  ff).  A  clan  is  a  collection  of  families 
under  a  common  chieftain,  chosen  for  his  personal 
qualificatJons,  such  as  prowess  and  generous  hospi- 
tality. The  composition  of  the  clan  was  essentially 
ahiftmg,  subject,  according  to  circumstances,  to  the 
loss  or  accession  of  individuab  and  families.  Al- 
though the  possession  of  the  same  grann^-^roirnds 
doubtless  played  a  large  part  in  determining  the 
complexion  of  the  clan,  tbe  fiction  of  descent  from  a, 
common  ancestor  was  maintained,  even  when  kin- 
ship was  established  by  the  blood  covenant.  In  all 
probability  community  of  worship,  which  cemented 
the  tribe,  served  as  the  most  effective  bond  of  union 
ateo  in  the  clan.  Vestiges  of  such  clan  cults  are 
still  to  be  detected  (1  S  30  5ff;  Jp  18  IS).  The 
familiar  tradition  of  the  twelve  tribes  must  not  be 
allowed  to  blind  us  to  the  evidence  that  the  tribe 
also  was  not  constant.  Mention  of  the  Kenites 
(JgB  1  16)  and  the  list  of  tribes  in  the  Song  of 


Deborah  (Jgs  6)  remind  us  that  such  organiia- 
tJons  vanished.  In  tbe  readjustment  incident  to 
the  chanee  from  the  pastoral  life  of  the  nomad  to 
that  of  tLe  settled  agricultural  population  of  Pal, 
many  units  were  doubtless  shiftod  from  one  tribe 
to  another,  and  the  same  result  may  be  assumed  as 
followii^  from  the  endless  strife  between  the  tribes 
before  and  during  the  period  of  the  kings.  The 
large  and  powerful  tribe  of  Judah  seems  to  have 
oripnated  comparatively  late.  The  union  of  the 
tribes  under  the  leadership  of  Moses  was  essentially 
similar  to  the  formation  of  a  new  tribe  out  of  a 
group  of  clans  actuated  by  a  desire  to  accomplish 
a  common  end.  Many  such  temporary  aggrega- 
tions must  have  originBted,  only  to  succumb  to  me 
centrif^al  forces  of  jealousy  and  conflicting  inter- 
ests. Even  after  the  entrance  of  the  Hebrews  into 
Pal,  their  history  for  long  is  that  of  kindred  tribes, 
rather  than  that  of  a  nation.  The  leadership  of 
Moses  rested  on  personal,  not  on  constitutional, 
authority,  and  was  rendered  precarious  by  tbe 
claims  of  family  and  of  clan,  asin  the  case  of  Korah, 
Dathan,  and  Abiram  (Nu  16).  The  authority  of 
Moses  naturally  extended  to  the  administration 
of  justice,  as  well  as  to  matters  pertaining  to  war 
and  religion.  He  appointed  officers  to  assist  him 
in  this  judicial  function  (Ex  18  21  S),  but  the  laws 
according  to  which  they  rendered  judgment  were 
those  of  custom  and  usage,  not  those  of  a  written 
code.  As  among  the  tribal  chieftains,  important 
matters  were  referred  to  the  leader,  who,  in  cases  of 
doubt  or  in  default  of  recognized  custom,  resorted 
to  the  lot  or  to  the  oracle. 

When  the  nomad  tribes  settled  in. Pal  to  become 
an  agricultural  people,  there  ensued  a  period  of 
unrest  due  to  the  necessity  for  read- 
3.  The  justment  to  changed  conditions.     The 

Period  of  old  tribal  organization,  admirably 
Transition  adapted  to  the  former,  ill  suited  the 
new  requirements.  Inese  may  be 
summed  up  in  the  demand  for  the  substitation  of 
local  orgamzation,  based  on  the  rights  of  individuals, 
for  the  tribal  government,  which  had  re^d  solely 
to  the  intorests  of  family,  clan  and  tnbe.  Sudi 
readjustment  did  not,  of  course,  at  once  ensue,  but 
came  piecemeal  in  answer  to  the  gradually  realized 
wants  of  the  community.  Nor  was  the  develop- 
ment entirely  from  within,  but  was  unquestionably 
in  large  measure  influenced  by  the  institutions  exist- 
ing amonK  the  Canaanite  population,  only  a  part 
of  which  Lad  been  expellea  by  the  invaders.  Al- 
though the  tribes  still  clung  to  the  fiction  of  descent 
from  a  common  ancestor,  which  was  embodied  in 
the  accepted  genealogies  with  their  filiation  of  clans 
into  tribes  and  of  tribes  into  a  nation,  that  which 
henceforth  passed  as  a  "tribe"  was  kss  an  aggre- 
gation of  kindred  units  than  a  geographical  umt  or 
Roup  of  units.  The  times  were  turbulent,  disturbed 
'  con  tending  elements  within  and  by  foes  without 
the  tribes.  Then  it  was  that  tbcre  arose  a  class  of 
chieftains  of  strongly  marked  character,  called  by  a 
new  name.  The  "judge"  (tSPtJ,  ahOpket)  was  not 
the  ruler  of  a  nation,  but  the  chieftain  of  a  tribe, 
winning  and  maintaining  his  authority  by  virtue 
of  his  personal  prowess.  The  cases  of  Gideon  and 
Abimelech  (Jgs  8,  Vj  show  that  the  authority  of 
the  "judge"  was  not  hereditary.  Agreeably  to  the 
generally  changed  conditions,  the  "elders"  (D"')^T, 
i'frSnlm),  who  were  formerly  heads  of  families  or 
kindreds,  now  came,  possibly  under  the  influence 
of  the  Canaanites,  to  be  constituted  an  aristocratic 
upper  class,  with  certain  functions  as  administra- 
tive officers  and  councilors.  Cities  also  grew  and 
acquired  importance,  so  that  the  adjacent  hamlets 
were  subordinated  to  them,  probably  even  ruled 
from  them  as  executive  centers.    In  all  this  there 
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is  a  certain  similarity  to  the  process  by  which,  in  the 
period  just  preceding  the  beginning  of  real  history, 
Athens  became  the  metropolis  of  Attica,  and  con- 
ventional tribes  supplanted  those  based  on  kinship, 
while  the  rise  of  the  purely  local  organization  of  the 
demos  led  speedily  to  the  appearance  of  the  "ty- 
rants/' The  high  places  of  clans  and  tribes  con- 
tinued to  be  frequented,  and  certain  "seers"  (IS 
9  6flF)  enjoyed  considerable  prestige  by  virtue  of 
their  peculiar  relation  to  the  tribal  god. 

While  the  succession  of  tribal  chieftains  and  of 
the  "judges''  depended  on  personal  qualifications, 
the  principle  of  heredity  is  essential 
8.  The  to  the  institution  of  monarchy,  which 

Monarchy     originated  in  the  desire  to  regulate  the 
succession  with  a  view  to  having  an 
assured   authoritative   leadership.    This    principle 
could  not,  of  course,  be  invoked  m  the  appointment 

of  Saul,  the  first  king  (^^Ip  >  melekh),  who  won  this 

distinction  in  virtue  of  his  personal  prowess,  sup- 
ported by  the  powerful  influence  of  the  "seer," 
Samuel.  EQs  son  Ishbosheth  ruled  two  years  over 
Israel,  but  lost  his  throne  throu^  the  (usaffection 
of  his  subjects  (2  S  2-4).  The  accession  of  David, 
king  of  Judah,  to  the  throne  of  all  Israel  was  like- 
wise exceptional,  owing  as  much  to  the  character  of 
the  heir  presiunptive  as  to  his  own  qualifications. 
Solomon,  as  the  choice  of  his  father  David,  suc- 
ceeded by  right  of  heredity  with  the  support  of  the 
military  and  religious  leaders.  In  the  Southern 
Kingdom  of  Judah,  heredity  was  henceforth  ob- 
served because  of  its  homogeneity  and  the  conse- 
quent absence  of  internal  discord;  whereas  the 
principle  often  failed  in  the  turbulent  Northern 
Kingdom  of  Israel,  which  was  distracted  by  tribal 
jealousies.  But  even  when  not  effectually  operative, 
heredity  was  recognized  as  constituting  a  claim  to 
the  succession,  although  the  pK)pular  voice,  which 
had  been  supreme  in  the  institution  of  the  mon- 
archy, was  a  power  always  to  be  reckoned  with. 

(1)  Royal  prerogatives. — ^The  history  and  functions 
of  monarchy  defined  the  prerogatives  and  duties  of 
the  king.  Just  as  the  head  of  the  family,  or  the 
chieftain  of  a  tribe,  functioned  as  representative  of 
those  subject  to  him  in  matters  of  rehgion,  war,  and 
the  administration  of  justice,  so  also  was  it  with  the. 
king.  In  all  these  spheres  he  was  supreme,  exer- 
cising his  authority  either  personally  or  through 
representatives  who  thus  became  part  of  the  royal 
establishment.  It  is  to  be  notea  that  the  sacer- 
dotal or  sacral  character  of  the  king,  which  was 
merely  an  extension  of  his  privileges  as  individual 
and  head  of  a  household,  was  not  emphasized  among 
the  Hebrews  to  a  like  extent  as  among  other  oriental 
peoples;  and  the  priests  whom  he  appointed  were 
perhaps  in  the  first  instance  court  chaplains,  though 
m  time  they  came  to  assume  greater  authority.  The 
responsibility  of  the  king  for  the  public  safety  car- 
riea  with  it  the  obUgation  to  guard  the  state  treas- 
ures, to  which  the  treasures  of  the  temples  were  felt 
to  belong;  and  it  was  his  privilege  to  use  them  when 
necessary  for  defence.  The  levying  of  taxes,  also, 
and  the  collection  and  use  of  revenues  from  various 
sources  likewise  fell  of  necessity  to  the  king  and  his 
representatives. 

(2)  Officers. — In  regard  to  the  constitution  of  the 
king's  court  under  Saul  and  David  we  learn  com- 
paratively little;  even  touching  that  of  Solomon 
we  are  not  fully  informed,  although  we  know  that 
it  must  have  been  far  removed  from  the  original 
simplicity.  We  may  classify  the  known  officers 
as  follows:  (a)  religious:  priests  (2  S  8  17;  20 
23  ff);  (6)  household:  cupbearer  (1  K  10  5);  mas- 
ter of  the  vestry  (2  K  10  22) ;  master  of  the  house- 
hold (1  K  4  6),  who  probably  was  a  eunuch  (IK 
22  9m;   2  K  8  6m;   9  32);    (c)  state:   scribe  or 


clerk  (2  S  8  17;  20  25,  etc);  recorder,  or  prompter 
(1  K  4  3);  king's  counselor  (2  S  16  12);  and, 
perhaps,  the  king's  friend  (2  S  16  37;  16  16); 
overseer  of  taskwork  (2  S  20  24);  (d)  military: 
commander-in-chief  of  the  army  (2  S  8  16) ;  com- 
mander of  the  kmg's  guards  (7)  (2  S  8  18;  20  23). 

(3)  Fiscal  insliliUions. — ^The  simplicity  of  Saul's 
rule  was  such  as  to  make  sUeht  demands  upon  the 
resources  of  the  people.  He  lived  in  the  manner  of 
a  tribal  chieftain  on  his  ancestral  estate,  receiving 
from  his  subjects  voluntary  gifts  (1  8  xO  27;  lo 
20),  and  also,  without  doubt,  his  due  share  of  the 
booty.  Whether  he  instituted  a  regular  tax  (cf 
1  S  17  25)  is  not  certain.  With  the  growth  and 
prosperity  of  the  nation,  David  chang^  the  char- 
acter of  the  court,  imitating  in  a  measure  the  state 
of  other  oriental  potentates.  It  is  not  clear  whether 
he  levied  a  regular  tax,  although  it  may  be  surmised 
that  he  had  it  in  view,  together  with  the  regulation 
of  taskwork,  in  ordainins  the  census  taken  in  his 
time  (2  S  24  1  ff).  We  Know  that  he  received  his 
portion  of  the  booty  (2  8  8  11;  12  30).  The  in- 
creasing luxury  of  Solomon's  court  reauired  the 
imposition  of  additional  taxes.  It  is  probable  that 
some  income  was  derived  from  the  enforced  .culti- 
vation of  crown  lands  (1  S  8  12),  althoujgh  the 
taskwork,  which  became  extremely  burdensome  and 
subsequently  provoked  the  secession  of  the  Northern 
Kingdom,  was  chiefly  applied  to  public  works. 
The  tribute  of  subject  peoples  (1  K  4  21)  was  con- 
siderable (1  K  10  14).  We  now  for  the  first  time 
hear  of  taxes  upon  caravans  and  merchants,  al- 
thou^  it  was  in  all  probability  a  source  of  income 
even  in  the  time  of  the  nomad  chieftains;  there  was 
also  revenue  from  the  carrying  trade  of  his  mer- 
chant fleet  (1  K  10  11.22)  and  from  the  trade  in 
horses  and  chariots  carried  on  with  Egypt  (1  K  10 
28  ff).  Solomon  also  divided  his  kingdom  into 
twelve  provinces  commanded  by  prefects,  who 
should  provide  victuals  for  the  kin^  and  his  house- 
hold :  each  prefect  had  to  make  provision  for  a  month 
in  the  year  (1  K  4  7ff).  It  does  not  appear 
whether  Judah,  which  is  not  included  in  the  ust  of 
provinces,  wsjb  as  a  mark  of  special  favor  exempted 
from  this  tax,  or  whether  the  omission  is  to  be 
otherwise  explained.  The  seizure  of  the  vineyard 
of  Naboth  by  Ahab  (1  K  21)  makes  it  seem  not 
improbable  that  the  property  of  persons  condemned 
on  certain  charges  was  confiscate  to  the  kins. 

(4)  Administration  of  justice. — ^The  kinj;,  like  the 
tribal  chieftain  of  the  steppes,  still  sat  in  judgment, 
but  chiefly  in  matters  of  moment;  less  important 
cases  were  decided  by  the  prefects  of  provinces  and 
other  officers.  Under  the  earlier  kings  there  was 
no  code  except  the  Book  of  the  Covenant  (Ex  20- 
28),  but  judgment  was  rendered  on  the  basis  of  the 
law  of  custom  or  usage,  the  function  of  the  judge 
being  essentially  that  ot  an  arbiter.  For  the  lat^ 
code  see  DEnTERONOMY. 

(5)  Religion. — ^The  king  was  regarded  as  the  nat- 
ural representative  of  his  people  before  God;  but 
while  he  did  exercise  certain  sacerdotal  functions 
in  person,  such  offices  were  generally  performed  by 
the  priest  whom  he  had  appointed. 

(6)  Secular  adminisiralion. — The  authority  of  the 
king  in  matters  of  state  was  exercised  partlv  by  him 
in  person,  partly  through  his  ministers,  the  princes" 
(1  K  4  2ff).  Among  these  functions  are  to  be 
classed  the  communication  with  subject  and  foreign 
princes  and  the  direction  of  the  taskwork,  which  was 
employed  for  public  improvements,  partly  military, 
as  m  the  fortification  of  cities,  partly  religious,  as 
in  the  building  of  the  temple.  Local  affairs  nad 
always  been  left  largely  to  the  tribes  and  their  sub- 
divisions, but,  with  the  gradual  increase  of  royal 
authority,  the  king  sought  to  exercise  it  more  and 
more  in  the  conduct  of  the  village  communities. 
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Conversely,  the  "elders  of  the  people,"  as  the  (al- 
beit aristocratic)  representatives  of  the  communes, 
occasionally  had  a  voice  even  in  larger  matters  oi 
state. 

The  principle  of  local  autonomy  was  widely  ob- 
served m  the  oriental  states,  which  concerned  them- 
selves   chiefly    about    political    and 
4.  Israel       military  organization  and  about  the 
under  collection  of  revenues.    Hence  there 

Oriental  is  no  occasion  for  surprise  on  finding 
Potentates  that  the  Jews  enjoyed  a  larp^e  measure 
of  autonomy  during  the  period  of  their 
subjection  to  other  oriental  powers  and  that  even 
durmg  the  exile  they  resorted,  in  matters  of  dis- 

?ute,  to  their  own  representatives  for  judgment, 
fnder  Pers  rule  Pal  formed  part  of  the  satrapy  lying 
W.  of  the  Euphrates  and  had,  for  a  time,  its  own 
governor. 

Ezra  and  Nehemiah  endeavored  to  introduce  a 
new  code,  which,  after  a  period  of  perhaps  two 
centuries,  established  a  dual  form  of 
6.  After  the  government  subject  to  the  supreme 
Restoration  authority  of  the  suzerain  power.  By 
the  new  code  the  secular  officers  were 
subordinated  to  the  high  priest,  who  thus  virtually 
assumed  the  position  of  a  constitutional  prince, 
ruling  under  the  Law.  The  "prince,"  however,  as 
the  representative  of  the  tribes,  and  the  "elders  of 
the  people,"  as  the  representatives  of  the  communes, 
continued  to  exercise  a  certain  limited  authority. 

Under  the  Gr  rulers  of  Egypt  and  Syria  the  Jews 

continued  to  enjoy  a  large  measure  of  autonomy. 

still  maintaining  in  general  the  type  oi 

6.  The  internal  government  formulated  under 
Greeks         Ezra  and  Nehemiah.    We  now  hear 

of  a  council  of  "elders"  presided  over 
by  the  high  priest.  The  latter,  appointed  by  the 
kmgs,  was  recognized  as  ethnarch  by  Doth  Ptolemies 
andSeleucids  and  held  accoimtable  for  the  payment 
of  the  tribute,  for  the  exaction  of  which  he  was^  of 
course,  empowered  to  levy  taxes.  The  brief  period 
of  political  independence  under  the  Hasmoneans 
(see  AsMONEANs)  did  not  materiallv  alter  the 
character  of  the  government,  except  that  the  high 

Eriest,  who  had  long  been  a  prince  in  everything 
ut  in  name,  now  openly  so  styled  himself.  The 
council  of  tne  "elders"  survived,  although  with 
slightlv  diminished  authority.  In  other  respects 
the  influence  of  Gr  institutions  made  itself  felt. 

When  Pompey  terminated  the  reign  of  the  Has- 
moneans, the  government  still  continued  with  Uttle 
essential  change.    Following  the  ex- 

7.  The  ample  of  the  Gr  kings,  the  Romans  at 
Romans        first  appointed  the  high  priest  to  the 

"leadership  of  the  nation."  He  was 
soon,  however,  shorn  for  a  time  of  his  political  dig- 
nity, the  country  being  divided  into  five  districts, 
each  governed  by  its  synod";  but  Caesar  once 
more  elevated  the  high  priest  to  the  oflice  of  eth- 
narch. Under  Herod,  the  high  priest  and  the  s^ped- 
rium  (Sanhedrin),  appointed  or  deposed  at  will  as 
his  interests  seemea  to  require,  lost  much  of  their 
former  prestige  and  power.  After  the  death  of 
Herod  the  land  was  again  divided,  and  a  procurator, 
subordinate  to  the  governor  of  Syria,  ruled  in 
Judaea^  having  practical  independence  in  his  sphere. 
In  their  internal  affairs  the  Jews  now,  as  under 
former  masters,  enjoyed  a  large  measure  of  freedom. 
The  high  priest  no  longer  exercising  any  political 
>  authority,  the  synedrium,  of  which  he  was  a  mem- 
ber, now  gained  in  influence,  being  in  fact  an  aris- 
tocratic council  in  many  respects  not  imlike  the 
Rom  senate.  It  combined  judicial  and  adminis- 
trative functions,  limited  in  the  exercises  of  its 
authority  only  by  the  provision  that  its  decisions 
might  be  reviewed  by  the  procurator.  (See  Gov- 
BRNOB.)    Naturally  the  outlying  jurisdictions  were 


Pp3n.  ^4M^    (Jgs  6  9;    6  14,  AVm   "or  law- 
I  ).    The  word  is  variously  rendered  with  "ruler" 


organized  on  the  same  model,  each  with  its  syned- 
rium competent  in  local  matters.  The  synedrium 
at  Jems  served  also  as  a  governing  boaid  for  the 
city.  William  Abthub  Heidel 

GOVERNOR,  Kuv'er-ner:  The  word  "governor" 
is  employed  in  EV  in  rendering  a  great  variety  of 
Heb  and  Gr  words.  In  certam  cases  strict  con- 
sistency is  neither  observed  nor  possible. 

In  the  rendering  of  Heb  terms  account  has  nat- 
urally been  taken  of  the  tr«  offered  in  LXX,  which, 
being  the  work  of  different  hands,  is 

1.  In  the       both  uneven  in  quality  and  incon- 
OT  sistent.    But  there  are  inherent  diffi- 
culties which  can  never  be  entirely 

overcome.  First  and  most  important,  there  is  the 
difficulty  arising  from  our  ignorance  of  many  details 
of  the  government  of  the  oriental  nations  to  which 
the  terms  apply.  Hardly  less  is  the  embarrassment 
occasioned  oy  the  vague  employment  of  words  in 
indiscriminate  reference  to  persons  of  superior  rank 
and  somehow  exercising  authority.  There  is  con- 
sequently much  confusion  in  the  use  of  titles  such 
as  "deputy,"  "duke."  "judge,"  "lawnver,"  "over- 
seer," ''prmce,"  "ruler ''^  etc,  for  which  the  student 
may  consult  the  special  articles. 

(1)  D^^S  <>'  Ct^S'  *aUuph.  "governor"  (RV  "chief- 

tain")inJudah(Zec  9  7;  12  fif). 

C2) 

givers' 

or  "lawgiver"  In  BY  of  Oen  48  10;  Dt  88  21;  Im  88 

22 

(3)  btPlS*  m69hil,  part,  of  b^^.  mOBhal,   "to   be 

master.";*  to  rule*'  (Gen  46  26,  RV  "ruler"). 

(4)  K'»ipj.  »«•**  (2  Ch  1  2.  RV  "prince'^). 

(5)  1^9 .  fdghAn  (Dnl  8  2f;   Jer  61  23,   RVm  *'or 

lieutenants";  vs  28.57;  Ezk  88  6.12.23).  The  same 
word  is  rendered  "rulers"  or  "deputies"  (Isa  41  26; 
£zr  9  2:  Neh  8  16;  6  7;  7  6;  18  40). 

(6)  nn|} .  p«^dA.  is  variously  used:  (a)  of  the  military 

governor  of  a  province  among  the  Assyrians  (Isa  86  9) ; 
(6)  among  the  Chaldees  OSzk  88  6.23;  Jer  61  23.28.67); 
(e)  among  the  Persians  (Est  8  12;  8  0;  9  3);  (d)  of  the 
governor-general  of  the  province  beyond  the  River 
(Euphrates)  (Ezr  8  36;  Neh  8  7.9);  (e)  of  Nehemiah 
as  subordinate  "governor  in  the  land  of  Judah"  imder 
him  (Neh6  14  fr);  (»  of  Zerubbabel  as  "governor  of 
Judah"  (Hag  1  1.14:  8  2.21):  (p)  of  Solomon's  gov- 
ernors (1  K  10  16;  80  24  lin  Syria]). 

(7)  Tp^.   pdl^idh  (Jer  80  1.   RV  "chief  oiBcer"). 

Elsewhere  it  is  rendered  "overseer"  or  "officer"  (cf  Qea 
41  34;   2  K  86  19;   Neh  11  9.22). 

(8)  ^^,  «or,  "governor  of  the  city"  (1  K  88  26). 
Elsewhere  commonly  rendered  "prince." 

(9)  12*^^^,  ahaUip  (Gen  48  6).  Elsewhere  rendered 
"ruler"  or  "captahi." 

(10)  b5nTp*JI?.  tirsMUhA*;  RV  "the  governor."  AV 
"the  Tirshatha"  (Ezr  8  63;  Neh  7  70).  See  Tirshatha. 

The  word  "governor"  in  EV  represents  an  almost 

equal  varietj^  of  Gr  words.    Here  again  the  usage 

is  for  the  most  part  lax  and  imtechni- 

2.  In  the  cal:  but  since  reference  is  diiefly 
NT  had  to  officers  of  the  Rom  imperial 

administration,  concerning  whicn  we 
possess  ample  information,  no  embarrassment  is 
thereby  occasioned.  The  words  chiefly  in  use  for 
"governor"  are  derived  from  \/agt  "drive,"  **lead" : 

(1)  MofAiu.  higiomai.  "lead"  (Mt  8  6;  of  Joseph  as 
grand  vizier  of  Egypt,  Acts  7  10). 

(2)  qycuwr.  hiffetiUhi,  "leader"  (Mt  10  18;  1  Pet  8 
14;  of  niate.  Mt  87  2.11.14.16.21.27;  of  Felix.  Acts 
88  24.26.33;   of  Festus,  Acts  84  1.10;   86  30). 

(3)  nycMovevw,  kigemonetlS,  "function  as  leader"  (LJc  8 
2;  of  Pilate,  Lk  8  1). 

To  these  are  added  terms  of  more  spedflc  meaning: 

(4)  iBvapx^'  ethndrcfiis,  "ethnarch  or  "ruler  of  a 
nation"  (2  Cor  11  32).     See  Government.  6.  7. 

(5)  tMvi'w,  euthUnd,  "direct."  "guide"  (Jas  8  4). 
Here  RV  properly  renders  "steersman." 

(6)  apxiTfUitKkvof,  architridinoa,  "president  of  a  ban- 
quet" (Jn  8  8f.  ARV  "ruler  of  the  feast"). 
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(7)  oiKov6iio%,  oikondmos,  "steward,"  "manager  of  a 
household  or  estate"  (Gal  4  2.  RV  "stewards"). 

It  is  thus  seen  that  in  the  NT  "governor"  in  the 
political  sense  occurs  chiefly  in  reference  to  the  Rom 
procurators  of  Judaea — ^Pilate,  Felix,  and  Festus. 
See  Pilate;  Felix;  Festub.  It  remains  for  us 
here  to  speak  briefly  of  the  government  of  Rom 
provinces. 

Lat  provincia  sigmfies  a  ma^strate's  sphere  of 
duty  or  authority,  either  (o)  judicially  or  legally, 
defining  the  scope  of  his  competence,  or  (&)  geo- 
graphically, designating  the  territorial  limits  within 
which  he  may  exercise  authority.  It  is  in  the  latter 
sense  that  we  are  now  considering  the  word.  When, 
in  the  3d  cent.  BC,  Rome  began  to  rule  conquered 
lands  outside  Ital}r,  each  territory  was  set  under 
the  authority  of  a  single  magistrate,  and  hence  came 
to  be  called  a  "province."  Conquered  territories 
left  under  the  rule  of  native  princes  or  kings  were  not 
so  designated,  although  theu*  government  was  prac- 
tically directed  by  Rome.  At  first  provinces  were 
governed  by  proconsuls  or  propraetors  (i.e.  ex-con- 
suls or  ex-praetors) ;  but  with  the  steady  multipli- 
cation of  provinces  various  expedients  became 
necessary  in  order  to  provide  governors  of  suitable 
rank  and  dignity.  Thus  the  number  of  praetors 
was  largely  augmented,  and  the  term  of  possible 
service  as  governor  was  extended.  Under  Augustus 
the  provinces  were  parceled  out  between  the  em- 
peror and  the  senate,  the  former  reserving  for  him- 
self such  as  seemed  to  require  the  maintenance  of  a 
considerable  armed  force.  In  these  the  emperor 
was  himself  proconsul.  Early  in  the  Empire  im- 
perial provinces  of  a  different  type  appear,  m  which 
the  emperor,  regarded  as  sovereign  proprietor, 
governs  by  a  viceroy  (praefectus)  or  steward  {proo 
urcUor) .  In  some  of  these,  tributary  kings  or  prmces 
ruled  with  the  emperor's  representative — a  legatus 
or  a  procurator— hy  their  side,  much  as  England  now 
rules  Egypt.  Among  the  provinces  so  ruled  were 
Egypt  and  Judaea,  partly,  no  doubt,  because  of  their 
strategic  position,  partly  because  of  the  temper  of 
their  inhaoitants.         William  Arthur  Heidel 

GOTIM,  goi'yim.    See  Goim. 

GOZAN,  gS'zan  (] Jl^ ,  gozdn;  T»l^v,  Gozdn,  B, 
Gozdr  in  2  K  17  6,  Chozdr  in  1  Ch  6  26):  A 
place  in  Assyria  to  which  Israelites  were  deported 
on  the  fall  of  Samaria  (2  K  17  6;  18  11;  1  Ch  6 
26).  It  is  also  mentioned  in  a  letter  of  Sennacherib 
to  Hezekiah  (2  K  10  12;  Isa  37  12).  The  dis- 
trict is  that  named  Guzana  by  the  Assyrians,  and 
Gauzanitis  by  Ptolemy,  W.  of  Nisibis,  with  which, 
in  the  Assyr  geographical  list  (WAIj  II,  53,  1.  43), 
it  is  mentioned  as  the  name  of  a  city  (dlu  Guzana; 
6lu  Nasibina).  It  became  an  Assyr  province,  and 
rebelled  in  759  BC,  but  was  again  reduced  to  sub- 
jection.   See  Habor;    Halah.  James  Orr 

GRABA,  gra'ba.    See  Aggaba. 

GRACE,  gras:  In  the  Eng.  NT  the  word  "grace" 
is  always  a  tr  of  x^P^f  {chdris),  a  word  that  occurs 

in  the  Gr  text  something  over  170 1 
1.  The  (the  reading  is  uncertain  in  places). 

Word  In  secular  Gr  of  all  periods  it  is  also  a 

ChdrU  very  common  word,  and  in  both  Bib. 

and  secular  Gr  it  is  used  with  far  more 
meanings  than  can  be  represented  by  any  one  term 
in  Eng.     Primarily  (o)  the  word  seems  to  denote 

{)leasant  external  appearance,  "gracefulness,"  "love- 
iness";  cf  the  personification  in  "the  Graces." 
Such  a  use  is  found  in  Lk  4  22,  where  'wondered 
at  the  charm  of  his  words'  is  a  good  tr;  and  simi- 
larly in  Col  4  6.  (6)  Objectively,  charts  may  denote 
the  impression  produced  by  "gracefulness,"  as  in 


3  Jn  ver  4  'greater  gratification  have  I  none  than 
this'  (but  many  MSS  read  chard j  "joy,"  here), 
(c)  As  a  mental  attribute  charis  may  be  tr**  by  "gra- 
ciousness,"  or,  when  directed  toward  a  particular 
person  or  persons,  by  "favor."  So  in  Lk  2  52. 
"Jesus  advanced  ....  in  favor  with  God  ana 
men."  (d)  As  the  complement  to  this,  charis  de- 
notes the  emotion  awakened  in  the  recipient  of  such 
favor,  i.e.  "gratitude."  So  Lk  17  9  reads  lit.  'Has 
he  gratitude  to  that  servant?'  In  a  slightly  trans- 
ferred sense  charis  designates  the  words  or  emotion 
in  which  gratitude  is  expressed,  and  so  becomes 
"thanks"  (some  lOt,  Rom  6  17,  etc),  (e)  Con- 
cretely, charis  may  mean  the  act  by  which  gradous- 
ness  IS  expressed,  as  in  1  Cor  16  3,  where  AV 
translates  by  "liberality,"  and  RV  by  "bounty." 
These  various  meanings  naturally  tend  to  blend 
into  each  other,  and  in  certain  cases  it  is  difficult 
to  fix  the  precise  meaning  that  the  writer  meant  the 
word  to  convey,  a  confusion  that  is  common  to  both 
NT  and  secular  Gr.  And  in  secular  Gr  the  word 
has  a  still  larger  variety  of  meanings  that  scarcely 
concern  the  theologian. 

Naturally,  the  various  meanings  of  the  word  were 
simply  taken  over  from  ordinary  language  by  the 

NT  writers.  And  so  it  is  quite  ille- 
2.  Grace  gitimate  to  try  to  construct  on  the 
as  Power      basis  of  all  the  occurrences  of  the  word 

a  single  doctrine  that  will  account  for 
all  the  various  usages.  That  one  word  could  ex- 
press both  "charm  of  speech"  and  "thankfulness 
for  blessings"  was  doubtless  felt  to  be  a  mere  acci- 
dent, if  it  was  thought  of  at  all.  But,  none  the  1^, 
the  very  elasticity  of  the  word  enabled  it  to  receive 
still  another — ^new  and  technically  Christian — ^mean- 
ing. This  seems  to  have  originated  in  part  by  fusing 
together  two  of  the  ordinary  significances.  In  the 
first  place,  as  in  (e)  above,  charis  may  mean  "a  ^t." 
In  1  Cor  16  3;  2  Cor  8  19  it  is  the  money  given 
by  the  Corinthians  to  the  Jerusalemites.  In  2  Cor 
9  8  it  is  the  increase  of  worldly  goods  that  God 
pants  for  charitable  purposes.  In  2  Cor  1  15  it 
IS  the  benefit  received  by  the  Corinthians  from  a 
visit  by  St.  Paul.  In  a  more  spiritual  sense  charis 
is  the  endowment  for  an  office  m  the  church  (Eph 

4  7),  more  particularly  for  the  apostolate  (Rom  1  5; 
12  3;  16  15;  1  Cor  8  10;  Eph  8  2.7).  So  in 
1  Cor  1  4-7  m  charis  is  expanded  into  "word  and 
all  knowledge,"  endowments  with  which  the  Cor- 
inthians were  esp.  favored.  In  1  Pet  1  13  charis 
is  the  future  heavenly  blessedness  that  Christians 
are  to  receive:  in  8  7  it  is  the  present  gift  of  "life." 
In  the  second  place,  charis  is  the  word  for  God's 
favor,  a  sense  of  the  term  that  is  esp.  refined  by  St. 
Paul  (see  below).  But  God's  favor  differs  from 
man's  in  that  it  cannot  be  conceived  of  as  inactive. 
A  favorable  "thought"  of  God's  about  a  man  in- 
volves of  necessity  the  reception  of  some  blessing 
by  that  man,  and  "to  look  with  favor"  is  one  of  the 
commonest  Bib.  paraphrases  for  "bestow  a  bless- 
ing." Between  "God's  favor"  and  "God's  favors" 
there  exists  a  relation  of  active  power,  and  as  ckaris 
denoted  both  the  favor  and  the  favors,  it  was  the 
natural  word  for  the  power  that  connected  them. 
This  use  is  very  clear  in  1  Cor  16  10,  where  St. 
Paul  says,  "not  I,  but  the  grace  of  God  which  was 
with  me"  labored  more  abundantly  than  they  all: 
grace  is  something  that  labors.  So  in  2  Cor  12  9, 
"My  grace  is  sufficient  for  thee:  for  my  power 
is  msude  perfect  in  weakness";  cf  2  Tim  2  1, 
"strengthened  in  the  grace,"  and  1  Pet  4  10, 
"stewards  of  the  manifold  grace."  Evidently  in 
this  sense  "grace"  is  almost  a  synonym  for  the 
Spirit  (see  Holy  Spirit),  and  there  is  little  real 
difference  between  "full  of  the  Holy  Spirit"  and 
"full  of  grace  and  power"  in  Acts  6  6.8,  while  there 
is  a  very  strildng  ||  between  Eph  4  7-13  and  1  Cor 
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12  4-11,  with  ''gifts  of  grace''  in  the  one  passage, 
and  ''gifts  of  the  Spirit '  in  the  other.  And  this 
connection  between  grace  and  the  Spirit  is  found 
definitely  in  the  formula  "Spirit  of  grace"  in  He  10 
29  (cf  Zee  12  10).  And,  as  is  well  known,  it  is 
from  this  sense  of  the  word  that  the  Catholic  doc- 
trine of  grace  developed. 

This  meaning  of  charU  was  obtained  by  expand- 
ing and  combining  other  meanings.    By  the  oppo- 
site  process   of   narrowly   restrictmg 

3.  Grace  in  one  of  the  meanings  of  the  word,  it 
Justification  came  again  into  Christian  theology 

as  a  technical  term,  but  this  time  in  a 
sense  quite  distinct  from  that  just  discussed.  The 
formation  of  this  special  sense  seems  to  have  been 
the  work  of  St.  Paul.  When  charis  is  used  with  the 
meaning  "favor,"  nothing  at  all  is  implied  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  favor  is  deserved.  So,  for  in- 
stance, in  the  NT,  when  in  Lk  2  52  it  is  said  that 
"Jesus  advanced  ....  in  favor  with  God  and 
men,"  the  last  possible  thou^t  is  that  Our  Lord 
did  not  deserve  this  favor.  Cf  also  Lk  2  40  and 
Acts  2  47  and,  as  less  clear  cases,  Lk  1  30;  Acts 
7  46;  He  4  16;  12  15.28.  But  the  word  has 
abundant  use  in  secular  Gr  in  the  sense  of  unmerited 
favor,  and  St.  Paul  seized  on  this  meaning  of  the 
word  to  express  a  fundamental  characteristic  of 
Christianity.  The  basic  passage  is  Rom  11  5.6, 
where  as  a  definition  is  given,  "Ifit  is  by  grace,  it  is 
no  more  of  works :  otherwise  grace  is  no  more  grace." 
That  the  word  is  used  in  other  senses  could  have 
caused  no  Ist-cent.  reader  to  miss  the  meaning, 
which,  indeed,  is  unmistakable.  "Grace"  in  this' 
sense  is  an  attitude  on  God's  part  that  proceeds 
entirely  from  within  Himself,  and  that  is  condi- 
tioned in  no  way  by  anything  in  the  objects  of  His 
favor.  So  in  Rom  4  4.  If  salvation  is  given  on 
the  basis  of  what  a  man  has  done,  then  salvation  is 
Kiven  by  God  as  the  payment  of  a  debt.  But  when 
Ukith  is  reckoned  for  what  it  is  not,  i.e.  righteousness, 
there  is  no  claim  on  man's  part,  and  he  receives  as 
a  pure  gift  something  that  ne  has  not  earned.  (It 
is  quite  true  that  faith  involves  moral  effort,  and  so 
may  be  thought  of  as  a  sort  of  a  "work" ;  it  is  quite 
true  that  faith  does  something  as  a  preparation  for 
receiving  God's  further  gifts.  ^  But  it  simply  clouds 
the  exegetical  issue  to  bring  in  these  ideas  here,  as 
they  certainly  were  not  present  in  St.  Paul's  mind 
when  the  verses  were  being  written.)  "Grace," 
then,  in  this  sense  is  the  antinomy^to  "works"  or  to 
"law";  it  has  a  special  relation  to  the  guilt  of  sin 
(Rom  6  20;  6  1),  and  has  almost  exactly  the  same 
sense  as  "mercy."  Indeed,  "grace"  here  differs 
from  "mercy"  chiefly  in  connoting  eager  love  as  the 
source  of  the  act.  See  Justification.  Of  course 
it  is  this  sense  of  grace  that  dominates  Rom  8-6. 
esp.  in  the  thesis  3  24,  while  the  same  use  is  founa 
in  Gal  2  21;  Eph  2  5.8;  2  Tim  1  9.  The  same 
strict  sense  underlies  Gal  1  6  and  is  found,  less 
sharply  formulated,  in  Tit  8  5-7.  (Gal  6  4  is  per- 
haps different.)  Outside  of  St.  Paul's  writing,  his 
dennition  of  the  word  seems  to  be  adopted  in  Jn 
1  17;  Acts  16  11;  He  13  9,  while  a  perversion  of 
this  definition  in  the  direction  of  antinomianism  is 
the  subject  of  the  invective  in  Jude  ver  4.  And, 
of  course,  it  is  from  the  word  in  this  technical  Paul- 
ine sense  that  an  elaborate  Protestant  doctrine  of 
grace  has  be^n  developed. 

A  few  special  uses  of  the  word  may  be  noted. 

That  the  special  blessing  of  God  on  a  particular 

undertaking  (Acts  14  26;  16  40)  should 

4.  Special  be  called  a  "grace"  needs  no  expla- 
Uses  nation.    In  Lk  6  32-34,  and  1  Pet  2 

19.20,  charis  seems  to  be  used  in  the 
of    "that    which    deserves   the   thanks   of 


sense 


God,"  i.e.  a  specifically  Christian  act  as  distin- 
guished from  an  act  of  "natural  morality."    "Grace 


for  grace"  in  Jn  1  16  is  a  difficult  phrase,  but  an 
almost  exact  ||  in  Philo  {Paster.  Cain,  43)  may  fix 
the  sense  as  "benefit  on  benefit."  But  the  tendency 
of  the  NT  writers  is  to  combine  the  various  mean- 
ings the  word  can  have,  something  that  is  particu- 
larly well  illustrated  in  2  Cor  8,  9.  In  these  two 
chapters  the  word  occurs  10 1,  but  in  so  many  differ- 
ent senses  as  to  suggest  that  St.  Paul  is  consciously 
playing  with  the  term.  Charis  is  the  money  givei^ 
to  the  Jerusalemites  by  the  Corinthians  (8  19),  it 
is  the  increase  of  goods  that  God  will  grant  the  Co- 
rinthians (9  8),  it  is  the  disposition  of  the  givers  (8 
6),  it  is  the  power  of  God  that  has  wrought  this 
disposition  (8  1;  9  14),  it  is  the  act  of  Christ  in 
the  Incarnation  (8  9;  contrast  the  distinction  be- 
tween "God's  grace"  and  "Christ's  act"  in  He  2  9), 
it  is  the  thanks  that  St.  Paul  renders  (2  Cor  9  15). 
That  all  a  Christian  is  and  all  that  he  has  is  God's 
gift  could  have  been  stated  of  course  without  the 
use  of  anv  special  term  at  all.  But  in  these  two 
chapters  St.  Paul  has  taught  this  truth  by  using  for 
the  various  ideas  always  the  same  term  and  by  refer- 
ring this  term  to  God  at  the  beginning  and  the  end 
of  the  section.  That  is,  to  the  multiplicity  of  con- 
cepts there  is  given  a  unity  of  terminology,  corre- 
sponding to  the  unity  given  the  multiple  aspects  of 
life  by  the  thought  of  entire  dependence  on  God. 
So  diaris,  "grace,"  becomes  almost  an  equivalent 
for  "Christianity,"  viewed  as  the  religion  of  de- 
pendence on  Grod  through  Christ.  As  one  mav 
think  of  entering  Christianity,  abiding  in  it,  or  fall- 
ing from  it,  so  one  may  speak  of  entering  into  (Rom 
6  2^,  abiding  in  (Acts  13  43),  or  falling  from  (Gal 
5  4)  grace;  cf  1  Pet  5  12.  So  the  teaching  of 
Chnstianity  may  be  summed  up  as  the  word  or 
gospel  of  grace  (Acts  14  3;  20  24.32).  So  "grace 
be  with  you"  closes  the  Epistles  as  a  sufficient  sum- 
mary of  all  the  blessings  that  can  be  wished  Chris- 
tian readers.  At  the  beginning  of  the  Epistles  the 
words  "and  peace"  are  usually  added,  but  this  is 
due  only  to  the  influence  of  the  Jewish  greeting 
"peace  be  with  you"  (Lk  10  5,  etc),  and  not  to  any 
reflection  on  "grace"  and  "peace"  as  separate 
things.  (It  is  possible  that  the  Gr  use  of  chairein. 
"rejoice,"  as  an  epistolary  salutation  [so  in  Jas  1  1] 
influenced  the  Cnristian  use  of  charis.  But  that 
"grace  and  peace"  was  conscUmdy  regarded  as  a 
universalistic  combination  of  Jewish  and  gentile 
custom  is  altogether  unlikely.)  The  further  expan- 
sion of  the  introductory  formula  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  "mercy"  in  1  and  2  Tim  is  quite  without 
theological  simificance. 

In  the  Gr  Gospels,  charis  is  used  in  the  words  of 
Christ  only  in  Lk  6  32-34;  17  9.    As  Christ  spoke 

in  Aram.,  the  choice  of  this  word  is  due 
6.  Teaching  to  St.  Luke,  probably  under  the  influ- 
of  Christ       ence  of  its  oommon  Christian  use  in 

his  own  day.  And  there  is  no  word 
in  Our  Lord's  recorded  sa3dngs  that  suggests  that 
He  employed  habitually  any  especial  term  to 
denote  grace  in  any  of  its  senses.  But  the  ideas 
are  unambiguously  present.  That  the  pardon  of 
sins  is  a  free  act  on  God's  part  may  be  described  as 
an  essential  in  Christ's  teaching,  and  the  lesson  is 
taught  in  all  manner  of  ways.  The  prodigal  knowing 
only  his  own  wretchedness  (Lk  15  20),  the  publican 
without  merit  to  urge  (Lk  18  13),  the  sick  who  need 
a  phymcian  (Mk  2  17),  they  who  hunger  and  thirst 
after  righteousness  (Mt  5  6),  these  are  the  ones  for 
whom  God's  pardon  is  inexhaustible.  And  positive 
blessings,  be  they  temporal  or  spiritual,  are  to  be 
looked  for  from  God,  with  perfect  trust  in  Him  who 
clothes  the  lilies  and  knows  how  to  give  good  gifts  to 
His  children  (Mt  7  11;  here  Lk  11  13  has  "Holy 
Spirit"  for  "gifts,"  doubtless  a  Lukan  interpreta- 
tion, but  certainly  a  correct  one).  Indeed,  it  is  not 
too  much  to  say  that  Christ  knows  but  one  unpar- 
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donable  sin,  the  sin  of  spiritual  self-satisfaction — 
'rrhat  which  is  exalted  among  men  is  an  abomina- 
tion in  the  sight  of  God''  (Lk  16  15;  cf  Lk  17  7-10; 
Mt  20  1-16)7 

There  is  no  word  in  Heb  that  can  represent  all 
the  meanings  of  charis^  and  in  the  LXX  charU  itself 

is  used,  practically,  only  as  a  tr  of  the 
6.  In  fhe  Heb  ^^  C{n),  "favor,''  this  restriction 
•OT  of  meaning  being  due  to  the  desire  to 

represent  the  same  Heb  word  by  the 
same  Gr  word  as  far  as  possible.  And  h^y  in  turn, 
is  used  chiefly  only  in  the  phrase  '*find  Javor"  (Gen 
6  8,  etc),  whether  the  reference  is  to  God  or  men, 
ana  without  theological  importance. .  Much  nearer 
St.  Paul's  use  of  charis  is  r&Qon  (I'TS^'J),  "accept- 
ance," in  such  passages  as  Isa  60  10,  "In  my  favor 
have  I  had  mercy  on  thee";  Ps  44  3, '*not  ....  by 
their  own  sword  ....  but  ....  because  thou 
wast  favorable  unto  them."  Perhaps  still  closer 
parallels  can  be  detected  in  the  use  of  he^edh  090)' 
"kindness  "  "mercy,"  as  in  Ex  20  6,  etc.  But,  of 
course,  a  limitation  of  the  sources  for  the  doctrine 
to  passages  containing  only  certain  words  would  be 
altogether  unjust.  The  main  lines  seem  to  be  these : 
(1)  Technically,  salvation  by  grace  in  the  NT  is 
opposed  to  an  OT  doctrine  of  salvation  by  works 
(Rom  4  4;  11  6),  or,  what  is  the  same  thing,  by 
law  (Rom  6  14;  Jn  1  17);  i.e.  men  and  (jod  are 
thought  of  as  parties  to  a  contract,  to  be  fulfiUed 
by  each  independently.  Most  of  the  legislation 
seems  to  presuppose  some  idea  of  man  as  a  quantity 
quite  outside  of  God,  while  Dt  80  11-14  states 
explicitly  that  the  law  is  not  too  hard  nor  too  far 
o£f  for  man.  (2)  Yet  even  this  legalism  is  not  with- 
out important  modifications.  Tbe  keeping  of  the 
law  is  man's  work,  but  that  man  has  the  law  to 
keep  is  something  for  which  God  only  is  to  be 
thanked.  Ps  119  is  the  essence  of  legalism,  but 
the  writer  feels  overwhelmed  throughout  by  the 
greatness  of  the  mercy  that  disclosed  such  statutes 
to  men.  After  all,  the  initial  (and  vital  I)  act  is 
God's  not  man's.  This  is  stated  most  shaiply  in 
Ezk  28  1-4 — Oholibah  and  her  sister  became  God's, 
not  because  of  any  virtue  in  them,  but  in  spite  oi 
most  revolting  conduct.  Cf  Dt  7  7,  etc.  (3)  But 
even  in  the  most  legalistic  passages,  an  absolute 
literal  keepins  of  the  law  is  never  (not  even  in  such 
a  passage  as  Nu  16  30.31)  made  a  condition  of  sal- 
vation. The  thought  of  transgression  is  at  all 
times  tempered  with  the  thought  of  (jod's  pardon. 
The  whole  sacrificial  system,  in  so  far  as  it  is  ex- 
piatonr^  rests  on  (jrod's  gracious  acceptance  of 
sometmng  in  place  of  legal  obedience,  while  the 
passages  that  offer  God's  mercy  without  demanding 
even  a  sacrifice  (Isa  1  18;  Mic  7  18-20,  etc)  are 
countless.  Indeed,  in  Ezk  16,  20,  28,  mercy  is 
promised  to  a  nation  that  is  spoken  of  as  hardly 
even  desiring  it,  a  most  extreme  instance.  (4)  But 
a  mere  negative  granting  of  pardon  is  a  most  defi- 
cient definition  of  the  OT  idea  of  (jod's  mercy, 
which  delights  in  conferring  positive  benefits.    The 

g'ft  to  Abraham  of  the  land  of  Canaan,  liberation 
om  Egypt,  food  in  the  wilderness,  salvation  from 
enemies,  deliverance  from  exile — ^all  of  Israel's  his- 
tory can  be  felt  to  be  the  record  of  what  (jrod  did 
for  His  people  through  no  duty  or  compulsion, 

Sateful  thanksgiving  for  such  unmerited  blessings 
ling,  for  instance,  much  of  the  Psalter.  The 
hearts  of  men  are  in  (jrod's  keeping,  to  receive  from 
Him  the  impulse  toward  what  is  right  (1  Ch  29  18, 
etc).  And  the  promise  is  made  that  the  God  who 
has  manifested  Himself  as  a  forgiving  Father  will  in 
due  time  take  hold  of  His  children  to  work  in  them 
actual  righteousness  (Isa  1  26;  4  3.4;  82  1-8;  88 
24;  Jer  81  33.34;  Ezk  86  25.26;  Zee  8;  Dnl  9  24; 
Ps  61  10-12)     With  this  promise— for  the  OT 


always  a  matter  of  the  future — the  OT  teaching 
passes  into  that  of  the  NT. 

Most  of  the  discussions  of  the  Bib.  doctrine  of 
grace  have  been  faulty  in  narrowing  the  meaning  of 
"grace"  to  some  special  sense,  and  then 
7.  Sunmiaxy  endeavoring  to  force  this  special  sense 
on  all  the  Bib.  passages.  For  in- 
stance, Roman  Catholic  scholars,  starting  with  the 
meaning  of  the -word  in  (say)  2  Cor  12  9,  have 
made  Rom  8  24  state  that  men  are  justified  by  the 
infusion  of  Divine  holiness  into  them,  an  int^pre- 
tation  that  utterly  ruins  St.  Paul's  ai^gument.  On 
the  other  hand,  Protestant  extremists  have  tried 
to  reverse  the  process  and  have  argued  that  grace 
cannot  mean  anything  except  favor  as  an  attitude, 
with  results  that  are  equally  disastrous  from  the 
exegetical  standpoint.  And  a  confusion  has  re- 
sulted that  has  prevented  men  from  seeing  that 
most  of  the  controversies  about  grace  are  at  croes- 
puiposes.  A  rigid  definition  is  hardly  possible,  but 
still  a  single  conception  is  actually  present  in  idmost 
every  case  where  "grace"  is  found — the  conception 
that  all  a  Christian  has  or  is,  is  centered  exclusively 
in  God  and  Christ,  and  depends  utterly  on  God 
through  Christ.  The  kingdom  of  heaven  is  reserved 
for  those  who  become  as  little  children,  for  those 
who  look  to  their  Father  in  loving  confidence  for 
every  benefit,  whether  it  be  for  the  pardon  so  freely 
given,  or  for  the  strength  that  comes  from  Him  who 
works  in  them  both  to  will  and  to  do. 

LiTSBATURs. — All  the  Bib.  theologies  contain  full  dis- 
cuasiona  of  the  subject:  for  the  NT  the  closest  deflnitlons 
are  given  by  Bernard  Weiss.  But  for  the  meaning  of 
"grace"  in  any  particular  place  the  commentaries  must 
be  consulted,  although  the  student  may  be  warned  against 
discussions  that  argue  too  closely  from  what  may  seem  to 
be  ii  passages. 

Burton  Scott  Easton 

GRACIOUS,  gr&'shus  (l^n,  JJLanan;  x^4>^t 
chdris) :  In  general,  the  word  means  ''to  favor,"  "to 
show  kindness''  to  an  inferior  and  ''to  be  compassion- 
ate." All  OT  passages  are  derived  from  the  same 
root,  and  yet  there  are  two  evident  shades  of  mean- 
ing derived  from  it.  (1)  As  above,  "favorable"  or, 
causative,  "to  cause  to  be  g.,"  as  "Jeh  make  his 
face  to  shine  upon  thee,  and  be  g.  unto  thee"  (Nu 
6  25):  "And  the  Lord  was  g.  unto  them"  (2  K  IS 
23  AY):  "The  Lord  is  g.  and  full  of  compassion" 
(Ps  145  8  AY).  (2)  In  a  modified  sense,  "grace- 
ful," "winsome"  or  "attractive,"  as  applied  par- 
ticularly to  persons  and  things.  Used  thus  3t  in 
the  OT  and  once  in  the  NT.  "A  g.  woman  retaineth 
honor"  (Prov  11  16  AV;  cf  Eccl  10  12  and  Lk 
4  22). 

The  word  is  used  once  in  the  NT  from  root  of  Gr 
word  xPV^^^t  chrestdsj  meaning  "useful"  as  a  boiefit: 
"if  ye  have  tasted  that  the  Lord  is  g."  (1  Pet  2  3). 

In  the  main,  however,  the  adj.  is  applied  in  the 
OT  to  Jeh,  as  indicative  of  His  favor  and  mercy, 
His  long-suffering  and  general  inclination  of  favor 
and  kindness.  Walter  G.  Cuppinger 

GRAECIA,  gre'sha.    See  Greece. 

GRAFT,  graft  (IvKcvrpClw,  egkenlrlzo;  .  RV 
GRAFT;  AV  Graff) :  The  word  occurs  6  t  in  Rom 
11.  Paul  assumed  that  those  living  about  Rome 
were  familiar  with  the  process  of  grafting  olive 
trees,  for  olive  culture  had  been  adopted  by  the 
Greeks  and  Romans  in  Paul's  time.  The  wild  olive 
trees  (Arab,  colloquial,  zeMn  herri)  are  cut  back,  slits 
made  on  the  freshly  sawed  branch  ends,  and  two 
or  three  grafts  from  a  cultivated  olive  (Arab,  collo- 
quial, zeitUn  jouwi)  are  inserted  in  such  a  wa^  that 
tne  bark  of  the  scion  and  of  the  branch  comcide. 
The  exposed  ends  are  smeared  with  mud  made  from 
clay,  and  then  bound  with  cloth  or  date  straw,  which 
is  held  by  thongs  made  from  the  bark  of  young  mul- 
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berrv  branches.  The  fruit  thus  obtained  is  good. 
Wild  olives  cannot  be  made  cultivated  olives  by 
ingrafting,  as  Paul  implies  (ver  24),  but  a  wild  olive 
branch  thus  grafted  would  thrive.  So  Gentiles 
would  flourish  spiritually  when  grafted  into  the 
fulness  of  God's  mercy,  first  revealed  to  the  world 
through  Israel.  James  A.  Patch 

GRAIN,  gr&n.    See  Aqri culture;  Garner. 

GRANART,    granVri.    Sec    Garner;     Store- 

HOU8B8. 

GRAPES,  gr&ps.    See  Vine. 

GRAPES,  WILD  (D'>TP^5l ,  b^ushlm,  Isa  6  2.4) : 

A  word  closely  allied  to  H^K^,  bo^ahahy  Job  31  40, 
tr<*  "cockle"  (which  see).  It  implies  something 
noisome  or  worthless,  but  no  particular  fruit. 

GRASP,  grasp:  The  word  4pira7/ui6f,  harpagmds 
(Phil  2  6),  is  rendered  by  AV  "robbery,"  by  RV 
"a  prize,"  and  by  ARV  a  thing  to  be  grasped." 
By  derivation  the  term  may  denote  either  an  act 
of  seizing  or  the  aim  or  result  of  the  action.  In  the 
context  raul  is  discussing,  not  Christ's  opinion  of 
His  equality  with  God,  but  His  amazing  self-sacri- 
fice in  laying  aside  His  equality  for  our  sakes.  He 
treated  it  not  as  a  treasure  to  be  held  for  Himself, 
but  laid  it  aside  for  us.  It  is  better  to  render  with 
RV  "a  prize." 

GRASS,  gras: 

(1)  "T^Sn,  hdclr,  from  a  root  meaning  "green- 
ness"; cf  Arab.  Khudra,  which  includes  grasses  and 
green  vegetables  (1  K  18  5;  2  K  19  26;  Job  40 
15;  Ps  104  14,  etc).  Isa  16  6  is  tr'*  in  AV  "hay," 
RV  "grass":  Prov  27  25,  EV  "hav,"  m  *'Heb  grass^'; 
Nu  11  6EV  translates  *1eeks."  It  is  a  term  for 
herbage  in  general. 

(2)  Sip^,  de8he\  from  root  meaning  "to  sprout 
abundantly."  Generally  tr'*  "tender  grass"  (Gen 
1  llf;  2  S  28  4;  Job  6  5:  Isa  16  6;  66  14;  Jer 
14  6,  etc);  tr^  "grass"  (Job  6  6;  Jer  14  6);  tr^* 
"herb"  (2  K  19  26;  Ps  27  2;  Isa  87  27;  66  14). 
In  Jer  60  11  we  have  "heifer  at  grass"  (deshe^)  in 
AV  and  RVm.  but  in  RV  "heifer  that  treadeth  out 
the  grain."  Kfl^ ,  delhe^  the  Aram,  form,  occurs  in 
Dnl  4  15.23,  and  is  tr**  "tender  grass." 

(3)  tDtJn,  fidshashj  probably  "dry"  or  "cut  grass"; 

cf  Arab,  ilmjum^,  /kw^^,  "dry  fodder"  or  "cut 

grass"  (Isa  6  24,  AV  "chaff,"  RV  "dry  grass"; 
88  11,  EV  "chaff''). 

(4)  tijj^,  U}p^\  from  root  meaning  "to  come 
late,"  hence  used  in  Am  7  1  for  the  "latter  growth" 
of  grass  after  mowing. 

(5)  PT»  l/erefe  lit.  "green  thing"  (Nu  22  4, 
elsewhere  tr**  "herb"). 

(6)  Sip?,  *ese6A  (Dt  11  15,  etc),  generally  tr<* 
"herb"  (for  [5]  and  [6]  see  Herb). 

(7)  x^proj,  (Mrtofi  (Mt  6  30;  14  19;  Mk  6  39; 
Lk  12  28;  Jn  6  10;  Jas  1  10.11;  1  Pet  1  24; 
Rev  8  7;  9  4);  tr<*  "blade"  (Mt  18  26;  Mk  4 
28);  tr<»"hay"(l  Ck)r  8  12). 

There  are  243  species  of  true  grasses  (N.O. 
Gramineae)  in  Pal,  but  Heb,  like  modern  Arab., 
does  not  discriminate  between  these  and  other 
herbs  which  together  make  up  herbage.  Actual 
turf  is  practically  unknown  in  Pal,  and  grass  seed 
is  not  artificially  sown;  young  green  barley  is  used 
in  the  neighborhood  of  towns  as  fresh  fodder  for 
horses  and  cattle.  It  is  not  the  native  custom  to 
cut  herbage  for  hay,  though  the  writer  has  seen 


many  carloads  of  sweet-smelling  hay  being  carried 
from  the  land  by  Circassian  settlers,  E.  of  the  Jor- 
dan. 

The  "grass  upon  the  house  tops"  (Ps  129  6;  Isa 
87  27),  the  growth  which  springs  from  the  seeds 
mingled  with  the  mud  of  which  the  roof  is  made, 
springs  up  quickly  with  the  rains,  but  as  quickly 
dries  up  before  it  reaches  half  its  normal  heightr— 
or  not  infrequently  is  set  on  fire. 

Dew,  rain  or  showers  upon  the  grass  are  men- 
tioned (Dt  82  6;  Prov  19  12:  Mic  6  7;  Ps  72 
6,  "rain  upon  the  mown  'grass,"  i.e.  the  grass  eaten 
short  by  cattle).  £.  W.  G.  Masterman 

GRASSHOPPER,  gras'hop-Sr.    See  Locust. 

GRATE,  gr&t,  GRATING,  gr&t'ing  (n3p9 ,  mikhr 
^r,  n^n,  resheth;  AV  Grate):  This  ''grating  of 
network  of  brass"  (Ex  27  4;  88  4),  called  also  "the 
net"  (27  4  f),  and  "grating  of  brass"  (88  4),  was 
that  reticulated  casting  or  wrought  work  of  bronze 
which,  in  the  tabernacle  system,  formed  an  element 
of  the  altar  of  sacrifice.  Its  position  is  well  defined: 
"Thou  shalt  put  it  under  the  ledge  round  the  altar 
beneath,  that  the  net  may  reach  halfway  up  the 
altar"  (27  5;  cf  88  4).  The  altar  being  a  hollow 
box— ''hollow  with  planks"  (27  8)— 3  cubits  high, 
overlaid  with  brass,  and  presumably  filled  with 
stones,  there  appears  to  have  been  a  ledge  round 
about  it  halfway  from  the  base,  from  which  de- 
pended vertically  this  grating  of  bronze.  On  the 
grating  were  four  rings  through  which  the  staves 
were  passed  by  which  the  altar  was  borne  (27  4.7). 
If  the  ledge  was  for  the  priests  to  stand  on  while 
handling  the  sacrifices  on  the  altar,  the  grating  need 
be  thoi^t  of  only  as  an  ornamental  support  for 
the  ledge.    Others  ascribe  to  it  different  uses. 

W.  Shaw  Caldecott 

GRAVE,  grSv.    See  Burial. 

GRAVE  (adj.).    See  Gravity. 

GRAVE,  GRAVING,  gr&v'ing.  See  Crafts; 
Engraving. 

GRAVEL,  g^-aVel  {ffH ,  hOgO^,  from  root  JV^ , 
hdgaQ.  "to  divide."  Kindred  roots  have  the  mean- 
ing 01  "to  cut,"  "to  hew,"  "to  sharpen,"  hence  yTl, 
Jef,  "arrow"  [2  K  18  17;   Ps  64  7  and  often];  cf 

Arab.  {JQ,^ ,  Aa^o,  "to  fall  to  the  lot  of,"  X*n.^, 
hi^^ah,  "portion"):  In  Prov  20  17,  we  have: 

"Bread  of  falsehood  is  sweet  to  a  man ; 
But  afterwards  his  mouth  shall  be  filled  with  gravel.*' 

And  in  Lam  8  16: 

**He  hath  also  broken  my  teeth  with  gravel  stones;  he 
hath  covered  me  with  ashes.'* 

The  only  other  occurrence  of  the  word  is  in  Ps 
77  17,  where  it  is  the  equivalent  of  jSf,  "arrow" 
(see  supra) : 

"The  clouds  poured  out  water; 
The  skies  sent  out  a  sound :       ,, 
Thine  arrows  also  went  abroad.  ! 

Prov  20  17  and  Lam  8  16  both  suggest  the  fre- 
quent occurrence  of  grit  in  the  coarse  bread,  the 
source  of  the  grit  being  not  necessarily  the  grind- 
stone, but  possibly  even  small  stones  origmally 
minted  with  the  wheat  and  never  properly  sepa- 
rated from  it.  Alfred  Ely  Day 

« 

GRAVITY,  grav'i-ti  («im^th«,  semnMis):  The 
word,  meanmg  properly  venerableness,"  "sanc- 
tity," is  used  in  2  Mace  8  12  of  the  "sanctity"  of 
the  temple.    In  1  Tim  8  4  the  writer  declares  that 
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a  characteristic  of  a  bishop  should  be  that  he  has 
"his  children  in  subjection  with  all  g.''  Titus  is 
enjoined  (2  7f)  in  his  "doctrine"  (teaching)  to 
show  "uncorniptness,  g.,  sound  speech  [RV].  that 
cannot  be  condemnea"  (cf  1  Tim  8  8).  In  1  Tim 
2  2  the  same  word  is  tr^  "honesty"  (RV  ''gravity"), 
"that  we  mav  lead  a  tranquil  and  quiet  life  in  all 
godliness  and  g."  A  better  rendering  of  semnotes 
might  be  "dignity"  or  "dignified  seriousness"  (01s- 
hausen),  which  quality  is  necessary,  both  on  the 
part  of  parents  in  relation  to  their  children,  if  they 
are  to  oe  properly  trained,  and  on  the  part  of 
preachers  and  teachers,  if  their  "doctrine"  is  to  be 
worthily  represented.  All  mere  lightness  of  de- 
meanor (the  opposite  of  gravity)  tells  against  the 
great  trusts  conmiitted  to  both  parents  and  teach- 
ers (cf  1  Tim  3  11;  Tit  2  2).  Such  "gravity"  or 
"di^iified  seriousness"  ought  indeed  to  characterize 
Christian  demeanor  in  general,  as  in  1  Tim  2  2 
above.  W.  L.  Walker 

GRAT,  gr&.    See  Colors;  Ho  art. 

GREASE,  gres  (nbrj,  helebh,  "fat,"  "suet"): 
The  word  occurs  once  in  the  metaphorical  sense 
"prosperous,"  then  dull,  gross,  brutal:  "TTieir 
heart  is  as  fat  as  grease"  (Ps  119  70;  cf  Isa  6  10, 
and  see  Fat). 

GREAT,  grat,  GREATNESS,  grat'nes:  "Great" 
occurs  very  often  in  Scripture.     The  chief  words  so 

tr^  are  bnj  gddh6l,  ST,  rabh;  |i^a«,  migaSf 
iroX^,  poltia, 

(1)  In  the  OT  many  other  terms  are  employed: 
(a)  gddkdl  is  used  to  express  ^eatness  in  various 
senses,  chiefly  of  magnitude^  mcluding  excellence, 
e.g.  "great  lights"  (Gen  1  16);  "the  great  city" 
(10  12);  "a  great  nation"  (12  2);  "a  great  sight" 
(Ex  3  3);  "Moses  was  very  great"  (11  3);  ^'the 
great  God"  (Dt  10  17;  Neh  15);  "great  is  Jeh" 
(Ps  48  1).  It  is  sometimes  tr^  by  "mighty"  (Dt 
4  37;  7  21,  "a  mighty  Godj"  RV  "great").  It  is 
also  used  to  designate  the  high  priest  (lit.  "great," 
Lev  21  10;  Zee  3  1,  etc);  also  to  express  the 
"elder"  of  a  familv,  e.g.  Gen  27  1,  "Esau  his  eldest 
son,"  RV  "elder";  probably  also  of  great  stature: 
"a  great  man  among  the  Anakims,"  RV  "the  great- 
est (Josh  14  16).  (6)  rahh  denotes,  rather,  quaTUi- 
ty,  number,  therefore,  often,  "many"  (Gen  21  34, 
etc;  Ex2  23RV,  etc);  ''abundant"  (Ex  34  6, 
ERV  "plenteous"),  and  similar  terms;  thus  we  have 
"a  great  people"  (Josh  17  14);  "His  mercies  are 
great,"  RVm  "many"  (2  S  24  14;    1  Ch  21  13); 


(Ps  123  3).  In  the  LXX  rabh  is,  for  the  most  part, 
tr**  by  polua.  But  it  is  used  for  "great"  in  other 
senses,  e.g.  "the  great  [God]"  (Prov  26  10),  RV 
"as  an  archer,"  m  "master  worker;  Heb  text 
obscure";  "a  saviour,  and  a  great  one,"  RV  "de- 
fender," m  "or  a  mighty  one"  (Isa  19  20);  "Great 
shall  be  the  peace"  (Isa  54  13),  etc.  It  is  some- 
times tT^  "mighty"  (Ps  89  50,  RVm  "manv";  Isa 
63  1).  (c)  Other  words  thus  tr*'  are  kObhSdhf 
"heavy,"  e.g.  "so  great  a  people,"  RV  "thy  great 
people,"  m  "heavy''  (1  K  3  9);  m«*od^,  implying 
force,  might,  e.g.  "with  aU  his  might"  (2  K  23  25). 

*Sl  and  *Bldhim  are  sometimes  used  to  express 
greatness.  In  Ps  36  6,  we  have  "Thy  rishteousness 
is  like  the  great  [^El]  moimtains,"  RV  mountains 
of  God";  in  Gen  30  8,  "with  great  l*Sldhim] 
wrestlings,"  RV  "mighty,"  m  "wrestlings  of  God"; 
and  in  1  S  14  15  "a  very  great  [^Sldhtm]  trem- 
bling," RV  "exceeding  great,"  m  "a  trembling  of 
God.^' 


(2)  (a)  Megai  denotes  magnittide,  in  its  various 
aspects,  ph3rsical,  moral,  etc,  e.g.  "great  joy*'  (Mt 
2  10);   "a  great  light"  (4  16):   "the  great  King" 
(6  36);  "great  in  the  kingdom'*  (6  19,  etc);  "Great 
is  thy  faith"   (16  28);   "The  greatest  is  charity" 
Oove),  RVm  "greater"    (1  Cor  13  13);    "a  great 
high  priest"  (He  4  14);   "the  great  shepherd'^  (18 
20);    "a  great  voice"    (Rev  1  10);   in  Rev  megas 
is   very   frequent.     (6)    PoLus    denotes   properly 
number,  mvUitude,  e.g.  "great  multitudes     (Mt.  4 
25):    "a  great  company"  (Lk  6  29,  RV  "a  great 
multitude  ;  frequent  in  the  Gospels);   "great  pos- 
sessions"   (Mk  10  22).     But  also  "great"  in    the 
sense  of  magnitude,  e.g.  "great  plainness  of  speech/' 
RV  "boldness"  (2  Cor  3  12;   7  4);    "a  great  trial 
of   affliction,"    RV  "much  proof"    (8  2);    "great 
love"  (£ph  2  4).     (c)  Among  other  terms  we  have 
tSlikadtos,  "so  great"  (in  degree),  "so  great  a  salva- 
tion" (He  2  3);  tosoiUos,  "so  great"  (in  quantity), 
"so  great  faith"  (Mt  8  10;  Lk  7  9);   "so   great  a 
cloud  of  witnesses"  (He  12  1);  hdsos,  "how  great" 
(in  Quantity)    (Mk  3  8;    6  19f);    hellkos,    "how 
grear'  (in  desree)  (Col  2  1;  Jas  3  5,  "how  great 
a  matter  "  RV  "how  much  wood,"  m  "how  great 
a  forest");  pelikos,  "how  great"  (in  degree)  (He 
7  4);   pdsoa,  "how  great"  (in  quantity)  (Mt  6  23), 
etc. 

(3)  In  His  person  and  teaching,  Jesus  introduced 
into  the  world  a  new  conception  of  greatness.  It 
was  to  be  found  in  humility  and  self-forgetting 
service:  "Whosoever  would  become  great  among 
you  shall  be  your  minister  [RVm  "servant"];  and 
whosoever  would  be  first  among  you  shall  be  your 
servant  [RVm  "Gr  bond-servant"]:  even  as  the 
Son  of  man  came  not  to  be  ministered  unto,  but  to 
minister,  and  to  give  his  life  a  ransom  for  many" 
(Mt  20  26-28;  cfalso  Mt  18  1-4;  23  11;  Phil  2 
6-11).  W.  L.  Walker 

GREAVES,  gr6vz.    See  Armor,  Arms,  IV,  4. 

GRECIANS,  grg'shanz.  GREEKS,  grSks:  In  the 
OT  the  word  "Grecians  occurs  but  once  (Joel  8 
[4]  6).  For  references  to  Greece  in  the  OT  see 
Javan.  In  AV  of  the  OT  Apoc  "Grecians"  and 
"Greeks"  are  used  without  distinction,  e.g.  1  Mace 
1  10;     6  2:     89;     2  Mace  4  15.36.      Thus    in 

1  Mace  1  1,  Alexander  the  Great  is  spoken  of  as 
king  of  Greece,  and  in  1  Mace  1  10  the  Macedo- 
nian empire  is  called  "the  kingdom  of  the  Greeks" 

i^aaiKela  'EW'^twr,  hasUeia  HeUMon).  In  2  Mace 
3  2  the  army  of  Antiochus,  king  of  Syria,  is  called 
"Grecian"  (S^vafus  'EXXiywin},  dunamis  Hellenikt), 
and  in  2  Mace  6  8  the  "Greek  cities"  (ir6Xeif 
'EKKriyldet,  pdleis  HeUenides)  are  Macedonian  colo- 
nies. Reference  is  made  in  2  Mace  6  1  to  an  aged 
Athenian  who  was  sent  by  Antiochus  the  lung 
charged  with  the  duty  of  Hellenizing  the  Jews;  in 

2  Mace  9  15  Antiochus  vows  that  he  will  make 
the  Jews  equal  to  the  Athenians;  in  1  Mace  12-14 
reference  is  made  to  n^otiations  of  Jonathan, 
the  hig^  priest,  with  the  Spartans,  whom  he  calls 
brethren,  seeking  the  renewal  of  a  treaty  of  alliance 
and  amity  against  the  Syrians.  With  the  spread 
of  Gr  power  and  influence,  everything  not  specifi- 
cally Jewish  was  called  Gr;  thus  in  2  Mace  4  36; 
11  2:  3  Mace  3  3.8  the  "Greeks"  contrasted  with 
the  Jews  are  simply  non-Jews,  so  called  because  of 
the  prevalence  of  Gr  institutions  and  culture,  and 
"Greek"  even  came  to  be  used  in  the  sense  of  "anti- 
Jewish"  (2  Mace  4  10.15;    6  9;    11  24). 

In  Isa  9  12  the  LXX  reads  rods  "EWifvas,  toils 


H&lenas,  for   U^rWb^   (jflishtlm),    "Philistines"; 

but  we  are  not  therefore  justified  in  assuming  a 
racial  connection  between  the  Philis  and  the  Greeks. 
Further  light  on  the  ethnography  of  the  Mediter- 
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ranean  basin  may  in  time  show  that  there  was  actu- 
ally such  a  connection;  but  the  rendering  in  ques- 
tion proves  nothing,  since  "the  oi>pressing  sword" 
of  Jer  46  16  and  SO  16  is  likewise  rendered  in 
the  KXX  with  "the  sword  of  the  Greeks"  {ndxaipa 
*£XXi7viici(,  mdchaira  HeUenikt),  In  all  these  cases 
the  translators  were  influenced  by  the  conditions 
existing  in  their  own  day,  and  were  certainly  not 
disclosing  obscure  relations  long  forgotten  and  newly 
discovert. 

In  the  NT,  EV  attempts  to  distinguish  between 
*EXXi7W5  (HmSnes).  which  is  rendered  "Greeks," 
and  *EXXi7v<0-ra£  (Hellenistai),  which  is  rendered 
"Grecians"  or  "Grecian  Jews,"  or  in  RVm  "Hel- 
lenists," e.g.  Acts  6  1;  9  29.  These  latter  were 
Jews  of  the  Dispersion,  who  spoke  Greek  (see  Hei/- 
lenism;  Hellenist),  as  distinguished  from  Pales- 
tinian Jews;  but  since  many  of  the  latter  also  spoke 
Gr  by  preference,  the  distinction  could  in  no  sense 
be  absolute.  Indeed  in  Jn  7  35,  "the  Dispersion 
among  [RVm  "Gr  of"]  the  Greeks,"  can  hardly  refer 
to  any  out  "Grecian  Jews"  (HeUeniatai),  although 
HeUenea  is  used,  and  in  Jn  12  20  the  "Greeks" 
(HeUenea)  who  went  up  to  worship  at  the  feast  of 
the  Passover  were  almost  certainly  "Grecian  Jews" 
(Hellenistai).  Thus,  while  EV  consistently  renders 
HdlSnea  with  "Greeks,"  we  are  not  by  that  render- 
ing apprised  of  the  real  character  of  the  people  so 
designated.  This  difficulty  is  aggravated  by  the 
fact,  already  noted  in  connection  with  the  OT  Apoc, 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  spread  of  Hellenism,  the 
term  Hdlenea  was  applied  not  only  to  such  as  were 
of  Hellenic  descent,  but  also  to  all  those  who  had 
appropriated  the  language  of  Greece,  as  the  univer- 
sal means  of  communication,  and  the  ideals  and 
customs  collectively  known  as  Hellenism.  The  latter 
were  thus  in  the  strict  sense  Hellenists,  differing 
from  the  "Grecians"  of  EV  only  in  that  they  were 
not  of  Jewish  descent.  In  other  words,  Hellenes  (ex- 
cept perhaps  in  Jn  7  35  and  12  20,  as  noted  above) 
is,  in  general,  equivalent  to  td  4tkne,  "Gentiles" 
(see  Gentiles).  The  various  readings  of  the  MSS 
(and  hence  the  difference  between  AV  and  RV)  in 
1  Cor  1  23  well  illustrate  this.  There  is  conse- 
quently much  confusion,  which  it  is  quite  impossible, 
with  our  limited  knowledge  of  the  facts  in  particular 
cases,  to  clear  up.  In  general,  it  would  seem  prob- 
able that  where  "Greeks"  are  comprehensively  con- 
trasted with  "Jews,"  the  reference  is  to  "Gentiles," 
as  in  Acts  14  1;  17  4;  18  4;  19  10.17:  20  21; 
Rom  1  16;  10  12;  1  Cor  1  22-24  rRV  "Gentiles," 
representing  $ev€<rip,  ^Tiesin);  Gal  8  28;  Col  8  11. 
In  Mk  7  2^  the  woman  of  Tyre,  called  "a  Greek 
[RVm  "Gentile"],  a  Syrophoenician,"  was  clearly 
not  of  Hellenic  descent.  Whether  Titus  (Gal  2  3) 
and  the  father  of  Timothy  (Acts  16  1.3)  were  in 
the  strict  sense  "Greeks,  we  have  no  means  of 
knowing.  In  Rom  1  14,  "I  am  debtor  both  to 
Greeks  and  to  Barbarians,"  there  is  an  undoubted 
reference  to  Greeks  strictly  so  called;  possibly, 
though  by  no  means  certainly,  the  "Greeks  of  Acts 
21  28.  aUuding  to  Trophimus  the  Ephesian  (Acts 
21  29),  are  to  oe  taken  in  the  same  sense.  Refer- 
ences to  the  Gr  language  occur  in  Jn  19  20  (Lk 
28  38  is  properly  omitted  in  RV);  Acts  21  37; 
Rev  9  11. 

In  Acts  11  20^  the  MSS  vary  between  ^EKKifyurrds. 
HdlenistdSj  and'EXXiywu,  H&lenas  (AV  "Grecians," 
RV  "Greeks"),  with  the  preponderance  of  authority 
in  favor  of  the  former;  but  even  if  one  adopts  the 
latter,  it  is  not  clear  whether  true  Greeks  or  Gentiles 
are  intended.  William  Arthur  Heidel 

GREECE,  gres,  GRAECIA,  gre'sha:  In  the  ear- 
liest times  there  was  no  single  name  universally  and 
exclusively  in  use  either  of  the  people  or  of  the  land 
of  Greece.    In  Homer,  three  appellations,  'Axaiof 


(Achaioi),  Aavaol  (Danaoi),  'Apycloi  (Aroeioi)f  were 

with  no  apparent   discrimination   applied    to   all 

the  Greeks.      By  the  (Orientals  they 

1.  Name       were  called  lonians.    See  Javan.    The 

name'EXXi;!^  (H&lSnes),  which  in  his- 
torical times  came  into  general  use  as  a  collective 
appellation,  was  applied  m  Homer  to  a  small  tribe 
in  Thessaly.  But  the  corresponding  name  *EX\<£t 
(HeUds)  was  not  primarily  a  geographical  term,  but 
designated  the  abode  of  the  Hellenes  wherever  they 
had  their  own  states  or  cities.  In  the  4th  cent. 
BC  many  felt,  as  did  Isocrates,  that  even  "Hellene" 
stood  not  so  much  for  a  distinction  in  race,  as  for 
pre&ninence  of  culture,  in  contrast  to  the  aespised 
"Barbarian."  Hence  there  was  much  dispute  as 
touching  certain  peoples,  as,  e.g.  the  Epirotes,  Mace- 
donians, and  even  the  Thessalians,  whether  they 
should  be  accoimted  Hellenes  and  as  included  in 
Hellas.  The  word  TpokKoL  (Graikoif  Lat  Graeci) 
occurs  in  Aristotle,  who  says  that  it  was  an  older 
name  for  those  who  were  later  called  Hellenes.  The 
meaning  and  truth  of  this  statement  are  alike  in 
doubt;  but  he  probably  refers  only  to  the  tribe 
inhabiting  the  vicinity  of  Dodona,  m  Epirus.  At 
any  rate,  Graeci  and  Graecia  owed  their  introduc- 
tion practically  to  the  Romans  after  their  contact 
with  the  Greeks  in  the  war  with  IVrrhus,  and  in 
consequence  thev  included  (what  ''Hellenes"  and 
"Hellas"  did  not)  Epirus  and  Macedonia. 

"Hellas,"  as  the  land  of  the  Hellenes,  is  used  in  a 
broad  sense  to  include  not  only  Greece  proper,  but 

also  the  islands  of  the   Ionian  and 

2.  Location  Aegean  seas,  the  seaboard  of  the  Helles- 
and  Area      pont,  of  the  Pontus,  and  of  Asia  Minor, 

the  flourishing  colonial  regions  of  Mag- 
na Graecia  and  Sicilv,  Crete,  and  occasionally 
Cs^prus,  Gyrene,  and  the  scattered  colonies  dotting 
the  shore  of  the  Mediterranean,  almost  to  the  Pillars 
of  Hercules.  "Graecia,"  however,  was  used  in  a 
more  restricted  sense  as  applying  to  "Continuous" 
(or  continental)  Greece,  wluch  forms  the  southern 
extremity  of  the  Balkan  peninsula.  While  the 
Romans  included  Macedonia  and  Epirus,  it  will  be 
well  for  us  to  limit  Greece  to  the  territory  lying 
roughly  below  40**,  and  exten(ting  almost  to  36^  N. 
lat.^  and  ranging  between  17^  and  23^  E.  lon^.  If, 
as  IS  proper,  we  include  the  immediately  adjacent 
islands,  its  greatest  length,  from  Mt.  Ol3m[ipus  in 
the  N.  to  Cythera  in  the  S.,  is  about  280  miles;  its 
g*eatest  breadth,  from  Cephallenia  in  the  W.  to 
Euboea  in  the  E.,  is  about  240  miles.  The  area, 
however,  owing  to  the  great  irregularity  of  its  con- 
tour, is  far  less  than  one  might  expect,  amounting 
to  aoout  30,000  sq.  miles.  With  an  area,  therefore, 
considerably  less  than  that  of  Portugal,  Greece  has 
a  coastline  exceeding  in  length  that  of  Spain  and 
Portugal  combined.  In  Greece  the  ratio  of  coast- 
line to  area  is  l:3i,  whereas  that  of  the  Iberian 
peninsula  is  1 :  25. 

The  northern  boundary  of  Greece  is  formed 
by  an  irregular  series  of  mountain  chains,  begin- 
ning on  the  W.  with  the  Acrooeraunian 
8.  Mountain  range  and  ending  in  Mt.  Olympus 
Structure  (now,  ElymboSy  9^790  ft.)  on  the  E. 
Intersecting  this  hue,  the  lofty  Pindus 
range,  forming  the  backbone  of  Northern  Greece, 
extends  southward  to  Mt.  Tymphrestus  (now, 
Velouchij  7,  610  ft.)  in  Aetolia,  at  which  point  spurs 
radiate  through  C^tral  Greece.  The  highest  peaks 
are  Mt.  Corax  (now,  Vordima,  8,180  ft.)  in  Aetolia, 
Mt.  Oeta  (7,060  ft.),  Parnassus  (now,  Lyakouraf 
8,070  ft.),  Helicon  (now,  PaUo  Vouno,  6,740  ft.), 
Cithaeron  (now,  Elalias,  4,630  ft.),  Iving  on  the 
boimdary  between  Boeotia  and  Attica,  Mt.  Geranea 
(now^  Makri'Plaghiy  4.500  ft.),  N.  of  the  Isthmus, 
and,  m  Attica,  Pames  (now,  Ozea^  4,640  ft.),  Penteli- 
con  (now,  Menddi,  3,640  ft.)  and  Hymettus  (now. 
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Trelovounif  3,370  ft.)-  Along  the  eastern  coast  ex- 
tends a  broken  range  of  mountains,  the  highest  peaks 
of  which  are  Ossa  (now,  KisaavoSf  6,400  ft.),  Pelion 
(now,  Pkssidi,  5,310  ft.);  and,  in  Euboea,  which 
virtually  belongs  to  this  range,  Dirphys  (now, 
Delphi,  5,730  ft.)  and  Ocha  (now,  St.  Elias,  4,610 
ft.).  Southern  Greece,  or  the  Peloponnesus,  is 
united  to  Central  Greece  only  by  a  narrow  isthmus 
(now  cut  by  a  canal  4  miles  long),  with  a  minimum 
altitude  of  about  250  ft.  In  the  northern  portion, 
a  confused  mass  of  moimtains  rises  to  great  heights 
in  Cyllene  (now,  Ziriaf  7,790  ft.),  Erymanthus  (now, 
Olonoa,  7,300  ft ),  Maenalus  (now,  Apano  Chrepa, 
6,500  ft.),  all  in  Arcadia,  Panachaicus  (now,  Voidiaj 
6,320  ft.),  in  Achaea;  and,  running  southward 
through  Laconia,  the  two  important  ranges  called 
Taygetus  (now,  PentedaktylOf  7,900  ft.)  and  Pamon 
(now,  Malevoj  6,430  ft.).  Minor  ranges  jut  sea- 
ward in  Argolis,  Laconia  and  Messenia. 

The  rainfall  in  Greece  is  not  abundant  and  is  confined 
largely  to  late  autumn  and  winter.     Whether  the  present 

rainfall  differs  much  in  amount  from  that 

4   Rivers       ^'  antiquity  is  a  matter  in  dispute,  although 

A  T    u  a     '^  seems  reasonable  to  assume  that  the 

ana  LAkw     progressive  denudation  of  the  moimtains 

since  the  6th  cent.  AD  has  entailed  a  corre- 
sponding loss  in  humidity.  Even  in  antiquity,  however, 
tne  rivers  of  Greece  were  much  like  the  arroyoa  of  the 
S.W.  portion  of  the  U.S.A..  which  are  in  winter  raging 
mountain  torrents,  and  in  summer  dry  channels.  Owing 
to  the  proximity  of  the  sea  to  all  points  in  Greece,  the 
rivers  are  short,  and  the  scarcity  of  springs  makes  them 
dependent  upon  the  direct  and  Immediate  rainfall.  Among 
the  more  considerable  rivers  may  be  enumerated,  in 
Northern  Greece,  the  Penelus,  with  its  tributaries,  in 
Thessaly:  Central  Greece,  the  Achelous  and  the  Evenus, 
in  Aetolia;  the  Spercheius.  flowing  between  Oeta  and 
Othrys  into  the  Mallac  Gulf;  the  storied,  but  actually 
insigniflcant.  Ilyssus  and  Cephlssus.  of  the  Attic  plain;  in 
Southern  Greece,  the  Alpheius.rlsingln  Arcadia  and  flow- 
ing westward  through  Ells,  and  the  Eurotas,  which  drains 
Laconia.  Eastern  Greece  consists  of  a  series  of  somewhat 
considerable  basins,  which  become  lakes  in  winter  and  are 
pestilent  marshes  in  summer,  except  where  Nature  or  man 
has  afforded  an  outlet.  The  former  is  the  case  with  the 
Penelus,  which  has  cut  a  channel  through  the  celebrated 
Vale  of  Tempe.  Lake  Copals,  in  Boeotla.  affords  an  exam- 
ple of  man's  activity.  The  Minyae,  in  prehistoric  times, 
are  credited  with  enlarging  the  natural  outlets,  and  so 
draining  the  basin  for  a  time;  in  recent  times  the  same 
undertaking  has  again  been  brought  to  a  successful  issue. 
Similar  basins  occur  at  Lake  Boebeis.  In  Thessaly,  and 
at  Lake  Stymphalus,  in  Arcadia,  besides  others  of  less 
importance.  Western  Greece  has  relatively  few  such 
basins,  as  at  Lake  Pambotls,  in  Eplrus,  and  at  Lake 
Trichonis,  in  Aetolia.  In  many  cases,  where  there  is  no 
surface  outlet  to  these  basins,  subterranean  channels 
(called  by  the  Greeks  Katavothrae)  are  formed  in  the  cal- 
careous rock,  through  which  the  waters  are  drained  and 
occasionally  again  brought  to  the  surface  at  a  lower  level. 

The  climate  of  Greece  was  probably  much  the 
same  in  ancient  times  as  it  is  today,  except  that  it 
may  have  been  more  salubrious  when 
6.  Clixnate  the  land  was  more  thickly  populated 
and  better  cultivated.  Herodotus  says 
that  of  all  countries,  Greece  possessed  the  most 
happily  tempered  seasons;  and  Hippocrates  and 
Aristotle  commend  it  for  the  absence  of  extremes  of 
heat  and  cold,  as  favorable  for  intelligence  and 
energy.  But  owing  to  the  inequalities  of  its  sur- 
face, to  the  height  of  its  mountains  and  the  depth 
of  its  valleys,  the  climate  varies  ^atly  in  different 
districts.  In  the  highlands  of  the  interior  the  winter 
is  often  cold  and  severe,  the  snow  lying  on  the 
ground  until  late  in  the  spring,  while  in  the  lowlands 
near  the  sea  there  is  rarely  any  severe  weather,  and 
snow  is  almost  unknown.  The  following  data  for 
Athens  may  be  taken  as  a  basis  for  comparison: 
humidity  41  per  cent,  rainfall  13.2  in.,  distributed 
over  100  days;  mean  temperatiu^,  Jan.  48.2**  F., 
July  80.6**  F.  Greece  lies  open  to  the  northern 
winds  which,  during  certain  seasons,  prevail  and  give 
a  bracing  quality  to  the  air  not  always  present  in 
places  of  the  same  latitude. 

The  western  half  of  Greece,  in  which  the  mountain 
ranges  run  generally  from  N.  to  S.,  consists  of  a 


formation  of  ^yish  and  yellowish-white  compact 

•  limestone,    while   the   eastern    half — Macedonia, 

Thessaly,  Euboea,   Cyllene,   and  the 

6.  Geology   moimtains  from   Artemision  to  Cape 

Malea  and  Taygetus — together  with 
the  greater  part  of  Attica  and  of  the  Cyclades,  con- 
sists of  mica-schist  and  crystalline-granular  lime- 
stone (marble).  Tertiary  formations  occur  in  nar- 
row strips  on  the  N.  and  N.W.  slopes  of  the  ranges 
in  the  Peloponnesus  and  in  the  valley  of  the  Eurotas, 
in  Boeotia  and  Euboea.  Volcanic  action  is  evi- 
denced both  in  the  parallel  elevations  of  similar  or 
contemporary  formation,  and  in  the  earthquakes 
frequent  in  all  ages,  esp.  in  Southern  and  Central 
Greece,  and  in  the  islands  of  the  Aegean.  Peren- 
nially active  volcanoes  are  nowhere  found  in  Greece, 
but  new  formations  due  to  volcanic  action  are  most 
clearly  seen  on  the  island  of  Thera  among  the  Cy- 
clades, where  they  have  occurred  within  the  last 
half-century.  The  solfatara  between  Megara  and 
Corinth,  and  the  abundant  hot  spring  at  widely 
scattered  points  in  Greece  also  bear  witness  to  the 
volcanic  character  of  the  region.  Many  an  ancient 
site^enerated  for  its  sanctity  in  antiquity,  like  those 
of  Delphi  and  Olympia,  in  their  ruined  temples 
offer  mute  testimony  to  the  violence  of  the  earth- 
quakes; and  history  records  repeated  instances  of 
cities  engulfed  by  tidal  waves  of  appalling  height. 

Mention  has  already  been  made  of  the  sinuous 

coastline  of  Greece,  and  the  land  has  been  spoken 

of   as   consisting   of   three   divisions. 

7.  Topog-     Northern  Greece,  to  which  Epirus  and 
raphy  Thessaly  belong,  is  marked  off  from 

Central  Greece  by  the  deep  inden- 
tations of  the  Ambracian  Gulf  on  the  W.  and  the 
MaUac  Gulf  on  the  E.  The  Pegasaean  Gulf,  vir- 
tually continued  by  Lake  Boebeis,  reaches  far  into 
Thessaly,  and  divides  it  from  Magnesia,  which  lies 
to  the  eastward.  The  land  of  the  Dolopians  really 
belongs  to  Northern  Greece.  Central  Greece  con- 
sists of  Acamania  and  Aetolia  on  the  W.,  and  of 
Phocis,  Boeotia  and  Attica  (with  the  adjacent 
island  of  Euboea)  on  the  E.,  separated  by  a  group 
of  lesser  states,  Aenis,  Getaea,  Doris,  Locris  and 
Phocis.  Southern  Greece  is  separated  from  Central 
Greece  by  the  Corinthian  and  Saronic  Gulfs,  which 
almost  meet  at  the  Isthmus  of  Corinth,  and  are  now, 
after  repeated  efforts,  dating  from  the  time  of  Julius 
Caesar,  united  by  a  sea-level  canal.  Megaris, 
whichj  by  its  position,  belongs  to  Central  Greece,  is 
here,  in  accordance  with  its  political  affinities  and 
predilections,  clawed  with  (Jorinth,  the  keeper  of 
the  isthmus,  as  belonging  to  Southern  Greece. 
Facing  the  Corinthian  Gulf,  Achaea  forms  the  north- 
ern division  of  the  Peloponnesus,  touching  Elis,  Ar- 
cadia and  ArKohs,  which  belt  the  peninsula  in  this 
order  from  W.  to  E.  Arcadia  is  the  only  political 
division  which  does  not  have  access  to  the  sea, 
occupying  as  it  does  the  great  central  plateau  inter- 
sected by  lesser  ranges  of  varying  height.  The 
southernmost  divisions,  Messenia  and  Laconia,  are 
deeply  indented  by  the  Messeniac  and  Laconic 
Gulfs,  and  Laconia  is  separated  from  the  peninsula 
of  Argolis.  bv  the  AkoIic  Gulf,  all  of  which  head 
somewhat  W .  of  N.  Of  the  subjacent  islands,  which 
a  reasonable  view  must  include  in  the  boundaries  of 
Greece,  Euboea  has  already  been  mentioned;  but 
we  should  add  the  group  of  great  islands  lying  in  the 
Ionian  Sea,  viz.  Corcyra  (now,  Corfu),  Leukas, 
Ithaca,  Cephallenia  (now,  Cephalonia),  Zacynthus 
(now,  Zante)f  and  Cy thera  (now,  Cerigo),  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Laconic  Gulf,  as  well  as  Salamis  and 
Aegina  in  the  Saronic  Gulf. 

Greece  was  never,  in  ancient  times,  a  united  state, 
but  consisted  of  a  large  number  of  separate  states. 
These  were  essentially  of  two  types,  (a)  city-states, 
in  which  a  city  dominated  the  adjacent  territory 
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whoM  free  population  oonatituted  its  citiceDship, 
or  (6)  oonfederftciea,  in  which  neighboring  cities  or 
dlBfaiots  combined  into  political  organizations  which 
we  may  call  federal  statee.  These  matters  cannot, 
however,  be  discussed  except  in  connection  with  the 
history  of  Greece,  for  which  the  reader  must  consult 
the  standard  works.  It  may  be  advisable  here, 
however,  to  name  the  priocipal  cities  of  Greece. 
Northern  Greece  had  no  great  cities  which  developed 
as  commercial  centers,  Aegina  was  the  first  to 
atttun  to  special  importance,  then  Corinth  and 
Athens;  Chalcis  and  Eretria,  in  Euboea,  were  for 
a  time  rich  and  prosperous,  and  M^ara,  in  Megarid. 
and  Argoe,  in  Ai^Iis,  became  formidable  rivals  ot 
Athens.  Sparta,  though  never  a  commercial  center, 
early  won  and  long  mainlined  the  hegemony  of 
Greece,  for  a  while  disputed  by  Athens,  in  virtue 
of  her  power  as  the  home  of  the  militant  Dorian 
aristocracy,  which  was  disastrously  defeated  by  the 
Boeotians  under  Epaminondos,  when  Thebes,  for 
a  time,  assumed  great  importance.  Megalopolis, 
in  Arcadia,  enjoyed  a  brief  prominence  at  the  time 
of  the  Achaean  League,  and  Corcyra  flourished  in  the 
5th  and  4th  cents.  BC.  We  should  also  not  fail  to 
mention  tiiree  great  centers  of  Gr  religion :  Olym- 
pia,  in  Elis,  as  the  chief  sanctuary  of  Zeus;  Delphi. 
I   Phocis,   as  the  oiacular   seat  of   Apollo; 


teries  of  Demeter  and  Cora.  Argas  also  possessed 
a  far-famed  shrine  of  Hera,  and  Thermopylae  and 
Calauria  were  the  centers  at  which  met  the  councils 
of  influential  amphictyonies.  Epidaurus  was  fa- 
mous for  her  sanctuary  of  Aaclepius.  Delos,  a 
little  island  in  mid-Aegean,  celebrated  as  a  sanc- 
tuary of  Apollo  and  as  the  meeting-place  of  a  most 
influential  amphictyony,  falls  without  the  limits  of 
Greece  proper;  but  Dodona,  in  Southern  Epirus, 
should  be  mentioned  as  the  most  ancient  and  vener- 
able abode  of  the  oracle  of  Zeus.  The  Greeks,  in- 
corrigibly particularistic  in  politics,  because  of  the 
almost  insuperable  barriers  erected  by  Nature  be- 
tween neighboring  peoples  in  the  lofty  mountain 
ranges,  were  in  a  measure  united  by  their  religion 
which,  like  the  sea,  another  element  making  for 
intercourae  and  union,  touched  them  at  nearly  every 

For  Greece  in  the  OT,  see  Javan.  In  the  NT 
"Greece"  occurs  but  once — Acts  SO  2 — where  it 
la  distinguished  from  Macedonia. 

William  Arthur  HsinBL 
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3.  Greek  Influence  on  the  SacramentH 

/.   Tka  Craak  Coda. — The  gods  of  ancient  Greece 
are  well  known  to  our  western  civilization  throu^ 
the  myths  which  have  found  so  large 
1.  Greek       a  place  in  our  literature.     In  Greece 
UyQlS  itself,  fancy  had  free  play  in  dealing 

with  these  divine  bemgs,  and  the 
myths  were  the  main  treasure-house  from  which  the 
poet  drew;  the  same  myths 
and  the  same  gods,  under 
different  names,  reappear 
in  Rome ;  and  Rome  passed 
them  on,  a  splendid  heri- 
tage of  imagiiiation,  to  the 
literatures  of  later  Europe. 
It  is  characteristic  ot  myths 
that  they  deal  with  persons, 
not  BO  different  from  men 
in  their  nature,  but  with 

more  than  hucoan  powers.       coln  of  BUs— Zeus  ot 
Gods,  nympha  and  satyrs,  Fbeidias. 

noble  "heroes"  or  evil 

spirits  have  superhuman  powers  m  varymg  degree, 
but  they  remain  persona  with  a  human  interest 
because  ot  their  human  type.  And,  further,  as  men 
are  organized  in  families,  cities  and  states,  so  there 
is  a  tendency  to  organize  the  beings  ot  myth  into 
social  groups,  and  even  to  bring  men,  heroes  and 
gods  together  into  one  large  social  organism,  the 
"liverse  ot  persons.  , 

These  Gr  myths,  the  story  of  Athena's  birth  full- 
'  from  the  bnun  ot  Zeus,  of  Circe  s  magio 


Zeus  from  Mylaaa. 

potion,  of  Poseidon's  chariot  on  the  waves,  and 
ot  Apollo's  shafts  are  familiar  to  ua  from  child- 
hood. To  regard  them  as  expressing  the  content 
of  Gr  religion  is  as  natural  as  it  is  false.  Very  few 
myths  have  any  religious  meaning  at  all,  in  spite 
of  the  1^^  part  the  gods  play  in  them,    A  little 
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compariaoQ  with  the  facta  of  worship  serves  to 
show  that  here  the  gods  ore  quit«  difFerent  from  the 

gods  ofBtory.  Some  of  the  gods  hardly 
S.  Mytbal-  appear  in  myths,  and  some  of  the  beings 
Ogy  Distill-  or  myth  are  not  worshipped;  in  wor- 
guished  ship,  each  god  ia  for   the  time  being 

from  the  only  god  thought  of,  not  a  member 

Rdigioii         of  the  hierarchy  established  in  myth: 

moreover  in  myth  the  gods  are  treated 
as  universal,  while  the  gods  of  warship  are  most 
cloeely  attached,  each  to  one  shrine.  Along  with 
these  external  differences  goes  the  one  essential 
difference  between  a  being  of  story  and  an  object 
of  worship.  The  failure  to  recogniie  the  deep 
meaning  ot  Gr  religion  results  from  the  superficial 
assumption  that  myths  constitute  a  peculiar  kind 
of  theology,  when  in  reality  they  teach  but  little, 
and  that,  indirectly,  about  religion  proper. 

The  eesential  fact  about  the  gods  of  Gr  reli- 
gion is  that  each  god  was  worshipped  in  a  unioue 

form  at  one  or  another  particular 
8.  Local  shrine  by  a  group  of  worshippers  more 
Shrines  or    leas    definite.     The    group    might 

include  the  state,  the  dwellers  in  one 
locality  or  simply  the  family^;  whatever  its  limits, 
it  included  those  connected  with  the  god  by  a  social- 
religious  tie,  and  the  fundamental  purpose  of  the 
worship  was  to  strengthen  this  tie.  In  a  city  like 
Athens  there  were  hundreds  of  such  shrines,  varying 
in  importance,  each  the  place  where  one  particular 
^ase  of  a  god  was  worshipped  at  specified  times. 
The  partic^ar  form  of  the  god  was  ordinarily 
indicalcd  by  an  epithet  attached  to  his  name, 
Zeus  Olympios,  Dionysus  Eleutherios,  Athena  Nike. 
This  epithet  might  refer  to  the  locality  of  the 
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Atbena  Promacbos. 


Aphrodite. 

of  the  god  himself  (Apollo  Patrooe).  Each  of  the 
many  Bhrinea  in  Athena  had  thus  its  unique  god,  ila 
group  of  worshippers  connected  with 
4.  BpithetB  the  god,  ila  particular  form  of  warship 
of  the  Gods  and  times  of  worship,  it«  own  officials. 
While  the  state  exercised  general  super- 
ViMOn  over  all  the  shrines,  they  were  not  organiied 
in  a  hierarchy  under  any  distinctly  religious  officials, 
but  rcmainea  as  independent  units.  ^Itgious  wor- 
ship in  a  given  city  meant  the  aggregation  of  inde- 
pendent worships  at  the  different  local  shrines. 

The  god  of  worship,  then,  was  the  god  of  a  local 
shrine  whose  blessing  and  favor  were  sought  at  cer- 
tain times  by  those  who  hadthe  rif^it 
0.  Nature  to  worship  there.  As  in  myth  the 
of  the  Gods  gods  were  drawn  after  human  types, 
of  Worship  that  is,  with  human  virtues  and  human 
frailties,  and  bodies  almost  human, 
except  that  they  were  not  made  to  die;  ao  in  worship 
the  gods  were  persons  not  unlike  men  in  their  nature. 
Worship  proceeds  on  the  assumption  that  gods  are 
like  human  rulers,  in  that  men  honor  the  gods  by 
games  and  processions,  seek  to  please  them  by  gif  U, 
and  ask  them  to  share  banquets  made  in  their  honor. 
Only  the  humannees  of  the  gods  in  worship  is  some- 
thii^  more  subtle,  more  intimate  than  in  myth.  No 
stress  is  laid  on  human  form  or  the  vagaries  of  human 
character  in  the  gods  of  worship;  in  form  they  re- 
main spirits  more  or  less  vague,  but  spirits  who  care 
for  men,  who  may  be  approached  as  a  man  ap- 
proaches his  ruler,  spirits  bound  to  man  by  close 
social  ties  which  it  is  his  duty  and  pleasure  to 
strengthen.  Zeus  is  father  of  gods  and  men,  a 
father  not  untouched  by  the  needs  of  his  children; 
Athena  cares  for  the  city  of  Athens  as  her  special 
pride;  each  family  worships  Kods  which  are  all  but 
akin  to  the  family;  in  the  gymnasium,  Apollo  or 
Hermefi  is  represented  as  the  patron  and  ideal  of  the 
youths  who  exercise  there;  the  drama  ia  part  of  the 
service  of  Dionysus;  in  a  word  each  form  of  human 
activity,  be  it  work  orpleasure,  was  a  point  of  con- 
tact with  the  gods,  llie  real  forces  at  work  in  the 
world  were  firet  men,  and  aeamdly  beings  with  a 
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nature  like  man's,  but  with  powers  superior  to 
man's;  worship  was  the  attempt  to  ally  the  gods 
more  cloeely  to  man  by  sociat-rdigjoUB  ties,  in  order 
that  as  both  worked  together  the  enda  of  hfe  might 
be  successfully  attained.     This  conception  of  the 

fods  as  higher  members  of  Bociety  is  the  keynote  of 
ir  religion.  In  some  ethnic  religions  the  gods  eeem 
to  be  evil  beings  whose  desire  for  mischief  man  must 
overcome;  in  others  they  are  beings  to  be  avoided 
as  much  as  possible;  or  again  they  are  rulers  who 
delight  in  man's  abject  servitude;  or  again  by  cul* 
tivating  the  friendship  of  one  god,  man  may  hope 
to  win  blessing  and  avoid  hann  from  the  others. 
Ip  Greece  all  the  gods  of  worship  were  essentially 
friendly  to  man,  because  they  were  akin  to  him  and 
a  part  of  the  society  in  which  he  lived. 


forces  that  enter  into  human  life."  The  contrast 
between  such  a  personal  point  of  view  and  the 
mechsjiical  view  of  modem  science  is  as  marked  as 
the  contrast  between  it  and  the  Heb  conception  of  a 
universe  brought  into  being  and  controlled  Dy  a  God  - 
quite  distinct  from  the  physical  world. 

Of  the  particular  gods,  little  need  be  said.  The 
five  greater  gods,  Zeus,  Hera,  Athena,  Apollo  and 
Artemis,  are  not  closely  connected 
with  any  one  phenoraenon  of  Nature 
or  human  life,  though  Zeus  has  to  do 
with  the  sky,  and  Apollo  and  Art«mis 
acquire  a  connection  with  the  sun  and 
moon.  The  most  important  worship 
at  Olympia,  where  the  Dsn-Hellenio 


7.  Tie 
Greater 
Gods  of 
Greece 


games-  were  held  in  his  honor.    Elsewhere  be  v 


The  relation  of  the  gods  to  Nature  is  not  bo  simple 
as  might  at  first  appear.    Within  certain  limits  the 

forces  of  Nature  were  subject  to  the 
6.  Relation  will  of  the  gods.  From  the  Gr  point 
of  Greek  <rf  view,  however,  the  relation  is  much 
Gods  to  more  intimate,  in  that  the  forces  in  the 

Nature  world,  at  least  in  so  far  as  they  affect 

man,  are  pi^^onal  activities,  activities 
that  express  the  will  of  divine  beings.  We  say  that 
Poseidon  personifies  the  sea,  Gaia  the  earth,  Helios 
the  sun:  and  the  origin  of  religion  has  been  sou^t 
in  mans  awe  before  the  forces  of  Nature.  'iDe 
truer  statement  is  that  the  Gr  world,  including  the 
physical  world,  was  made  up  of  spiritual  beings, 
not  of  physical  forces.  "The  fire,  as  useful  as  it  is 
treacherous,  is  the  province  of  Hephaestus;  all  the 
dangers  and  changeableneaa  of  the  sea  are  reflected 
in  Poseidon  and  his  followers;  an  Artemis  is  there 
to  guide  the  hunter,  a  Demet«r  to  make  the  grain 
sprout,  a  Hermes  or  Apollo  to  watch  over  the  herds; 
Athena  is  the  spirit  of  wisdom,  Hermes  of  shrewd- 
ness, Ares  of  tumultuous  war In  a  word  the 

Gr  gods  are  in  the  world,  not  above  the  world, 
superior  beings  who  embody  in  personal  form  all  the 


worshipped  mtunly  in  connection  with  the  weather 
and  the  changing  seasons.  Apparently  much  of  bis 
preeminence  in  Gr  thoi^t  was  due  to  myth.  Hera 
was  worshipped  with  Zeus  on  mountain  tops,  but 
her  ^Mcial  place  in  worship  was  as  the  goddeaa  of 
mamaRB.  Athena,  the  maiden  goddess  of  war  and 
of  handicrafts,  was  worshipped  esp.  in  Northern 
Greece.  War  dances  found  a  place  in  her  worship, 
and  she  was  rarely  represented  without  aegis,  spear 
and  helmet.  All  the  arts,  agriculture,  handicrafts, 
even  the  art  of  government,  were  under  her  care. 
Apollo  was  worshipped  widely  as  the  protector  of 
the  crops,  and  of  the  shepherd's  flocks.  In  this 
aspect  his  festivals  included  purifications  and  rites 
to  ward  oiT  dangers.  He  was  also  the  god  of  music 
and  of  prophecy.  At  Delphi  his  prophetic  powers 
won  great  renown,  but  the  Pythian  games  with  their 
contests  in  music,  in  rhythmic  dancing,  and  in 
athletic  sports  were  hardly  less  important.  Artemis, 
in  myth  the  chaste  sister  of  Apollo,  was  worshipped 
as  the  queen  of  wild  creatures  and  the  mother  of  life 
in  plants  as  well  as  in  animals.  She  was  the  patron 
and  the  ideal  of  young  women,  as  was  Apollo  of 
young  men. 
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The  gods  most  closely  associated  with  Nature  were 

not  BO  important  for  rebgion.    Gaia,  mother  earth, 

received  eacrificea  occasionally  as  the 

8.  nature  abode  of  the  dead.  Rhea  in  Cret«, 
Oods  Cybele  in  Asia  Minor,  also  in  origin 

forma  of  the  earth  mother,  received 
more  real  worship;   this  had  to  do  primarily  with 
the  birth  of  vegetation  in 
the  spring,  and  again  with 
its  destruction  by  drought 
and    heat.      Rivers  vien 

honored   in   m&n^  places  , 

as  gods   of   fertility,   and 

springs    as    nymphs    that  f 

bleas^l  the  land  and  those 
who  cultivated  it.  Posei- 
don was  worshipped  that 
he  might  bless  fishing  and 
trade  by  sea;  inland  he 
was  sometimes  rect^piized 
as  the  "father  of  waterB," 
and  a  god  of  fertility;  and  where  hoises  were  raised, 
it  was  under  the  patronage  of  Poseidon.  The 
heavenly  bodies  marked  the  seasons  of  worship,  but 
were  rarely  themselves  worshipped.  In  general,  the 
phenomena  of  Nature  seem  to  have  been  too  con- 
crete to  rouse  sentiments  of  worship  in  Greece. 

A  third  class  of  gods,  gods  of  human  activities 
and  emotions,  were  far  more  important  for  religion. 

Demeter,  once  no  aoubt  a  form  of  the 

9.  Gods  of  original  earth-goddess,  was  the  eod- 
Human  dess  of  the  grain,  worshipped  widely 
Activity  and  and  at  many  seasoos  by  an  agricultural 
EniotionB      people.     Dionysus,  god  of  souls,  of  the 

inner  life,  and  of  inspiration  by  divine 
power,  was  worshipped  by  all  who  cultivated  the 
vine  or  drank  wine.  The  Attic  drama  was  the  most 
important  development  of  his  worship.  Hermes 
was  quite  generally  honored  as  the  god  of  shepherds 
and  the  god  of  roads.  As  the  herald,  and  the  god  of 
trade  arul  gain,  he  found  a  place  in  the  cities. 
Aphrodite  was  perhaps  first  the  goddess  of  the  re- 
turning life  of  the  spring;  in  Greece  proper  she  was 
rather  the  goddess  of  human  love,  of  marriage  and 
the  familj^,  the  special  patron  of  women.  Ares, 
the  Thrainan  god  of  war,  was  occasionally  wor- 
^pped  in  Greece,  but  more  commonly  the  god  of 
each  state  was  worshipped  to  ^ve  success  in  oattle 
to  his  people.  Hephaestus,  pictured  as  himself  a 
lame  blacksmith  working  at  the  art  which  was  under 
his  protection,  was  worshipped  now  as  the  fire,  now 
as  the  patron  of  cunning  work  in  metal.  Asclepius 
received  men's  prayers  for  relief  from  disease. 

II.  Rm»Iatian!     Jnmpiralitm.—FoT    the    Greeks 
revelation  was  a  knowledge  of  the  divine  will  in 
special  circumstances,  and  inspiration  was  evinced 
b^  the  power  to  foresee  the  divine  purpose  in  a  par- 
ticular case.     There  is  no  such  thing  as  the  reve- 
lation of  the  divine  nature,  nor  any  question  of  uni- 
versal truth  coming  to  men  through  an  inspired 
teacher;  men  knew  a  god 
through      his     acts,     not 
through    any   seer  or 
prophet.     But  some  warn- 
ing in  danger  or  some  clue    i 
to  the  right  choice  in  per-    ' 
plexity  might  be  expected 
from    gods   so    close    to 
human  need  as  were  the 
Gr  gods.     The   Homeric 
poems  depicted  the  gods 

as   appearing    to  men   to        Head  ol  t,ho  Bearded 
check  them,  to  encourage  Dkonysus. 

them  or  to  direct  them. 

In  Homer  also  men  might  be  g:uided  by  signs; 
while  in  lat«r  times  divine  guidance  came  either 
from  signs  or  from  men  who  were  so  cloae  to 


ething  of   the  divine 


the  gods  as  to  for 

pu^oae. 

The  simplest  class  of  signs  were  those  that  occurred 
in  Nature.     In  the  Iliad  the  thunderbolt  marked 

the  presence  of  Zeus  to  favor  his  friends 
1.  Omens      or  cneck  those  whose  advance  he  chose 

to  stop.  The  Athenian  assembly  ad- 
journed when  rain  began  to  fall.  Portents  in  Na- 
ture— meteors,  comets,  ecUpses,  etc — claimed  the 
attention  of  the  superstitious;  but  there  was  no 
science  of  astroloRy,  and  superstition  had  no  great 
hold  on  the  Greeks.  In  the  Homeric  poems,  birds 
frequently  denoted  the  will  of  the  gods,  perh^is 
because  their  place  was  in  the  sky  beyona  any  hu- 
man control,  perhaps  because  oertam  birds  were 
associated  with  particular  gods,  llie  presence  of 
an  eagle  on  the  right  hand  (toward  the  £.}  was 
favorable,  esp.  when  it  came  in  answer  to  prayer. 
At  times,  the  act  of  the  bird  is  si^^aificant,  as  when 
the  eagle  of  Zeus  kills  the  geese  eating  grain  in  Odys- 
seus' hall — portent  of  the  death  of  the  suitors.  In 
later  Gr  history  there  are  but  few  references  tosiEoa 
from  birds.  The  theory  of  these  signs  in  Nature  is 
very  simple :  al!  Nature  but  expresses  the  will  of  the 
goife,  and  when  the  gods  wish  to  give  men  some 
vague  hint  of  the  future,  it  is  necessary  only  to 
cause  some  event  not  easily  explained  to  attract 
man's  attention. 


From  the  fitb  cent,  on,  divination  by  means  of 
sacrificial  victims  took  the  place  ordinarily  of  signs 
such  as  have  just  been  descnbed.     In 
2.  Dlriiia-     the   presence  of  the  enemy  or  before 
tion  by  some  important  undertaking,  nnimula 

Sacrioce  were  sa<aificed  to  the  gods.  If  they 
came  willingly  to  the  dtar.  if  the  in- 
ward part^  esp.  the  hver,  were  sound  and  well 
shaped  and  of  good  color,  if  the  sacrifice  burned 
freely  and  without  disturoing  the  arrangement  on 
the  altar,  success  might  be  expected.  The  theory 
was  very  simple :  if  the  goda  were  pleased  and  ac- 
cepted toe  sacrifice,  their  favor  was  assured;  but 
if  the  sacrifice  deviated  in  any  way  from  the  normal, 
it  would  not  please  the  gods.  Thus  any  sacrifice 
might  have  prophetic  significance,  while  sacrifices 
offered  before  important  undertakings  had  spefdal 
meaning.  The  practice  arose  of  repeating  sacrifices 
before  a  battle  until  a  favorable  one  was  obtained, 
and  at  length,  as  religion  began  to  lose  its  hold, 
the  time  come  when  a  general  might  diai^ard  them 
completely. 

An  important  means  of  learning  the  will  of  the 
gods  was  through  dreams,  when  the  ordinary  chan- 
nels of  perception  were  closed  and  the 
S.  Dreams  mind  was  free  to  receive  impressions 
from  the  gods.  The  treacherousnesa 
of  dreams  was  fuUv  recognisEd,  even  in  tiie  Homeric 
poem;  studentsof  natural  science  came  to  recognise 
that  dreams  arose  from  natural  oauaea;  none  the 
less  they  were  generally  regarded  as  a  source  of 
knowledge  about  the  future,  and  gradually  a  acience 
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for  interpreting  dreama  was  evolved.  For  Pindar 
and  Tor  Plato  the  soul  was  more  Tree  when  the  body 
slept,  and  because  the  soul  was  the  divine  part  of 
man  s  nature  it  could  exercise  the  power  of  divina- 
tion in  sleep.  Many  of  the  recorded  dreams  are 
signs  which  came  to  the  mind  in  sleep,  like  the 
dreams  of  Joseph  and  of  Pharaoh,  signs  that  needed 
later  interpretation.    See  Divination;  Dbeamb. 

Prophets  and  seers  were  not  as 
important  in  Greece  as  among  many 
peoples.  The  blind  Teiresias  belongs 
to  the  realm  of  myth,  though  there 
were  great  families  of  seers,  like  the 
lamidae  at  Olympia,  who  were  spe- 
cially gifted  to  inteipret  dreams,  or 
s^ns  Irom  sacrifices.  Ordinarily  it 
was  the  "chresmologiat,"  the  man 
with  a  collection  of  ancient  sayings 
to  be  applied  to  present  events,  whose 
advice  was  sought  in  time  of  need; 
or  else  men  turned  to  the  great  oracles 
of  Greece. 

The   most    important   oracle   was  . 

that  of   Apollo   at  Delphi.      Hither  ; 

came  envoys  of  nations  • 

4.  Oracles     as  well   as   individuals,  ] 

and  none  went  away 
without  some  answer  to  their  ques- 
tions. After  preliminary  sacrifices, 
the  priestess  purified  nerself  ana 
mounted  the  tripod  in  the  temple; 
the  question  was  propounded  to  her 
by  a  temple  official,  and  it  was  hia 
function  aJso  to  put  her  wild  ravings 
into  hexameter  verse  for  the  person 
consulting  the  oracle.  A  considerable 
number  of  these  answers  remain  to 
us,  all,  of  course,  somewhat  vague, 
many  of  them  containing  shrewd  ad- 
vice on  the  question  that  was  brought 
to  the  oracle.  The  honor  paid  to  the 
oracle  and  its  influence,  on  the  whole 
an  influence  making  for  high  ethical 
standards  and  wise  statesmanship, 
must  be  recognized.  The  early  Chris- 
tian Fathers  held  that  the  Pythian 
priestess  was  inspired  by  an  evil 
spirit;  later  critics  have  treated  the 
whole  institution  as  a  clever  device 
to  deceive  the  people;  but  in  view  of 
the  respect  paid  to  the  oracle  through 
so  many  generations,  it  is  hard  to 
believe  that  its  officials  were  not 
honest  in  their  effort  to  discover  and 
make  known  the  will  of  the  god  they 

III.  Form  of  Won/up. — It  has  already  been 
pointed  out  that  Gr  religion  centered  about  local 
shrines.  While  in  early  times  the 
1.  Shrines  shrine  consisted  of  an  attar  with  per- 
haps a  sacred  grove,  and  later  it  might 
be  no  more  than  a  block  of  stone  on  which  offerings 
were  laid,  the  more  important  shrines  consisted  of 
a  plot  of  land  sacred  to  the  god,  a  temple  or  home 
for  the  god,  and  an  altar  for  sacrifices.  The  plot 
of  land,  cap.  in  the  case  of  shrines  outside  a  city, 
might  be  very  large,  in  which  ease  it  often  was  used 
as  a  source  of  income  to  the  shrine,  being  cultivated 
by  the  priests  or  leased  under  restrictions  to  private 
persons.  In  this  precinct  stood  the  temple,  facing 
toward  the  E.,  so  that  the  morning  sun 
3.  Temples  would  flood  its  interior  when  it  was 
opened  on  a  festival  day.  With  one  or 
two  exceptions,  the  temple  was  not  a  place  of  assem- 
bly for  worship,  but  a  home  for  the  god.  It  con- 
tained some  symbol  of  his  presence,  after  the  Sth 
cent.  BC  ordinarily  an  image  of  the  god;  it  served 


as  the  treasure-house  for  ^fts  brought  to  the  Kod; 
woivhip  might  be  offered  in  it  by  the  priests,  while 
the  people  gathered  at  the  sacrifice  outside.  And 
as  a  home  for  the  god,  it  was  adorned  with  all  the 
beauty  and  magnificence  that  could  be  commanded. 
The  images  of  the  gods,  the  noblest  creation  of 
sculpture  in  the  Sth  and  4th  cents.,  were  not  exactly 
"idols";   that  is,  the  images  were  not  themselves 


Plan  ol  Um  Precincts  of  Apollo'*  Temple  at  Delptd. 

worshipped,  even  though  they  were  thought  to 
embody  the  god  in  some  semblance  to  his  true  form. 
In  Greece  men  worshipped  the  gods  themselves, 
grateful  as  they  were  to  artisU  who  showed  them 
in  what  beautiful  form  to  think  of  their  deities. 

Each  of  these  shrines  was  directly  in  the  hands  of 
one  or  more  officials,  whose  duty  it  was  to  care  for 
the  shrine  and  to  keep  up  its  worship 
8.  Priests  in  due  form.  Occasionally  the  priest- 
hood was  hereditary  and  the  office  was 
held  for  life;  quite  as  often  priests  were  chosen  for  a 
year  or  a  term  of  years;  but  it  was  exceptional  when 
the  duties  of  the  office  prevented  a  man  from  en- 
gaging in  other  occupations.  In  distinction  from 
the  priests  of  many  other  forms  of  religion,  the  Gr 
priest  was  not  a  sacred  man  set  apart  for  the  service 
of  the  gods;  the  office  may  be  called  sacred,  but  the 
office  was  distinct  from  the  man.  The  result  was 
important,  in  that  the  priests  in  Greece  could  never 
form  a  caste  by  themselves,  nor  could  they  claim 
any  other  powers  than  were  conferred  on  them  by 


Grew;«,  Rd.  In     THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


the  ritual  of  the  shrine.  Thus  Gr  religion  remained 
in  the  possession  of  the  people,  and  developed  no 
esoteric  side  either  in  dogma  or  in  worship. 

The  Beasoas  of  worship  varied  with  each  particu- 
lar shrine.     While  the  state  observed  no  recurring 
sabbath,  it  recognized  a  certain  num- 

4.  Seasons    ber  of  religious  festivals  as  public  holi- 
ofWorship:  days;   thus  at  Athens  the  number  of 
Festivals        rehgiouB  holidays  in  the  year  was  some- 
what larger  than  our  fifty-two  Sundays. 

The  tradition  of  each  shrine  determined  whether 
worship  should  be  offered  daily  or  monthly  or  yearly, 
and  abo  what  were  the 
more  important  seasons  of 
worship.  The  principle  of 
the  sacred  days  was  that 
at  certain  seasons  the  god 
was  present  in  his  temple 
expecting  worship;  just  as 
it  was  the  principle  of  sa- 
cred plac«8  that  the  temple 
should  be  located  where 
the  presence  of  the  god  „    ,     „_  ^ 

had  been  felt  and  there-         ^J?^™??^- 
tore    might    be   expected     taioT  a,  inSiMiik.'  °'™iom- 
Sjgain.     Neither  the  k»ca-     ^^i,;,'*^°,'p|;.i^'-°"^'" 
tion  of  the  temple  nor  the 

seasons  of  worship  were  determined  primarily  by 
human  convenience. 

The  elements  of  worship  in  Greece  were  (1)  pray- 
ers, hymns,  and  votive  offorii^,  (2)  the  sacnfioiaJ 
meal,    (3)    propitiatory   sacrifice   and 

5.  Elements  purification,  and  (4)  the  processions, 
of  Worship    musical   contests  and   athletic  games, 

which  formed  part  of  the  larger  festi- 
vals. The  heroes  of  Homer  prayed  to  the  gods  at 
all  times,  now  a  word  of  prayer  in  danger,  now  more 
formal  prayers  in  connection  with  a  samfice;  and 
such  was  doubtless  the  practice  in  lat«r  times.  In 
the  more  formal  prayers,  it  was  customary  to  invoke 

the  god  with  various  epithets,  to  state 

6.  Prayer      the  petition,  and  (o  give  the  reason 

why  a  favorable  answer  might  be  ex- 
pected— either  former  worship  by  the  petitioner,  or 
vows  of  future  gifts,  or  former  answers  to  prayer,  or 
an  appeal  to  the  pity  of  the  god.    Sometimes  a 

Srayer  reads  as  if  it  were  an  attempt  to  win  divine 
kvor  by  gjfts;  more  commonly,  if  not  always,  the 
appeal  is  to  a  relationship  between  man  and  lus  god, 
in  which  man's  gifts  play  a  verv  subordinate  part. 
Thanksgiving  finds  small  place  in  prayer  or  in  sac- 
rifice, but  it  was  rather  expressed  in  votive  offering. 
In  every  temple  these  abounded,  as  in  certain 
Roman  CathoQc  shrines  today;  and  as  is  the  case 
today  they  might  be  of  value  in  themselves,  they 
might  have  some  special  refa^nce  to  the  god,  or 
they  might  refer  to  the  human  need  in  which  the 


Blsck-flgured  Vwe  Painting  (Brit.  Mus.). 

giver  had  found  help.  So  far  as  the  great  public 
festivals  are  concerned,  the  prayer  seems  to  have 
been  merged  with  the  hymn  of  praise  in  which  the 
element  of  petition  found  a  small  place. 


The  most  common  form  of  worship  consisted  of 

the  sacrificial  meal,  like  the  meat  offering  or  meal 

offering  of  the  Hebrews.    The  sacri- 

7.  Burnt  fice  consisted  of  a  domesttc  animal, 
Offerin|  or  selected  in  accordance  with  the  ritual 
Sacriflcul  of  the  shrine  where  it  was  to  be 
Heal  offered.    Fiist  the  animal  was  led  to 

the  altar,  consecrated  with  n>ecia]  tiles 
and  killed  by  the  offerer  or  the  priest  while  bymna 
and  cries  of  worship  were  uttered  by  the  worshii^ 
pers.  Then  some  of  the  inward  parts  were  roasted 
and  eaten  by  priests  and  worshippers.  Finally  the 
remainder  of  the  creature  was  prepared,  the  thigh 
bones  wrapped  in  fat  and  meat  to  be  burned  for  the 
god,  the  balance  of  the  meat  to  be  roasl«d  for  the 
worshippers;  and  with  libations  of  wine  the  whole 
was  consumed.  The  religious  meaning  of  the  act 
is  evidently  found  in  the  analogy  of  a  meal  pre[»ared 

for  an  honored  guest.     The  animal,  an 

8.  Heaning  object  valuable  in  itself,  is  devoted  to 
of  the  this  religjous  service:  the  god  and  his 
Sacrilke       wotshippers  share  alike  this  common 

meal;  and  the  god  is  attached  to  his 
woishippers  by  a  closer  social  bond,  because  they 
show  their  desire  to  honor  and  commune  with  him, 
while  he  condescends  to  accept  the  gift  and  to  share 
the  meal  they  have  prepared.  (Possibly  the  animal 
was  once  thought  to  have  been  made  divine  by  the 
act  of  consecration,  or  the  god  was  believed  to  be 
present  in  his  flesh,  but  there  is  no  evidence  that 
such  a  belief  existed  in  the  5th  cent.  BC,  or  later.) 
The  simple,  rational  character  of  this  worship  is 
characteristic  of  Gr  religion. 
_  When  men  felt  that  the  gods  were  displeased  or  in 
circumstances  where  for  any  reason  their  favor  waa 
doubtful, 

9.  PropltiA-  a  different 
tory  Sac-  formofsoo- 
li&e  rifioe    was 

performed. 
A  black  animal  was  se- 
lected, and  brought  to 
a  low  altar  of  earth ;  the 
sacrifice  was  offered  to- 
ward eveningoratnif^t, 
and  the  whole  animal 
was  consumed  by  fire. 
While  in  tpusnu  this 
type  of  sacrifice  may  be 
called  propitiatory,  its 
form,  if  not  its  meaning,  d-.-b^h™ 

™dgj«lly.  Ifnight  ^^J2:^«r_„„„ 
be  worship  to  sptnts  of  iaiDajnr{a>d  rnm  iii>ir  iwuiij  i>i 
the  earth  whose  anger  lJ^nirpir'«SI''taiS"'to77piiS 
waa  to  be  feared;  it  Hbi: •'"'"'•''' i"7™w mmtMU 
might  be  offered  when  "  "  "™*^  tah™ 
an  army  was  going  into  battle,  or  when  the  crops  were 
indangerof  blight,  or  of  drought;  or  againitwasthe 
normal  form  of  worship  in  seasons  of  pestilence  or 
other  trouble.  Sometimes  the  emphasis  seems  to  be 
laid  on  the  propitiation  of  anger  by  an  animal  wholly 
devoted  to  the  god,  while  at  other  times  there  is 
the  suHtestion  that  some  evil  substance  is  removed 

by  the  rite.     The  later  conception  is 

10.  Purifl-  clearer  in  rites  of  purification,  where,  by 
cation  washing,  by  fire,  or  by  the  blood  of  an 

animal  slain  for  the  purpose^  some  form 
of  defilmient  is  removed.  In  the  sacrifice  of  a  [Hg 
to  Demeter  for  this  purpose,  or  of  a  dog  to  Hecate, 
some  mystic  element  may  exist,  since  these  w-ninmln 
were  sacred  to  the  respective  goddesses. 

These  various  elements  of  worship  were  com- 
bined in  varying  degree  in  the  great  religious  festi- 
vals. These  lasted  from  a  day  to  a  fortnight- 
After  purification  of  the  worshippers,  whidi  might 
be  simple  or  elaborate,  and  some  preliminary  sac- 
rifice, there  waa  often  a  splendid  procession  followed 
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in  honor  of  the  god,  and  sometimes  by 
ooateate  in  music  and  choral  dancing, 
__,  __i  the  festivals  of  Dionyaua  at 
Athens,  by  the  performance  of  tragedy 
and  comedy  in  tne  theater.  In  all  this, 
the  religioua  element  eeems  to  retreat 
into  the  background,  though  analogies  may  be  found 
in  the  history  of  Christianity.  The  religious  mys- 
tery plays  were  the  origin  of  our  owd  drama;  and  as 
for  the  horse  races,  one  may  still  see  them  pOTformed 
as  a  reli^ous  function,  for  example,  at  Sie&a.  The 
horse  races  and  the  athletic  games  were  performed 
for  the  gods  as  for  some  visiting  potentate,  a  means 
d'  afFoiding  them  pleasure  and  doing  them  honor. 
The  theatrical  performances  apparently  originated 
in  ceremonies  more  essentially  relipous,  in  which 
men  acted  some  divine  drama  depicting  the  experi- 
ences attribut«d  to  the  gods  themselvea.  This 
last  feature  is  most  evident  in  the 
IS.  Hyft-  mysteries  at  Eleusis,  where  the  eit- 
twies  at  periences  of  Demeter  and  Persephone 
BleuBls  were  enacted  by  the  people  with  the 

purpose  of  bringmg  the  worshippers  into 
some  more  intimate  connection  with  these  goddesses, 
such  that  their  blessing  was  assured  not  only  for 
this  world,  but  for  the  life  after  death. 

In  all  the  forms  of  Gr  worship  perhaps  the  most 
Btiriiung  feature  was  the  absence  of  magic  or  super- 
stition, almost  the  absence  of  mystery. 
13.  Absence  Men  approached  the  gods  as  they  would 
of  Magic  approacn  superior  men,  bringing  them 
and  petitions  and  gifts,  making  great  ban~ 

Hysteiy  quets  for  their  entertainment,  and  per- 
forming races  and  games  for  their  pleas- 
ure, although  this  was  by  no  means  the  whole  of  Gr 
religion,  a  pnase  of  religion  far  more  highly  developed 
in  the  rational  atmosphere  of  Gr  thought  than  among 
other  races.  As  the  Gr  gods  were  superior  members 
of  the  social  universe,  so  Gr  worship  was  for  the  most 
part  social,  evea  human,  in  its  character. 


Ruins  at  Eleusis. 

/v.  7%«  Faturm  LtfW.— Gr  thought  of  the  life 
after  death  was  made  up  of  three  elements  which 

developed  successively,  while  the  eai^ 
1,  Funeral  lier  ones  never  quite  lost  their  hold 
Rites  on  the  people  in  the  presence  of  the 

later.  The  oldest  and  most  permanent 
thought  of  the  future  found  its  expression  in  the  wor- 
ship of  ancestors.  Whether  the  body  of  the  dead 
was  buried  or  burned,  the  spirit  was  believed  to  sur- 
vive, an  unsubstantial  shadowy  betag  in  the  likeness 
of  tne  living  man.  And  rites  were  performed  for 
these  shades  to  lay  them  to  rest  and  to  prevent 
them  from  injuring  their  siorvivors,  if  not  to  secure 
thdr  positive  blessing.    As  at  other  points  in  Gr 


religion,  the  rites  are  fairly  well  known,  while  the 
belief  must  be  inferred  from  the  rites.  The  rites 
consisted  first  of  an  elaborate  funeral,  including 
sometimes  animal  sacrifices  and  even  atbletio  games, 
and  secondly  of  ffSte  recurring  at  stated  intervals, 
gifts  of  water  for  bathing,  of  wine  and  food,  and 


Mournera  about  a  Oouch  on  Which  Beats  tlie  Body 
of  the  Dead. 

of  wreaths  and  flowers.  The  human  wants  and  sat- 
isfaction of  the  spirit  are  thus  indicated.  And  the 
purpose  is  perhaps  to  keep  the  spirit  alive,  ceri;ainly 
to  keep  it  m  good  humor  so  that  it  will  not  injure 
the  survivors  and  bring  on  them  defilement  which 
would  mean  the  wrath  of  the  gods.  At  the  same 
time,  any  contact  with  death  demands  purification 
before  one  can  approach  the  gods  in  worship. 

The  second  element  in  Gr  thought  of  the  future 
life  appears  in  the  Homeric  poems,  and  through  the 

epic  exerted  a  wide  influence  on  later 
3.  Future  periods.  Here  the  separateness  of  the 
LUe  in  the  souls  of  the  dead  from  the  human  life 
Homeric  is  emphasized.  Once  the  bodies  of 
Poems  the  dead  are  burned,  the  souls  go  to 

the  realm  of  Hades,  whence  there  is  no 
return  even  in  dreams,  and  where  {according  to  one 
view)  not  even  consciousness  remains  to  them.  It 
would  seem  that  the  highly  rational  view  of  the 
world  in  the  epic,  a  point  of  view  which  laid  stress 
on  the  greater  Olympian  gods,  banished  the  belief 
in  souls  as  akin  to  the  beRef  in  sinister  and  maeic 
influences.  We  might  almost  say  that  the  tbou^t 
of  the  greater  gods  as  personal  rulers  tended  to 
drive  out  the  thought  c»  lesser  and  more  mystic 
spiritual  influences,  and  made  a  place  for  souls  only 
as  shades  in  the  realm  of  Hades.  Certainly  the 
result  for  Gr  religion  was  to  render  far  less  vivid 
any  idea  of  a  real  life  after  death. 

The  third  element  was  associated  with  the  wor- 
ship of  the  gods  of  the  lower  world,  and  in  particular 

Demeter  and  Persephone.  In  this 
S.  Later  worship,  particularly  at  Eleusis,  the 
BeliOfa  in  fact  of  Ufe  after  death  was  assumed,  a 
bnmoTtalitJ  fact  that  the  Greeks  never  had  denied; 

but  the  reality  of  the  future  life,  the 
persietence  of  human  relationship  after  death,  and 
the  kindly  rule  of  Persephone  as  <jueen  of  Souls 
were  vividly  impressed  on  the  worshippers.  In  part 
through  the  influence  of  the  Orphic  sect,  the  actual 
divinity  of  the  soul  was  believed  by  many  thinkers, 
a  doctrine  which  was  formulated  by  Plato  in  a 
manner  which  profoundly  affected  early  Christian 
thought.  If  the  epic  emphasis  on  the  greater  goda 
made  the  souls  mere  shades  in  Hades,  it  was  again 
a  religious  movement,  namely  the  worship  of  gods 
like  Persephone  and  Dionysus,  wliich  taught  to 
some  Greeks  the  divine  reality  of  the  soul  and  its 
hope  for  a  blessed  life  in  communion  with  the  gods. 
This  development  in  Greece  is  the  more  int^^at' 
ing  because  there  are  indications  of  the  same  thing 
in  Heb  history.  In  the  OT  there  are  found  traces 
of  an  old  worship  of  souls,  practised  by  races  akin 
to  thtf  Hebrews  if  not  by  the  Hebrews  themselves; 
this  worship  was  brought  to  an  end  under  the  clari- 
fying power  of  the  worship  of  Jeh;  and  finally  the 
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later  propheta  perceived  the  truth  that  while  souls 
were  not  to  be  worshipped,  the  dead  who  died  in  the 
Lord  did  not  become  mere  shades,  but  continued  to 
hve  as  the  objects  of  Hie  Divine  love. 

V.  Sin,    Expiation,    and  tha    Religiotu  Life. — 
The  ancient  Eeb  rcUgioa  made  much  of  Bin,  and  of 

the  rem^y  for  ein  which  God,  in  loving 
1.  Greek  mercy  to  Hie  people,  had  provided;  in 
IdM  of  Sin   Greece  the  thought  of  am  found  no 

Buch  place  in  the  religioua  life,  though 
of  couTBe  it  was  not  absent  altogether.  IT  ein  is 
defined  as  that  which  causes  divine  displeasure  and 
wrath,  it  appears  in  Gr  thought  in  three  forms:  (1) 
as  the  transgression  of  moral  law,  (2)  as  neglect  of 
the  gods  and  consequent  presumption,  and  (3)  as 
pllution.  The  cause  of  sin  is  traced  to  human 
folly,  either  some  passion  like  envy  or  anger 
de8U«  for  gain,      "    '-    ---'--    --"—<■-  — >- 


I    undue   self-reliance  which 


.J  the  wrong  direction,  his  sin  so  affects 

judgment  and  will  that  he  ie  al!  but  inevitably  led 
on  mto  further  sin.  According  to  the  simple  Gr 
theodicy,  tlic  transgression  of  moral  law  brings  its 
penalty,  nor  can  any  sacrifice  induce  the  gods  to 
intervene  on  behalf  of  the  transgressor.  All  that 
expiation  can  accomplish  is  to  set  right  the  spirit 
of  the  transgreaaor  so  that  he  will  not  be  led  mto 
further  sin.  Neglect  of  the  gods — the  second  type 
of  sin — brings  its  penalty  in  the  results  of  divine 
wrath,  but  in  this  case,  prompt  repentance  and  sub- 
mission to  the  gods  may  appease  the  wrath  and 
therefore  change  its  results.  Pollution,  the  third 
cause  of  divine  displeasure,  often  cannot  be  called 
sin;  the  failure  to  remove  pollution,  however,  esp. 
before  one  approaches  the  gods,  is  a  just  cause  of 
divine  anger.  In  general  the  Gr  thought  of  sin 
centers  about  the  idea  of  undue  self-reliance  and 
presumption,  Sffpit  (hubris),  which  is  the  opposite 
of  the  characteristic  Gr  virtue,  aai^povirv  {sBphra- 
eini),  namely  that  temperate  mode  of  life  in  which 
everything  is   viewed   in  right   proportion.     Inaa- 


erything  is   viewed   in  right   propori 
ich  as  the  Gr  gods  are  righteous  rujers 

oi  sin  lies  in    ■  

unholiness  o 


them 


Oreetea  Pursued  by  Two  ErinTSS. 

The  demands  of  the  rcli^ous  Ufe  in  Greece  were 
relatively  simple.    To  avoid  acts  of  impiety  such 

as  are  mentioned  above,  to  perform 
S.  Religions  the  ordinary  acts  of  worship  regularly 
Idetls  and  punctiliously,  were  all  that  was 

required,  though  the  religious  man 
might  find  many  opportunities  for  worsEip  beyond 
what  was  eipected  of  everyone.  Little  is  said  of 
the  spirit  of  worship  which  underlay  the  outward 
acts.  Nor  does  the  command,  "Be  ye  therefore 
holy,  even  as  I  am  holy,"  find  an  echo  in  Greece. 
At  the  same  time  the  fact  that  the  gods  so  definitely 
represented  human  ideals  of  life,  must  have  meant 
that  in  a  way  men  aimed  to  make  their  lived  con- 
form to  divine  ideals.  The  essential  feature  of  the 
religious  life  was  the  true  recognition  of  human  de- 


pendence on  the  gods,  a  dependence  which  showed 
itself  in  obedience  to  the  divine  rule,  in  trustful 
confidence  that  the  gods  would  bless  their  worship- 
pers, in  resignation  when  misfortune  came,  mad 
particularly  in  the  belief  in  the  loving  care  and  |»o- 
t«ction  of  the  divine  rulers.  In  Greece,  the  religious 
man  looked  to  the  gods  not  so  much  for  salvation 
from  evil,  as  for  positive  blessinKS. 

VI.    Tha  Intbtanea  of  Gr>sA  Rmligion  on  CArii* 

tianity. — This  is  not  the  place  to  speak  of  the  de- 
cadence of  Gr  religion,  of  it«  amdio- 
1.  Greek  rating  influence  on  the  Alexandrian 
PhilOB<^7  world,  or  of  the  control  it  exercised 
and  Chris-  over  the  Rom  state.  Its  most  per- 
tion  manent  effect  is  found  rather  in  Chris- 

Theology  tianity.  And  here  its  shaping  influ- 
ence is  first  noted  in  Christian  theolog; 
beginning  with  Paul  and  the  Apostle  John.  For 
although  Gr  religion  was  more  free  from  dogma  or 
anything  that  could  be  called  theology  tluin  are 
most  religions,  it  furnished  the  religious  content  to 
the  greatest  philosophical  systems  we  know;  and 
all  through  the  centuries  the  leaders  of  Christian 
thought  have  been  trained  in  the  religious  philosophy 
of  Plato  and  of  Aristotle.  Our  Christian  concep- 
tions of  the  nature  of  God  and  the  soul,  of  the  rela- 
tion of  God  to  the  physical  universe,  and  of  God's 
government  of  the  world,  have  been  worked  out 
along  the  lines  laid  down  by  these  Gr  thinkers. 
And  while  the  debt  is  primarily  to  Gr  philosophy, 
it  should  never  be  forgotten  that  Or  philosophy 
formulated  these  conceptions  out  of  the  material 
which  Gr  religion  furnished;  indeed  one  may  be- 
Ueve  that  it  was  the  religious  conceptions  for- 
mulated by  centuries  of  thoughtful  worshippers 
which  found  final  expression  in -the  Gr  pliilosophic 
systems. 

Again,  the  oreanization  of  the  early  Christian 
church  and  its  form  of  government  was  quite  as 
much  Gr  as  it  was  Heb  in  origin. 
9.  Greek  Bere  the  influence  of  Gr  religion  as 
such  was  less  marked;  still  it  must  be 
remembered  that  every  form  of  Gr 
organiEation  had  its  religious  side,  be  it 
family,  or  school,  or  state;  and  further, 
that  some  phases  of  religion  in  Greece  were  quite 
thoroughly  organised  in  a  manner  that  was  adapted 
without  much  difficulty  to  the  conditions  of  the  new 
religion.  Moreover  the  thought  of  the  Gr  priest 
as  not  a  sacred  man,  but  a  man  appointed  by  the 
community  to  a  sacred  office,  was  naturally  adopted 
by  the  nascent  Christian  communities.  Even  in 
the  organization  of  worahip,  in  the  prayers  and 
hymns  and  liturgy  which  gradually  developed  from 
the  simplest  beginnings,  it  is  not  diflicult  to  trace 
the  influence  of  what  the  Gr  converts  to  Christianity 
had  been  brought  up  to  regard  as  worship  of  the 
gods. 

The  most  striking  case  of  the  effect  of  the  old 
reUgion  on  the  new  is  found  in  the  method  of  cele- 
brating the  Christian  sacraments.  In 
S.  Greek  the  2d  cent.  AD,  the  baptismal  bath 
Influence  took  place  after  a  brief  period  of  in- 
on  the  Sac-  struction,  and  at  the  common  meal 
raments  the  bread  and  wine  were  blessed  in 
commemoration  of  the  Master.  Three 
centuries  passed  and  this  simplicity  had  given  way 
to    splendid    ceremony.     Baptism   ordinarily   was 

Eerformed  only  on  the  "mystic  night,"  the  night 
efore  Easter.  Almost  magic  rites  with  fasting  had 
exorcised  evil  from  the  candidate;  ungirded,  with 
loose  hair  and  bare  feet,  he  went  down  into  the 
water,  and  later  was  anointed  with  oil  to  signify  the 
gift  of  the  Holy  Spirit;  then  the  candidates,  dnsaed 
in  white,  wearing  crowns,  and  canying  torches, 
proceeded  to  their  first  communion  in  which  a 
mixture  of  honey  and  milk  might  take  the  place  of 
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wine.  The  whole  ceremony  had  been  assimilated 
to  what  Gr  religion  knew  as  an  initiation,  in  which 
the  baptized  imderwent  some  essential  change  of 
natiire.  They  were  said  to  have  *'put  on  the  dress 
of  immortality." 

The  Lord's  Supper  was  carefully  limited  to  those 
who  had  been  through  this  initiation,  and  even 
among  these,  at  length,  degrees  of  privilege  arose. 
The  ceremony  came  to  be  known  as  a  mystery,  the 
table  as  an  altar,  the  officiating  priest  as  a  "hier- 
arch,''  and  the  result  as  a  blessed  "vision''  of  sacred 
things  by  which  the  resurrection  life  was  imparted. 
In  its  fonnal  character  and  the  interpretation  of  its 
meaning,  as  well  as  in  the  terms  used  to  describe 
it,  the  effect  of  the  Gr  mysteries  may  be  seen. 

Yet  during  these  three  centuries  uhristianity  had 
been  waging  a  life-and-death  struggle  with  the  old 
religion.  It  is  indeed  impossible  to  believe  that 
converts  to  Christianity  should  intentionallv  copy 
the  forms  of  a  worship  which  they  had  often  at 
much  cost  to  themselves  rejected  as  false.  The 
process  must  have  been  slow  and  quite  unconscious. 
As  the  language  of  heathen  philosophy  was  used  in 
forming  a  Christian  theology,  so  the  conceptions 
and  practices  which  had  developed  in  Gr  religion 
found  their  wav  into  the  developing  Christian 
ritual.  Much  of  this  ritual  which  had  no  essential 
place  in  Christianity  was  later  rejected  |  some  still 
remains,  the  contribution  of  the  religious  life  of 
Greece  to  the  forms  of  worship  in  our  world  religion. 

LiTBRATURs. — O.  OniDpe,  "Griechische  Mythologle 
und  ReligioDSKeschichte''^  in  I.  von  Mtkller's  Handhueh, 
1897-19M:  PreUer-Robert,  Griechiache  Mythologie,  I, 
1894;  VT.  H.  "RoBdlier,  AusfUhrliches Lexikon der  grieehischen 
und  r6miaehen  Mythologie,  1884- ;  L.  R.  Fameli.  The 
CuU»  of  th€  Greek  States,  1896-1910;  L.  Campbell.  Re- 
liffion  tn  Greek  Literature,  1898;  J.  Adam,  The  Religioue 
Teacher 8  of  Greece.  1908;  P.  Stengel,  "Die  Krlechischen 
KultusaltertQmer.  in  I.  von  MuOer's  Har^abuch,  2d  ed, 
1898;  B.  I.  Wheeler,  Dionyaue  and  Immortality,  1899; 
E.  Hatch,  Greek  Ideas  and  Usages,  Their  Influence  upon 
the  Christian  Church,  1890;  G.  Anrich.  Dae  antike  Mys- 
terienwesen  in  seinem  Einfiuea  auf  das  Christentum,  1894; 
E.  £.  G.,  The  Makers  of  Hellas:  A  Critical  Inquiry  into 
the  Philosophy  and  Religion  of  Ancient  Greece,  1903;  B. 
Caird.  EvotiUxon  of  Theology  in  Greek  Philosophers,  1904; 
£.  A.  Gardner,  Religion  and  Art  in  AncierU  Ureecet  1910; 
A.  Fairbanks,  Handbook  of  Greek  Religion,  1910. 

Arthur  Fairbanks 
GREECE,  SONS  OF:  "I  will  stir  up  thy  sons, 
O  Zion,  against  thy  sons,  O  Greece,  and  wiU  make 
thee  as  the  sword  of  a  mighty  man"  (Zee  9  13). 
The  passage  doubtless  refers  to  the  captive  Hebrews 
who  are  held  by  the  Greeks.  The  exhortation  is  to 
insurrection  against  the  Greeks.  Although  bear- 
ing a  striking  similarity  to  the  passage  in  Joel  3  6, 
there  is  evidently  no  connection  between  the  two. 
In  the  first,  there  was  conflict  between  the  nations: 
in  the  second,  simply  a  reflection  upon  Tyre  ana 
Sidon  for  having  sold  into  Greece  certain  Jewish 
captives.  From  a  Jewish  standpoint  the  Macca- 
bean  wars  were  reaUy  between  Jews  and  Greeks. 
See  Javan;  Asmoneanb. 

GRE]^K  LANGUAGE.    See  Language  of  NT. 

GREEK  VERSIONS.  See  Septuagint;  Ver- 
sions. 

GREEKS.    See  Gre  ci  ans. 

GREEN,  gren,  GREENISH.    See  Color. 

GREETING,  gret'ing  (btfnp,  sha'al;  x^k^f 
chaird,  &onrao>|i^,  asvcarnds,  do-irdtoiLcu,  aspdzomai) : 

(1)  Shd'al  means  ^'to  ask,''  '^to  inquire  of  anyone 
respecting  welfare,"  hence  "to  greet."  In  the  OT 
the  word  greet"  occurs  only  once  in  AV  or  RV,  viz. 
in  1  S  26  5,  "Go  to  Nabal,  and  greet  him  in  my 
name."  But  it  is  implied  in  other  places  where 
afiOldm  ("well,"  "prosperity,"  **peace"),  the  common 
Heb  greeting,  is  used;  e.g.  in  Gen  37  4,  it  is  said  of 


Joseph  that  "his  brethren  could  not  speak  peace- 
ably unto  him,"  i.e.  could  not  give  him  the  common 
friendly  greeting  of  "Peace!"  "Peace  be  to  thee!" 
So,  in  Gen  43  27,  RV  "He  asked  them  of  their  wel- 
fare" (AVm  "peace"):  Ex  18  7,  "They  asked  each 
other  of  their  welfare*^  (AVm  "peace");  2  S  11  7, 
"how  Joab  did,  and  how  the  people  did"  (RV  "fared,'* 
AVm  "of  the  peace  of");  Joab  said  to  Amasa  (2  S 
80  9),  RV  "Is  it  weU  with  thee,  my  brother?"  (Heb 
"Art  thou  in  peace,  mv  brother?"):  Boaz  greeted 
his  reapers  with  "Jeh  be  with  you,"  and  they  an- 
swered, "Jeh  bless  thee"  (Ruth  8  4;  cf  Ps  189  8, 
"The  blessing  of  Jeh  be  upon  you;  we  bless  you 
in  the  name  of  Jeh").  For  the  king,  we  have,  AV 
and  ERV,  "God  save  the  king"  (m  "Let  the  king 
live,"  ARV  "[Long!  live  the  king")  (1  S  10  24,  etc); 
"Let  my  lord  king  David  live  for  ever"  (1  K  1  31; 
see  also  Neh  8  3;  Dnl  8  4,  etc).  In  Ecclus  6  5 
it  is  said  "a  fair-speaking  tongue  will  increase  kind 
greetings,"  RV  "multiply  courtesies"  (euproatgora). 

(2)  When  Jesus  sent  forth  His  disciples  to  pro- 
claim the  kingdom,  they  were  to  "salute"  the  house 
they  came  to  (Mt  10  12),  saving  (Lk  10  5), 
"Peace  [Hrtne]  be  to  this  house!";  if  it  was  not 
worthy,  the  blessing  should  return  to  themselves. 
After  His  resurrection  He  greeted  His  disciples 
saying,  "Peace  be  unto  you"  (Lk  84  36;  Jn  30  19. 
21.26);  He  left  His  "peace"  with  them  as  His  part- 
ing blessing  (Jn  14  27) — "not  as  the  world  giveth^" 
in  a  formal  way.  A  freijuent  form  of  greeting  m 
the  NT  is  chaird  ("to  rejoice,"  imp.  and  inf.,  chaire, 
chairete,  "Joy  to  thee,"  "Joy  to  you,"  tr^  "HaUI'^ 
and  "AU  haill"  Mt  86  49;  37  29;  38  9;  Mk  16 
18;  Lk  1  28;  Jn  19  3),  "Rejoice!"  (Phil  3  1; 
EKVm  "farewell").  Another  word  for  greeting  is 
aspaamos,  "greetings  in  the  markets"  (AV  Mt  33 
7;  Mk  13  38,  "salutations";  Lk  11  43,  "greetings," 
Lk  80  46;  also  Lk  1  29.41.44;  1  Cor  16  21;  Col 
4  18;  2  Thess  3  17;  in  all  these  places  RV  has 
"salutation"). 

(3)  Of  epistolary*  greetings  we  have  examples  in 
Ezr  4  17.  "Peace^'  (shHdm),  etc;  6  7;  Dnl  4  1; 
6  25.  These  are  frequent  in  the  Apoc:  1  Esd  6  7, 
"to  King  Darius  greeting"  (chaird);  8  9;  1  Mace 
10  18,  etc:  2  Mace  1  10,  "greeting,  health,"  etc. 
We  have  the  same  form  in  Acts  16  23;  33  26.  In 
3  Jn  ver  14  it  is.  "Peace  [be]  unto  thee.  The 
friends  salute  thee. ' '  Paul  opens  most  of  his  epistles 
with  the  special  Christian  greeting,  "Grace  to  you 
and  peace  from  God  our  Father  and  the  Lord  Jesus 
Christ"  (Rom  1  7;  1  Cor  1  3,  etc).  Also  at  the 
close,  "The  grace  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  be  with 
you'*^  (1  Cor  16  23;  2  Cor  13  14,  etc).  He  di- 
rects greetings  to  be  given  to  various  persons,  and 
sends  greetings  from  those  who  aro  with  him  (Rom 
16  5-23;  1  Cot  16  19  f;  2  Cor  13  13;  Phil  4  21  f; 
CJol  4  10,  etc).  In  those  cases  the  word  is  aepazo- 
mai,andRVtr»"salute,"etc(cf  Jas  1  1;  1  Pet  1  2; 
6  14;  2  Pet  12;  2  Jn  vs  3.13;  Jude  ver  2).  See 
Godspeed;  Kiss.  W.  L.  Walker 

GREYHOUND,  gr&'hound.    See  Dog. 

GRIEF,  gref,  GRIEVE,  grSv:  There  are  some  20 
Heb  words  tr^  in  AV  by  "grief,"  "grieve,"  "to  be 

grieved,"  etc.  Among  the  chief  are  nbn,  hdldhy 
■'bn,  Jdrt,  pj,  yOghdn,  D?3,  ka'a^,  IJ?,  'O^h. 
They  differ,  partly,  in  their  physical  origin,  and 
partly,  in  the  naturo  and  cause  of  the  feeling  ex- 
pressed. RV  in  several  instances  gives  effect  to 
this. 

(1)  Jffdldhf  hdll  express  the  sense  of  weakness, 
sickness,  pain  (e.g.  Samson,  in  Jgs  16  7.11.17, 
"Then  shall  I  become  weak  [hdldh],  and  be  as  an- 
other man");  Isa  17  11  AV,*"a  heap  in  the  day 
of  grief";  68  3.4,  "a  man  of  sorrows,  and  acquainted 
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with  grief,"  "He  hath  borne  our  griefs"  (h&lt),  RVm 
"Heb  sickness,  sicknesses";  ver  10,  "He  hath  put 
him  to  grief,"  RVm  "made  him  sick"  (hdlsh)  (tr** 
bv  DiUmann  and  others,  "to  crush  him  incurably"; 
cf  Mic  6  13;  Nah  3  19);  yaghdn,  perhaps  from 
the  pain  and  weariness  of  toll  (Ps  31  10).  "For  my 
life  18  spent  with  grief,"  RV  "sorrow";  ''The  Lord 
added  grief  to  my  sorrow,"  RV  "sorrow  to  my  pain" 
(Jer  46  3);  ka^ci^  implies  provocation,  anger,  irri- 
tation; thus  Hannah  said  to  Eli  (AV),  "Out  of  the 
abundance  of  my  complaint  and  my  grief  [RV  "prov- 
ocation") have  I  spoken"  (1  S  1  16).  Ps  6  7;  31 
9,  "grief":  Prov  17  25,  "A  foolish  son  is  a  grief  to 
his  father  (i.e.  source  of  provocation;  the  same 
word  is  rendered  "wrath"  in  12  16,  AV  "a  fooPs 
wrath,"  RV  "vexation";  so  also  27  3);  Job  6  2, 
"Oh  that  my  grief  were  thoroughly  weighed,"  RV 
"Oh  that  my  vexation  were  but  weighed"  (in  6  2 
AV  the  same  word  is  tr**  "wrath,"  RV  "vexation"); 
k^ebhj  is  * 'sorrow,"  "pain,"  properly  "to  hurt."  It 
occurs  in  Job  2  13,  "His  grief  [RVm  "or  pain"]  was 
very  great";  also  16  6  RV,  "grief";  makh'dbh  "sor- 
rows,^ "pain,"  "suffering''  (2  Ch  6  29,  RV  "sor- 
row''; Ps  69  26,  RVm  "or  pain";  Isa  63  3.  "a 
man  of  sorrows" ;  ver  4,  "Surely  he  hath  carried  our 
sorrows");  mdrdh  and  m&rar  mdicate  "bitterness" 
(Gen  26  35;  49  23;  IS  30  6;  Ruth  1  13;  Prov 
14  10,  "The  heart  knoweth  its  own  bitterness," 
mdrSh)',  pui&h  implies  staggering,  or  stumbling, 
only  in  1  S  26  31,  "This  shall  be  no  grief  unto 
thee,"  RVm  "Heb  cause  of  staggering";  ra^  (a  com- 
mon word  for  "evil")  denotes  an  evil,  a  calamity, 
only  once  in  AV  tr^  "grief,"  viz.  of  Jonah's  gourd, 
"to  deliver  him  from  his  grief,"  RV  "from  his  evil 
case"  (Jon  4  6) :  yara\  "to  be  evil,"  Dt  16  10,  RV 
"Thy  heart  shaU  not  be  grieved  when  thou  givest 
imto  him"  (also  1  S  1  8;  Neh  2  10;  13  8:  several 
times  tr^  "grievous");  hSrOh,  "to  burn,'*  "to  be 
wroth"  (e.g.  Gen  4  6,  "Why  art  thou  wroth?"),  is 
tT^  "grieved"  in  Gen  46  5,  and  1  S  16  11  AV  (RV 
"Samuel  was  wroth") ;  the  same  word  is  often  used 
of  the  kindling  of  anger;  la* Oh,  "to  be  weary," 
"tired,"  "faint^'  (Prov  26  15),  AV  "The  slothful 
hideth  his  hand  in  his  bosom,  it  grieveth  him  to 
bring  it  again  to  his  mouth,"  RV  "wearieth";  alsp 
Job  4  2;  ^a^k,  "to  grieve,"  "to  be  vexed,"  occurs 
in  Gen  6  6;  34  7;  46  5.  etc;  Ps  78  40,  "How  oft 
did  they  ....  grieve  nim  in  the  desert."  Of 
other  words  sometimes  tr<*  "grief"  may  be  men- 
tioned tiitf  "to  weary  of,"  "to  loathe"  (Ps  96  10), 
"Forty  long  years  was  I  grieved  with  that  genera- 
tion"; in  119  158;  139  21,  RVm  "loathe";  hOmegy 
implying  to  be  bitterly  or  violently  moved,  sour 
(often  trd  "leavened"),  only  in  Ps  73  21,  RV  "For 
my  soul  was  grieved,"  m  "Heb  was  in  a  ferment." 

(2)  In  the  NT  "grief,"  "grieve,"  etc,  are  infre- 
quent. The  commonest  words  are  Ztipe(l  Pet  2  19), 
RV  "griefs,"  elsewhere  tr<*  "sorrow";  lupSo,  "to 
grieve,"  "afflict"  (Mk  10  22,  RV  "sorrowful";  Jn 
21  17,  "Peter  was  grieved";  Rom  14  15;  2  Cor 
2  4,  RV  "made  sorry";  ver  6,  "caused  sorrow"; 
Eph  4  30,  "Grieve  not  the  Holy  Spirit  of  God"); 
diaponiomaif  lit.  "to  labor  through,"  "to  grieve 
self,"  occurs  twice  (Acts  4  2;  16  18,  RV  "sore 
troubled");  slendzo,  "to  groan,  or  sigh,"  once  only 
tr«»  "grief"  (He  IS  17),  RVm  ^'groaning";  prosoch- 
ihizd,  "to  be  indignant,"  etc,  twice  (He  S  10.17, 
RV  "displeased").  The  reference  is  to  Ps  96  10, 
where  the  LXX  by  this  Gr  word  tr*  ^Oi  (see  above). 

The  less  frequency  in  the  NT  of  words  denoting 
"grief"  is  significant.  Christ  came  "to  comfort  all 
that  mourn — to  give  a  garland  for  ashes,  the  oil  of 
joy  for  mourning,  the  garment  of  praise  for  the 
spirit  of  heaviness."  Christians,  however,  cannot 
but  feel  sorrow  and  be  moved  by  grief,  and  it  is  to 
be  noted  that  in  both  the  OT  and  NT  God  Himself 
is  said  to  be  susceptible  to  grief.     W.  L.  Walker 


GRIEVANCE,  grev'ans  (^9?,  ^drntO):  Occurs 
only  in  AV  as  a  tr  of  Hab  1  3,  "Why  dost  thou 
show  me  iniquity,  and  cause  me  to  behold  griev- 
ance?" (RV  "look  upon  perverseness");  ^arndl  is 
also  tr^  "perverseness"  by  AV  and  RV  in  Nu  2S 
21,  "perverseness  in  Israel";  Isa  10  1,  AV  "griev- 
ousness,"  RV  "perverseness."  In  Hab  1  13,  AV 
tr*  the  same  word  "iniquity"  (m  "grievance") ,  "Thou 
art  of  purer  eyes  than  to  behold  evil  and  canst  not 
look  on  iniquity"  (m  "grievance"),  RV  "perverse- 
ness." The  word  means  originally  "toil,  "labor" 
with  sorrow,  misery^  etc,  as  the  consequence,  and 
is  often  so  tr^.  It  is  the  word  in  Isa  63  11,  "He 
shall  see  of  the  travail  of  his  soul,  and  shall  be 
satisfied."  W.  L.  Wauleb 

GRIEVOUS,  grgv'us,  GRIEVOUSLY,  gr§v'us4i, 
GRIEVOUSNESS,  grgv^ua-nes:  In  addition  to 
several  of  the  words  mentioned  under  Grief  (q.v.), 
we  have  kabhedh  ("heavy")  8t,  e.g.  Gen  12  10, 
"The  famine  was  grievous  in  the  land,"  RV  "sore"; 
mdrof  ("powerful"),  "a  grievous  curse"  (1  K  2  8); 
^tZr,  "to  turn  aside"  (Jer  6  28),  "grievous  revolters" ; 
tdshek,  "to  make  sharp"  (1  K  12  4;  2  Ch  10  4); 
tahdlu'lm  (Jer  16  4),  "They  shall  die  grievous 
deaths,"  RVm  "deaths  of  sicknesses";  ^GiMlf  (Ps  31 
18),  "which  speak  grievous  things  proudly."  RV 
"against  the  righteous  insolently";  het^  "sin"  (Lam 
1  8),  "Jerus  hath  grievously  sinned"  flit,  "hath 
sinned  a  sin");  ma^aly  "trespass"  (Ezk  U  13),  " 


gassing  grievousl3r"  (lit.  "trespassing  a  trespass' ). 
LV  "committing  a  trespass";  kdbhedh,  "weight** 
(Isa  21  15),  "grievousness";  barda,  "heavy," 
"grievous  wolves^'  (Acts  20  29),  "grievous  charges" 
(26  7),  "His  commandments  are  not  grievous"  (1 
Jn  6  3);  oknerda,  RV  "u-ksome"  (Phil  3  1); 
poner&8j  "evU"  (Rev  16  2).  "a  grievous  sore"; 
diL8hd8takto8f  "grievous  to  oe  borne"  (Mt  28  4; 
Lk  11  46):  dein68f  "greatly,"  "grievously  tor- 
mented" (Mt  8  6);  kakd8,  "badly,"  "grievously 
vexed"  (Mt  16  22).  W.  L.  Walkbb 

GRINDER,  giln'der.    See  Mill. 

GRINDING,  grind'ing.    See  Crafts. 

GRISLED,  griz"ld,  GRIZZLED.    See  Colobs. 

GROAN,  gr5n  (p^} ,  nd'afp,  pS^ ,  'dnaj;;  vm^t*, 
stendzdf  l|jippi|ido|iai,  embrimdomai) :  The  Eng.  word, 
noun  and  vb.,  is  an  attempt  to  imitate  the  vocal 
sound  which  is  expressive  of  severe  pain  or  dis- 
tress, physical  or  mental.  It  is  cognate  with  the 
Scottish  dialect  word  gimy  and  with  grin  in  its 
original  obsolete  sense,  as  used  in  the  Anglican 
Prayer-book  version  of  Ps  69  6.14,  "griii  hke  a 
dog  and  go  about  the  city";  here  "grin"  is  a  tr  of 
hamdhf  and  means  the  sound  of  the  nightly  howling 
of  the  pariah  dom  in  Jerus  and  other  oriental  cities. 
It  is  used  in  the  OT: 

( 1 )  To  denote  the  expression  accompanying  physi- 
cal suffering,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Israelites  in  rl^^pt 
oppressed  by  Pharaoh's  taskmasters  (Ex  2  24;  6 
5),  or  in  Pal  imder  the  voke  of  the  Canaanites  (Jgs 
2  18,  n'idic^).  It  is  sJso  used  in  Job's  description 
of  the  sufferings  and  wretchedness  of  the  poor  (24 
12).  as  well  as  in  his  complaint  concerning  his  own 
suffering  when  smitten  by  the  hand  of  God  (23  2). 
The  Psalmist  speaks  of  groaning  when  fever-stricken 
and  remorseful,  AV  and  RV  "roaring  all  the  day 
long"  (Ps  32  3;  38  9;  102  5;  22  1). 

(2)  The  expression  of  suffering  on  the  part  of 
beasts  jhungry  and  thirsty  in  drought  (Joel  1  18). 

(3)  The  manifestation  of  mental  and  spiritual 
distress  as  in  Ps  6  6;  102  20  (RV  "sighing'^. 

(4)  Metaphorically  groaning  is  the  despiuiing 
note  of  Egypt  in  the  prophecy  of  her  overthrow  by 
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Babylon,  the  sound  being  that  uttered  by  a  deadly 
wounded  man  (Ezk  30  24;  similarly  in  the  prophecy 
of  the  Pers  conquest  the  misery  of  Babylon  is  thus 
represented  by  Jer  61  52) ;  and  the  misery  of  Tyre 
when  taken  by  Babylon  is  similarly  described  OEzk 
26  15,  AV  *'cry"). 

The  word  for  "sigh"  Cdndhdh)  is  closely  allied, 
and  the  meanings  are  sufficiently  akin^  so  that  the 
terms  seem  interchangeable.  A  sigh  is  physically 
a  sign  of  respiratory  distress  due  to  depressed  action 
of  the  heart;  sighing  is  consequently  the  indication 
of  physical  we^mess  or  mental  disquietude,  as  Ps 
12  5;  31  10;  79  11;  Isa  21  2;  24  7;  36  10; 
Jer  46  3. 

Nd!dk  is  the  crying  of  persons  dying  or  starving, 
as  in  Ezk  30  24;  Job  24  12.  A  somewhat  similar 
word,  hdghdhf  means  the  complaining  sound  like 
that  of  the  cooing  of  doves  (Isa  69  11;  Nah  2  7). 
Nehi  is  the  sound  of  lamentation  of  the  dead  (Jer  9 
10;  31  15;  Am  6  16). 

In  the  NT  "groaning"  is  used  for  the  expression 
of  mental  distress.  In  Jn  11  33.35  the  word  used  is 
part  of  the  vb.  enibrimaomaij  which  conveys  the  idea 
of  deep  and  earnest  emotion.  The  same  word  in 
two  other  passages  is  tr**  "strictly  charged,"  and 
indicates  the  emphasis  of  the  charge  (Mt  9  30; 
Mk  1  43).  Elsewhere  "sighine"  and  "groaning"  are 
renderings  of  words  derived  irom  the  vb.  aienazd, 
as  in  Rom  8  23;  2  Cor  6  2.4:  Mk  7  34;  8  12. 
Stephen  calls  the  groaning  ot  Israel  in  Egypt 
atenagmds  (Acts  7  34),  and  the  united  wail  of  the 
travailing  creation  is  expressed  by  St.  Paul  by  the 
word  aunstendzei  (Rom  8  22).  The  sigh  is  a  char- 
acteristic sign  of  woe  in  Isa  21  2;  24  7;  Jer  46  3; 
Lam  1  4.8.11.12;  Ezk  9  4;  21  6  f. 

Alex.  Macalisteb 

GROSS,  grOs  (^C?? »  '^rdphel) :  Used  twice  with 
"darkness"  in  Isa  60  2;  Jer  13  16.  In  the  NT 
the  vb.  vax^yta.  packunoj  "to  make  fat,"  is  applied 
twice  to  "making  gross"  the  heart  (Mt  13  15; 
Acts  28  27).    See  Grease. 

■ 

GROUND,  ground,  GROUNDED,  ground'ed 
(n-pnif,  'ddhamah,  fnk,  ^ereg;  -i^  gt): 

(1)  "Ground"  is  in  AV  the  tr  of  'ddhdrndh, 
"the  soil."  the  groimd  so  c^ed  from  its  red  color, 
frequently  also  tr*  "earth"  and  "land"  (Gen  2  5 
f,  etc:  Ex  3  5;  8  21,  etc);  it  is  more  often  the 
tar  of  *ereg,  which  means  rather  the  earthy  oftenest 
tr<>  "earth"  and  "land"  (Gen  18  2;  Ps  74  7;  Isa 
3  26,  etc);  other  words  are  hdhdh.  "portion," 
"field"  (2  S  23  12,  RV  "plot");  harlsh,  "plough- 
ing" (1  S  8  12);  aadheh,  "a  plain,"  "a  field" 
(1  Ch  11  13,  RV  "plot  of  ground");  for  other 
special  words  see  Dry;  Fallow;  Parched. 

(2)  In  the  NT  the  conmion  word  for  "ground"  is 
g%,  "earth,"  "soil,"  "land"  (Mt  13  8;  Acts  7  33. 
"holy  ground,"  etc);  other  words  are  dgroSy  "field" 
(Lk  14  18.  "I  have  bought  a  piece  of  ground," 
RV  "field^O;  chorion,  "spot,"  "place"  (Jn  4  6, 
"parcel  of  ground"). 

(3)  As  past  part,  of  "to  grind,"  "ground"  appears 
as  the  tr  of  ripholhy  pounded  com  (2  S  17  19,  RV 
"bruised");  "ground"  is  also  the  tr  of  ^dhan  (Ex 
32  20;   Nu  11  8;  Dt  9  21,  RV  "grinding"). 

(4)  "Ground,"  as  the  basis  or  foundation  of  any- 
thing, occurs  in  1  Tim  3  15  as  the  tr  of  hedraioma 
(from  idaphos),  "the  pillar  and  ground  of  the  truth," 
RVm  "stay." 

*'  Orounded"  is  used  in  the  sense  of  founded,  based,  fixed 

in  (Isa  30  32),  "and  in  every  place  where  the  grounded 

Stan  shall  pass,  which  the  Lord  shall  lay  upon  him,"  AVm 

"Heb  every  passing  of  the  rod  founded,"    RV   "and 

every  stroke  [m  "Heb  passing"]  of  the  appointed  staff 

m  "Or  staff  of  doom  (Heb  foundation) "L  which  Jeh  shaU 

ay  upon  him":  following,  ver  31,  "with  his  rod  will  he 

Jeh]  smite  him    ;  Delitzsch,  "every  stroke  of  the  rod  of 

destiny  which  Jeh  causes  to  fall  upon  Asshur  " ;  the  word 


is  miU&dhah,  from  yOsadh,  "to  place"  "to  found,"  "to 
appoint,"  "to  ordahi,"  hence  "appointed rod  [of  punish- 
ment]," seems  the  simplest  rendering. 

In  Eph  3  17  we  have  "rooted  and  pounded  in 
love,"  and  in  Col  1  23,  "if  ye  continue  m  the  faith, 
groimded  and  settled,"  RV  "steadfast."  both 
themelidOf  "to  lay  a  foimdation."  In  Ecclus  18  6 
"CToimd"  is  used  for  the  "bottom  of  things,"  but 
RV  has  "to  track  them  out"  (exichneiid),  "to  trace 
out." 

(5)  Figurative  uses  of  "ground"  are  as  represent- 
ing the  heart  in  relation  to  its  reception  of  words  of 
truth  and  righteousness  (Jer  4  3;  Hos  10  12, 
"Break  up  your  fallow  ground");  to  the  word  of 
the  kingdom  as  preached  by  Christ  (Mt  13  8.23) ; 
dry,  parched,  thirsty  ground  stands  for  a  poor  con- 
dition (Ps  107  33.35;  Isa  36  7;  44  3;  53  2;  Ezk 
19  13).  W.  L.  Walker 

GROVE,  gr5v:  (1)  nnTp«,  'dsherdh.  See  Ashb- 
BAH.  (2)  bta^ ,  'eshel  (Gen  ""21  33  AV,  RV  "a  tama- 
risk  tree").    See  Tamarisk. 

GRUDGE,  gruj  (^bj,  ndiar;  <rTcvdt«»,  stendzd, 
'yoYYvo')i6s,  goggusmds):  "Grudge"  (perhaps  a 
mimetic  word,  cf  Gr  griX)  is  "to  grumble  or  mur- 
mur" at  any  person  or  thing,  to  entertain  an  en- 
vious or  covetous  feeling,  to  do  or  give  anything 
unwillingly,  etc.  It  occurs  in  AV  as  the  tr  of 
na:^r,  "to  keep  [anger]"  (Lev  19  18,  "Thou  shalt 
not  ....  bear  any  grudge  against  the  children 
of  thy  people");  in  Ps  69  15,  as  the  tr,  in  text,  of 
Heb  lun  or  lln,  "to  pass  the  night "  "to  tarry," 
Niphal,  "to  show  oneself  obstinate,"  "to  murmur 
or  complain"  (of  the  enemies  who  were  hunting 
David  like  dogs),  "Let  them  wander  up  and  down 
for  meat,  and  grudge  if  they  be  not  satisfied,"  m  "If 
they  be  not  satisfied  then  will  they  stay  all  night " 
RV  "And  tarry  all  night  if  they  be  not  satisfied  ; 
but  see  Ex  16  24:  16  2;  Nu  14  2;  Josh  9  18,  etc, 
where  the  tr  is  murmur";  may  not  the  meaning 
be  "and  growl  [or  howl]  if  they  be  not  satisfied"? 
"Grudge  formerly  implied  open  expression  of  dis- 
content, etc,  e.g.  Wyclif  has  in  Lk  16  2,  "The 
farisies  and  scribis  grucchiden  seiynge,"  etc. 

In  Jas  6  9,  atenazo,  "to  groan,"  "to  complain" 
(from  afiliction  or  from  impatience  or  ill-humor),  is 
tr<*  "grudge,"  "Grudge  not  one  against  another, 
brethren,"  RV  "murmur  not";  goggtismos,  "a  mur- 
muring" fcf  Jn  7  12f;  Acts  6  1)^  is  rendered 
"grudging"  (1  Pet  4  9),  "Use  hospitality  one  to 
another  without  grudging,"  RV  "murmuring";  cf 
Phil  8  14;  mt  ekliipes,  "not  out  of  grief,"  is  "with- 
out grudging"  (2  Cor  9  7,  RV  "not  grudgingly," 
m  "Ur  of  sorrow");  in  Ecclus  10  25  we  have  "will 
not  grudge"  igoggUzo),  RV  "murmur." 

"Grudge"  was  frequent  in  the  earlier  VSS,  but 
is  changed  in  AV  for  the  most  part  into  "murmur": 
RV  completes  the  change,  except  Lev  19  18,  ana 
text  of  2  Cor  9  7.  W.  L.  Walker 

GUARD,  gard:  (1)  DTl^OT  nij,  ear  ha-tabhShlm, 
"captain  of  the  guard,"  lit.  "slaughterers"  (Gen  37 
36;  39  1;  40  3.4;  41  10.12);  D^n^;?"^,  rabh 
tabbdhim  (2  K  26  8.11.20;  Jer  39  9,  etc);  n*] 
•^jnjllp,  rai)htabhdhayydh(DD\  2  14);  D^S'J,  rofim, 
"guard,"  AV  "footmen"  (1  S  22  17);  sdrehd^dfim. 
"chief  of  the  guard,"  AV  "captains  of  the  guard 
(1  K  14  27);  id'  hd^rdgimy  "guard-chamber*^  (1  K 
14  28;  cf  Ezk  40  21,  etc,  where  "lodges"  are 
"guardrooms";  see  A.  B.  Davidson  ad  loc).     (2) 

"liptpTp ,  mishmdr,  "guard,"  a  defence  to  a  point  of 
danger  (Neh  4  22f;  Ezk  38  7).  (3)  n?¥Tp1P, 
mishma^ath,  "guard"  (2  S  23  23,  where  ARVm  and 
RVm  have  "coimcil,"  the  body  over  which  Benaiah 


Guardian 
Gnat 
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was  set  by  David  and  whose  functions  were  perhaps 
those  of  consultation).  (4)  SreicDvXdrwp  spekotM- 
tar,  "guard"  (Mk  6  27,  **a  man  of  Herod's  guard," 
where,  as  in  one  or  two  other  cases,  St.  Mark,  writing 
for  Romans,  simply  transliterates  the  Lat  speculator 
"a  scout,"  an  executioner,"  as  in  loc).  (5)  'ZTparo- 
v€8dpxv^,  straiopeddrchea,  "captain  of  the  guard" 
AV,  "captain  of  the  praetorian  guard"  RVm,  Acts 
28  16.  See  Captain.  (6)  KowmaSia.  ktmstddla, 
"watch"  AV,  "guard"  ARV  and  RV  (Mt  27  65.66; 
28  11). 

An  oriental  monarch's  body-guard  consisted  of 

picked  men  attached  to  his  person  and  ready  to 

fulfil  his  pleasure  in   important   and 

1.  Royal       confidential  concerns.    At  the  courts 
Body-  of  Egypt  and  Babylon  the  members  of 
Guard  the  guard  were  known  as  "slaughter- 
ers," "executioners"  (Gen  37  36AVm, 

ARVm  and  RVm,  where  Potiphar  is  called  their 
captain);  2  K  26  8,  where  Nebuzaradan  is  called 
their  captain  (AVm  "chief  marshal").  Whether  it 
had  ever  been  the  function  of  the  body-guard  to  kill 
meat  for  the  royal  table  there  is  little  directly  to 
show;  that  they  acted  as  executioners  can  be  well 
understood.  In  Israel  they  were  known  as  "the 
footmen"  (1  S  22  17  AV,  ARVm  and  RVm  "run- 
ners") who  acted  as  royal  messengers  or  couriers 
from  the  time  of  Saul  onward  (2  K  10  25;  11  6); 
and  this  designation  connects  them  with  the  coiuiers 
of  the  kings  of  Persia  (Eat  3  13.15;  8  14,  where 
our  VSS  render  "posts,"  though  the  Heb  is  r&s^). 
The  men  of  the  royal  body-guard  were  usually 
foreigners  like  the  janissaries  of  oriental  monarchs 
down  to  modem  times,  who  prefer  to 

2.  Com-  have  around  their  i)ersons  warriors 
posed  of  uninfluenced  by  family  connection 
Foreigners    with  the  people  of  the  land.    Rameses 

II  had  such  a  body-guard  whose  com- 
manders ranked  with  the  great  officers  of  the  crown 
(Maspero,  Struggle  of  the  Nations,  766).  David's 
body-guard  of  600,  known  also  as  the  gibbdrtm  or 
"mighty  men,"  consisted  of  Cherethites,  Pelethites, 
and  Gittites  (2  S  16  18;  20  23),  and  we  read  of 
Carites  (2  K  11  19),  who  may  have  been  Carians  or 
Cretans,  as  forming  part  of  the  guard  at  the  corona- 
tion of  King  Jehoash. 

That  this  guard  had  duties  in  connection  with 

the  temple  as  well  as  the  king's  house  seems  clear. 

That  they  were  employed  as  slaugh- 

3.  Connect  terers  of  the  sacrifices  before  the  Levites 
tion  with  were  intrusted  with  the  office  is  un- 
the  Temple  likely,  inasmuch  as  this  guard  is  not  said 

to  have  been  composed  of  "slaugh- 
terers" but  of  "runners."  But  they  accompani^ 
King  Rehoboam  when  he  visited  the  temple  (1  K 
14  28),  and  to  their  captains  were  committed  the 
shields  of  brass  which  took  the  place  of  the  shields 
of  gold  which  Solomon  had  hung  up  in  the  temple; 
Jehoiada  employed  their  captains  to  put  Athauah 
to  death  and  to  exterminate  the  worshippers  of 
Baal  who  had  fled  to  the  temple  precincts  (2  K 
11  4  ff) ;  the  temple  gate  leading  to  the  palace  was 
called  "the  gate  of  the  guard"  (2  K  11  19).  At 
this  time,  and  for  this  occasion,  at  least,  the  royal 
body-guard  were  the  temple  guards;  and  when 
Ezekiel  drew  up  his  plans  for  the  temple  which  he 
conceived  to  replace  the  temple  destroyed  by 
Nebuchadrezzar,  the  "lodges"  or  "little  chambers 
were  rooms  for  the  acconmiodation  of  the  temple 
guard  (Ezk  40  7.10.21.33,  etc). 

Literature. — ^Robertson  Smith,  OTJC,  262.  and  note. 

T.  NiCOL 

GUARDIAN,  gar'di-an.    See  Family;   Angel. 

GTJDGODAH,  gud-g5'da  (nTjJT^,  gudhgodhSh): 
A  place  in  the  wilderness  joumeyings  (Dt  10  7), 
corresponding    to    Hor-haggidgad    in    Nu  83  32. 


LXX  in  each  case  renders  Taiydd,  Gadgdd.  The 
site  cannot  now  be  identified;  but  there  may  be  an 
echo  of  the  ancient  name  in  that  of  Wddy  GuiA- 
gki4i  a  confluent  of  Wady  JerOfeh,  which  comes 
down  from  et  Tlh  into  the  ^Arabah  nearly  due  W. 
of  Petra.  There  are  difficulties,  however,  as  the 
consonants  do  not  correspond. 

GUEST,  gest  (K*?!?,  iOrd*;  dvdicfi|iat,  and- 
keimai):  C^iental  customs  growing  out  of  a  no- 
madic life  demand  a  grater  abandon  and  freedom 
with  respect  to  the  relation  of  host  and  guest  than 
are  permitted  by  the  conventionalities  of  western 
life.  A  householder  is  expected  to  entertain  a 
traveler,  and  in  turn  the  traveler  may  accept  with 
perfect  ease  the  hospitality  shown  without  any 
obligation  to  pay.  See  HoBPiTALirr.  The  sig- 
nificance of  the  word  is  that  of  one  who  is  called  or 
invited.  A  certain  sacredness,  imknown  to  modem 
western  society,  was  attached  to  the  guest,  so  that 
a  special  apartment  was  set  aside  for  the  guests.  See 
Guebt-Chabiber.  In  the  OT  only  3  t  is  the  word 
itself  used,  with  reference  to  the  guests  of  Adonijah 
(1  K  1  41.49),  of  the  foolish  woman  (Prov  9  18), 
and  of  Jeh  (Zeph  1  7).  In  the  NT,  3 1  (Mt  22  10  f ; 
Lk  19  7  AV,  RV  "to  lodge*').  Though  but  few 
actual  uses  of  the  word  occur,  there  are  abounding 
illustrations  of  the  guest  relation  in  both  OT  and 
NT.  Esp.  is  this  manifest  in  the  striking  social 
attitudes  of  Jesus  on  occasions.  Notable  among 
these  are  the  hospitality  of  Matthew  (Lk  6  29  £F) ; 
Jesus'  relation  to  Martha  and  Mary  (10  38  ff),  and 
His  entrance  into  the  home  of  Zacchaeus  (LJc  19 

1  ff ) .  Likewise  Jesus  spoke  frequently  of  the  rela- 
tion which  should  exist  between  the  guest  and  his 
host  (see  Lk  7  44-46;  Mt  26  35;  10  40). 

Walter  G.  Clippinger 

GUEST-CHAMBER^  gest'chfim-b^ir:    The  tr  of 

(1)  n?tDb,  lishkah  (1  S  9  22,  AV  "parlor"),  and 

(2)  icardXvMa,  katdluma  (Mk  14  14  |i  Lk  22  11). 
The  lishkah  was  probably  a  room  in  wnich  the  sac- 
rificial feasts  were  held.  Kataluma  is  derived  from 
kataliidf  which  means  '^to  slacken,"  i.e.  the  ropes  of 
the  beaistfl  of  burden,  and  hence  "to  lodge."  Kaia" 
luma  has  accordinglv  often  the  sense  of  "inn,"  but 
as  used  in  Mk  and  Lk  it  has  the  narrower  meaning  of 
a  room  in  which  to  eat. 

GUIDE,  gid  (Wis,  'aUuph,  bllj,  ndhoL,  HTi;, 
nOhdh;  68iry6s,  hodegds,  68iryiM,  hodegid) :  "Guide" 
(noun)  is  the  tr  of  'alluph,  "an  intimate,"  "a  friend," 
the  leader  of  a  family  or  tribe:  Ps  66  13,  "a  man 
mine  equal,  my  guide,"  RV  "my  companion";  Prov 

2  17,  "the  guide  of  her  youth,"  RV  "friend,"  m  "or 
guide";  Jer  3  4,  "My  father,  thou  (art]  the  guide 
of  my  youth,"  RVm  "companion";  Mic  7  5,  "Put 
ye  not  confidence  in  a  guide,"  ARV  "in  a  friend,"  m 
^^confidant"  (which  the  context  shows  to  be  the 
meaning),  EkV  "guide,"  m  "familiar  friend";  once 
of  kdgin.  "a  judge,"  "a  military  leader  or  oonmmnd- 
er"  (cf  Josh  10  24;  Dnl  11  18);  Prov  6  7,  RV 
"chief,"  m  "judge";  once  nShagk  "to  lead,"  is 
tro  "guide"  (Ps  48  14).  In  the  NT  hodegos,  "a 
way-leader,"  is  tr^  "guide"  (Mt  23  16,  "ye  blind 
guides";  23  24;  Acts  1  16;  Rom  2  19);  "toguide" 


pve  counsel"  ("I  will  guide 
eye,"  RV  "I  will  counsel  thee  with  mine  eye  upon 
thee,"  Ps  32  8);  of  kul,  "to  contain,"  "to  sustain" 
(Ps  112  5,  "He  will  guide  his  affairs  with  discretion," 
RV  "He  shall  maintain  his  cause  in  judgment"); 
of  ndhagh,  "to  drive,"  "to  lead"  (Ps  78  52) ;  of 
hodeged,  "to  show  the  way,"  "guide"  (Jn  16  13. 
"He  shall  guide  you  into  all  truth,^'  RV  "the  truth" ; 
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Acts  8  31);  oikodespoM  is  tr^  "to  guide  the  house/' 
RV  "rule  the  household"  (1  Tim  6  14);  the  word 
means  lit.  to  be  a  house^maater  (the  head  of  the 
house). 

RV  has  "guide**  for  *'Iead"  (Pb  25  5:  Mt  15  14; 
Ik.  6  39;  Rev  7  17);  "a  guide  to"  for  "more  ezoeUent 
than"  (Prov  12  26);  "guided"  for  "brought  in"  (Pa  78 
26);  "guideth"for  "maketh"  (2  8  22  33).  for  "ieadeth" 
(Pa  23  3);  "my  heart  vet  guiding  me."  m  "holding  its 
course."  for  "yet  acquainting  mine  heart"  (Bccl  2  3). 

"Ouide-posts"  is  substituted  for  "high  heaps"  (Jer 
81  21).  *^ 

W.  L.  Walker 

GUILE,  gll  (np'^'Q,  mirmOh;  SAot,  ddlos): 
"Guile"  is  twice  the  tr  of  mirmdhj  "fraud,"  "deceit" 
(Ps  84  13.  "Keep  ....  thy  lips  from  speiddng 
guile";  66  11,  "deceit  and  guile,"  RV  "oppression 
[m  "fraud")  and  guile");  once  of  ^ormdJi,  "crafti- 
ness," "guile"  (Ex  21  14);  once  of  r^lyOh,  "de- 
ception,'* "fraud"  (Ps  32  2,  "in  whose  spirit  there 
is  no  guile");  in  the  NT  of  doloSy  ^^ait,"  hence 
generally,  "fraud,"  "fuile,"  "deceit";  LXX  for 
mirmOh  (Isa  68  9,  EV  "deceit")  and  for  r*mlyah 
(Job  13  7,  EV  "deceitfuUy";  Jn  1  47;  2  Cor  12 
16,  "BeiM  crafty,  I  caught  you  with  guile";  1  Thess 
2  3;  1  Pet  2  1;  2  22;  8  10,  quoted  from  Ps  84 
13;  Rev  14  S,'*!!!  their  mouth  was  found  no  guile," 
RV  after  corrected  text,  "no  lie"). 

St.  Paul's  words  in  2  Cor  12  16  have  sometimes 
been  quoted  in  justification  of  "guile"  in  religious 
work,  etc;  but  he  is  not  describing  his  actual  pro- 
cedure; but  that  which  the  Corinthians  migJit  have 
attributed  to  him;  the  lips  of  the  Christian  must  be 
kept  free  from  all  guile  (Fs  84  13;  1  Pet  2  1,  etc: 
Wisd  1  5.''A  holy  spirit  of  discipline  will  flee  deceit 
Idoloal  RV  "A  holy  spirit").  "Guile"  does  not  ap- 
pear in  Apoc;  doloa  is  frequently  rendered  "deceit." 

RV  has  "guile"  for  '/subtilty"  (Gen  27  35;  Acts 
13  10);  "cover  itself  with  guile"  for  "is  covered 
by  deceit"  (Prov  26  26);  "with  guile"  for  "deceit- 
fully" (Gen  84  13);  "spiritual  milk  which  is  with- 
out guile"  for  "sincere  milk  of  the  word,"  ERVm 
"reasonable,"  ARVm  "Gr  belonging  to  the  reason" 
(cf  Rom  12  1;  1  Pet  2  2);  "guileless"  for  "harm- 
less" (He  7  26).  W.  L.  Walker 

GUILT,  gilt:  The  Christian  idea  of  guilt  involves 
three  elements:  responsibility  (Gr  aitiaf  "cause," 
depending  upon  a  man's  real  freedom),  blame- 
worthiness (Lat  reatus  culpae,  depending  upon  a 
man's  knowledge  and  purpose)  and  the  obligation 
to  make  good  through  punishment  or  compensation 
(Lat  reatua  poenae;  cf  Gr  apheUema,  "debt,"  Mt  6 
12).  In  other  words,  in  thinking  of  guilt  we  ask 
the  questions  of  cause,  motive  and  oonseauence, 
the  central  idea  being  that  of  the  personal  blame- 
worthiness of  the  sinner. 

/.  In  the  OT. — Not  all  of  this  is  found  at  once  in 
the  OT.  The  idea  of  guUt  corresponds  to  that  of 
righteousness  or  holiness.  When  these 
1.  The  are  ritual  and  legal,  instead  of  ethical 

Ritualistic  and  spiritual,  they  will  determine  simi- 
and  Legal-  larly  the  idea  of  guilt.  This  l^alistic 
istic  Con-  and  ritualistic  conception  of  guilt  may 
ception  first  be  noted.    Personal  blameworthi- 

ness does  not  need  to  be  present.  "If 
any  one  sin,  and  do  any  of  the  things  wnich  Jeh  hath 
commanded  not  to  be  done;  though  he  knew  it  not, 
yet  is  he  guilty,  and  shall  bear  his  iniquity"  (Lev 
6  17).  The  man  is  guilty,  not  because  he  might 
or  should  have  known ;  he  may  merely  have  touched 
unwittingly  the  body  of  an  unclean  beast  (Lev  6 
2.3).  The  guilt  is  here  because  the  law  has  been 
transgressed  and  must  be  made  good  (cf  Lev  6  15. 
16:   4  2.3.13.22.27;   see  also  6  2.3.4.17). 

Moreover,  the  element  of  personal  responsibility 
is  sometimes  lacking  where  guilt  is  assigned.  The 
priest  may  sin  "so  as  to  bring  guilt  on  the  people" 


(Lev  4  3).  One  man's  wrongdoing  may  "cause 
the  land  to  sin"  (Dt  24  4).  Israel  has  sinned  in 
Achan's  greed  and  therefore  suffers.  Even  when 
the  guilty  man  is  found,  his  children  and  his  verv 
cattle  must  bear  the  guilt  and  punishment  with 
him,  though  there  is  no  suggestion  of  their  partici- 
pation or  even  knowledge  (Josh  7;  cf  2  S  24). 
Here  the  full  moral  idea  of  sin  and  guilt  is  wanting 
because  the  idea  of  personality  and  personal  re- 
sponsibility has  not  come  to  its  own.  The  indi- 
vidual is  still  merged  here  in  the  clan  or  nation. 

The  central  idea  in  all  this  is  not  that  of  the  indi- 
vidual, his  reeponsiblity,  his  motive,  his  blame.  It 
is  that  of  a  rule  and  the  transgression  of  it,  which 
must  be  made  good.  For  this  reason  we  see  the 
ideas  of  sin  and  guilt  and  punishment  constantly 
passing  over  into  each  other.  This  may  be  seen 
by  notins  the  use  of  the  words  whose  conunon  root 
is  'fi^m,  tne  distinctive  Heb  term  for  guilt.  In  Lev 
6  to  7  in  the  adj.  form  it  is  rendered  ^^ilty,"  in  the 
noun  as.  "trespass  offering."  In  Hos  6  15  it  seems 
to  meanpunisnment  (see  m,  "have  borne  their  guilt," 
and  cf  Ezk  6  6),  while  in  Nu  6  7.8  the  idea  is  that 
of  compensation  (rendered  "restitution  for  guilt"). 

With  the  prophets,  the  ideas  of  sin  and  righteous- 
ness come  out  more  clearly  as  ethical  and  personal, 
and  so  we  mark  a  similar  advance  in 
2.  Prophetic  the  conception  of  guilt.  It  is  not 
Teachmg  ritual  correctness  that  counts  with 
God,  incense  and  sacrifices  and  new 
moons  and  Sabbaths,  but  to  cease  to  do  evil,  to 
le£um  to  do  well  (Isa  1).  Thus  the  motive  and  the 
inner  spirit  come  in  (Mic  6  8;  Isa  67  15;  68  1-12), 
and  guilt  gains  a  new  depth  and  quality.  At  the 
same  time  the  idea  of  personal  responsibilitv  comes. 
A  man  is  to  bear  his  own  sins.  The  children's 
teeth  are  not  to  be  set  on  edge  because  the  fathers 
have  eaten  sour  grapes  (Jer  31  29.30;  Ezk  18  29- 
32;  2  K  14  6;  cf  2  S  24  17). 

//.  In  the  NT. — Here  as  elsewhere  Jesus  came  to 

fulfil.    With  Him  it  is  the  inner  attitude  of  the  soul 

that  decides.    It  is  the  penitent  pub- 

1.  With  lican  who  goes  down  justified,  not  the 
Jesus  Pharisee  with  his  long  credit  account 

(Lk  18  9-14).  That  is  why  His  atti- 
tude is  so  kindly  toward  some  notorious  smners  and 
so  stem  towara  some  religious  leaders.  The  Phari- 
sees are  outwardly  correct,  but  their  spirit  of  bigotry 
and  pride  prevents  their  entering  the  kingdom  of 
heaven,  wmle  the  penitent  harlots  and  pubUcans 
take  it  by  storm. 

Because  it  is  not  primarily  a  matter  of  the  out- 
ward deed  but  of  the  inner  spirit,  Jesus  marks 
different  degrees  of  guilt  as  depending  upon  a  man's 
knowledge  and  motive  (Lk  11  29-32;  12  47.48; 
23  34).  And  yet  Jesus  does  not  lighten  the  sense 
of  guilt  but  rather  deepens  it.  The  strength  of  the 
OT  thought  lay  in  this,  that  it  viewed  all  trans- 
gression as  a  sin  against  God,  since  all  law  came  from 
Him.  This  religious  emphasis  remains  with  Jesus 
(Lk  16  21:  cf  Ps  61  4).  But  with  Jesus  God  is 
far  more  than  a  giver  of  rules.  He  gives  Himself. 
And  so  the  guilt  is  the  deeper  because  the  sin  is 
against  this  love  and  mercy  and  fellowship  which 
God  ofifers  us.  Jesus  shows  us  the  final  depth  of 
evil  in  sin.  Here  comes  the  NT  interpretation  of 
the  cross,  which  shows  it  on  the  one  hand  as  the 
measure  of  God's  love  in  the  free  gift  of  His  Son,  and 
on  the  other  as  the  measure  of  man's  guilt  whose 
sin  wrought  this  and  made  it  necessary. 

Paul  also  recognizes  differences  of  degree  in  guilt, 

the  quality  of  blameworthiness  which  is  not  simply 

determined  by  looking  at  the  outward 

2.  With  transgression  (Acts  17  30;  Eph  4  18; 
Paul  Rom  2  9;    3  26;    6  13;    7  13).    He, 

too,  looks  within  to  decide  the  question 
of  guilt  (Rom  14  23).    But  sin  is  not  a  matter  of 
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single  acts  or  choices  with  Paul.  He  sees  it  as  a 
power  that  comes  to  rule  a  man's  life  and  that  rules 
m  the  race.  The  question  therefore  arises,  Does 
Paul  think  of  guilt  also  as  native,  as  belonging  to 
man  because  man  is  a  part  of  the  race?  Here  it 
can  merely  be  pointed  out  that  Rom  6  12-21  does 
not  necessarily  involve  this.  Paul  is  not  discussing 
whether  all  men  conmiitted  sin  in  Adam's  fall,  or 
whether  all  are  guilty  by  virtue  of  their  very  place 
in  a  race  that  is  sinful.  It  is  not  the  question  of 
guilt  in  fact  or  degree,  but  merely  the  fact  that 
through  one  man  men  are  now  made  righteous  as 
before  through  one  sin  came  upon  them  all.  This 
no  more  involves  native  guilt  as  a  non-ethical  con- 
ception than  it  does  the  idea  that  the  righteousness 
through  Christ  is  merely  forensic  and  non-ethical. 
Paul  IS  simply  passing  over  the  other  elements  to 
assert  one  fact.  Rom  1  suggests  how  Paul  looked 
at  universal  sin  as  involving  guilt  because  universal 
knowledge  and  choice  entered  in.    See  also  Sin. 

LiTBRATURB. — ^MuelleF,  Christian  Doctrine  of  Sin,  I. 
193-267;  Schultz.  OT  Theology;  Kaehler.  art.  "Schuld/^ 

Harris  Franklin  Rall 

GUILT  OFFERING.    See  Sacrificb. 

GUILTLESS,  gilt'les:  The  primary  meaning  of 
the  Heb  word  is  ''to  be  clean.''  Sometimes  the 
meaning  is  "freedom  from  blame,"  at  other  times 
to  be  "free  from  punishment,"  these  two  ideas  run- 
ning over  into  each  other  as  with  the  word  "^ilt." 
The  latter  meaning  seems  to  predominate  m  £x 
80  7;  Dt  6  11;  2  S  14  9;  1  K  2  9.  The  other 
meaning  holds  in  Nu  32  22;  Josh  2  19;  2  S  3 
28;  Mt  12  5.7. 

GUILTY,  gil'ti:  In  addition  to  the  general  dis- 
cussion under  Guilt  (q.v.),  several  NT  passages 
demand  special  notice  because  the  word  "guilty" 
is  not  usea  in  the  principal  sense  of  blameworthy, 
but  with  one  of  the  two  lesser  meaning  noted  above 
which  go  to  make  up  the  complete  idea.  In  3  of 
these  passages  AV  renders  "guilty"  and  RV  gives 
another  rendering.  In  Mt  26  66  AV,  Jesus'  foes 
declare  he  is  "guiltv  of  death"  (J?wxo»,  inodio8f 
"liable  to").  Here  "guilty"  simply  means  the  one 
who  is  legally  held,  and  the  reference  is  not  to  the 
blame  but  to  the  consequence.  This  is  a  true  use 
of  the  word  in  the  lower  and  legal  sense.  It  does 
not  correspond  with  our  higher  usage,  and  so  we 
have  it  in  RV  "worthy  of  death."  So  in  Rom  3  19. 
"guilty"  is  changed  to  "under  the  judgment,"  ana 
in  Mt  23  18,  to  "debtor." 

In  Jas  2  10  and  1  Cot  11  27,  the  word  "guilty" 
is  also  used  in  the  lesser  or  more  primitive  sense, 
not  primarily  as  involving  blame  but  as  involving 
the  sinner's  authorship  or  responsibility.  This  is 
the  first  element  suggested  in  the  definition  of  ffuilt 
given  above,  just  as  the  preceding  passages  illus- 
trate the  third  element.  The  man  who  stumbles 
in  one  point  is  "guilty"  of  the  whole  law.    James 


does  not  refer  here  to  the  degree  of  blameworthi- 
ness. "Guilty  of"  means  transgressor  of,  and  he 
has  transgressed  the  whole  because  the  law  is  one. 
So  in  1  Cor  11  27,  those  "guilty  of  the  body  and 
the  blood  of  the  Lord"  are  those  who  have  tran»- 
gressed  in  the  matter  of  the  body  and  the  blood  of 
the  Lord.  Harris  Frankun  Rall 

GULF  (x^|Uh  ehdama,  "a  chasm,"  "vent,"  "a 
gaping  opening" — ^a  great  interval;  from  xa(vi», 
chaindf  "to  gape"  or  "yawn"):  Occurs  only  in  Lk 
16  26,  "Between  us  and  you  there  is  a  great  gulf 
fixed"  (cf  "afar  oflf"  in  ver  23).  This  is  very  differ- 
ent from,  though  it  probably  reflects,  the  rabbini- 
cal conception  of  the  separation  between  the  two 
compartments  of  Hades  (Sheol)  bv  "a  hand's 
breadth,"  "a  wall,"  or  even,  later,  ''a  chasm,"  as 
the  parable  can  be  given  here  only  a  flgoratiye  sig- 
nificance, and  is  of  purely  ethical  import.  The 
fundamental  difference  between  the  Rich  Man  and 
Lazarus  lies  not  in  their  conditions  but  in  their  char- 
acters. For  "besides  all  this"  (ver  26)  RVm  gives 
"in  all  these  things,"  thus  implying  that  the  moral 
distinctions  which  exist  in  this  life  (ver  25)  become 
more  pronounced  C^xed")  in  the  next  world,  and 
the  "gulf"  is  impassable  in  the  sense  that  a  cnange 
of  condition  will  not  necessarily  produce  a  change 
of  soul.    See  also  Abraham's  Bosom;  Hades. 

M.  O.  Evans 

GUNI,  gQ'nl,  GUNTTES,  gQ'nIts  C^}^,  gUnt): 

(1)  The  name  of  a  Naphtalite  clan  (Gen  46  24; 
Nu  26  48;  1  Ch  7  13).  In  Nu  26  48  the  gentiUc 
''Gunites"  is  also  found,  having  in  Heb  the  same 
form,  with  the  article. 

(2)  The  head  of  a  Gadite  family  (1  Ch  6  15). 

GUR,  gAr,  THE  ASCENT,  a-sent',  OF  (n^iaTlb^JTS, 
ma^dleh  ghur):  The  place  where  the  servants  of 
Jehu  mortally  wounded  Ahaziah,  king  of  Judah 
(2  K  9  27).  The  ascent  (AV  'Wg  up")  was. 
hard  by  Ibleam,  the  site  of  which  is  identified  about 
i  mile  S.  of  Jenin, 

GUR-BAAL,  giir-ba'al  (b?3-niSi,  gUr  ha'aJ): 
The  residence  of  certain  Arabs  against  whom  God 
help^  Uzziah,  king  of  Judah  (2  Ch  26  7).  Its 
mention  inun^iately  after  the  Philis  may  have 
suggested  the  "GerarV  of  the  Tg.  Association  with 
the  Meunim  points  to  the  £.  It  may  be  taken 
as  certain  that  JefteZ  N^y  HdrOn^  near  Petra,  has 
alwa3rs  been  crowned  by  a  sanctuary.  This  may 
have  been  "the  dwelling  place  of  Baal";  or,  accept- 
ing Kittel's  emendation  (ftZr  6a^aZ),  "the  rock"  or 
"mountain  of  Baal."  The  Arabs  probably  dwelt 
in  the  region  before  the  days  of  Petra  {EBfS.v.) 
W.  EWINQ 

GUTTER,  gut'er.    See  House. 

GYMNASIUM,  jim-n&'zi-um.  See  Games; 
Palaestra. 
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HA,  hfi  (n^,  he' Oh):  In  Job  39  25,  RV  "Aha," 
of  the  battle-horse.    See  Ah,  Aha. 

HAAHASHTAM, hSra-hash'ta-rl  rnijllpiri^,^^. 
'dhashtdri,  possibly  a  corruption  of  '^TlH^SKl ,  hdr 
'ashhurl):  A  descendant  of  Judah  (1  Ch  4  6). 
The  name  is  probably  corrupt.  If  the  emendation 
suggested  above  is  accepted,  it  means  the  Ash- 
hurites,  and  is  a  description  of  the  preceding  names. 

HABAIAH,  ha-ba'ya,  HOBAIAH  (H^^n,  ^- 
hhdyah,  HJ^Ui  fMhdydh):  A  post-exilic  priestly 
family  which  was  unable  to  estabUsh  its  pedigree. 
"Habaiah"  is  the  form  in  Ezr  8  61:  in  the  1  passage 
(Neh  7  63),  AV  has  ''Habaiah,''  and  RV  "Ho- 
baiah";  in  the  ||  passage  in  1  Esd  6  38,  the  form 
is  Ohdid  (Opiid),  B,  Obbeid. 

HABAKKUK,  ha-bak'uk,  hab'a-kuk: 

I.    The  Authob 

1.  Name 

2.  Life 

n.    The  Book 

1.  Interpretation  of  Chs  1  and  2 

2.  Contents 

3.  Style 

4.  Integrity 

III.  Thk  Timb 

1.  Date 

2.  Occasion 

IV.  Its  Tbachino 

1.  Universal  Supremacy  of  Jeh 

2.  Faithfulness  the  Guarantee  of  Permanency 
Liter ATURB 

/.  The  Aof Aor.— Habakkuk  (p^pSn ,  hdbhaiii^i) 

means  "embrace,"  or  "ardent  embrace."    Some  of 

the    ancient    rabbis,    connecting    the 

1.  Name       name    with   2  K  4  16,  'Thou   shalt 

embrace  a  son,"  imagined  that  the 
prophet  was  the  son  of  the  Shunammite  woman. 
The  LXX  form  of  the  name,  Hambakadmf  Theod. 
Hambakoukj  presupposes  the  Heb  habbal^tllp.  A 
similar  word  occurs  in  Assyr  as  the  name  of  a  garden 
plant. 

Practically  nothing  is  known  of  Habakkuk.  The 
book  bearing  his  name  throws  Uttle  light  upon  his 

life,  and  the  rest  of  the  OT  is  silent 

2.  Life  concerning  him;  but  numerous  legends 

have  grown  up  around  his  name.  The 
identification  of  the  prophet  with  the  son  of  the 
Shunammite  woman  is  one.  Another,  connecting 
Isa  21  6  with  Hab  2  1,  makes  Habakkuk  the 
watchman  set  by  Isaiah  to  watch  for  the  fall  of 
Babylon.  One  of  the  recensions  of  the  LXX  text 
of  Bel  declares  that  the  story  was  taken  "from  the 
prophecv  of  Habakkuk,  the  son  of  Jesus  of  the  tribe 
of  Levi.  This  mxist  refer  to  an  imknown  apocry- 
phal book  ascribed  to  our  prophet.  What  authority 
there  ma^  be  for  calling  his  father  Jesus  we  do  not 
know.  The  claim  that  he  was  of  the  tribe  of  Levi 
may  be  based  upon  the  presence  of  the  musical  note 
at  the  end  of  the  third  chapter.  According  to  the 
Ldvea  of  the  ProphetSy  ascribed,  thou^  perhaps 
erroneously^  to  Epiphanius,  bishop  of  Salamis  m 
CjTprus  dunng  the  latter  part  of  the  4th  cent.  AD, 
he  oelonged  to  Belhgohaff  of  the  tribe  of  Simeon. 
A  very  interesting  story  is  found  in  Bel  (33-39), 
according  to  which  Habakkuk,  while  on  his  way  to 
the  field  with  a  bowl  of  pottage,  was  taken  by  an 
angel,  carried  to  Babylon  and  placed  in  the  hons' 
den,  where  Daniel  ate  the  pottage,  when  Habakkuk 
was  returned  to  his  own  place.  According  to  the 
Liv€8f  Habakkuk  died  two  years  before  the  return 
of  the  exiles  from  Babylon.  All  these  legends  have 
little  or  no  historical  value. 


//.  The  Book, — It  is  necessary  to  consider  the  in- 
terpretation of  chs  1  and  2  before  giving  the  contents 
of  the  book,  as  a  statement  of  the  con- 

1.  Inteipre-  tents  of  these  chapters  will  be  deter- 
tation  or  niined  by  their  interpretation.  TTie 
Chs  1  and  8  different     interpretations     advocated 

may  be  grouped  under  three  heads: 
(1)  According  to  the  first  view:  1  2-4:  The  cor- 
ruption of  Judah;  the  oppression  of  the  righteous 
Jews  by  the  wicked  Jews,  which  calls  for  the  Divine 
manifestation  in  judgment  against  the  oppressors. 

1  5-11 :  Jeh  announces  that  He  is  about  to  send  the 
Chaldaeims  to  execute  judgment.  1  12-17:  The 
prophet  is  perplexed.  He  cannot  understand  how 
a  righteous  God  can  use  these  barbarians  to  execute 

Sdgment  upon  a  people  more  righteous  than  they. 
e  considers  even  the  wicked  among  the  Jews  better 
than  the  Chaldaeans.  2  1-4:  Jeh  solves  the  per- 
plexing problem  by  announcing  that  the  exaltation 
of  the  Chaldaeans  will  be  but  temporary;  in  the  end 
they  will  meet  their  doom,  while  the  righteous  will 
live.    2  5-20:  Woes  against  the  Chaldaeans. 

(2)  The  second  view  finds  it  necessary  to  chanf;e 
the  present  arrangement  of  the  verses  1  5-11;  m 
their  ]3resentposition,  they  will  not  fit  into  the  inter- 
pretation. For  this  reason  Wellhausen  and  others 
omit  these  verses  as  a  later  addition;  on  the  other 
hand,  Giesebrecht  would  place  them  before  1  2,  as 
the  opening  verses  of  the  prophecy.  The  transpo- 
sition would  require  a  few  other  minor  changes,  so 
as  to  make  the  verses  a  smtable  beginning  and  estab- 
lish a  smooth  transition  from  ver  11  to  ver  2. 
Omitting  the  troublesome  verses,  the  following 
outline  of  the  two  chapters  may  be  given:  1  2-4: 
The  oppression  of  the  righteous  Jews  by  the  wicked 
Chaldaeans.  1  12-17:  Appeal  to  Jeh  on  behalf  of 
the  Jews  against  their  oppressors.  2  1-4:  Jeh 
promises  deliverance  (see  above).  2  5-20:  Woes 
against  the  Chaldaeans. 

(3)  The  third  view  also  finds  it  necessary  to  alter 
the  present  order  of  verses.  Again  1  5-11,  in  the 
present  position,  interferes  with  the  theory:  there- 
fore, these  verses  are  given  a  more  suitable  place 
after  2  4.  According  to  this  interpretation  the 
outline  is  as  follows:  1  2-4:  Oppression  of  the 
righteous  Jews  by  the  wicked  Assyrians  (Budde) 
or  Egyptians  (G.  A.  Smith).  1  12-17:  Appeal  to 
Jeh  on  behalf  of  the  oppressed  against  the  oppressor. 

2  1-4:  Jeh  promises  deliverance  (see  above). 
1  5-11:  The  Chaldaeans  will  be  the  instrument  to 
execute  judgment  upon  the  oppressors  and  to  bring 
deliverance  to  the  Jews.  2  5-20:  Woes  against 
the  As^rrians  or  Egyptians. 

A  full  discussion  of  these  views  is  not  possible  in 
this  article  (see  Eiselen,  Minor  Prophets,  466-68). 
It  may  be  sufficient  to  say  that  on  the  whole  the 
first  interpretation,  which  requires  no  omission  or 
transposition,  seems  to  satisfy  most  completely 
the  facts  in  the  case. 

The  contents  of  chs  1  and  2  are  indicated  in  the 
preceding  paragraph.  Ch  3  contains  a  lyrical  pas- 
sage called  in  the  title  "Prayer."    The 

2.  Contents  petitioner  speaks  for  himself  and  the 

community.  He  remembers  the  mighty 
works  of  Jeh  for  His  people;  the  thought  of  them 
causes  him  to  tremble;  nevertheless,  he  calls  for  a 
repetition  of  the  ancient  manifestations  (ver  2). 
In  majestic  pictures  the  poet  describes  the  wonder- 
ful appearances  of  Jeh  in  the  past  (vs  3-11)  for  His 
chosen  people  (vs  12-15).  The  remembrance  of 
these  manifestations  fills  the  Psalmist  with  fear  and 
trembling,  but  also  with  joy  and  confidence  in  the 
God  of  his  salvation  (vs  16-19). 


Habakkok 
HacUd 
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Only  the  Heb  student  can  get  an  adequate  idea 

of  the  literary  excellence  of  the  Book  of  Hab.    "The 

literary  power  of   Habakkuk,"   says 

3.  Style         Driver,  ''is  considerable.    Though  his 

book  is  a  brief  one,  it  is  full  of  force; 
his  descriptions  are  ^aphic  and  powerful ;  thought 
and  expression  are  alike  poetic;  he  is  still  a  master 
of  the  old  classical  style,  terse,  parallelistic,  preg- 
nant; there  is  no  trace  of  the  often  prosaic  dif- 
fusiveness which  manifests  itself  in  the  writings  of 
Jeremiah  and  Ezekiel.  And  if  ch  3  be  his,  he  is. 
moreover,  a  lyric  poet  of  high  order;  the  grand 
imagery  and  the  rhythmic  flow  of  this  ode  will  bear 
comparison  with  some  of  the  finest  productions  of 
the  Heb  muse." 

More  than  half  of  the  book,  including  1  6-11; 
8  9-20,  and  ch  3  entire,  has  been  denied  to  the 

prophet  Haoakkuk.    If  the  prophecy 

4.  Integrity  is  rightly  interpreted  (see  above),  no 

valid  reason  for  rejecting  1  6-1 1  can  be 
found.  Vs  9-20  of  ch  8  are  deniedf  to  Habakkuk 
chiefly  on  two  grounds:  (1)  The  "woes*'  are  said 
to  be  in  part,  at  least,  unsuitable,  if  supposed  to  be 
addressed  to  the  Chaidaean  king.  This  difficulty 
vanishes  when  it  is  borne  in  mind  that  the  king  is 
not  addressed  as  an  individual,  but  as  representing 
the  policy  of  the  nation,  as  a  personification  of  the 
nation.  (2)  Some  parts,  esp.  vs  12-14,  "consist 
largely  of  citations  and  reminiscences  of  other  pas- 
sages, including  some  late  ones"  (cf  ver  12  with 
Mic  3  10;  ver  13  with  Jer  61  68;  ver  14  with  Isa 
11  9:  ver  166  with  Jer  26  15.16;  vs  18-20  with 
Isa  44  9ff;  46  6.7;  Jer  10  1-16).  Aside  from 
the  fact  that  the  argument  from  literary  parallels 
is  always  precarious,  in  this  case  the  resemblances 
are  few  in  number  and  of  such  general  character 
that  they  do  not  necessarily  presuppose  literary 
dependence.  Ch  3  is  denied  to  the  prophet  even 
more  persistently,  but  the  arguments  are  by  no 
means  conclusive.  The  fact  that  the  chapter  be- 
longs to  the  psalm  literature  does  not  prove  a  late 
date  unless  it  is  assumed,  without  good  reasons, 
that  no  psalms  originated  in  the  preexilic  period. 
Nor  do  the  historical  allusions,  which  are  altogether 
vague,  the  style,  the  relation  to  other  writers,  and 
the  character  of  the  religious  ideas  expressed,  point 
necessarily  to  a  late  date.  The  only  doubtful 
verses  are  16  ff,  which  seem  to  allude  to  a  calamity 
other  than  the  invasion  of  the  Chaldaeans;  and 
Driver  says,  not  without  reason,  "Had  the  poet 
been  writing  under  the  pressure  of  a  hostile  inva- 
sion, the  invasion  itself  would  naturally  have  been 
expected  to  form  a  prominent  feature  in  this  pic- 
ture." Hence,  while  it  may  be  impossible  to  prove 
that  Habakkuk  is  the  author  of  the  prayer,  it  is 
eoually  impossible  to  prove  the  contrary;  and 
while  there  are  a  few  indications  which  seem  to 
point  to  a  situation  different  from  that  of  Habakkuk, 
they  are  by  no  means  definite  enough  to  exclude 
the  possibility  of  Habakkuk 's  authorship. 

///.  Th€  Time, — ^The  question  of  date  is  closely 
bound  up  with  that  of  interpretation.  Budde,  on 
the  theory  that  the  oppressors,  threat- 
1.  Date  ened  with  destruction,  are  the  Assyr- 
ians (see  above,  3),  dates  the  prophecy 
621  to  616  BC.  Granting  that  the  Ass3rrians  are 
in  the  mind  of  the  prophet,  the  date  suggested  by 
Betteridge  (AJT,  1903,  674  fif),  c  701  BC,  is  to 
be  preferred;  but  if  the  Assyrians  are  not  the  op- 
pressors, then  with  the  Assyrians  fall  the  dates 
proposed  by  Budde  and  Betteridge.  If  the  proph- 
ecy is  directed  against  Egypt,  we  are  shut  up  to  a 
very  definite  period,  between  608  and  604  BC,  for 
the  Egyp  supremacy  in  Judah  continued  during 
these  years  only.  If  the  Egyptians  are  not  the 
oppressors,  another  date  will  have  to  be  sought. 
If  the  Chaldaeans  are  the  oppressors  of  Judah,  the 


prophecy  must  be  assigned  to  a  date  subsequent  to 
the  battle  of  Carchemish  in  60&-604,  for  only  sIUs 
the  defeat  of  the  Egyptians  could  the  Chaldaeans 
carry  out  a  policy  of  world  conquest;  and  it  was 
some  years  after  that  event  that  the  Chaldaeans 
first  came  into  direct  contact  with  Judah.  But 
on  this  theory.  1  2-4.12  ff ;  2  8  ff,  presupposes  the 
lapse  of  a  considerable  period  of  conquest,  the  sub- 
duing of  many  nations,  the  cruel  oppression  of 
Judah  for  some  length  of  time;  therefore,  Nowack 
is  undoubtedly  correct,  on  this  theory,  in  bringing 
the  prophecy  down  to  a  period  subsequent  to  the 
first  exile  in  697.  or,  as  he  says,  "in  round  numbers 
about  690  BC.'*^ 

A  different  date  must  be  sought  if  1  2-4  is  inter- 
preted as  referring  to  the  oppression  of  Jews  by 
Jews,  and  1  6  ff,  as  a  threat  that  Jeh  will  raise  up 
the  Chaldaeans,  already  known  as  a  nation  thirsting 
for  blood,  to  punish  the  wickedness  of  Judah. 
These  verses  would  seem  to  indicate  (1)  that  the 
Chaldaeans  had  not  yet  come  into  direct  contaet 
with  Judah,  and  (2)  that  they  had  ahready  given 
exhibitions  of  the  cruel  character  of  their  warfare. 
Nebuchadnezzar  advanced  against  Judah  about 
600  BC;  but  the  years  since  the  fall  of  Nineveh, 
in  607-606^  and  the  battle  of  Carchemish,  in  606- 
604,  had  given  abundant  opportunity  to  the  Chal- 
daeans to  reveal  their  true  character,  and  to  the 
prophet  and  his  contemporaries  to  become  acquaint- 
ed with  this  cruel  successor  of  Nineveh.  On  this 
theory,  therefore,  the  prophetic  activity  of  Habak- 
kuk must  be  assigned  to  snortly  before  600  BC. 

If  Habakkuk  prophesied  about  600  BC,  he  lived 
under  King  Jehoiakim.  The  pious  and  well-mean- 
ing Josiah  had  been  slain  in  an  attempt 
2.  Occasion  to  stop  the  advance  of  Egypt  against 
Assyria.  With  his  death  the  brief 
era  of  reform  came  to  an  end.  After  a  reign  of 
three  months  Jehoahaz  was  deposed  by  Pharaoh- 
necoh,  who  placed  Jehoiakim  on  the  throne.  The 
latter  was  selfish,  tyrannical  and  godless.  In  a 
short  time  the  deplorable  conditions  of  Manasseh's 
reign  return^.  It  was  this  situation  that  caused 
the  prophet's  first  perplexity:  "O  Jeh,  how  long 
shall  I  cry,  and  thou  wilt  not  hear?  I  cry  out  unto 
thee  of  violence,  and  thou  wilt  not  save    (1  2). 

/K  !U  Teaching, — In  the  Book  of  Hab  a  new 
type  of  prophecy  appears.  The  prophets  were  pri- 
marily preachers  and  teachers  of  religion  and  ethics. 
They  addressed  themselves  to  their  fellow-country- 
men in  an  attempt  to  win  them  back  to  Jeh  and  a 
righteous  life.  Not  so  Habakkuk.  He  addresses 
himself  to  Jeh,  questioning  the  justice  or  even  the 
reality  of  the  Divine  Providence.  He  makes  com- 
plaint to  God  and  expostulates  with  Him.  The 
prophet  Habakkuk,  therefore,  is  a  forerunner  of 
the  author  of  the  Book  of  Job.  "As  a  whole,  his 
book  is  the  fruit  of  religious  reflection.  It  exhibits 
the  communings  and  questionings  of  his  soul — repre- 
sentative, no  doubt,  of  many  other  pious  spirits  of 
the  time — with  God;  and  records  the  answers  which 
the  Spirit  of  God  taught  him  for  his  own  sake  and 
for  the  sake  of  tried  souls  in  every  age." 

Habakkuk  has  been  called  the  prophet  of  faith. 
He  possessed  a  strong,  living  faith  in  Jeh;  but  he, 
like  many  other  pious  souls,  was  troubled  and  per- 
plexed by  the  apparent  inequalities  of  life.  He 
found  it  difficult  to  reconcile  these  with  his  lofty 
conception  of  Jeh.  Nevertheless,  he  does  not  sulk. 
Boldly  he  presents  his  perplexities  to  Jeh,  who 
points  the  way  to  a  solution,  and  the  prophet  comes 
forth  from  his  trouble  with  a  faith  stronger  and 
more  intense  than  ever.  It  is  in  connection  with 
his  attempts  to  solve  the  perplexing  problems 
raised  by  the  unpunished  sins  of  his  countrymen 
and  the  unlimited  success  of  the  Chaldaeans  that 
Habakkuk  gives  utterance  to  two  sublime  truths: 
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(1)  Jeh  is  interested  not  only  in  Israel.  Though 
Habakkuk,  like  the  other  prophets,  believes  in  a 

special  Divine  Providence  over  Israel, 
1.  The  he  is  equally  convinced  that  Jeh's 

nniversal  rule  embraces  the  whole  earth;  the 
SupremAcy  destinies  of  all  the  nations  are  in  His 
of  Jeh  hand.   The  Chaldaeans  are  punished 

not  merely  for  their  sins  against  Judah, 
but  for  the  oppression  of  other  nations  as  well. 
Being  the  only  God,  He  cannot  permit  the  worship 
of  other  deities.  Temporarily  the  Chaldaeans  may 
worship  idols,  or  make  might  their  fspd,  they  may 
"sacrince  unto  their  net,"  and  bum  incense  "unto 
their  drag/'  because  by  them  "their  portion  is  fat 
and  their  food  plenteous";  but  Jeh  is  from  ever- 
lasting, the  Holy  One.  and  He  will  attest  His  su- 
premacy by  utterly  destroying  the  boastful  con- 
queror with  his  idols. 

(2)  The  second  important  truth  is  expressed  in 
2  4 :  "The  righteous  shaU  live  by  his  faith"  (ARVm 

"faithfulness").  Faithfulness  assures 
8.  Faithful-  permanency.  The  thought  expressed 
nessthe  oy  the  prophet  is  not  identical  with 
Guarantee  that  expressed  by  the  apostle  who 
of  Per-  Quotes  the  words  (Gal  8  11);  never- 

manency       theless,  the  former  also  gives  expression 

to  a  truth  of  profound  significance. 
"Faithfulness"  is  with  the  prophet  an  external 
thing;  it  signifies  integrity,  fidelity,  stedfastness 
under  all  provocations;  but  this  implies,  in  a  real 
sense^  the  NT  conception  of  faith  as  an  active 
principle  of  right  conduct.  A  living  faith  deter- 
mines conduct;  ^  religion  and  ethics  ^o  hand  in 
hand,  and  esp.  in  the  hour  of  adversity  a  belief 
in  Jen  and  unflinching  reliance  upon  Him  are  the 
strongest  preservers  of  fidelity  and  integrity.  Faith 
without  works  is  dead;  faith  expresses  itself  in  life. 
Habakkuk  places  chief  emphasis  upon  the  expres- 
sions of  faitn,  and  he  does  so  rightly;  but  in  doing 
this  he  also  calls  attention,  by  implication  at  least, 
to  the  motive  power  behind  the  external  manif esta* 
tions.  As  an  expression  of  living  faith,  3  17-19 
is  not  surpassed  in  the  OT. 

LiTSRATURB. — Commentaries  on  the  Minor  Prophets 
by  Ewald.  Pusev,  Kell.  Orelll.  O.  A.  Smith  iBxpoaitor*a 
Bible),  Driver  {New  Century  Bible),  Elaelen;  A.  B.  David- 
son. Comm.  on  "Nah."  "Hab."  "Zeph"  {Cambridoe  Bible) ; 
A.  F.  Klrkpatrlck,  Doctrine  ofthe  Prophete;  F.  O.  Elaelen. 
Prophecy  and  the  Prophets;  F.  W.  Farrar,  Minor  Proph- 
ete ("Men  of  the  Bible");  Driver.  LOT;  HDB,  art. 
"Habakkuk";  iff B.  art.  "Habakkuk." 

Frederick  Carl  Eiselen 

HABAKKUK,  THE  PRAYER  OF.    See  Beth- 

HORON,  Battle  of. 

HABAZINIAH  (H^^fanri,  f^ha^nyOh.  Thus  in 
AV,  but  more  correctly  as  in  RV  HABAZZINIAH, 
hal>-a-zi-nl'a  [Jer  36  3]):  The  grandfather  of  Jaa- 
zaniah,  who  was  the  leader  of  the  Rechabites  who 
were  tested  by  Jeremiah  as  to  their  obedience  to  their 
ancestor's  command  with  reference  to  wine.  Their 
loyaltv  to  the  commands  of  Jonadab  was  efifectively 
used  by  Jeremiah  in  an  appeal  to  the  people  of 
Judah  to  obey  the  words  of  Jeh. 

HABERGEON,  hab'§r-jun,  ha-biir'jun,  AV 
(«nn53,  to/kJrfi'):   In  RV,  Ex  28  32;    39  23,  etc, 

''coat  of  mail'';  in  Job  41  26.  ''pointed  shaft," 
m  "coat  of  mail."    See  Arms,  Armor. 

HABITATION,  hab-i-t&'shun:  Properly  a  place 
of  sojourn  or  dwelling.  The  term  in  AV  represent- 
ing some  16  Heb  words  {m^hSbh,  md^GUf  mishkdnf 
n&weh,  etc),  and  5  Gr  words,  is  variously  changed 
in  certain  passages  in  RV,  as  Gen  49  5,  "swor(»"; 
Lev  13  46,  "dwelling";  Job  6  24;  Jer  26  30&. 
37,  "fold'';  Ps  89  14:  97  2,  etc,  "foundation"; 
Ps  132  5,  "tabernacle'';    Lk  16  9,  "tabernacles,'* 


etc.  Conversely,  "habitation"  appears  in  RV  for 
AV  "dwelling  place"  in  2  Ch  30  27;  Ps  79  7, 
"house";  Ps  88  12;  2  Cor  6  2,  "tabernacle,'^ 
Acts  7  46,  etc.    See  House.  James  Orr 

HABOR,  halbor  Oinn,  hdbhor;  "Ap^p,  Hah&r, 
'Apuftp,  HdMr;  Isidor  of  Charax,  Aburas  [' ApovpAt ] 
Zosias,  Ahoraa):   Is  described  in  2  K 

1.  Its  Po-     17  6;    18  11  (cf  1  Ch  6  26)  as  "the 
sitioii  and     river   of   Gozan."    It   is   the   Arab. 
Course  KhabuTf  and  flows  in  a  southerly  di- 
rection from  several   sources  in   the 

mountains  of  Karaj  Ddah  (Mons  Mcmus),  which, 
in  the  37th  parallel,  flanks  the  valley  of  the  Tigris 
on  the  W .  The  river  ultimately  joins  the  Euphrates 
after  receiving  its  chief  tributary^  the  Jaghjagha 
Su  (Mygdonius),  at  Circesium  (Kirkisiyeh),  The 
meaning  of  its  name  is  doubtful,  but 

2.  Ety-  Delitzsch  has  suggested  a  Sumerian 
moiogies  of  etymology,  namely,  ^a5ter,  "the  fish- 
Habor  waterway,     or  it  may  be  connected 

'  with  "mother  JJubur,"  a  descriptive 

title  of  Tifimat  (see  Merodach;  Rahab).  Lay- 
ard  found    several  interesting  Assyrian  remains 

in  the  district,  including  man-headed 
8.  Histori-  bulls  bearing  the  name  of  Mu£m^ 
cal  Refer-  Ninip,  possibly  an  Assyr  governor. 
ences  Tiglath-pileser  I  (c  1120  BC)  boasts 

of  having  killed  10  mighty  elephants 
in  Haran  and  on  the  banks  of  the  Habor ;  and  Afi&ur- 
na^ir-apli  (c  880  BC)^  after  conquering  Qarfiit 
(^arrit,  Uarmifi),  subjugated  the  tract  around 
picUe  ia  ndr  ffabur,  "the  mouths  of  the  Habor." 
According  to  2  K  and  1  Ch,BhaImaneser  IV  and 
Sargon  transported  the  exiled  Israelites  thither. 
Philological  considerations  exclude  the  identification 
of  the  Chebar  of  Ezk  1  3,  etc,  with  the  Habor. 

T.  G.  Pinches 

HACALIAH,  hak-a-ll'a  (H^^SH ,  fjMhalydh,  mean- 
ing  doubtful,  perhaps  "wait  for  Jeh" ;  AV  Hachaliah) : 
Father  of  Nehemiah  (Neh  1  1;  10  1). 

HACHILAH,  ha-kl'la,  hak'i-la,  HILL  OF  (nY^Tf , 
fidkhUdh) :  A  hill  in  the  wilderness  of  Judah,  asso- 
ciated with  the  wanderings  of  David.  It  is  stated 
(1  S  23  19)  to  be  "on  the  S.  of  the  desert"  (or 
Je8himon),and(l  8  26  1)  to  be  "before  [on  the  front 
(i.e.  edge^of]  the  desert."  It  was  near  Ziph  and 
Maon.  The  only  plausible  hypothesis  is  that  it  is 
represented  by  the  ridge  Dnahre^  d-Koldh  in  the 
wilderness  of  Ziph,  toward  the  desert  of  En-gedi 
(PEF,  III,  313,  Sh  XXI). 

HACHMONI,  hak-mQ'nl,  hak'm6-nl,  or  probably 
HACHMONITE  Oj'napn ,  /laJWimanl,  "wise"):  The 
same  word  is  rendered  "Haohmoni,"  a  proper  name, 
inl  Ch  27  32  and  "a  Hachmonite"  in  1  Ch  11  11. 
The  form  of  the  Heb  word  suggests  that  the  latter 
tr  should  be  adopted  in  both  passages,  and  that  it 
describes  the  warrior  in  one  case,  and  the  com- 
panion or  tutor  of  David's  sons  in  the  other,  as  a 
member  of  a  certain  family — a  Hachmonite  of 
which  nothing  further  is  known.  2  S  28  8, 
"Josheb-basshebeth  a  Tahchemonite,"  bears  the 
marks  of  a  corrupt  text,  and  should  be  {|  with  1  Ch 
11  11  so  far  as  tne  name  goes,  reading^' Jashobeam 
the  Hachmonite."  So  Klostermann,  Driver,  Well- 
hausen,  Budde,  etc.  George  Rice  Hovbt 

HADAD,  h&Mad: 

(1)  (TJn,  fMhadh,  "sharpness"):  One  of  the 
twelve  sons  of  Ishmael  (Gen  26  15,  where  AV, 
following  a  mistake  in  Heb  text,  has  "Hadar'-' ;  but 
"Hadad^' is  found  in  II  passage  1  Ch  1  30;  RV  reads 
"Hadad"  in  both  places). 


Hadadezer 
Hadlai 
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(2)  (yr^ ,  hddhadh) :  A  king  of  Edom,  son  of  Be- 
dad  (Gen  36  35.36  ;i  1  Ch  1  46.47),  "who  smote 
Midian  in  the  field  of  Moab,"  and  whose  "city  was 
Avith." 

(3)  Another  king  of  Edom,  written  "Hadar"  in 
Gren  36  39  by  a  cop3rist's  mistake,  but  "Hadad" 
in  the  ||  passage  1  Ch  1  50.51.  His  city  was  Pau 
or  Pai. 

(4)  A  member  of  the  royal  family  of  Edom  in 
David's  time,  who  as  a  child  escaped  Joab's  slaugh- 
ter of  the  Edomites,  and  fled  to  Egypt.  On  David's 
death  he  returned  to  Edom,  where  he  made  trouble 
for  Solomon  by  stirring  up  the  Edomites  against 
the  rule  of  Israel  (1  K  11  14-22.25). 

(5)  The  supreme  god  of  Syria,  whose  name  is 
found  in  Scripture  in  the  names  of  Syrian  kings, 
Benhadad,  Hadadezer.  The  god  Hadad  (= per- 
haps, "maker  of  loud  noise")  is  mentioned  in  Assyr 
inscriptions,  and  called  on  the  monolith  of  Shal- 
maneser  "the  god  of  Aleppo."  In  the  Assjrr  in- 
scriptions he  is  identified  with  the  air-god  Rammon 
or  Kimmon.  The  union  of  the  two  names  in  Zee 
12  11  suggests  this  identity,  though  the  reference 
is  uncertain,  some  regarding  Hads[drimmon  as  the 
name  of  a  place,  others  as  the  name  of  the  god — 
"Hadad  [is]  Rimmon."  The  name  "Hadad"  is 
found  in  various  other  forms:  Adad,  Dadu,  and 
Dadda.    See  A.  H.  Sayce  in  HDB  s.v.  "Hadad." 

George  Rice  Ho  vet 
HADADEZER,  had-ad-€'z6r  OirHO*  **" 
dhadh'ezer;  so  2  S  8;  1  K  11  23,  but  "Itynnn, 
hddhar^ezer,  2  S  10:  1  Ch  18):  Mentioned  in  con- 
nection with  David  s  wars  of  conquest  (2  S  8  3  if; 
2  S  10  1-19;  1  Ch  18  3 if);  was  king  of  Zobah 
in  S3rria.  The  exact  position  and  size  of  this  Syrian 
principality  are  uncertain,  but  it  seems  to  have  ex- 
tendea  in  David's  time  southward  toward  Anmion 
and  eastward  to  the  Euphrates.  When  the  Am- 
monites had  put  themselves  in  the  wrong  with 
David  by  the  msult  done  to  his  ambassadors  (2  S 
10  1-5)  they  summoned  to  their  aid  against  the 
incensed  king  of  Israel  the  Syrians  of  various  ad- 
joining principalities,  among  them  the  Syrians  of 
2k>bah  imder  Hadadezer,  the  son  of  Rehob.  The 
strategy  of  Joab,  who  set  the  force  under  conmiand 
of  Abishai  his  brother  in  array  against  the  Ammon- 
ites, and  himself  attacked  the  Syrian  allies,  won  for 
Iffl>ael  a  decisive  victory.  Not  content  with  this 
result,  Hadadezer  gathered  together  another  Syrian 
force,  summoning  this  time  also  "the  Syrians  that 
were  beyond  the  River"  (2  S  10  16),  with  Shobach 
the  captain  of  his  host  at  their  head.  On  this  occa- 
sion David  himself  took  command  of  the  Israelitish 
forces,  and  again  defeated  them  near  Helam,  Sho- 
bach Deing  left  dead  on  the  field.  Hadadezer  and 
his  Syrian  vassals,  finding  resistance  hopeless, 
"made  peace  with  Israel,  and  served  them  (2  o 
10  19).  For  the  name  Hadad-  or  Hadarezer,  see 
Benhadad. 

Literature. — ^Winckler,  Oetchichte  laraeh,  I,  137  ff ; 
McCurdy,  HPM,  204;  Masp^ro,  The  Struggle  of  the 
Nations,  731. 

T.  NicoL 
HADADRIMMON,  hardad-rim'on,  had-ad-rim'- 

on  ('J'TBT  "^"-O*  ^^f^f^  rimmon):  A  name  which 
occurs,  along  with  Megiddon,  in  Zee  12  11.  It 
was  long  thought  that  this  was  a  place  in  the  plain 
of  Megiddo,  and  that  the  mourning  referred  to 
was  that  for  Josiah,  slain  in  battle  with  Pharaoh- 
necoh  (2  K  23  29).  This  last,  however^  was 
certainly  at  Jems.  Jerome  {Comm,  on  Zee)  identi- 
fies Hadadrimmon  with  Maximianopolis,  a  village 
near  Jezreel,  probably  Legio,  the  ancient  Megiddo. 
Possibly,  however,  the  form  "Hadadrimmon"  has 
arisen  through  the  combination  of  two  divine  names; 
and  the  weeping  may  be  that  for  Tammuz  (Ezk  8 


14),  with  whom  the  old  Sem  deity  had  become  con- 
fused in  the  popular  mind.  W.  EWING 

HADAR,  h&'dar  (Gen  36  39).    See  Hadad  (3). 

HADAREZER,  had-ar-€'zgr.      See  Hadadeizeb. 

HADASHAH,  ha-d&'sha,  had'a-sha  (np7n, 
hddh&shahj  "new"):  A  town  in  the  Shephelah  of 
Judah,  named  with  Zenan  and  Migdal-gad  (Josh 
16  37).  According  to  the  Mish  (^ErObhln^  v.  6), 
it  was  the  smallest  town  in  Judah.  It  is  not 
identified. 

HADASSAH,  ha-das'a  (TR^'Tn,  hddha^ak, 
"myrtle"):  The  Heb  name  (Est  2  7)  formerly 
borne  by  Esther  (q.v.). 

HADATTAH,  ha-dat'a  (n^7[1,  hddhaUah, 
"new") :  See  Hazor. 

HADES,  ha'dez  fAtSiif,  Haides,  fSi|«,  haidis^ 
"not  to  be  seen"):  Hades,  Gr  originally  Haidou, 
in  genitive,  "the  house  of  Hades,"  then,  as  nomina- 
tive, designation  of  the  abode  of  the  dead  itself. 
The  word  occurs  in  the  NT  in  Mt  11  23  (||  Lk  10 
15);  16  18;  Lk  16  23:  Acts  2  27.31;  Rev  1  IS; 
6  8:  20  13  f.  It  is  also  found  in  TR  1  Cor  16 
55,  but  here  the  correct  reading  (Tischendorf,  WH. 
RV)  is  probably  Thdnate,  "O  Death,"  instead  of 
Hdide,  *^  Hades."  AV  renders  "Hades"  by  *Tiell" 
in  all  instances  except  1  Cor  16  55,  where  it  puts 
"grave"  (m  "hell")  in  dependence  on  Hos  IS  14. 
RV  everywhere  has  "Hades." 

In  the  LXX  Hades  is  the  standing  equivalent 

for  Sheol,  but  also  translates  other  terms  associated 

with  death  and   the  state   after   it. 

1.  In  OT:      The  Gr  conception  of  Hades  was  that 
Sheol  of  a  locaUty  receiving;  into  itself  all  the 

dead,  but  divided  mto  two  regions, 
one  a  place  of  torment,  the  other  of  blessedness. 
This  conception  should  not  be  rashly  transferred 
to  the  NT,  for  the  latter  stands  not  under  the  in- 
fluence of  Gr  pagan  beUef,  but  gives  a  teaching 
and  reflects  a  belief  which  model  their  idea  of  Hades 
upon  the  OT  through  the  LXX.  The  OT  Sheol, 
wlule  formally  resembling  the  Gr  Hades  in  that  it  is 
the  common  receptacle  of  all  the  dead,  differs  from 
it,  on  the  one  hand,  by  the  absence  of  a  clearly  de- 
fined division  into  two  parte,  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
by  the  emphasis  placed  on  its  association  with  death 
and  the  grave  as  abnormal  facts  following  in  the 
wfike  of  sin.  The  OT  thus  concentrates  the  partial 
light  it  throws  on  the  state  after  death  on  the  nega- 
tive, undesirable  side  of  the  prospect  apart  from 
redemption.  When  in  the  progress  of  OT  revela- 
tion the  state  after  death  begins  to  assume  more 
definite  features,  and  becomes  more  sharply  differ- 
entiated in  dependence  on  the  religious  and  moral 
issue  of  the  present  life,  this  is  not  accomplished  in 
the  canonical  writings  (otherwise  in  the  apocalyptic 
literature)  by  dividing  Sheol  into  two  comi)art- 
ments,  but  bv  holding  forth  to  the  righteous  the 

{)romise  of  deliverance  from  Sheol,  so  that  the 
atter  becomes  more  definitely  outlined  as  a  place 
of  evil  and  punishment. 

The  NT  passages  mark  a  distinct  stage  in  this 

process,  and  there  is,   accordin^y,   a  true  basis 

in  Scripture  for  the  laentification  in  a 

2.  In  NT:     certain  aspect  of  Sheol — ^Hades — with 
Hades  hell  as  reflected  in  AV.    The  theory 

according  to  which  Hades  is  still  in  the 
NT  the  undifferentiated  provisional  abode  of  all  the 
dead  until  the  day  of  judgment,  with  the  possibility 
of  ultimate  salvation  even  for  those  of  its  inmates 
who  have  not  been  saved  in  this  life,  is  neither  in 
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harmony  with  the  above  development  nor  borne  out 
by  the  facts  of  NT  usage.  That  dead  believers  abide 
in  a  local  Hades  cannot  be  proven  from  1  Thess  4 
16;  1  Cor  16  23.  for  these  passages  refer  to  the 
grave  and  the  boay,  not  to  a  gathering-place  of  the 
dead.  On  the  other  hand  Lk  23  43;  2  Cor  6  6-^8; 
Phil  1  23:  Rev  6  9;  7  9  fif ;  16  2  ff  teach  that  the 
abode  of  believers  immediately  after  death  is  with 
Christ  and  God. 

It  is,  of  course,  a  different  matter,  when  Hades,  as 

not  unfrequently  already  the  OT  Sheol,  designates 

not  the  place  of  the  dead  but  the  state 

3.  Acts  of  death  or  disembodied  existence.  In 
2 :  27.31         this  sense  even  the  soul  of  Jesus  was  in 

Hades  according  to  Peter's  statement 
(Acts  8  27.31— on  the  basis  of  Ps  16  10).  Here 
the  abstract  sense  is  determined  by  the  parallel 
expression,  "to  see  corruption."  None  the  less 
from  a  comparatively  early  date  this  passage  has 
been  quoted  in  support  of  the  doctrine  of  a  local 
descent  of  Christ  mto  Hades. 

The  same  abstract  meaning  is  indicated  for  Rev 
20  13.    Death  and  Hades  are  here  represented  as 

delivering  up  the  dead  on  the  eve  of 

4.  Rev  20:  the  final  judgment.  If  this  is  more 
13;  6:8;  than  a  poetic  duplication  of  terms. 
1:18  Hades  will  stand  for  the  personified 

state  of  death.  Death  for  the  personi- 
fied cause  of  this  state.  The  personification  appears 
plainly  from  ver  14:  "Death  and  Hades  were  cast 
mto  the  lake  of  fire.''  In  the  number  of  these 
"dead"  delivered  up  by  Hades^  believers  are  included, 
because,  even  on  the  ^hiliastic  interpretation  of  vb 
4-6,  not  all  the  saints  share  in  the  first  resurrection, 
but  only  those  "beheaded  for  the  testimony  ot 
Jesus,  and  for  the  word  of  God,"  i.e.  the  mart3rrs. 
A  similar  personifying  combination  of  Death  and 
Hades  occurs  in  Rev  6  8  ("a  pale  horse:  and  he 
that  sat  upon  him,  his  name  was  Death;  and  Hades 
followed  with  him").  In  Rev  1  18,  on  the  other 
hand,  Death  and  Hades  are  represented  as  prisons 
from  which  Christ,  in  virtue  of  His  own  resurrec- 
tion, has  the  power  to  deliver,  a  representation 
which  again  implies  that  in  some,  not  necessarily 
local,  sense  believers  also  are  kept  in  Hades. 

In  distinction  from  these  passages  when  the  ab- 
stract meaning  prevails  and  the  local  conception  is 

in  abeyance,  the  remaining  references 
6.  Lk  16:28  are  more  or  less  locally  conceived.    Of 

these  Lk  16  23  is  the  only  one  which 
might  seem  to  teach  that  recipients  of  salvation 
enter  after  death  into  Hades  as  a  place  of  abode. 
It  has  been  held  that  Hades  is  here  the  compre- 
hensive designation  of  the  locality  where  the  dead 
reside,  and  is  divided  into  two  regions,  "the  bosom 
of  Abraham"  and  the  place  of  torment,  a  representa- 
tion for  which  Jewish  parallels  can  be  quotecL  aside 
from  its  resemblance  to  the  Gr  bisection  of  Hades. 
Against  this  view,  however,  it  may  be  urged,  that 
if  "the  bosom  of  Abraham  were  conceived  as  one 
of  the  two  divisions  of  Hades,  the  other  division 
would  have  been  named  with  equal  concreteness  in 
connection  with  Dives.  In  point  of  fact,  the  dis- 
tinction is  not  between  "the  bosom  of  Abraham" 
and  another  place,  as  both  included  in  Hades,  but 
between  "the  bosom  of  Abraham"  and  Hades  as 
antithetical  and  exclusive.  The  very  form  of  the 
description  of  the  experience  of  Dives:  "In  Hades 
he  lifted  iip  his  eyes,  being  in  torments,"  leads  us  to 
associate  Hades  as  such  with  pain  and  punishment. 
The  passage,  therefore^  does  not  prove  that  the 
saved  are  after  death  m  Hades.  In  further  esti- 
mating its  bearing  upon  the  problem  of  the  local 
conditions  of  the  disembodied  life  after  death,  the 
parabolic  character  of  the  representation  must  be 
taken  into  account.  The  parable  is  certainly  not 
intended  to  give  us  topographical  information  about 


the  realm  of  the  dead,  although  it  presupposes  that 
there  is  a  distinct  place  of  abode  lor  the  righteous 
and  wicked  respectively. 

The  two  other  passages  where  Hades  occurs  in 

the  teaching  of  Our  Lord  (Mt  11  23  ||  Lk  10  15; 

and  Mt  16  18}  make  a  metaphorical 

6.  Mt  11:23  use  of  the  conception,  which,  however, 

is  based  on  the  local  sense.  In  the 
former  utterance  it  is  predicted  of  Capernaum  that 
it  shall  in  punishment  for  its  unbelief  go  down  unto 
Hades."  As  in  the  OT  Sheol  is  a  figure  for  the 
greatest  depths  known  (Dt  32  22;  Isa  7  11;  67 
9;  Job  11  8;  26  6),  this  seems  to  be  a  flgnre  for 
the  extreme  of  humiliation  to  which  that  city  was 
to  be  reduced  in  the  course  of  history.  It  is  true, 
ver  24,  with  its  mention  of  the  day  of  judgment, 
might  seem  to  favor  an  eschatological  reference  to 
the  ultimate  doom  of  the  unbelieving  inhabitants, 
but  the  usual  restriction  of  Hades  to  the  punishment 
of  the  intermediate  state  (see  below)  is  against  this. 
In  the  other  passage,  Mt  16  18,  Jesus  declares 
that  the  gates  of  Hades  shall  not  kaiischiiein  the 

church   He  intends   to   build.     The 

7.  Mt  16:18  vb.  katischuein  may  be  rendered,  "to 

overpower"  or  "to  surpass."  Ii  the 
former  be  adopted,  the  figure  implied  is  that  of 
Hades  as  a  stronghold  of  the  power  of  evil  or  death 
from  which  warriors  stream  forth  to  assail  the 
church  as  the  realm  of  life.  On  the  other  rendering 
there  is  no  reference  to  any  conflict  between  Hades 
and  the  church,  the  point  of  comparison  being 
merely  the  strength  of  the  church,  the  gates  of 
Hades,  i.e.  the  realm  of  death,  serving  in  common 
parlance  as  a  figure  of  the  greatest  conceivable 
strength,  because  they  never  allow  to  escape  what 
has  once  entered  through  them. 

The  above  surve^r  of  the  passages  tends  to  show 
that  Hades,  where  it  is  locally  conceived,  is  not  a 
provisional  receptacle  for  all  the  dead,  but  plainly 
associated  with  the  punishment  of  the  wicked. 
Where  it  comes  under  consideration  for  the  righteous 
there  is  nothing  to  indicate  a  local  sense.  On  1  Pet 
3  19;  4  6  (where,  however,  the  word  "Hades"  does 
not  occur),  see  arts.  Ebchatology  of  the  NT; 
Spibits  in  Prison. 

The  element  of  truth  in  the  theory  of  the  pro- 
visional character  of  Hades  lies  in  this,  that  the 
NT  never  employs  it  in  connection 

8.  Not  a  with  the  final  state  of  punishment,  as 
Final  State   subsequent  to  the  last  judgment.    For 

this  Gehenna  (q.v.)  and  other  terms 
are  used.  Dives  is  represented  as  bein^  in  Hades 
immediately  after  his  death  and  while  his  brethren 
are  still  in  this  present  life.  Whether  the  implied 
differentiation  between  stages  of  punishment,  de- 
pending obviously  on  the  difference  between  the 
disembodied  and  reembodied  state  of  the  lost,  also 
carries  with  itself  a  distinction  between  two  places 
of  punishment,  in  other  words  whether  Hades  and 
Gehenna  are  locally  distinct,  the  evidence  is  scarcely 
sufiicient  to  determine.  The  NT  places  the  em- 
phasis on  the  eschatological  developments  at  the  end, 
and  leaves  many  things  connected  with  the  inter- 
mediate state  in  darkness.         Geebhardus  Vos 

HADID,  ha'did  (T^IH ,  hddktdh) :  A  city  in  Ben- 
jamin (Neh  11  33  f)  named  with  Lod  and  Ono 
(Ezr  2  33:  Neh  7  37),  probably  identical  with 
Adida  (LXX  'A8tW,  Hadidd)  of  1  Mace  12  38: 
13  13,  "over  against  the  plain,"  which  was  fortified 
by  Simon  Maccabaeus.  It  is  represented  by  the 
modern  d-Haditheh,  about  3  miles  N.E.  of  Lydda. 

HADLAI,  had'll,  had'lft-I  C^b-JH ,  hadhldy,  "rest- 
ing"): An  Ephraimite  (2  Ch  28  12),  father  of 
Amasa,  who  was  one  of  the  heads  of  the  tribe  in  the 
time  of  Pekah,  king  of  Israel. 


Hadorcin 
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HADORAM,  ha-d5'ram  (PT^ ,  hMh^&m) : 

(1)  Son  of  Joktan  and  apparently  6th  in  descent 
from  Noah  (Gen  10  27  ||  1  Ch  1  21). 

(2)  Son  of  Tou,  king^  of  Hamath,  sent  by  his 
father  with  presents  to  ICing  David  (1  Ch  18  10). 
In  2  S  8  9.10,  written  probably  incorrectly  "Jo- 
ram,''  "son  of  Toi." 

(3)  Rehoboam's  superintendent  of  the  forced 
labor  department  (2  Ch  10  18),  called  Adoram 
1  K  12  18,  a  contraction  of  Adoniram  (which  see). 
He  was  sent  by  Rehoboam  as  messenger  to  Israel 
at  the  time  of  the  revolt  of  the  ten  tribes  and  was 
stoned  to  death  by  them.     George  Rice  Hovbt 

HADRACH,  ha'drak,  had'rak  {TST^,  M^ 
rdkh):  "The  land  of  Hadrach"  is  mentioned  only 
once  in  Scripture  (Zee  9  1),  and  there  it  is  grouped 
with  Damascus,  Hamath,  Tyre  and  Sidon.  It  may 
be  safely  identified  with  the  "Hatarikka"  of  the 
Assyr  inscriptions,  against  which  Assur-dan  III 
made  exp^itions  in  his  1st  (772  BC),  8th  and  18th 
years.  It  also  appears  in  inscriptions  of  Tiglath- 
pileser  III.    They  place  it  in  the  N.  of  Lebanon. 

HAGAB,  h&'gab  (IJH,  h&ghdbh,  'aocust"):  An- 
cestor of  some  of  the  Nethinim  who  returned  from 
the  Bab  captivity  with  Zerubbabel  and  Nehemiah. 
The  name  occurs  second  after  Hagabah  in  Ezr  2  46, 
but  is  omitted  entirely  from  the  f  list  of  Neh  7  48. 

HAGABA,  ha-g&^a,  hag^a-bft  (V^U ,  h&gh&bW) : 
Same  as  the  following  (Neh  7  48). 

HAGABAH,  ha-g&'ba,  hag^a-bfi  (H^jn,  fiOghSr 
hhdhy  "locust") :  Like  Hagab,  an  ancestor  of  some 
of  the  Nethinim  who  retiunea  from  Bab3rlon  with 
Zerubbabel  (Ezr  2  45);  spelled  Hagaba  in  the  || 
passage  (Neh  7  48). 

HAGAR,  h&'gar  (n^H,  hOghdr,  "emigration,'' 
"flight";  'A-yAp,  Hagdr,  "Ayap,  Aaar):  An  Egyp 
woman,  the  handmaid  or  slave  of  Sarai;  a  present, 
perhaps,  from  Pharaoh  when  Abram  dissenibled  to 
him  in  Egypt  (Gen  12  16).  Mention  is  made  of 
her  in  two  passages  (Gen  16;  21  8-21). 

In  the  first  narrative  (Gen  16)  it  is  related  that 

Sarai,  despairing  at  her  age  of  having  children, 

gave  Hagar  to  Abram  as  a  concubine. 

1.  The  As  Hagar  was  not  an  ordinary  house- 
Scomfttl  hold  slave  but  the  peculiar  property  of 
Handmaid  her  mistress  (cf  29  24.29),  any  off- 
and  Her  spring  which  she  might  bear  to  Abram 
Flight           would  be  reckoned  as  Sarai's  (cf  80 

3-0).  In  the  prospect  of  becoming  a 
mother,  Hagar,  forgetting  her  position,  seems  to 
have  assumed  an  insolent  oearing  toward  her  child- 
less mistress.  Sarai  felt  keenly  the  contempt  shown 
her  by  her  handmaid,  and  in  angry  tones  broueht 
her  conduct  before  Abram.  Now  that  her  plan 
was  not  working  out  smoothly,  she  unfairly  blamed 
her  husband  for  what  originated  with  herself,  and 
appealed  to  Heaven  to  redress  her  grievance. 
Abram  refused  to  interfere  in  the  domestic  quarrel, 
and  renouncing  his  rights  over  his  concubine,  ana 
her  claims  on  him,  put  her  entirely  at  Sarai 's  dis- 
posal. Under  the  harsh  treatment  of  her  mistress 
Hagar's  life  became  intolerable,  and  she  fled  into 
the  wilderness,  tiuning  her  steps  naturally  toward 
Egypt,  her  native  land. 

But  the  angel  of  Jeh  (who  is  hero  introduced 
for  the  first  time  as  the  medium  of  the  theophany) 

appeared  to  her  as  she  was  resting  by 

2.  Her  a  spring  and  commanded  her  to  retiun 
Vision  and  and  submit  herself  to  her  mistress. 
Return          promising  her  an  innumerable  seeci 

through  her  unborn  son,  concerning 
whom  he  uttered  a  striking  prediction  (see  Ish- 


mael).  To  the  angel  (who  is  now  said  to  be 
Jeh  Himseip  Hagar  gave  the  name  "Thou  art  a 
God  of  seeing"  (kV  "that  seeth"),  for  she  said, 
"Have  I  even  here  [in  the  desert  where  God,  whose 
manifestations  were  supposed  to  be  connned  to 
particular  places,  might  not  be  expected  to  reveal 
Himself]  looked  after  him  that  seeth  me?'-' — the 
meaning  being  that  while  God  saw  her,  it  was  only 
while  the  all-seeing  God  in  the  person  of  His  angel 
was  departing  that  she  became  conscious  of  His 
presence.  The  spring  where  the  angel  met  with 
her  was  called  in  Heb  tradition  B**er4ahay^d% 
"the  well  of  the  living  one  who  seeth  me"  (RVm). 

Obedient  to  the  heavenly  vision  Hagar  returned, 
as  the  narrative  implies,  to  her  mistress  and  gave 
birth  to  Ishmael,  Abram  being  then  eighty-aiz 
years  old. 

The  idea  in  ver  13  is  not  very  clearlv  expressed. 
The  word  tr**  "here"  generally  means  "hither,"  and 
there  is  no  explanation  of  the  "living  one"  in  the 
name  of  the  well.  It  has  therefore  .been  proposed 
to  emend  the  Heb  text  and  read  "Have  I  even  seen 
God.  and  lived  after  my  seeing?" — an  allusion  to 
the  belief  that  no  one  could  "see  God  and  live" 
(cf  Gen  32  30;  Ex  33  20).  But  there  are  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  accepting  this  emendation. 
The  name  of  God,  "a  God  of  seeing,"  would  require 
to  be  interpreted  in  an  objective  sense  as  "a  God 
who  is  seen,"  and  the  consequent  name  of  the  well, 
"He  that  seeth  me  liveth,"  would  make  (jod,  not 
Hagar,  as  in  ver  13,  the  speaker. 

The  other  narrative  (Gen  21  8-21)  relates  what 

occurred  in  connection  with  the  weaning  of  Isaac. 

The  presence  and  conduct  of  Ishmael 

3.  Her  during  the  family  feast  held  on  the 
Harsh  Ez-    occasion  roused  the  anger  and  jealousy 

Silsionand  of  Sarah  who,  fearing  that  Ishmael 
ivine  would    share    the    ii^eritance    with 

Help  Isaac,    peremptorily    demanded    the 

expulsion  of  the  slave-mother  and  her 
son.  But  the  instincts  of  Abraham's  fatherly 
heart  recoiled  from  such  a  cruel  course,  and  it  was 
only  after  the  revelation  was  made  to  him  that  the 
ejection  of  Hagar  and  her  son  would  be  in  the  line 
of  the  Divine  purpose — ^for  Isaac  was  his  real  seed, 
while  Ishmael  would  be  made  a  nation  too — that 
he  was  led  to  forego  his  natural  feelings  and  accede 
to  Sarah's  demand.  So  next  morning  the  bond- 
woman and  her  son  were  sent  forth  with  the  bare 
provision  of  bread  and  a  skin  of  water  into  the 
wilderness  of  Beersheba.  When  the  water  was 
spent,  Hagar,  unable  to  bear  the  sight  of  her  boy 
dying  from  thirst,  laid  him  under  a  shrub  and  with- 
drew the  distance  of  a  bowshot  to  weep  out  her 
sorrow.  But  the  angel  of  God,  calling  to  her  out 
of  heaven,  comforted  her  with  the  assurance  that 
God  had  heard  the  voice  of  the  lad  and  that  there 
was  a  great  future  before  him.  Then  her  eyes  were 
opened  to  discover  a  well  of  water  from  which  she 
filled  the  skin  and  gave  her  son  to  drink.  With 
God's  blessing  the  lad  grew  up  amid  the  desert's 
hardships,  distinguished  for  his  skill  with  the  bow. 
He  made  his  home  in  the  wilderness  of  Paran,  and 
his  mother  took  a  wife  for  him  out  of  her  own 
country. 

The  life  and  experience  of  Hagar  teach,  among 
other  truths,  the  t^ptations  incident  to  a  new  posi- 
tion j   the  foolishness  of  hastv  action 

4.  Practical  in  tunes  of  trial  and  difficulty;  the 
Lessons  care  exercised  over  the  lonely  oy  the 
from  the  aU-seeing  God;  the  Divine  purpose 
History  in  the  life  of  everyone,  however  ob- 
scure and  friendless;  how  God  works 

out  His  gracious  purposes  by  seemingly  harsh 
methods;  and  the  strength,  comfort  and  encour- 
agement that  ever  accompany  the  hardest  expe- 
riences of  His  children. 
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Oh  16  belongs  to  J  (except  vs  la.3.15  f  which  are  from 
P).  and  21  8-21  to  E.    From  the  nature  of  the  variations 

in  the.  narratives  many  oritics  hold  that 
fi  Crlficfll  ^^  have  here  two  dilTerent  accounts  of  the 
T%  a  aL  same  incident.    But  the  narratives  as  they 

Points  stand  seem  to  be  quite  distinct,  the  one 

in  the  referring    to    Hagar's   flight   before   the 

TkA^MMAn^a  birth  of  Ishmael,  and  the  other  to  her  ex- 
rrocumeniB   pulsion  at  the  weaning  of  Isaac.    It  is 

said,  however,  that  E  represents  Ishmael 
as  a  child  "playing"  (RVm.  LXX  nai^ovra,  paUonta) 
with  Isaac  at  the  weaning  festival,  and  young  enough  to 
be  carried  by  his  mother  and  "cast"  under  a  shrub; 
while  according  to  P  (16  16 ;  21  5) .  as  a  child  was  weaned 
at  the  age  of  two  or  three  years,  he  would  be  a  lad  of 
sixteen  at  that  time.  The  argument  for  the  double 
narrative  here  does  not  seem  conclusive.  The  word 
m^sakiff.  (yer  9)  does  not  necessarily  mean  "playing" 
when  used  absolutely;  it  is  so  used  in  ch  10  14,  evidentlv 
in  the  sense  of  "moddng"  or  "Jesting."  and  Delitzsch 
gives  it  that  meaning  there.  Then  as  to  ver  14,  Uie  MT 
does  not  state  that  the  child  was  put  on  her  shoulder, 
although  the  LXX  does;  nor  does  "cast"  (ver  15)  so 
"clearly  imply"  that  Ishmael  was  an  infant  carried  by 
his  mother  (cf  Mt  15  30).  It  may  be  added  that  the 
words  ytUdh  and  na'ar,  tr'  "child  and  "lad"  respec- 
tively, determine  nothing  as  to  age,  as  they  are  each  used 
elsewhere  in  both  senses. 

In  Gal  4  21  ff  St.  Paul  makes  an  allegorical  use 
of  this  episode  in  the  history  of  Ishmael  and  Isaac 
to  support  his  argument  for  the  transi- 
6.  Allegor-  tory  character  of  the  Jewish  ritual  and 
leal  Use  of  the  final  triumph  of  Christian  freedom 
the  Story  over  all  Juclaizing  tendencies.  In 
by  St  Paul  elaborating  his  reference,  the  apostle 
institutes  a  series  of  contrasts.  Hagar, 
the  bondwoman,  represents  the  old  covenant  which 
was  given  from  Mt.  Sinai;  and  as  Ishmael  was 
Abraham's  son  after  the  neshi  so  the  Judaizing 
Christians,  who  wish  to  remain  in  bondage  to  the 
law,  are  Hagar's  children.  On  the  other  hand, 
Sarah,  the  freewoman,  represents  the  new  cove- 
nant mstituted  by  Christ;  and  as  Isaac  was  bom 
to  Abraham  in  virtue  of  the  promise,  so  the  Chris- 
tians who  have  freed  themselves  entirely  from  the 
law  of  carnal  ordinances  and  live  by  faith  are 
Sarah's  children.  Thus  Hagar  corresponds  to  "the 
Jems  that  now  is,"  that  iSj  the  Jewish  state  which 
is  in  spiritual  bondage  with  her  children;  while 
Sarah  represents  "the  Jems  that  is  above,"  "our 
mother"  (RV),  the  mother  of  us  Christians,  that 
free  spiritual  city  to  which  Christians  even  now 
belong  (Phil  3  20).  By  this  allegory  the  apostle 
would  warn  the  Galatian  Christians  of  the  oanger 
which  beset  them  from  their  Judaizing  brethren,  of 
their  subjection  to  the  covenant  of  works  and  their 
ultimate  expulsion  from  the  household  of  faith. 

To  us  St.  Paul's  reference  does  not  appeal  with  the 
same  force  as  it  would  do  to  those  to  whom  he  was 
writing.  The  incident  taken  by  itself,  indeed,  does 
not  contain  any  suggestion  of  such  a  bidden  mean- 
ing. Yet  the  history  of  the  Heb  nation  is  but  typi- 
cal of  the  history  of  the  church  in  all  ages,  and  the 
apostle's  familiarity  with  rabbinical  modes  of  inter- 
pretation may  have  led  him  to  adopt  this  method 
of  confirming  the  truth  which  he  had  already  proved 
from  the  law  itself. 

For  a  discussion  of  the  text  and  interpretation  of 
Gal  4  25a,  f  Now  this  Hagar  is  mount  Sinai  in 
Arabia,"  and  an  account  of  Philo's  allegory  of  Hagar 
and  Sarah,  see  Lightfoot's  notes  at  the  end  of  ch  iv 
in  hill  Comm,  on  Gal,  James  Crichton 

HAGARENES,  h&'gar-€nz,  HAGARITES,  h&'- 
gar-!ts.    See  Haqriteb. 

HAGERTTE,  ha'g6r-It  O'^yn,  haghri).  See 
HAGRrrES. 

HAGGADA,  ha-g&'dft.    See  Talmud. 

HAGGAI,  hag'a-I,  hag'&-i  OJn ,  haggaVf  an  adj. 
formed  from  ^1J ,  hagh,  "feast") :  The  word  "Haggai" 


mav  mean  "festal,"  the  prophet  having  been  bom 

perhaps  on  a  festival  day;    cf   the  Kom  name 

"Festus."     Heb  proper  names  were 

1.  Name       sometimes  formed  in  this  manner,  e.g. 

Barzillai,  "a  man  of  iron,"  from  band, 
"iron."  Ha^ai  niav,  however,  be  a  shortened 
form  of  Haggiah  (1  Ch  6  30),  meaning  "festival  of 
Jeh,"  as  Mattenai  is  an  abbreviation  of  Mattaniah 
(Ezr  10  33.26).  In  Or  'Ayyatot,  Haggaios,  in  Latj 
AggaeiLS  or  Agaeus^  sometimes  Haggaeua.  Haggai 
is  the  10th  in  the  order  of  the  Twelve  Prophets. 

Little  is  really  known  of  his  personal  history.    But 
we  do  know  that  he  lived  soon  after  the  captivity, 

being  the  first  of  the  prophets  of  the 

2.  Persoiud  Restoration.  From  8  3  of  his  prophe- 
History         ciesit  is  inferred  by  many  that  he  nad 

seen  the  first  temple,  which,  as  we 
know,  was  destroyed  in  586  BCf.  If  so,  he  must 
have  prophesied  when  a  comparatively  old  man,  for 
we  know  the  exact  date  of  his  prophecies,  520  BC. 
According  to  Ezr  6  1;  6  14,  he  was  a  contemporary 
of  Zechariah,  and  was  associated  with  him  m  the 
work  of  rebuilding  the  temple;  besides,  in  the  Gr 
and  Lat  and  Syr  vSS,  his  name  stands  with  Zecha- 
riah's  at  the  head  of  certain  pss,  e.g.  Ps  111  (112), 
in  the  Vulg  alone;  Pss  126, 126,  in  the  Pesh  alone; 
Ps  137,  in  the  LXX  alone;  Pss  146^  147,  148,  in 
LXX  and  Pesh;  and  Ps  146,  in  LXX,  Pesh  and 
Vulg:  perhaps  these  pss  were  introduced  into  the 
temple-service  on  their  recommendation.    He  was  a 

Erophet  of  ^reat  faith  (cf  2  1-5);  it  is  possible  that 
e  was  a  pnest  also  (cf  2  10-19).  Like  Malachi  he 
bears  the  name  of  "Jeh's  messenger"  (1  13;  cf 
Mai  3  1).  According  to  Jewish  tradition,  he  was 
a  member  of  the  Great  Synagogue. 

Haggai's  work  was  intensely  practical  and  impor- 
tant.   Jeh  employed  him  to  awaken  the  conscience 
and  stimulate  the  enthusiasm  of  his 

3.  Work       compatriots  in  the  rebuilding  of  the 

temple.  "No  prophet  ever  appeared 
at  a  more  critical  juncture  in  the  history  of  the 
people,  and,  it  may  be  added,  no  prophet  was  more 
successful"  (Marcus  Dods).  Zechariah  assisted 
him  (cf  Hag  1  1;  Zee  1  1). 

Haggai's  prophecies,   like  Ezekiel's,   are  dated 
"in  the  second  year  of  Darius"  (1  1;   2  10),  i.e. 

520   BC.    The   Jews,    42,360  strong 

4.  Period  (Ezr  2  64),  had  returned  from  Baby- 
and  Cir-  Ion  16  years  before  (536  BC),  under  the 
Cttmstances  leadersnip   of    Zerubbabel,    the   civil 

head  of  the  community,  and  Joshua, 
the  ecclesiasticcd.  The  generous  edict  of  Cyrus 
had  made  return  possible  (cf  Ezr  1  1-4).  The 
new  colonists  had  settled  in  Jems  and  in  the  neigh- 
boring towns  of  Bethlehem,  Bethel,  Anathoth, 
Gibeon,  Kiriath-jearim,  and  others  adjacent  (Ezr 
2  20  fi).  Eager  to  reestablish  the  public  worship 
of  the  sanctuary,  they  set  about  at  once  to  erect 
the  altar  of  burnt  offering  upon  its  old  site  (Ezr  3 
2.3;  cf  Hag  2  14).  Plans  were  also  made  for  the 
immediate  rebuilding  of  the  temple,  and  the  founda- 
tion stone  was  actu^ly  laid  in  the  2d  month  of  the 
2d  year  of  the  return  (Ezr  3  8-10),  but  the  work 
was  suddenly  interrupted  by  the  jealous,  half-caste, 
semi-pagan  Samaritans,  descendants  of  the  foreign 
colonists  introduced  into  Samaria  in  722  BC  (cf 
2  K  17  24-41),  whose  offer  to  cooperate  had  been 
refused  (Ezr  4  1-5.24).  For  16  years  thereafter 
nothing  was  done  toward  rearing  the  superstructure 
(Ezr  4  5.24;  6  16);  indeed,  the  Jews  became  in- 
different, and  began  to  build  for  themselves  "ceiled 
houses"  (Hag  1  4).  (W.  H.  Kosters  has  attempted 
to  show  that  there  was  no  return  under  Cyrus,  and 
that  Haggai  and  ZecharisJi,  who  never  allude  to  any 
return,  but  rather  look  upon  the  return  as  still  in  the 
future  [cf  Zee  2  6.7],  preached  to  the  Jews  who  re- 
mained in  Jems,  never  having  been  carried  by  Neb- 
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uchadnezzar  into  captivity  in  586  BC.  But  this 
theory  is  opposed  by  too  many  converging  lines  of 
Scriptural  statement  to  warrant  serious  credence.) 
Witn  the  accession  of  Darius  Hystaspes  (i.e.  Darius, 
the  son  of  Hystaspes) ,  the  tide  turned.  Darius  was 
a  true  successor  to  C^rus,and  favored  religious  free- 
dom. Through  the  influence  of  the  prophets  Ha^- 
gai  and  Zechariah,  the  people  were  roused  from  their 
lethargy,  and  the  work  of  rebuilding  was  resumed 
with  energy  in  520  BC  (Hag  1  14.15).  Thefoundar 
tions  were  relaid  (Ha^  2  18).  Four  years  later,  in 
the  6th  year  of  Danus,  the  whole  structure  was 
completed  and  dedicated  (Ezr  6  15).  Meanwhile 
important  events  were  taking  place  in  the  Pers 
empire.  On  the  death  of  Cambyses  in  522  BC,  the 
throne  had  been  seized  by  a  usurper,  the  so-called 
Pseudo-Smerdis.  who  held  it,  however,  for  some  7 
months  only.  He  was  murdered  by  Darius,  and 
the  latter  was  elevated  to  the  throne.  But  this 
gave  other  ambitious  pretenders  cause  to  rebel,  and 
many  provinces  revolted,  among  them  Susiana, 
Media,  Assyria,  Armenia,  rarthia,  and  others  (cf  the 
famous  Behistun  inscription).  Altogether  Darius 
fought  19  battles  in  putting  down  his  rivals,  and 
did  not  succeed  in  vanquishing  all  of  his  foes  till  the 
year  after  Haggai  prophesied .  This  accounts  for  the 
prophet's  repeated  allusions  to  Jeh's  ''shaking''  ther 
nations  (2  6.7.21.22).  Haggai  seems  to  regard  the 
"shaking"  of  the  nations  as  the  precursor  of  the 
Messianic  age.  It  was,  therefore,  important  from 
the  prophet's  point  of  view,  that  J^'s  temple  should 
be  maoe  reaoy  for  the  Messiah's  advent,  that  it 
might  become  the  religious  center  of  the  world  (cf 
Isa  2  2-4).  The  exact  date  of  Haggai's  preaching 
was  from  September  to  December,  520  BC. 

Haggai's  prophecies  are  dated  and  therefore 
easily  analyzed.  They  are  composed  of  four  dis- 
tinct discourses,  all  four  beinc  dcliv- 
6.  Analysis  ered  within  4  months'  time  in  tne  year 
520  BC:  (1)  Ch  1,  delivered  on  the 
1st  day  of  the  6th  month  (September)^  in  which  the 
prophet  reproaches  the  people  for  their  indifference 
to  the  work  of  rebuildmg  the  temple,  and  warns 
them  to  consider  their  ways;  assuring  them  that 
their  procrastination  was  not  due  to  want  of  means 
(1  4),  and  that  God  on  account  of  their  apathy  was 
withholding  the  produce  of  the  field  (1  10).  The 
effect  of  this  appeid  was  that  24  days  later,  all  the 
people,  including  Zerubbabel  and  Joshua,  began 
the  work  of  reconstruction  (1  14.15).  (2)  2  1-9, 
delivered  on  the  21st  day  of  the  7th  month  (Octo- 
ber), which  was  about  one  month  after  the  work  had 
been  resumed,  and  containing  a  note  of  encourage- 
ment to  those  who  felt  that  the  new  structure  was 
destined  to  be  so  much  inferior  to  Solomon's  temple. 
The  prophet,  on  the  contrary,  assures  them  that  the 
latter  glory  of  the  new  house  shall  eclipse  that  of 
Solomon's  magnificent  temple,  for  soon  a  great 
"shaking"  on  Jeh's  part  among  the  nations  will 
usher  in  the  Messianic  age,  and  the  precious  things 
of  all  nations  will  flow  in  to  beautify  it  (cf  He  12 
26-28).  (3)  2  10-19,  delivered  on  the  24th  day 
of  the  9th  month  (December)  which  was  exactly 
3  months  after  the  Duildin^  had  been  resumed,  and 
containing,  like  the  first  discourse,  a  rebuke  to  the 

?eople  because  of  their  indifference  and  inertia, 
'he  discourse  is  couched  in  the  form  of  a  parable 
(vs  11-14),  by  means  of  which  the  prophet  explains 
why  the  prayers  of  the  people  go  unanswered.  It 
is  because  they  have  so  long  postponed  the  comple- 
tion of  the  temple;  a  taint  of  guilt  vitiates  every- 
thing they  do,  and  blasting  and  mildew  and  hail, 
and  consequently  unfruitful  seasons,  are  the  result. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  they  will  but  press  forward 
with  the  work,  Jeh  will  again  bless  them,  and  fruit- 
ful seasons  will  follow  their  revived  zeal  (2  19;  cf 
Zee  8  9-12).    (4)  2  20-23,  delivered  on  the  24th 


day  of  the  9th  month,  the  very  same  day  as  that  on 
which  the  discourse  in  2  10-19  was  delivered.  The 
sequence  is  immediate.  For  when  Jeh  "shakes" 
the  nations,  He  will  establish  Zerubbabel,  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Davidic  dynasty  and  the  object  of 
patriotic  hopes.  When  the  heathen  powers  are 
overthrown,  Zerubbabel  will  stand  mishaken  as 
Jeh's  honored  and  trusted  vicegerent,  and  as  the 

grecious  signet  on  Jeh's  hand  (d  Jer  22  24;  Cant 
6). 

The  most  striking  feature  in  Haggai's  message 

is  its  repeated  claim  of  Divine  origin:  5  t  in  the  38 

verses  of  his  prophecies,  he  tells  us 

6.  Message  that  ''the  word  of  Jeh  came"  unto 

him  (1  1.3;  2  1.10.20);  4  t,  also,  he 
used  the  formula,  "Thus  saith  Jeh  of  hosts"  (1  2. 
5.7;  2  11);  5  t  ''saith  Jeh  of  hosts"  (1  9;  2  6,7. 
9.23);  and  4  t  simply  "saith  Jeh"  (1  13;  2  4.14.17). 
Altogether  he  uses  the  exalted  phrase  "Jeh  of 
hosts"  14  t,  besides  19  repetitions  of  the  single 
but  ineffable  name  "Jeh."  The  most  striking  sen- 
tence in  all  his  prophecies  is  probably  that  found 
in  1  13,  "Then  spake  Haggai,  Jeh's  messenger  in 
Jeh's  message  unto  the  people."    His  single  pur- 

gose.  as  we  nave  above  seen,  was  to  encourage  the 
uilaing  of  the  temple.  This  he  seems  to  have  re- 
farded  as  essential  to  the  purity  of  Israel's  religion, 
[is  key-exhortation  is,  "Consider  your  ways" 
(15  7;  cf  2  15.18).  His  prophecies  reflect  the 
conditions  of  his  age.  He  points  to  judgments  as 
a  proof  of  the  Divine  displeasure  (1  9.10;  2  15-19). 
Unlike  the  earlier  prophets,  he  does  not  denounce 
idolatry;  but  like  his  contemporary,  Zechariah, 
and  his  successor,  Malachi,  he  does  lay  stress  on  the 
external  side  of  religion.  Chief  interest  centers 
in  the  somewhat  unusual  parable  contained  in 
2  10-19,  which  teaches  that  holiness  is  not  con- 
tagious, but  that  evil  is.  "The  faint  aroma  of 
sanctity  coming  from  their  altar  and  sacrifices  W2is 
too  feeble  to  pervade  the  secular  atmosphere  of  their 
life"  (A.  B.  Davidson,  ExUe  and  Restoration,  82). 
Haggai  argues  that  Israel's  sacrifices  for  16  years 
hadbeen  unclean  in  God's  sight,  and  had  brought 
them  no  blessing,  because  they  had  left  the  temple 
in  ruins;  and,  that  while  a  nealthy  man  cannot 
give  his  health  to  another  by  touching  him,  a  sick 
man  may  easUy  spread  contagion  among  all  those 
about  him.  The  thought  is  suggestive.  Haggai 
may  or  may  not  have  been  a  priest,  "but  in  so  short 
a  prophecy  this  elaborate  allusion  to  ritual  is  very 
significant."  Another  very  striking  thought  in 
Haggai's  book  is  his  reference  to  Zerubbabel  as  Jeh's 
"servant"  and  "signet,"  whom  Jeh  has  "chosen" 
(2  23).  Wellhausen  regards  these  words  as  an 
equivalent  to  making  Zerubbabel  the  Messiah;  but 
it  is  enough  to  think  that  the  prophet  is  attempt- 
ing only  to  restore  him  to  the  honorable  position 
from  which  his  grandfather.  Jehoiachin,  in  Jer  22 
24,  had  been  degraded.  Tnus  would  tne  prophet 
link  Zerubbabel^  the  political  hope  of  the  post- 
exilic  congregation,  to  the  royal  line  of  Judah. 
Isaiah  speaks  of  Cyrus  in  similar  terms  without 
any  Messianic  implication  (Isa  44  28;  46  1).  On 
the  other  hand,  the  implicit  Messianic  import  of 
2  7.8  is  recognized  on  ail  sides. 

Haggai's  sWle  is  suited  to  the  oontents  of  his 

prophecies.     While  he  is  less  poetical   than   his 

predecessors,    yet   parallelism   is   not 

7.  Style         altogether   wanting    in   his   sentence 

(2  8).  Compared  with  the  greater 
books  of  prophecy,  his  brief  message  has  been  de- 
cliured  "plain  and  imadomed,"  "tame  and  prosaic"; 
yet  it  must  be  acknowledged  that  he  is  not  want- 
mg  in  pathos  when  he  reproves,  or  in  force  when  he 
exhorts.  Though  he  labors  under  a  poverty  of 
terms,  and  frequently  repeats  the  same  formulaei 
yet  he  was  protoundly  in  earnest,  and  became  the 
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most  successful  in  his  purpose  of  all  his  class.    He 

was  esp.  fond  of  interrogation.    At  best  we  have 

only  a  summary,  probaBly,  of  what  he  actually 

preached. 

The  critical  questions  involved  in  Hag^ai's  case 

are  not  serious:  2  5a,  for  example,  is  wantmg  in  the 

LXX;   to  2  14  the  LXX  ajd&  from 

8.  Criticism  Am  6  10;  2  17  is  very  similar  to,  and 

seems  dependent  on,  Am  4  9:    1  7& 

and  13,  are  rejected  by  some  as  later  interpolations; 

while  Klostermann  and  Marti    hold  that  the  book 

as  a  whole  was  not  written  by  Haggai  at  all,  but 

rather  about  his  prophetic  activity,   a  perfectly 

gratuitous    assumption    without    any    substantial 

proof  in  its  favor. 

LzTSBATUBB. — DHveF,  New  Century  Bible,  "The 
Minor  Prophets,"  II,  1906;  LOT,  1909;  G.  A.  Smith. 
Expositor* »  Bible,  "The  Twelve  Prophets."  II,  1898; 
B.  B.  Pusey,  The  Minor  Prophets,  II.  1878;  M.  Dods. 
"Handbooks  for  Bible  Classes."  Hag,  Zee,  Mai;  J. 
WeUhausen,  Die  kleinen  Propheten  Hbereetet  u.  erkldrt, 
1898;  W.  Nowack,  Die  kleinen  Propheten  Hbersetxt  u. 
erkldrt,  1905;  K.  Marti,  Dodekapropheton  erkldrt,  1904; 
H.  G.  MltcheU,  ICC,  1912. 

George  L.  Robinson 
HAGGERI,  hag'^ri.    See  Haori. 

HAGGI,  hag'I  OJH ,  fiuggl,  "festive") :  The  second 
son  of  Gad  (Gen  46  iO;  Nu  26  15).  The  latter 
refers  to  his  descendants  as  Haggites,  of  whom 
nothing  else  is  known. 

HAGGIAH,  ha-gl'a  (Tljjn,  fiagglyahy  "feast  of 

Jeh''):    Named  in  1  Ch  6  30  as  among  the  de- 
scendants of  Levi. 

HAGGITES,  hag'its.    See  Haggi. 

HAGGITH,  hag'ith  (H'^Sn,  haggith,  "festal"): 
According  to  2  S  3  4;  1  K  1  5.11;  8  13;  1  Ch  3 
2,  the  fifth  wife  of  David  and  the  mother  of  his 
fourth  son^  Adonijah.  The  latter  was  bom  in 
Hebron  while  David's  capital  was  there  (2  S  3  4.5). 

HAGIA,  ha'gi-a.    See  Aqia. 

HAGIOGRAPHA,  hag-i-og'ra-fa.  See  Bible; 
Canon  op  OT. 

HAGRI,  hag'n  n?ri,  haghr%,  "wanderer";  AV 
Haggeri) :  The  father  of  Mibhar.  one  of  the  "mighty 
men^  who  rallied  round  Davia  during  his  foreign 
wars.  Mentioned  only  in  1  Ch  11  38,  whose  ||  pas- 
sage, 2  S  23  36,  gives,  instead,  the  name  "Bani  the 
Gadite." 

HAGRITES,  hag'rits  (D'^S'^T^in,  haghn'lm): 
An  Arab  tribe,  or  confederation  of  tribes  (1  Ch  6 
10.19.20  AV  "Hagarites";  27  31  AV  "Hagerite"; 
Ps  83  6  "Hagarenes"),  against  which  the  Reuben- 
ites  fought  in  the  days  of  Saul.  In  Gen  26  12-18 
are  recorded  the  descendants,  "generations,"  of 
Ishmael,  "whom  Hagar  the  £gyp>  Sarah's  nand- 
maid,  bare  unto  Abraham."  Two,  and  possiblv 
three,  of  these  tribes,  Jetur,  Naphish  and  Kedemah 
(ver  15),  appear  to  be  identical  with  the  3  tribes 
whom  the  Reubenites  and  the  other  Israelitish 
tribes  E.  of  the  Jordan  conquered  and  dispossessed 
(1  Ch  6).  The  correspondence  of  names  in  Gen 
and  1  Ch  leaves  little  doubt  that  "Hagrite"  is  a 
generic  term  roughly  synonymous  with  "Ishmael- 
ite,"  designating  the  irregular  and  shifting  line  of 
desert  tribes  stretching  along  the  £.  and  S.  of  Pal. 
Those  "E.  of  Gilead,"  ^*  Jetur,  Naphish  and  Nodah," 
were  overcome  bjr  Reuben:  "The  Hagrites  were 
delivered  into  their  hand,  and  all  that  were  with 

them And   they   took   awav   their   cattle 

....  they  dwelt  in  their  stead  imtil  the  captivity" 
(1  Ch  5  20-22). 


These  along  with  other  Arab  tribes  are  mentioned 
in  the  inscriptions  of  Tiglath-pileser  III  (745-727 
BC).  Jetur  gave  his  name  to  the  Ituraeans  of  Rom 
times,  who  were  famed  soldiers  dwelling  in  Anti« 
Libanus.  Cf  Curtis,  Comm.  on  Ch;  Skinner, 
"Gen,"  ICC,  in  loc.  Edwabd  Mack 

HA-HIROTH,  harhl'roth.    See  Pi-hahiboth. 

HAI,  ha'I  p?n,  ha-'ay,  "the  heap"):  Gen  12  8; 
13  3  AV;  RV  Ai  (which  see). 

HAIL,  hftl  (inij ,  harOdh;  x^«l«.  chdlaza) :  HaU 

usually  falls  in  the  spring  or  summer  during  severe 

thimder  storms.    Hailstones  are  made 

1.  Its  up  of  alternate  layers  of  ice  and  snow, 
Occurrence  and  sometimes  reach  considerable  size, 

causing  ^at  damage  by  their  fall. 
Upward  currents  of  air  carry  up  raindrops  already 
formed  to  the  colder  regions  above,  where  they 
freeze,  and  as  they  again  pass  through  layers  of 
cloud,  their  bulk  increases  until,  too  heavy  to  be 
carried  by  the  current,  they  fall  to  the  ground.  Hail- 
storms, like  thunder  storms,  occur  in  narrow  belts 
a  few  miles  in  breadth  and  are  of  short  duration. 
Almost  without  exception  they  occur  in  the  day- 
time. If  they  take  place  before  the  time  of  harvest 
they  do  great  damage  to  grain  and  fruit,  and  in  ex- 
treme cases  have  injured  property  and  endangered 
life. 

Hailstorms,  while  by  no  means  common  in  Syria 

and  Pal,  are  not  imusual  and  are  of  great  severity. 

Thev  occasionally  take  j^ace  in  Egypt. 

2.  In  Syria    Within  a  few  years  hailstones  ot  un- 

usual size  fell  in  Port  Said,  breaking 
thousands  of  windows. 

(1)  The  plague  of  haU  (Ex  9  23-24;  Ps  78  47), 
which  was  a  local  storm,  as  they  usually  are,  falling 

on  the  Egyptians  and  not  striking  the 

3.  Biblical     children  of  Israel  in  Goshen.    It  was 
Instances      of  great  severity.    "There  was  hail, 

and  fire  mingled  with  the  hail,  very 
floievous,  such  as  had  not  been  in  all  the  land  of 
Egypt  since  it  became  a  nation"  (Ex  9  24).  It 
took  place  in  January,  for  the  barley  "was  in  the  ear. 
and  the  flax  was  in  bloom"  (ver  31),  and  caused 
gre&t  damage.  (2)  Af ler  the  battle  with  the  Amo- 
rites  at  Gibeon.  "Jeh  cast  down  great  stones  from 
heaven  upon  tnem  unto  Azekah,  and  they  died: 
they  were  more  who  died  with  the  hailstones  than 
they  whom  the  children  of  Israel  slew  with  the 
sword"  (Josh  10  11). 

Hail  is  often  spoken  of  as  a  means  of  punishing 
the  wicked:  "As  a  tempest  of  hail ....  will  he  cast 

down"    (Isa  28  2) ;    "The  hail  shall 

4.  As  Pun-   sweep  away  the  refuge  of  lies"  (ver 
ishment        17);  and  as  symbols  of  (jod's  anger: 

"I  will  rain  ....  great  hailstones, 
fire,  and  brimstone"  (Ezk  38  22);  "There  shall 
be  ...  .  great  hailstones  in  wrath  to  consume  it" 
(Ezk  13  13;  cf  Isa  30  30;  Hag  2  17;  Rev  8  7; 
11  19;  16  21). 

Jeh's  power  and  wisdom  are  shown 

6.  God's       in  controlling  the  hail:    "Hast  thou 

Power  seen  the  treasuries  of  the  hail?"  (Job 

38  22);    "Fire   and   hail,   snow   and 

vapor  ....  fulfilling  his  word"  (Ps  148  8). 

Alfred  H.  Joy 
HAIL,  hal:  Interjection,  found  only  in  the  Gos- 
pels as  the  tr  of  x«*)i>«,  chairef  x«^P«"«i  chairete, 
imp.  of  x^'^P^'t  chairo,  "to  rejoice,"  is  used  as  a 
greeting  or  salutation.  The  word  "Hail"  is  OE 
and  was  formerly  an  adj.,  used  with  the  vb.  to  be, 
meaning  "well,''^  "sound,''  "hale,"  e.g.  "Hale  be 
thou."  Wiclif  has  "heil"  without  the  vb.,  foUowed 
by  other  Eng.  VSS,  except  that  the  Geneva  has 
"CJod  save  thee,"  in  Mt  26  49;  28  9.    The  word 
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HAIR,  hftr  ("\riD  ,  se'fir,  "ffip  ,  sa'ar,  Aram.  1??! , 

»*'ar,  and   their  derivatives;   Oplfi   Ihrix,  aen,  case 

Tpix^i    trichds,     KdiiTi,    fcftrni) :     Hur 

1.  Bah  was  worn  in  different  fashions  by  the 
Fashions        Orientals  of  Bib.  timps,  and  not  always 

in  the  same  way  among  the  eame  people 
in  different  epochs.  We  know  this  clearly  from 
Egyp  lit.  and  monuments,  aa 
vieh  as  from  the  writings  of 
Or  authors  (cap.  Hcrodotua), 
that  the  dwellers  on  the  Nile 
had  their  heads  shaved  in 
early  youth,  leaving  but  a 
side  lock  until  maturity  was 
attained,  when  this  mark  of 
childhood  was  taken  away. 
Priests  and  warriors  kept 
their  heads  closely  shaved: 

nothing  but  the  exigenciea  of  ^^^  j^„„^^  ^ 
arduous  warfare  were  allowed  Wearing  H*Jr. 

to  interfere  with  this  custom,  (mn  Kuipuin  .■  sriL  >u.i 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Heb 

people,  like  their  Bab  neighbors  (Herod.  i.l96), 
affected  long  and  wctt-cared-for,  bushy  curls  of  hair 
as  emblems  of  manly  beauty.  Proofs  thereof  are  not 
infrequent  in  the  Scriptures  and  elsewhere.  Sam- 
son's (Jgs  16  13,19]  and  Absalom's  (2  S  14  26)  long 
luwariant  hair  is  specially  mentioned,  and  the  Shu- 
lammite  sings  of  the  locks  of  her  beloved  which  are 
"bushy  |RVm  "curling"),  and  black  as  a  raven" 
(Cant  S  11).  Jos  {ArU.  VIII,  vii,  3  [185])  reporia 
that  Solomon's  body-guard  was  distinguished  by 
youthful  beauty  and  "luxuriant  heads  of  hur."  In 
the  historv  of  Samson  we  read  of  "the  seven  locka 
of  his  he^"  (Jgs  16  19).  It  is  likely  that  the  ex- 
pression signifies  the  plaits  of  hair  which  are  even 
now  often  worn  by  the  young  Bed&win  warrior  of 
the  desert. 

It  is  well  known  that  among  the  surrounding 

heathen  nations  the  hair  of  childhood  or  youth  was 

often  shaved  and  consecrated  at  idol- 

2.  Hair  in     atrous  shrines    <ef  Herod,  ii.65   for 
Idol'  Egypt).      Frequently      this      custom 
Worship        marked  an  initiatory  rite  into  the  serv- 
ice of  a  divinity  (e.g.  that  of  Orotal 

(Bacchus)  in  Arabia,  Herod,  iii.8).  It  was  there- 
fore an  abomination  of  the  Gentiles  in  the  eyes  of 


EgfpUan  Mannar  ot  Wearlnft  Hair. 


the  Jew,   which  is  referred  to  in  Lev  19  27;   Jer 

9  26;  26  23;  49  32.  The  Syr  version  of  the  latter 
passage  renders,  "Ye  shall  not  let  your  hair  grow 
long"  (i.e.  in  order  to  cut  it  as  a  religious  rite  in 
honor  of  an  idol).  It  is,  however,  probable  that 
among  the  Jews,  as  now  among  many  classes  of 


S.  Th« 
Hazirit« 
Vow 


Mohammedans,  the  periodical  cropping  of  the  hair. 

when  i  t  had  become  too  cumbersome,  was  connect^ 
with  some  small  festivity,  when  the  weight  of  the 
hair  was  ascertained,  and  its  weight  in  silver  was 
given  in  charity  U>  the  poor.  At  least,  the  weigh- 
ing of  Absalom's  hair  (2  8  14  2fi)  may  be  referred 
to  some  such  custom,  which  is  not  unparalleled  in 
other  countries.  The  use  of  balances  in  connection 
with  the  shaving-off  of  the  h^r  in  Ezk  B  1  is  cer- 
tainly out  of  the  common.  See  illustration,  "Votive 
Offering,"  on  p.  1302. 

We  may  also  compare  the  shaving  of  the  head  of 
the  Nazint«  hi  these  heathen  practices,  though  the 
resemblance  is  merely  superficial.  The 
man  who  made  a  vow  to  God  was  re- 
sponsible to  Him  with  his  whole  body 
and  being.  Not  even  a  hair  was  to 
be  injured  wilfully  during  the  whole 
period  of  the  vow,  for  all  belonged  to  God.  The 
conclusion  of  the  Nazirite  vow  was  marked  by  sac- 
rificea  and  the  shaving  of  the  head  at  the  door  of 
the  sanctuary  (Nu  6  1-21),  indicative  of  a  new 
beginning  of  life.  The  long  untouched  hair  was 
therefore  considered  as  the  emblem  of  personal 
devotion  (or  devotednoss)  to  the  God  of  all  strength. 
Thus  it  was  an  easy  step  hi  the  thought  that  in  the 
hair  was  the  seat  of  strength  of  a  Samson  (Jgs  16 
17.20).  God  has  numbered  the  very  hairs  of  the 
head  (Mt  10  30;  Lk  12  7),  which  to  human  beings 
conveys  the  idea  of  the  innumerableness  (Ps  40  12; 
69  4).  What  God  can  number.  He  can  also  protect, 
so  that  not  even  a  hair  of  the  head  might  "fall  to  the 
earth"  or  "perish."  These  phrases  eiqiress  complete 
safety  (1  8  14  45;  2  8  14  11;  1  K  1  52;  li  21 
18;  Acts  27  34). 

In  NT  times,  eep.  in  the  Diaspora,  the  Jews  fre- 
quently adopted  the  fashion  of  the  Romans  in  crop- 
ping the  hair  closely  (1  Cor  11  14); 
4.  Later  still  the  fear  of  being  tainted  by  the 
Fmshions  idolatrous  practice  of  the  heathen, 
which  is  specially  forbidden  in  Lev 
31  5,  was  so  great  that  the  side  locks  remained  un- 
touched and  were  permitted  to  grow  ad  libitum. 
This  is  still  the  custom  among  the  Jews  of  Eastern 
Europe  and  the  Orient.    See  also  Head. 

If  Heb  men  paid  much  attention  to  their  hair,  it 
was  even  more  so  among  Heb  women.     Long  black 
tresses  were  the  pride  of  the  Jewish 
6.  Woman's  maiden  and  matron    (Cant  7  5;    Jn 
Hair  11  2;     1  Cor  11  5.6.15),  but    many 

of  the  expressions  used  in  connection 
with  the  "coiffures"  of  women  do  not  convey  to  us 
more  than  a  vague  idea.  The  "locks"  of  AV  in 
Cant  4  1.3;  6  7;  Isa  47  2  (TT^,  gimmah)  prob- 
ably  do  not  refer  to  the  hair,  but  should  be  tH  (as 
does  RV,  which  follows  the  LXX)  by  "veil."  Tff^. 
dallah  (Cant  7  5),  signifies  the  slender  threads  which 
represent  the  unfinished  web  in  the  loom  (cf  Isa  38 
12),  and  thence  the  flowing  hair  of  women  (RV 
"hair").  0"Tpn-!,  r'hdtim  (RV  "tresses"),  in  the 
same  ver  of  the  Song  of  Songs  means  lit.  the  "gut- 
tera"  at  which  the  flocks  were  watered  [cf  Gen  SO 
38.41),  and  thus  the  long  plaits  of  the  maiden  with 
which  the  lover  toys  and  in  which  he  is  held  cap- 
tive. The  braiding  or  dressing  of  woman's  hair  is 
expressed  in  2  K  9  30  and  Jth  10  3.  In  NT  times 
Christian  women  arc  warned  against  following  the 
fashionable  world  in  elaborate  hairdreasing  (1  Tim 
2  9;    1  Pet  S  3). 

The  care  of  the  hur,  esp.  the  periodical  cutting 
of  the  same,  early  necessitated  the  trade  of  the 
barber.    The  Heb  word  Zfi,  gaUobh, 
6.  Barbers    is  found  in  Ezk  6  I,  and  the  pi.  form 
of  the  same  word  occurs  in  an  inscrip- 
tion at  Citium  (Cyprus)  {CIS.  1586),  where  the 
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persons   thus   described    cloarly   belonged   Ui   the 
prieste  or  servants  of  a  temple.     Sec  Barber. 

Numerous   were   the   coBmetics   and   ointmeniB 
applied  to  the  hair  (Eccl  9  8;  Mt  6  17;  ptrhupa 

Ruth  3  3),  but  some,  reserved  for 
7.  Oint-  aacramenlal  purposre,  were  prohibited 
ments  for  profane  use  (Ex  30  32'  Pa  133  2). 

Sucn  distinction  we  find  also  in  Egypt, 
wKere  the  walls  of  temple  laboratoriea  were  m- 
scribed  with  extensive  recipes  of  auch  holy  oils, 


Modern  Jew  ol  Jericho  with  Long  Side  Loclm. 

while  the  medical  papyri  (see  esp.  Papyrus  Ebera, 

EUtea  64-67)  contain  numerous  ointments  for  the 
air,  the  composition  of  some  of  which  is  ascribed  to 
B  renowned  queen  of  antiquity.  Even  Gr  and  Rom 
medical  authors  have  transmitted  to  us  the  knowl- 
edge of  some  Buch  prescriptions  compounded,  it  is 
said,  by  Queen  Cleopatra  VI  of  Egypt,  the  frivolous 
friend  of  Caesar  and  Antony  (see  my  disserta- 
tion, Die  uiier  die  jrtedicinitchen  Kennlnisse  der 
alien  AegjfpUr  berichteiuien  Papyri,  etc,  Leipiig, 
1888,  121-32).  We  know  from  Jos  (Ant,  XVI, 
viii,  1  [2331),  that  Herod  the  Great,  in  his  old  age, 
dyei  his  hmr  black,  a  custom,  however,  which  does 
not  appear  to  be  specifioBlly  Jewish,  as  hair-dyes 
as  well  as  means  for  bleachmg  the  hair  were  well 
known  in  Greece  and  Rome,  It  is  certain  that  the 
passage  Mt  S  36  would  not  have  been  spoken,  had 
this  been  a  common  custom  in  the  days  of  the  Lord, 
A  special  luiniry  is  mentioned  by  Jos  {Ani,  VIII. 
vii,  3  1185)),  who  states  that  the  young  men  who 
formed  the  body-guard  of  King  Solomon  were  in  the 
habit,  on  festive  occasions,  of  sprinkhng  their  long 
hair  with  gold-dust  (^47W  XP'^"',  pstgma  cftrtwoii). 
For  the  Jews  the  anointing  of  the  head  was 
synonymous  with  joy  and  prosperity  (ct  Ps  23  5; 
S3  10;  He  1  9;  cf  also  "oil  of  joy,"  Isa  61  3,  and 
"oil  of  gladness,"  Ps  15  7).  It  was  also,  like  the 
washing  of  feet,  a  token  of  hospitality  (Ps  33  5; 
Lk  7  46). 

On  the  contrary,  it  was  the  custom  in  times  of 
personal  or  national  afBietion  and  mourning  to  wear 
the  h^r  unanointed  and  disheveled,  or  to  cover  the 
head  with  dust  and  ashes  (2  S  14  2;  Josh  7  6; 
Job  3  12),  or  to  tear  the  hair  or  to  cut  it  off  (Ezr 
»  3;  Neh  18  25;  Jer  7  29). 

We  have  referred  to  the  thickness  of  hair  which 
supplied  the  Heb  with  a  suitable  exprcAion  for 


the  conception  "innumerable."  Hair  is  also  eniress- 
ive  of  mmutenees;  thus  the  700  left-haadcd  men 
of  Benjamin  were  able  to  "sling  stones 
8.  ^mboli-  at  a  hairbreadth,  and  not  miss"  (Jfp 
cal  Dse  of  SO  16).  Gray  hairs  and  the  hoary 
Word  white  of  old  age  were  highly  honored 

by  the  Jews  (Prov  16  31;  20  29; 
2  Mace  6  23),  Besides  expressing  old  age  (Isa 
M  4),  they  stand  tor  wisdom  (Wisd  4  9|10|). 
Sometimes  white  hair  is  the  emblem  of  a  glorious, 
it  not  Divine,  presence  (Dnl  T  9;  2  Mace  IC  13: 
Rev  1  14).  Calamity  befalling  the  gray-headeu 
was  doubly  terrible  (Gen  43  38'  44  29).  The 
"hair  of  the  flesh"  is  said  to  "stand  up"  (Job  4  15: 
Sir  37  14)  when  sudden  terror  or  fear  takes  hold  at 
a  person.  The  symbolical  language  of  Isa  7  20 
uses  the  "h^r  of  the  feet"  (see  Itbt)  and  "the 
beard"  as  synonymous  with  "the  humble"  and  the 
"mighty  of  the  people." 

Camel's  hair  (Mt  3  4;  Mk  1  6)  is  mentioned 
in  connection  with  the  description  of  John  the  Bap> 
list's  raiment.  It  represents,  according  to  Jerome, 
a  rough  shirt  worn  under  the  coat  or  wrapper, 
though  a  rather  Boft  fabric  is  produced  in  Arabia 
from  the  finer  wool  of  the  camel. 

Goat's  hair  was  the  material  of  a  cloth  used  for 
wearing  apparel  and  for  a  more  or  less  waterproof 
covering  of  tents  and  bundles.  It  is  the  'black 
tent-cloth  of  Kedar'  (Cant  1  5;  Ex  36  7;  36  14). 
In  NT  times  it  was  the  special  product  of  St,  Paul's 
native  province,  Ciliria,  whence  its  name  ciiieium, 
and  its  manufacture  formed  the  apostle's  own  trade 
(Acts  18  3),  It  is  also  mentioned  as  a  material 
for  stufHiig  pillows  (1  S  19  13).  See  also  Weavino. 
H.  L.  E.  LuERiNo 

HAIR,   PLVCEING    OP   THE.     See   Punish- 


HA-JEHDDIJAH,ha-j64ia-dI'ia(n^T:T;0,Ao-V^ 
kudkiyOh):  Named  in  the  genealogical  list  (1  Ch 
4  18).  Possibly  a  proper  name  (RVm),  but 
probably  "the  Jewess"  (RV).  May  be  so  given 
m  order  to  distinguish  from  the  Egvp  named  in  this 
verse.    AV  translates  "Jehudijah. 

BAKEATAN,  hak'a-tan  rC^f^,  Aa-fdfdn,  "the 
little  one"):  The  lather  of  Johanan,  who  returned 
with  Ezra  to  Jems  (Ezr  8  12<>Akatan,  1  Ead  8 


HAKEOZ,  hak'oz  (THpO,  ha^^Os,  or  ha-^dt, 
"the  nimble"): 

(1)  A  priest  and  chief  of  the  7th  course  of  Aaron's 

sons  selected  by  David  (1  Ch  24  10).  According 
to  Ezr  3  61;  Neh  3  4,21:  7  63,  his  descendants 
returned  with  Zerubbabel  from  the  captivity.  But 
A V  considers  the  name  in  Ezr  and  ^eh  as  having 
the  art.  prefixed,  hence  renders  "Koz." 

(2)  One  of  Judah's  desoendanU  (1  Ch  4  8). 

HAKUPHA,  ha-kll'fa  (i(?''pn,  Mlfiipha',  "in- 
citement"). A  family  name  of  some  of  the  Nethin- 
im  who  returned  with  Zerubbabel  from  Babylon 
(Ezr  2  51;   Neh  7  53). 

HALAH,  h&'Ia  (n^n ,  hOicA;  'AXit,  Halde.  'AXX&t, 
Hailde.  Xoix.  ChaOch,  for  XoXAx,  C/udOch,  XoXA, 
Chald;  Vulg  Hala):  Mentioned  in 
1.  Many  2  K  17  6;  18  11;  1  Ch  6  26,  as 
Identiflca-  one  of  the  places  to  which  the  kings  of 
tions  Assyria  sent  the  exiled  Israelites  (see 

Gozan;  Haboh).  Various  identi- 
fications have  been  proposed,  all  of  them  except 
the  last  more  or  less  improbable  for  philological 
reasons:  (1)  the  Assyr  Kalalf  {NimrOd,  the  Calab 
of  Gen  10  11);     (2)  the  Assyr  ffilakku   (Cilicia); 
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(3)  Chalkitui  in  McMipotamia  (Ptol.  v.  18,  4),  ad- 
joining Gauzanitin  (Gozan) — a  good  position  other- 
wise; (4}  the  Calachene  of  Strabo,  in  the  N.  of 
AM3rria.  Eaual]^  umuitablc.  ^^t  is  (5)  the 
Chalonitifl  of  Plinv  and  Btraoo,  N.E.  of  Aflgyria, 
notwithstanding  that  thia  was  apparently  called 
Halah  by  the  Syrians,  An  attractive  identification 
was  (6)  with  the  river  Ballkh  (by  change  of  H  in- 
to B)--cf  LXX  '*in  Halae  and  in  Habor,  riverB  of 
Gozan" — but  even  this  has  to  be  abandoned  in 
favor  of  (7)  the  Assyr  ffala^Uf  which 
2.  The  (except  the  doubling  and  the  case- 

Moit  Prob-  ending)  is  the  same,  letter  for  letter, 
able  of  It  is  mentioned  in  tne  W,  Asia  Inscr, 

litem  II,   pi.   53,   1.   35,   between   Arrap^a 

(Arrapachitis)  and  Ra^appu  (Reseph). 
According  to  the  tablet  K.  123.  where  it  is  callol 
mat  ffalal^l)if  "the  land  of  Halaob^f"  it  apparently 
included  the  towns  Se-bisd,  Se-trrifii,  Lu-ammu[ti  7], 
and  Se-Akkulani.  apparently  four  grain-producing 
centers  for  the  Assyr  government.  The  first  quo- 
tation implies  that  Halah  was  near  or  in  Gauzanitis, 
and  had  a  chief  town  of  the  same  name.  Of  the  8 
personal  names  in  K.  123,  5  are  Assyr,  the  remainder 
being  S3rrian  rather  than  Israelitish. 

T  G  Pinches 
HALAK,  ha'lak,  MOUNT  (pbljh  nnn ,  h^hdr 
he-Jidl&lp):  A  mountain  that  marked  the  southern 
limit  of  the  conquests  of  Joshua  (Josh  11  17;  12  7). 
It  is  spoken  of  as  the  "mount  Halak  [lit.  "the  bare" 
or  "smooth  mountain'']  that  goeth  up  to  Seir.'' 
The  latter  passage  locates  it  on  the  W.  of  the  Ara- 
bah.  The  southern  boundary  of  the  land  is  defined 
by  the  ascent  of  Akrabbim  (Nu  84  4:  Josh  16  3). 
Tiiis  may  with  some  certainty  be  iaentified  with 
the.  pass  Icnown  today  as  naffb  e^^afd.  "pass  of  the 
smooth  rock/'  through  which  runs  tne  road  from 
the  8.  to  Hebron.  To  the  8.W.  opens  WOdy  Mad- 
erahf  a  continuation  of  WOdy  el-Filprah.  in  which 
there  rises  a  conspicuous  hill,  Jehel  Maderahf  com- 
posed of  limestone,  answering  well  the  description 
of  a  bare  or  smooth  mountain.  It  is  a  striking  fea- 
ture of  the  landscape  viewed  from  all  sides,  and  may 
well  be  the  mount  here  referred  to.  See  also  Hor, 
Mount.  W.  Ewinq 

HALAKHA,  ha-l&'ka.    See  Talmud. 

HALE,  hftl,  vb.,  HALING,  h&l'ing  (OE  halen): 
"To  pull"  or  "drag,"  the  AV  tr  of  <nJpw,  «iir3,  "to 
draw  or  drag"  (Acts  8  3,  "haling  ipen  and  women," 
ARV  "draTOng"),  and  of  Karwripw  katasiirdf  "to 
drag  down^'  or  "force  along"  (Lk  12  58,  "lest  he 
hale  thee  to  the  judge,"  AkV  "lest  haply  he  drag 
thee  unto  the  iuage  ).  A  more  frequent  modem 
form  is  "haul.*'^ 

HALF,  hUf .    See  Number. 

HALHUL,  hal'hul  (b<)nbn,  halhiU):  A  city  in 
the  hill  country  of  Judah  (Josh  16  58),  "Halhul, 
Hcth-iur  and  Gedor."  It  is  without  doubt  the 
modem  ffalhiU^  a  village  on  a  hill,  surrounded  by 
fine  fields  an^  vineyards,  some  4  miles  N.  of  Hebron 
and  less  than  a  mile  to  tne  £.  of  the  modem  carriage 
road.  It  is  conspicuous  from  a  considerable  distance 
on  account  of  its  ancient  mosque,  Wely  Nebi  Kilruu, 
the  "shrine  of  the  Prophet  Jonah" — a  tradition 
going  back  at  least  to  the  14th  cent.  The  mosque, 
whicn  has  a  minaret  or  tower,  is  built  upon  a  rock 
platform  artificially  leveled.  In  the  14th  cent,  it 
was  stated  by  Isaac  Chilo  (a  Jewish  pilgrim)  that 
the  tomb  of  Gad  the  Seer  (1  S  22  5;  2  S  24  11  f) 
WTW  situated  in  this  town.  Beth-sur  (Beit  Stir)  and 
Gedor  {Jixiiir)  are  both  near.  In  Jos  {BJy  IV,  ix, 
C)  we  reiul  of  an  Alurus  (where  the  Idumaeans  as- 
sembled), and  in  Jerome  {OS  119  7)  of  a  village 


Alula  near  H^ron,  which  both  probably  refer  to 
the  same  place  {PEF,  UI,  305;  Sh  XXI). 

,  £.  W.  G.  MASnTERMAN 

HALI,  h&H  C^n,  hdli):  A  town  named  with 
Helkath,  Beten  and  Achshaph  on  the  border  of 
Asher  (Josh  19  25).  No  certain  identification  is 
possible;  but  it  may  be  rej^resented  by  the  modem 
Khirbet  *Alia,  c  13  miles  N  .£.  of  Acre. 

HALICARNASSUS,  hal-i-kar-nas'us  CAJUoi^ 
voov^,  Halikamas96a) :  The  largest  and  strongest 
city  of  the  ancient  country  of  Caria  in  Asia  Minor, 
situated  on  the  shore  of  a  bay,  15  nules  from  the 
island  of  Cos.  Its  site  was  bi^utiful;  its  climate 
temperate  and  even;  the  soil  of  the  surrounding 
country  was  unusually  fertile  and  noted  for  its 
abundance  of  fig,  orange,  lemon,  oUve  and  almond 
trees.  When  the  ancient  country  fell  into  the  pos- 
session of  the  Persians,  the  kings  of  Caria  were  still 
permitted  to  rule.  One  of  the  rulers  was  the  famous 
queen  Artemisia  who  f ousht  at  the  battle  of  Salamia. 
The  most  famous  of  the  kings,  however,  was  Maiis- 
soUos  (Mausolus),  who  ruled  from  373  to  353  BC, 
and  the  tomb  in  which  he  was  buried  was  long 
considered  one  of  the  wonders  of  the  ancient  world. 
Pliny  describes  the  tomb  as  a  circular  structure. 
140  ft.  high,  41 1  ft.  in  circumference,  and  surrounded 
by  36  colunms;  it  was  covered  with  a  pyramidal 
dome.  The  ancient  writer  Vitruvius,  in  his  de- 
scription of  the  city,  says  that  the  agora  was  along 
the  shore;  back  of  it  was  the  mausoleimi,  and  still 
farther  away  was  the  temple  of  Mars.  To  the  right 
of  the' agora  were  the  temples  of  Venus  and  Mercury, 
and  to  the  left  was  the  palace  of  Maussollos.  Alex- 
ander the  Great  destroyed  the  city  only  after  a  long 
siege,  but  he  was  unable  to  take  the  acropolis. 
The  city  never  ouite  recovered,  yet  it  was  later 
distinguished  as  the  supposed  birthplace  of  Herod- 
otus and  Dionysius.  That  a  number  of  Jews 
lived  there  is  evident  from  the  fact,  according  to 
1  Mace  16  23,  that  in  the  year  139  BC,  a  letter 
was  written  by  the  Rom  Senate  in  their  behalf.  In 
the  1st  cent.  BC,  a  decree  was  issued  granting  to 
the  Jews  in  Halicamassus  liberty  to  worship  "ac- 
cording to  the  Jewish  laws,  and  to  make  their 
proBewM  at  the  seaside,  according  to  the  customs 
of  their  forefathers"  (Jos,  ArU,  XIV,  x,  23). 

The  modem  town  of  Budrun^  which  represents 
the  ancient  Halicamassus  and  covers  a  part  of  its 
site,  stands  a  little  to  the  W.  of  the  castle  of  St. 
Peter.  This  castle  was  erected  by  the  Knights  of 
Rhodes  in  1404  AD.  partly  from  the  ruins  of  the 
mausoleum.  Lord  Kedclifife,  who  explored  the  ruins 
in  1846,  sent  many  of  the  sculptured  slabs  from  the 
castle  to  the  British  Museum  where  they  may  now 
be  seen.  Sir  C.  Newton  conducted  excavations 
there  in  1857-58,  adding  other  sculptures  to  the  col- 
lection in  the  British  Museum.  He  discovered  the 
foundation  of  the  Ionic  teniple  of  Aphrodite,  and 
the  greenstone  foundation  of^the  mausoleum  upon 
which  modem  Turkish  houses  had  been  built.  He 
also  opened  several  tombs  which  were  outside  the 
ancient  city.  The  city  walls,  built  by  Maussollos 
about  360  oC,  and  defining  the  borders  of  the  an- 
cient city,  are  still  preserved;  but  the  ancient  har- 
bor which  was  protected  by  a  mole,  has  now  dis- 
appeared. The  ruins  may  best  be  reached  by  boat 
from  the  island  of  Cos.  £.  J.  Banks 

HALL,  h61  CLk  22  55  A V).    See  House. 

HALL,  JUDGMENT.  See  Judghent  Hall; 
Praetorium. 

HALLEL,  ha-lal',  hal'el:  In  the  fifth  book  of  the 
P6s  (107-IK))  there  are  several  groups  of  Hallelujah 
P&alms:  104-«;  111-13;  115-17;  136;  146-00.    In 
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the  worship  of  the  synagoKue  Pss  135-136  and  146- 
60  were  used  in  the  dauy  morning  service.  Pss 
llS-18  were  called  the  "Egjrp  HaUel,"  and  were 
sung  at  the  feasts  of  the  Passover,  Pentecost,  Taber- 
nacles and  Dedication.  At  the  Passover,  Pss  113 
and  114  (according  to  the  school  of  Shammai  only 
Ps  113)  were  sung  before  the  feast,  and  Pss  116- 
18  after  drinking  the  last  cup.  The  song  used  by 
Our  Lord  and  the  disciples  on  the  night  of  the  be- 
trayal (Mt  26  30),  just  before  the  departure  for 
the  Mount  of  Olives,  probably  included  Pss  116- 
18.  John  Richard  Sampey 

HALLELUJAH,  hal-^loo'ya  (n;>"^bbn,  hal'^ 
lH-ydhf  "praise  ye  Jeh*';  dXXT|Xovid,  cUlSlouid): 
The  word  is  not  a  compound,  like  many  of  the  Heb 
words  which  are  composed  ot  the  abbreviated  form 
of  "Jehovah"  and  some  other  word,  but  has  become 
a  compound  word  in  the  Gr  and  other  languages. 
Even  if  the  Jews  perhaps  had  become  accustomed 
to  use  it  as  a  compound,  it  is  never  written  as  such 
in  the  text.  In  some  Pss,  H.  is  an  integral  part  of 
the  song  (Ps  136  3),  while  in  others  it  simply  serves 
as  a  liturgical  interjection  found  either  at  the  be- 
ginning (Ps  111)  or  at  the  close  (Ps  104)  of  the 
psalms  or  both  (Ps  146).  The  H.  Pss  are  found  in 
three  groups:  104^;  111-13;  146-60.  In  the 
first  group  H.  is  found  at  the  close  of  the  psalm  as 
a  lit.  interjection  (106  1  is  an  integral  part  of  the 
psalm).  In  the  second  group  H.  is  found  at  the 
beginning  (113  9  is  an  integral  part  of  the  psalm 
depending  on  the  adj.  "joyful")-  In  the.  third 
group  H.  is  found  both  at  the  close  and  at  the  be- 

flnmng  of  the  psalms.  In  all  other  cases  (Pss  116, 
16.  117)  H.  seems  to  be  an  integral  part  of  the 
psalms.  These  three  groups  were  probably  taken 
from  an  older  collection  of  psalms  like  the  group 
Pss  120-34.  In  the  NT  H.  is  found  as  part  of  the 
song  of  the  heavenly  host  (Rev  19  1  ff).  The 
word  is  preserved  as  a  liturgical  interjection  by  the 
Christian  church  generally.  A.  L.  Breslich 

HALL0HESH,ha-l5'hesh  (TDfJlSn,  horlohesh,  "the 
whisperer,"  "the  slanderer"):  A  post-exilic  chief 
whose  son  Shallum  assisted  in  repairing  the  walls 
of  Jerus  (Neh  3  12,  AV  "Halohesh").  He  was 
also  one  of  the  leaders  who  signed  the  national 
covenant  (10  24  [Heb  261). 

HALLOW,  hal'5,  HALLOWED,  hal'Sd,  hal'd-ed 
("to  render    or  treat  as   holy,"  AS  halffiaiif  from 

hOlig,  "holy"):  It  translates  several  forms  of  TDTJ5 , 
fpOdhashf  "set  apart,"  "devote,"  "consecrate,"  fre- 
quently rendered  in  AV,  RV,  ARY  "consecrate," 
'^dedicate,"  "holy."  and  esp.  "sanctify,"  closely 
synonymous,  "hallow"  perhaps  containing  more 
of  the  thought  of  reverence,  sacredness,  holiness. 
It  embraces  the  idea  of  marked  separateness.  It 
is  applied  to  persons,  as  the  priest  (Lev  22  2.3); 
to  places  or  buildings,  as  the  middle  of  the  temple 
court  (1  K  8  64);  the  tabernacle  (Ex  40  9);  to 
things,  like  the  portion  of  the  sacrifice  set  apart  for 
the  priests  (Nu  18  8);  to  times  and  seasons,  as 
the  Sabbath  (Jer  17  22;  Ezk  20  20)  and  the 
Jubilee  year  (Lev  26  10);  to  God  Himself  (Lev 
22  32).  Its  underlying  idea  of  the  separateness 
of  holy  nature  or  holy  use  works  out  into  several 
often  overlapping  senses:  (1)  To  set  apart,  dedicate, 
offer,  reserve,  for  the  worship  or  service  of  God: 
Ex  28  38.  "The  holy  things,  which  the  children  of 
Israel  shall  hallow  in  all  their  holy  gifts";  also  Lev 
22  3;  Nu  18  29,  etc;  2  K  12  4.  ^"All  the  money 
of  the  hallowed  things"  (AV  "dedicated"),  etc. 
(2)  To  make  holy,  by  selecting,  setting  apart,  claim- 
ing, or  acknowledging  as  His  own:  Gen  2  3.  "God 
blessed  the  seventh  day,  and  hallowed  it     (AV 


"sanctified");  but  Ex  20  11  (AV,  ERV,  ARV), 
"hallowed."  So  of  the  temple  (1  K  9  7);  of  the 
firstborn,  spared  in  Egypt  (Nu  3  13).  (S)  To 
dedicate  or  consecrate  by  formal  ceremonial,  with 
the  accompanying  idea  of  cleansing  from  sin  and 
uncleanness:  Ex  29  1,  "This  is  the  thing  that  thou 
shalt  do  unto  them  [Aaron  and  his  sons]  to  hallow 
them,  to  minister  unto  me  in  the  priest's  office." 
The  whole  chapter  is  devoted  to  the  elaborate 
ceremonial,  consisting  of  ablutions,  enduement  in 
priestlv  robes  and  paraphernalia,  anointing  with  oil, 
the  offering  of  a  bullock  for  a  sin  offering,  and  of  a 
ram,  the  placing  of  the  blood  of  another  ram  upon 
the  right  ear,  right  thumb,  right  great  toe  of  each, 
the  wave  offering,  the  anointing  of  the  holy  garments, 
and  the  eating  of  the  consecrated  food,  all  this 
lasting  seven  days,  and  indicating  the  complete- 
ness with  which  they  were  set  apart,  the  deep  neces- 
sity of  purification,  and  the  solemnity  and  sacred- 
ness of  the  office.  The  tabernacle  and  its  furniture 
were  similarly  "hallowed"  by  a  simpler  ceremony, 
using  the  anointing  oil.  (4)  To  render  ritually  nt 
for  religious  service,  worship,  or  use:  Lev  16  19, 
"Hallow  it  [the  altar  with  the  sprinkled  blood]  from 
the  imcleannesses  of  the  children  of  Israel";  Nu 
6  11,  "The  priest  shall  ....  make  atonement  for 
him,  for  that  he  sinned  by  reason  of  the  dead,  and 
shall  hallow  his  head  that  same  day."  (5)  To  hold 
sacred,  reverence,  keep  holy:  Jer  17  22,  "But 
hallow  ye  the  Sabbath  day,"  by  keeping  it  distinct 
and  separate,  esp.  (Jer  17  24.27)  by  refraining  from 
unnecessary  work,  from  burden-bearing,  travel,  or 
traffic  (Neh  13  16).  See  Ex  20  8-^11  (the  Sabbath 
Commandment).  (6)  To  revere,  hold  in  awe,  and 
reverence  as  holy  and  "separated  from  sinners"  in 
majesty,  power,  sacredness:  Lev  22  32,  "And  ye 
shall  not  profane  my  holy  name;  but  I  will  be  hal- 
lowed among  the  children  of  Israel."  ^ddhash 
is  elsewhere  tr*^  "sanctify"  in  this  connection,  mean- 
ing "to  be  manifested  in  awe-producing  majesty, 
power,  or  grace":  Ezk  38  23,  "And  I  will  .... 
sanctity  myself,  and  I  will  make  myself  known  in 
the  eyes  of  many  nations;  and  they  shall  know  that 
I  am  Jeh";  cf  Ezk  28  22.23,  etc. 

In  the  NT  "hallow"  occurs  only  in  the  "Lord's 
Prayer,"  there  rendering  A7u£^  hagidzOf  the  LXX 
word  for  tddhash:  Mt  6  9;  Lk  11  2,  "Hallowed 
be  thy  name."  Hagiazd  is  quite  frequent  in  the  NT, 
and  is  always  (ARV)  rendered  "sanctify,"  except 
here,  and  in  Rev  22  11,  "He  that  is  holy,  let  mm 
be  made  holy  still."  To  "hallow  the  name"  in- 
cludes not  only  the  inward  attitude  and  outward 
action  of  profound  reverence  and  active  praise,  but 
also  that  personal  godliness,  loving  obedience  and 
aggressive  Christlikeness,  which  reveal  the  presence 
of  God  in  the  life,  which  is  His  true  earthly  glory. 

,     Philip  Wendell  Crannell 

HALT,  h61t  (T??,  ffito',  "to  limp";  x»^«i  chmB, 
"lame,"  "crippled"):  ARV  in  Gen  32  31  prefers 
"limped";  in  Mic  4  6.7;  Zeph  3  19.  "is  [or  was) 
lame^':  in  Lk  14  21,  ARV  and  ERV  have  "lame.'^ 
In  1  K  18  21  a  different  word  (pd^ah)  is  used  in  EV 
of  moral  indecision :  "How  long  halt  ye  between  two 
opinions?"  ARV  renders,  "How  long  go  ye  limping 
between  the  two  sides?" 

HAM,  ham  (QH ,  l^m;  Xd|A,  Chdm) : 
The  youngest  son  of  Noah,  from  whom  sprang 
the  western  and  southwestern  nations  known  to 

the  Hebrews.  His  name  first  occurs 
1.  The  in  Gen  6  32,  where,  as  in  6  10  and 

Youngest  elsewhere,  it  occupies  the  second  place. 
Son  of  In  Gen  9  18  Ham  is  described  as  "the 

Noah  father  of   Canaan,"    to   prepare   the 

reader  for  vs  25-27,  wnere  Noah, 
cursing  Ham  for  having  told  Shem  and  Japheth  or 
his  nakedness,  refers  to  him  as  Canaan.    On  ac- 
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count  of  this,  it  has  been  suggested  that  "Canaan'' 
stood  originally  in  all  the  passages  where  the  three 
brothers  are  spoken  of,  and  that  this  was  later 
changed  to  ''Ham/'  except  in  the  verses  containing 
the  curse.  It  seems  more  likely,  however,  that  the 
name  ''Canaan"  is  inserted  prophetically,  as  Noah 
would  not  deshre  to  curse  his  son,  but  only  one 
branch  of  that  son's  descendants,  who  were  later 
the  principal  adversaries  of  the  Hebrews. 

The  name  given,  in  Ps  106  23.27;    106  22  (cf 

78  51),  to  E^gvpt  as  a  descendant  of  Ham.  son  of 

Noah.    As  Shem  means  "dusky,"  or 

2.  Ham  as  the  like,  and  Japheth  "fair,"  it  has 
a  Nation-  been  supposed  that  Ham  meant,  as 
ality  is  not  improbable,  "black."    This  is 

supported  by  the  evidence  of  Heb  and 
Arab.,  in  which  the  word  hdmam  means  "to  be 
hot"  and  "to  be  black,"  the  latter  signification  being 

derived  from  the  former.    That  Ham 

3.  Meaning  is  connected  with  the  native  name  of 
of  the  Egypt,  Kern,  or,  in  full  pa  ta^  en  Kem^ 
Word  "the  land  of  Egypt,"  in  Bashmurian 

Coptic  KhemBy  is  unlikely,  as  this  form 
is  probably  of  a  much  later  date  than  the  composi- 
tion of  Gen,  and,  moreover,  as  the  Arab,  shows,  the 
guttural  is  not  a  true  khj  but  the  hard  breathing  A, 
which  are  both  represented  by  the  Heb  fyUh. 

Of  the  nationalities  regarded  as  descending  from 
Ham,  none  can  be  described  as  really  black.     First 

on  the  list,  as  being  the  darkest,  is 

4.  The  Na-  Cush  or  Ethiopia  (Gen  10  6),  after 
tions  De-  which  comes  Mi^ayimj  or  Egypt, 
scending  then  Put  or  Libyia,  and  Canaan  last, 
from  Hun     The  sons  or  descendants  of  each  of 

these  are  then  taken  in  turn,  and  it 
is  noteworthy  that  some  of  them,  like  the  Ethio- 

Sians  and  the  Canaanites,  spoke  Sem,  and  not 
[amitic,  languages — Seba  (if  connected  with  the 
Sabaeans),  HavUah  (Yemen),  and  Sheba,  whose 
queen  visited  Solomon.  Professor  Sayce,  more- 
over, has  pointed  out  that  r^aphtor  is  the  original 
home  of  the  Phoenicians,  who  spoke  a  Sem  language. 
The  explanation  of  this  probably  is  that  other 
tongues  were  forced  upon  these  nationalities  in 
consequence  of  their  migrations^  or  because  they 
fell  under  the  dominion  of  nationalities  alien  to 
them.  The  non-Sem  Babylonians,  described  as 
descendants  of  Nimrod  (Merodach),  as  is  well 
known,  spoke  Sumerian,  and  adopted  Sem  Bab 
only  on  account  of  mingling  with  the  Semites  whom 
they  found  there.  Another  explanation  is  that  the 
nationalities  described  as  Hamitic — a  parallel  to 
those  of  the  Sem  section — were  so  called  because  they 
fell  under  Egyp  dominion.  This  would  make  the 
original  Hamitic  race  to  have  been  Egyp,  and 
account  for  Ham  as  a  (poetical)  designation  of  that 
nationality.  Professor  F.  L.  Griffith  has  pointed 
out  that  the  Egyp  Priapic  god  of  Panopolis  (Akh^ 
mim),  sometimes  called  Menu,  but  also  apparently 
known  as  IQiem,  may  have  been  identified  with  the 
ancestor  of  the  Hamitic  race — he  was  worshipped 
from  the  coast  of  the  Red  Sea  to  Coptos,  and  must 
have  been  well  known  to  Egypt's  eastern  neighbors. 
He  regards  the  characteristics  of  Menu  as  being  in 
accora  with  the  shamelessness  of  Ham  as  recorded 
in  Gen  9  20ff.  See  Japheth;  Shem;  Table  of 
Nations.  T.  G.  Pinches 

HAM  (On ,  ham) : 
(1)  A  place  E.  of  the  Jordan  named  between 
Ashteroth-karnaim  and  Shaveh-kiriathaim,  in  which 
Chedorlaomer  smote  the  Zu-zim  (Gen  14  5).  No 
name  resembling  this  has  been  recovered.  LXX 
reads  bdhenif  "with  them,"  instead  of  6*/iam,  "in 
Ham.'*  Some  have  thought  that  "Ham"  may  be  a 
corruption  from  "Ammon";  or  that  it  may  be  the 
ancient  name  of  Rabbath-ammon  itself. 


(2)  A  poetical  appellation  of  Egypt:  "the  land  of 
Ham"  (Ps  106  23,  etc)  is  the  land  of  Jacob's  so- 
journing, i.e.  Egypt;  "the  tents  of  Ham"  (Ps  78  51) 
are  the  dwellings  of  the  Egyptians.  It  may  be  de- 
rived from  the  native  name  of  Egypt,  KSmi,  or 
KhSmi.    See  Mizraim;  Shem.  W.  Ewino 

HAMAN,  h&'man  (iP*? ,  ham&n;  'A|aAv,  Hamdn) : 
A  Pers  noble  and  vizier  of  the  empire  under  Xerxes. 
He  was  the  enemy  of  Mordecai,  the  cousin  of 
Esther.    Mordecai,  being  a  Jew,  was  unable  to 
prostrate  himself  before  the  great  official  and  to 
render  to  him  the  adoration  which  was  due  to  him 
in  accordance  with  Pers  custom.    Haman's  wrath 
was  so  inflamed  that  one  man's  life  seemed  too 
mean  a  sacrifice,  and  he  resolved  that  Mordecai^ 
nation  should  perish  with  him.    This  was  the  cause 
of  Haman's  downfall  and  death.    A  ridiculous  notion, 
which,    though    widely    accepted,   has  no   better 
foundation  than  a  raobinic  suggestion  or  guess, 
represents  him  as  a  descendant  of  Agag,  the  king 
of  Amalek,  who  was  slain  by  Samuel.    But  the 
language  of  Scripture  (1  S  16  33)  indicates  that 
when  Agag  fell,  he  was  the  last  of  his  house.    Be- 
sides, why  should  his  descendants,  if  any  existed, 
be  called   Agagites  and  not  Amalekites?     Saul's 
posterity  are  in  no  case  termed  Saulites,  but  Ben- 

iamites  or  Israelites.  But  the  basis  of  this  theory 
las  been  swept  away  by  recent  discovery.  Agag 
was  a  territory  adjacent  to  that  of  Media.  In  an 
inscription  found  at  Khorsabad,  Sargon,  the  father 
of  Sennacherib,  says:  "Thirty-four  districts  of 
Media'  I  conquered  and  I  added  them  to  the  domain 
of  Assyria:  I  imposed  upon  them  an  annual  tribute 
of  horses.  The  country  of  Agazi  [Agag]  .... 
I  ravaged,  I  wasted,  I  burned."  It  may  be  added 
that  the  name  of  Haman  is  not  Heb,  neither  is  that 
of  Hammedatha  his  father.  "The  name  of  Haman," 
writes  M.  Oppert.  the  distinguished  Assyriologist, 
"as  well  as  that  of  his  father,  oelongs  to  the  Medo- 
Persian."  John  Urquhart 

HAlftATH,  ha'math  (Tipn ,  h&mdlh;  'H|i^,  H^ 
mdihy  Al|&dO,  Haimdth;  Swete  also  has  UemaUi): 
The  word  signifies  a  defence  or  citadel,  and  such 
designation  was  very  suitable  for  this  chief  royal 
city  of  the  Hittites^  situated  between  their  northern 
and  southern  capitals,  Carchemish  and  Kadesh, 
on  a  gigantic  mound  beside  the  Orontes.  In  Am 
6  2  it  is  named  Great  Hamath,  but  not  necessarily 
to  distinguish  it  from  other  places  of  the  same  name. 

The  Hamathite  is  mentioned  in  Gen  10  18 
among  the  sons  of  Canaan,  but  in  historic  times  the 
population,  as  the  personal  names  testi- 
1.  Early  ty,  seems  to  have  been  for  the  most 
History  part    Sem.    The   ideal    boundary   of 

Israel  reached  the  territory,  but  not 
the  city  of  Hamath  (Nu  34  8;  Josh  13  5;  Ezk  47 
13-21).  David  entered  into  friendly  relations  with 
Toi,  its  king  (2  S  8  9ff),  and  Solomon  erected 
store  cities  in  the  land  of  Hamath  (2  Ch  8  4).  In 
the  days  of  Ahab  we  meet  with  it  on  the  cuneiform 
inscriptions,  under  the  name  mat  hamaUif  and  its 
king  Irhuleni  was  a  party  to  the  alliance  of  the  Hit- 
tites  with  Ben-hadad  of  Damascus  and  Ahab  of 
Israel  against  Shalmanoser  II ;  but  this  was  broken 
up  by  the  battle  of  Qarqar  in  854  BC,  and  Hamath 
became  subject  to  Assyria.  Jeroboam  II  attacked, 
partially  destroyed,  and  held  it  for  a  short  time 
(2  K  14  28;  Am  6  2).  In  730  BC,  its  king  Eni- 
ilu  paid  tribute  to  Tiglath-pileser,  but  he  divided 
its  lands  among  his  generals,  and  transported  1,223 
of  its  inhabitants  to  Sura  on  the  Tigris.  In  720, 
Sargon  "rooted  out  the  land  of  Hamath  and  dyed 
the  skin  of  Ilubi'idi  [or  Jau-bi'idi]  its  king,  like 
wool,"  and  colonized  the  country  with  4,300  Assyri- 
ans, among  whom  was  Deioces  the  Mede.    A  few 
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years  later  Sennacherib  also  clainiB  to  have  taken  it 
(2  K  18  M\  19  13;  1  Ch  36  19;   37  13).    In  Isa 

11  11,  mention  is  made  of  Israelites  in  captivity  at 
Hamathi  and  Hamathites  were  among  the  colonists 
settled  in  Samaria  (2  K  17  24)  by  fisarhaddon  in 
676  BC.  Their  special  object  of  worship  was 
Ashima,  which,  notwithstanding  various  conjec- 
tures, has  not  been  identified. 

The  Hamathite  country  is  mentioned  in  1  Mace 

12  25  in  connection  with  the  movements  of  Deme- 

trius and  Jonathan.    The  Seleucidae 

2.  Later  renamed  it  Epiphaneia  (Jos,  Anty  I,  vi, 
History         2),  and  by  this  name  it  was  known 

to  the  Greeks  and  the  Romans,  even 
appearing  as  Paphunya  in  Midr  B'r  Rab  ch  37. 
Locally,  however,  the  ancient  name  never  disap- 
peared, and  since  the  Moslem  conquest  it  has  been 
known  as  Kama.  Saladin's  family  ruled  it  for  a 
century  and  a  half,  but  after  the  death  of  Abul-fida 
in  1331  it  sank  into  decay. 

The  position  of  Hama  in  a  fruitful  plain  to  the 
E.  of  the  Nusairiyeh  Mountains,  on  the  most  fre- 
quented   highway    between    Mesopo- 

3.  Modem  tamia  and  Egypt,  and  on  the  new  rail- 
Condition      way,  gives  it  again,  as  in  ancient  times, 

a  singular  significance,  and  it  is  once 
more  rising  in  importance.  The  modem  town  is 
built  in  four  quarters  around  the  ancient  citadel- 
mound,  and  it  has  a  population  of  at  least  80,000. 
It  is  now  noted  for  its  gigantic  irrigating  wheels. 
Here,  too,  the  Hittite  inscriptions  were  first  found 
and  designated  Hamathite. 

In  connection  with  the  northern  boundary  of 
Israel,  "the  entering  in  of  Hamath''  is  frequently 

mentioned     (Nu  13  21;      IKS  65, 

4.  Entering  etc,  ARV  "entrance").  It  has  been 
in  of  sought  in  the  Orontes  valley,  between 
Hamath        Antioch  and  Seleucia,  and  also  at  Wddy 

Nahrd-Bdridj  leading  down  from  Homs 
to  the  Mediterranean  to  the  N.  of  Tripoli.  But 
from  the  point  of  view  of  PaL  it  must  mean  some 

fart  of  the  great  valley  of  Coele-Syria  (Biqa^a). 
t  seems  that  instead  of  translating,  we  should  read 
here  a  place-name — "libo  of  Hamath" — and  the 
presence  of  the  ancient  site  of  Libo  (mod.  LeboiU) 
14  miles  N.N.E.  of  Baalbek,  at  the  head-waters  of 
the  Orontes,  commanding  the  strategical  point 
where  the  plain  broadens  out  to  the  N.  and  to  the 
S.,  confijrms  us  in  this  conjecture. 

W.  M.  Christie 

HAMATH-ZOBAH,  h&'math-zo'ba  (rQIS  n«n , 
h&maih  gohhdh;  Bcuo-Mpd,  Baiaobd):  Mentioned 
only  in  2  Ch  8  3.  Apart  from  Great  Hamath  no 
site  answering  to  this  name  is  known.  It  does  not 
seem  to  be  implied  that  Solomon  took  possession  of 
Hamath  itself,  but  rather  that  he  "confirmed"  his 
dominion  over  parts  of  the  kingdom  of  Zobah, 
which  on  its  fall  may  have  been  annexed  by  Ha- 
math. LXX  cod.  D  suggests  a  reading — Bcth- 
zobah — omitting  all  reference  to  Hamath.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  geographical  distinctions  between 
Zobah  and  Hamath  having  passed  away  long  be- 
fore Ch  was  written,  the  double  name  may  nave 
been  used  to  indicate  generally  the  extent  of  Solo- 
mon's conquests,  as  also  to  avoid  confusion  with 
the  Zobah  in  the  Hauran  (2  S  23  36). 

W.  M.  Christie 

HAMMATH,  ham'ath    (n^n,    hammath,   "hot 

spring"): 

(1)  "The  father  of  the  house  of  Rechab"  (1  Ch 
2  55). 

(2)  One  of  the  fenced  cities  of  Naphtali,  named 
with  Zer,  Rakkath  and  Chinnereth  (Josh  19  35). 
It  is  doubtless  identical  with  Emmaus  mentioned 
by  Jos  (Ant,  XVIII,  ii,  3;  BJ,  IV,  i,  3)  as  near 
Tiberias,  on  the  shore  of  the  lake  of  Gennesareth. 


It  is  represented  by  the  modem  elr^ammdm^  nearly  2 
miles  S.  of  Tiberias.  It  was,  of  course,  much  nearer 
the  ancient  Tiberias,  which  lay  S.  of  the  present 
city.  The  hot  baths  here,  "useful  for  healing,"  in 
the  time  of  Jos,  have  maintained  their  reputation. 
In  recent  years,  indeed,  there  has  been  a  marked 
increase  in  the  number  of  sick  persons  from  all 
parts  who  visit  the  baths.  The  waters  are  esteemed 
specially  valuable  for  rheumatism  and  skin  troubles. 
In  the  largepublic  bath  the  water  has  a  temperature 
of  over  140*^  Fahr.  Parts  of  the  ancient  fortifica- 
tion still  cling  to  the  mountain  side  above  the  baths; 
and  the  remains  of  an  aqueduct  which  brought  fresh 
water  from  sources  in  the  S.W.  may  be  traced  along 
the  face  of  the  slopes.  Hammath  is  identical  with 
Hammon  (1  Ch  6  76);  and  probably  also  with 
Hammoth-dor  (Josh  21  32).  W.  Ewinq 

HAMlftEAH,  ha-me'a,  ham'd-a,  THE  TOWER 
OF  (mjt^n,  horme'ah  [Neh  3  1];  AV  Meah):  The 
origin  of  the  name  is  obscure;  in  m  the  meaning  is 
given  "Tower  of  the  hundred" ;  it  has  been  suggested 
that  it  may  have  been  100  cubits  high  or  had  100 
steps.  It  was  the  most  important  point  on  the  walls 
of  Jerus  in  going  W.  from  the  Sheep  Gate,  and  is 
mentioned  along  with  theT.  of  Hananbl  (q.v.)  (Neh 
3  1),  and  was  therefore  near  the  N.E.  comer,  and 
probably  stood  where  the  Baris  and  Antonia  aftei^ 
wajd  were,  near  the  N.W.  comer  of  the  haram  where 
are  today  the  Turkish  barracks.    See  Jerusalem. 

E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

HAMMEDATHA,  ham-^d&'tha  (KPTSH ,  ham- 
m'dhaiha*):  The  father  of  Haman  (Est  3  1).  He 
is  generally  termed  the  "Agagite";  the  name  is  of 
Pers  etymology,  signif3ring  "given  by  the  moon." 

HAMlftELECH,  ham'^lek  (^T^^H,  ha-mdekh, 
"the  king"):  Wrongly  tr**  as  a  proper  name  in  AV. 
It  should  be  rendered  "the  king,"  as  in  ARV  (Jer 
36  26;  88  6). 

HAMliER,  ham'Sr :  The  Heb  H^p,^ ,  mail^ebheth, 
occurs  in  Jgs  4  21,  where  it  refers  to  the  mallet 
(probably  wooden)  used  to  drive  tent-pins  into  the 
ground.  The  same  word  occurs  in  1  K  6  7;  Isa 
4A  12;  Jer  10  4  as  applied  to  a  workman's  hammer. 
1D*^tPQ,  paifish  (cf  Arab. /o^f 8),  occurs  in  Isa  41  7; 
Jer  23  29;  60  23.  It  was  probably  a  blacksmith's 
hammer  or  heavy  hammer  used  for  breaking  rock. 
There  is  doubt  about  the  rendering  of  Jgs  6  26, 
where  the  word,  H'l'Qbn,  halmuihf  occurs.  From 
the  context,  the  instrument  mentioned  was  prob- 
ably not  a  hammer.  In  Ps  74  6,  Ob*^?  ,  kelaphy 
is  better  tr**  "axes,"  not  "hammers."    See  Tools. 

James  A    Patch 

HAMMIPHKAD,  ha-mifkad,  GATE  OF  079 
lIJBTSin ,  ahaW  ha-mi-phl^ddh,  "Gate  of  the  Muster") : 
One  of  the  gates  of  Jerus  (Neh  3  31)  not  men- 
tioned elsewhere;  probably  situated  near  the  N.E. 
comer  of  the  Temple  area. 

HAMMOLECHETH,ha-mol'^keth  (nsVian ,  ha- 
molekhelh,  "the  queen";  LXX  MaXlx<6,  MaUcheth; 
AV  Hammoleketh) :  The  daughter  of  Machir  and 
sister  of  Gilead  (1  Ch  7  18). 

HAMMON, ham'on  (li'SJI,  fuiinmon,  "glowing"): 
(1)  A  place  on  the  seaward  frontier  of  Asher, 
named  with  Rehob  and  Kanah  (Josh  19  28),  to 
be  sought,  therefore,  not  far  from  Tyre.  The  most 
probable  identification  so  far  suggested  is  with 
Umm  el^Amud,  "mother  of  the  column"  (or 
^Awdmid,  "columns"),  at  the  mouth  of  Wady  Hilmyl, 
on  the  shore,  about  10  miles  S.  of  Tyre.  An  in- 
scription found  by  Renan  shows  that  the  place  was 
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associated  with  the  worship  of  Ba^al  ^aInmaIl 
(CIS,  I,  8). 

(2)  A  city  in  Naphtali,  given  to  the  Gershon- 
ite  Levites  (1  Ch  6  76).  It  is  identical  with 
Hammath  (Josh  19  35),  and  probably  also  with 
Hammoth-dor  (Josh  21  32).  W.  Ewinq 

HAMMOTH-DOR,  ham-oth-d6r'  (ym  nisri, 
iiammdth  doW;  '£|ia6S<&pi  Emaihd/iry  as  also  several 
corrupt  forms) :  A  fenced,  Levitical  city  of  Naphtali 
(Josh  19  35;  21  32);  also  named  Hammon  (1  Ch 
6  61  Heb).  Probably  the  hammatu  of  the  Kamak 
lists,  and  the  hamatam  of  WAI,  II,  53;  certainly  the 
Emmaus  of  Jos,  Ant,  XVIII,  ii,  3;  BJ,  IV,  i,  3; 
Hamata  of  Erubhln  v.  5;  M'ghiUah  22>,  and  the 
modem  eL-Hammdmy  If  miles  S.  of  Tiberias.  The 
name  signiSes  "hot  springs,"  and  these,  4  in  num- 
ber, still  exist.  They  have  a  temperature  of  144® 
F.,  are  salt  and  bitter  in  taste  and  sulphurous  in 
smell.  Considered  invaluable  for  rheumatism, 
they  are  crowded  in  June  and  July.  This  health- 
giving  reputation  is  of  ancient  date.  It  is  men- 
tioned in  Jos,  BJ,  IV,  i,  3;  and  a  coin  of  Tiberias 
of  the  reign  of  Trajan  depicts  Hygeia  sitting  on  a 
rock  beside  the  springs,  feeding  the  serpent  of 
Aesculapius.  Being  used  for  pleasure  also,  they 
were  permitted  to  the  Jew  on  the  Sabbath,  whereas 
had  they  been  used  only  medicinaJly,  they  would 
have  been  forbidden  (Talm  Bab,  Shah  109a;  cf 
Mt  12  10).  W.  M.  Christie 

HAMMUEL,  ham'ft-el  (bSTOn ,  hammiVel,  "wrath 

of  God''):    A  son  of  Mishma,  a  Simeonite,  of  the 
family  of  Shaul  (1  Ch  4  26). 

9AMMX7RABI,  ham-d6-r&'b«: 

1.  Etymology  of  His  Name,  with  Reference  to  Amraphel. 
His  Dynasty 

2.  The  Years  Following  His  Accession 

3.  Military  Operations  and  Further  Pious  Works.     In- 
auguration of  His  Image 

4.  The  Capture  of  Rim-Sin 

6.  Various  Works,  and  an  Expedition  to  Mesopotamia 

6.  His  Final  Years 

7.  No  Record  of  His  Expedition  to  Palestine 

8.  The  Period  When  It  May  Have  Taken  Place 

9.  9&mmurabi's  Greatness  as  a  Ruler 

The  name  of  the  celebrated  warrior,  builder  and 
lawgiver,  who  ruled  over  Babylonia  about  2000  BC. 
In  accordance  with  the  suggestion  of 
the  late  Professor  £b.  Schrader,  he  is 
almost  universally  identified  with  the 
Amraphel  of  Gen  14  1,  etc  (q.v.). 
Hammurabi  was  apparently  not  of 
Sab  origin,  the  so-called  "Ihmasty  of 
Babylon,"  to  which  he  belonged, 
having  probably  come  from  the  W. 
The  commonest  form  of  the  name  is 
as  above,  but  Qamu(")-rabi  (with 
mimmation)  is  also  found.  The  reading  with  initial 
h  in  the  second  element  is  confirmed  by  the  Bab 
rendering  of  the  name  as  KimUjrra'pdhtu^,  "my 
family  is  widespread,"  or  the  like,  showing  that 
rabi  was  regarded  as  coming  from  rabd,  ''to  be 
great."  A  late  letter-tablet,  however  (see  PSBA, 
May,  1901,  p.  191),  gives  the  form  Ammurapiy 
showing  that  the  initial  is  not  really  kh,  and  that 
the  b  of  the  second  element  had  changed  to  p  (cf 
Tiglath-pil-eser  for  Tukulti-abil-e§ar,  etc).  Am- 
raphel (for  Amrapd,  AmrabeL,  Amrabe)  would  there- 
fore seem  to  be  due  to  Assyr  influence,  but  the 
fiinal  I  is  difficult  to  explain.  Professor  F.  Hommel 
has  pointed  out,  that  the  Bab  rendering,  "my  family 
is  widespread,"  is  simply  due  to  the  scribes,  the 
first  element  being  the  name  of  the  Arab,  deity 
'Am,  making  ^AmmtHrabi,  "Am  is  great."  Ad- 
mitting this,  it  would  seem  to  be  certain  that 
Qammurabi's  dynasty  was  that  designated  Arabian 
by  Berosus.    Its  foimder  was  apparently  Sumu-^i, 
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and  ]B^nmiurabi  was  the  fifth  in  descent  from  him. 
]9ammurabi's  father,  Sin-mubali(,  and  his  grand- 
father, Abil-Sin.  are  the  only  rulers  of  the  dynasty 
which  have  Bat)  names,  all  the  others  being  ap- 
parently Arabic. 

Concerning  ^mmurabi's  early  life  nothing  is 

recorded,  but  as  he  reigned  at  least  43  years,  he 

must  have  been  young  when  he  came 

2.  The  to  the  throne.  His  accession  was  ap- 
Years  parently  marked  by  some  improve- 
FoUowing  ment  in  the  adnunistration  of  the 
His  Ac-  laws,  wherein,  as  the  date-list  says, 
cession          he  "established  righteousness."    After 

this,  the  earlier  years  of  his  reign  were 
devoted  to  such  peaceful  pursuits  as  constructing 
the  shrines  and  images  of  the  gods,  and  in  his  6th 
year  he  built  the  wall  of  the  city  of  Laz.  In  his  7th 
year  he  took  Unug  (Erech)  and  Isin — two  of  the 
principal  cities  of  Babylonia,  implying  that  the 
Dynasty  of  Babylon  had  not  held  sway  in  all  the 
states. 

While  interesting  himself  in  the  all-important 

work  of  digging  canals,  he  found  time  to  turn  his 

attention  to  the  land  of  Yamutbalu 

3.  Military  (8th  year),  and  in  his  10th  he  possibly 
Operations  conquered,  or  received  the  homage  of, 
and  Fiutfaer  the  city  and  people  (or  the  army)  of 
Pious  Malgia  or  MalgA.  Next  year  the  city 
Works.  In-  Rabiku  was  tfidcen  by  a  certain  Ibik- 
auguration  ISkur,  and  also,  seemingly,  a  place 
of  His  called  SaUbu.  The  inauguration  of 
Image           the  throne  of   ZSr-panitu™,   and  the 

setting  up,  seemingly,  of  some  kind 
of  royal  monument,  followed,  and  was  succeeded 
by  other  religious  duties — indeed,  work  of  this 
nature  would  seem  to  have  occupied  him  every 
year  until  his  21st,  when  he  built  the  fortress  or 
fortification  of  the  city  Bazu.  His  22d  year  is  de- 
scribed as  that  of  his  own  image  as  king  of  right- 
eousness; and  the  question  naturallv  arises,  whether 
this  was  the  date  when  he  erected  the  great  stele 
found  at  Susa  in  Elam,  inscribed  with  his  Code  of 
Laws,  which  is  now  in  the  Louvre.  Next  year  he 
seems  to  have  fortified  the  city  of  Sippar,  where,  it 
is  supposed,  this  monument  was  originally  erected. 
Pious  works  again  occupied  him  until  his  30th 
year,  when  the  army  of  Elam  is  referred  to,  possibly 

indicating  warlike   operations,   which 

4.  The  paved  the  way  for  the  great  campaign 
Capture  of  of  his  31st  year,  when,  "with  the  hdp 
Rim-Sin  of  Anu  and  Enlil,"  he  captured  Yamut- 
balu and  King  Rhn-Sin,  the  well- 
known  ruler  of  Larsa.  In  his  32d  vear  he  destroyed 
the  army  of  ASnimna  or  ESnunnak. 

After  these  victories,  l^ammurabi  would  seem  to 
have  been  at  peace,  and  m  his  33d  year  he  dug  the 

canal  ffammurabirnvhuJ^iHf  "Qam- 
6.  Various  murabi  the  abundance  of  the  people," 
Works  and  brinnng  to  the  fields  of  his  subjects 
an  Ezpedi-  fertinty,  "according  to  the  wish  of 
tion  to  Enlila.      The  restoration  of  the  great 

Meso-  temple  at  £^h  came  next,  and  was 

potamta         followed  by  the  erection  of  a  fortress, 

"high  like  a  mountain,"  on.  the  banks 
of  the  Tigris.  He  also  built  the  fortification  of 
Rabiku  on  the  bank  of  the  Tigris,  implying  prep- 
arations for  hostilities,  and  it  was  possibly  on  account 
of  this  that  the  next  year  he  made  supplication  to 
TaSm^u™,  the  spouse  of  Nebo.  The  year  following 
(his  37th),  "by  the  command  of  Anu  and  Enlila, 
the  fortifications  of  Maur  and  Malka  were  de- 
stroyed, after  which  the  country  enjoyed  a  twelve- 
month of  peace.  In  all  probability,  however,  this 
was  to  prepare  for  the  expedition  of  his  39th  year, 
when  he  subjugated  Turukku,  Kagmii  and  Subartu, 
a  part  of  Mesopotamia.    The  length  of  this  year- 
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date  implies  that  the  expedition  was  regarded  as 
being  of  importance. 

Untroubled  by  foreign  affairs,  the  chief  work  of 

Qammurabi  during  his  40th  year  was  the  digging 

of  the  canal  TiSit-Enlila,  at  Sippar. 

6.  His  following  this  up  by  the  restoration  ot 
Final  the  temple  £--mete-ursag  and  a  splendid 
Years  temple-tower  dedicated  to  Zagaga  and 

IStar.  The  defences  of  his  coimtry 
were  apparently  his  last  thought,  for  his  43d  year, 
which  seemingly  terminated  his  reign  and  his  life, 
was  devoted  to  strengthening  the  fortifications  of 
Sippar,  a  work  recorded  at  greater  length  in  several 
cylinder-inscriptions  found  on  the  site. 

Unfortunately  none  of  the  documents  referring 
to  his  reign  makes  mention  of  his  attack,  in  com- 
pany with  the  armies  of  Chedorlaomer, 

7.  No  Tidal  and  Arioch,  upon  the  rebel- 
Record  of  kings  of  Sodom  and  G<)morrah.  This 
an  Ezpedi-  naturally  throws  doubt  on  the  identi- 
tion  to  fication  of  Hammurabi  with  the  Am- 
Palestine      raphel  of  Gen  14  1  ft.     It  must  be 

remembered,  however,  that  we  do  not 
possess  a  complete  history  either  of  his  life  or  his 
rule.  That  he  was  a  contemporary  of  Arioch  seems 
undoubted,  and  if  this  be  the  case,  Chedorlaomer 
and  Tidal  were  contemporaries  too.  Various 
reasons  might  be  adduced  fox  the  absence  of  refer- 
ences to  the  campaign  in  question — his  pride  may 
have  precluded  him  from  having  a  year  named  after 
an  exjpedition — no  matter  how  satisfactory  it  may 
have  been — carried  out  for  another  power — ^his 
suzerain;  or  the  allied  armies  may  have  suffered 
so  severely  from  attacks  similar  to  that  delivered  by 
Abraham,  that  the  campaign  became  an  altogether 
unsuitable  one  to  date  by. 

If  Eri-Aku  was,  as  Thureau-Dangin  has  suggested, 
the  brother  of  Rtm-Sin,  king  of  Larsa  (Elassar),  he 

must  have  preceded  him  on  the  throne, 

8.  Period  and.  in  that  case,  the  expedition  against 
When  It  the  kings  of  the  Flain  took  place  before 
May  Have  Hammurabi's  30th  year,  when  he 
Taken  claims  to  have  defeated  Rtm-Sin.  As 
Place             the   date   of   Rtm-Sin's    accession   is 

doubtful,  the  date  of  Eri-Aku's 
(Arioch's)  death  is  equally  so,  but  it  possibly  took 
place  about  5  years  before  Rtm-Sin's  defeat.  The 
expedition  in  question  must  therefore  have  been 
undertaken  durmg  the  first  25  years  of  Hammurabi's 
reign.  As  Amraphel  is  called  king  of  ohinar  (Baby- 
lonia), the  period  preceding  Qai^murabi's  accession 
ought  probably  to  be  excluded. 

Of  all  the  khigs  of  early  Babylonia  so  far  known, 
Qammurabi  would  seem  to  have  been  one  of  the 

greatest,  and  the  country  made  good 

9.  'Qam."  progress  under  his  rule.  His  con- 
murabi's  flicts  with  Elam  suggest  that  Baby- 
Greatness  Ionia  had  become  strong  enough  to 
as  a  Ruler    resist  that  warlike  state,  and  his  title 

of  odda  or  "father"  of  Martu  (=Amur- 
rQ,  the  Amorites)  and  of  Yamutb&lu  on  the  E.  im- 
plies not  only  that  he  maintained  the  country's 
mfluence,  but  also  that,  during  his  reign,  it  was  no 
longer  subject  to  Elam.  Rtm-Sin  and  tne  state  of 
Larsa,  however,  were  not  conquered  until  the  time  of 
Samsu-iluna,  Qammurabi's  son.  It  is  noteworthy 
that  his  Code  of  Laws  (see  3,  above)  not  only  deter- 
mined legal  rights  and  responsibilities,  but  also  fixed 
the  rates  of  wages,  thus  obviating  many  difficulties. 
See  Amraphel;  Arioch  ;  Chedorlaomer;  Tidal,  etc. 

T.  G.  Pinches 
HAMMURABI,  THE  CODE,  k5d,  OF: 

I.    Historical 

1.  Discovery  of  the  Code 

2.  Editions  of  the  Code 

3.  Description  of  the  Stone 

4.  History  of  the  Stone 

5   Origin  and  Later  History  of  the  Code 


II.      CONTKKTB    OF   TBB    CODB 

1.  The  Principles  of  LegsJ  Process 

2.  Theft,  Burglary.  Robbery 

3.  Laws  concerning  Vassalage 

4.  Immovables 

6.  Trader  and  Agent 

6.  Taverns 

7.  Deposits 

8.  Family 

9.  Concerning  Wounding,  etc 

10.  Building  of  Houses  and  Ships 

11.  Hiring  in  General,  etc 

12.  Slaves 

III.      ThB  SiGNIFICANCB  of  TBB  CODB 

1.  Hammurabi  and  Moses 

2.  The  Code  and  Other  Legal  Systems 

LiTBRATURB 

• 

/.  HiMiorical, — When    Professor    Meissner   pub- 
lished, in  1898,  some  fragments  of  cuneiform  tablets 
from  the  library  of  the  Assyr  king 

1.  Discov-  Ashurbanipal  (668-628  BC),  he  also 
ery  of  the  then  suggested  that  these  pieces  were 
Code  parts  of  a  copy  of  an  old  Book  of 

Law  from  the  time  of  the  so-called 
First  Bab  D3masty,  one  of  the  kings  of  which  was 
Hammurabi  (more  exactly  Qammurapi,  c2100BC). 
A  few  years  later  this  suggestion  was  fully  estab- 
lished. In  December,  1901,  and  January,  1902,  a 
French  expedition  under  the  leadership  of  M.  J.  de 
Morgan,  the  chief  aim  of  which  was  the  exploration 
of  the  old  royal  city  Susa,  found  there  a  diorite 
stone,  2.25  m.  high  and  almost  2  m.  in  circumference. 
This  stone  had  a  relief  (see  below)  and  44  columns 
of  ancient  Bab  cuneiform  writing  graven  upon  it. 
Professor  V.  Scheil,  O.P.,  the  Assyriological  member 
of  the  expedition,  recognized  at  once  that  this  stele 
contcuns  the  collection  of  laws  of  King  Hammurabi, 
and  published  this  characteristic  discovery  as  early 
as  1902  in  the  official  report  of  the  expedition: 
D&Sgation  en  Perse  (Tome  IV,  Paris). 

At  the  same  time  Scheil  gave  the  firet  tr  of  the  text. 
Since  then  the  text  has  several  times  been  pub- 
lished, tr**  and  commented  upon;    of 

2.  Editions,  esp.:  H.  Winckler,  Die  Geseize  Ham- 
etc,  of  the  muraJbis  {=Der  alte  Orienty  IV,  Leip- 
Code  zig;   1st  ed,  1903;   4th  ed,  1906);  H. 

Winckler,  Die  Gesetze  Hammurabia  in 
Umschrift  und  Vheraetzungj  Leipzig,  1904;  D.  H. 
Mliller,  Die  Gesetze  Hammurabis  una  die  Moscdsche 
Gesetzgebung,  Vienna,  1903;  R.  F.  Harper^Ae  Code 
of  ffammuraJbi,  Chicago,  1904;  C.  H.  W.  Johns, 
Babylonian  and  Assyrian  Laws,  Contracts.  LetterSf 
Edinburgh,  1904,  44  fif ;  T.  G.  Pinches,  The  OT  in 
the  Light  of  the  Historical  Records  and  Legends  of 
Assyria  and  Babylonia^  London,  1908.  4iS7;  A. 
Ungnad,  AUorientalische  Texte  und  BUder  zum 
Alten  Testament,  Tubingen,  1909,  I,  140  flf;  A. 
Ungnad,  Keilschrifttexte  der  Gesetze  Hammurapis, 
Leipzig,  1909;  J.  ICohler,  F.  Peiser  and  A.  Ungnad, 
Hammurabis  Gesetz,  5  vols,  Leipzig,  1904-11. 

The  stone  has  the  form  of  a  column  the  cross- 
section  of  which  is  approximately  an  ellipse.    The 

upper  part  of  the  face  has  a  rehef  (see 

3.  Descrip-  illustration).  We  see  the  king  in 
tion  of  the  supplicating  attitude  standing  before 
Stone  the  sun-god  who  sits  upon  a  throne 

and  is  characterized  by  sun  rays  which 
stredm  out  from  his  shoulders.  As  the  king  traced 
back  the  derivation  of  the  Code  to  an  inspiration  of 
this  god,  we  may  suppose  that  the  relief  represents 
the  moment  when  the  king  received  the  laws  from 
the  mouth  of  the  god.  Lower  on  the  face  of  the 
stone  are  16  columns  of  text,  which  read  from  top 
to  bottom;  7  other  columns  were  erased  some  time 
lat^  than  Hammurabi  in  order  to  make  room  for 
a  new  inscription.  The  reverse  side  contains  28 
columns  of  text. 

The  stone  was  set  up  by  the  king,  toward  the  end 
of  his  reign  of  43  years,  in  the  temple  Esagila  at 
Babylon,  the  capital  of  his  dominion  (c  2100  BC). 
It  was  probably  stolen  from  there  by  the  Elamitic 
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king  Shutruk-Nakhunte,  in  the  12th  cent.  BO,  at 
the  time  of  the  plundering  of  Babylon,  and  set  up  ae 

a  trophy  of  war  in  the  Elamitic  capital 
4.  HiBtory  Susa.  The  same  king  had,  it  would 
of  the  seem,  the  7  columns  from  the  face  side 

Stone  erased  in  order  to  engrave  there  an 

account  of  his  own  deeds,  but  through 
some  unknown  circumstance  this  latter  was  not 
accomplished.  After  the  discovery  of  the  stele  it 
was  brought  to  Paris  where  it  now  forms  one  of  the 
most  important  possessions  of  the  Louvre. 


HutuDunbi  Receiving  the  Laws. 

If,  however,  Hammurabi  was  not  the  first  legis- 
lator of  Babylonia,  still  he  was,  as  far  as  we  can  see, 

the  first  one  who  used  the  language  of 
B.  Origin  the  people,  i.e.  the  8em  idiom.  We 
and  Later  know  that  nearly  1,000  years  earlier 
History  of  a  king,  Urukagina,  promulgated  laws 
the  Code        in   Babylonia  which  have  been  lost; 

an  ancestor  of  Hammurabi,  Sumulael, 
appears  also  to  have  given  Jaws.  As  we  are  able 
to  recognize  from  the  actual  practice  of  Bab  social 
life,  the  legislation  of  Hammurabi  signifies  nothing 
essentially  new.  Even  before  his  time  laws  after 
the  same  principles  were  administered.  His  service 
lies  before  all  in  that  he  gathered  together  the  extant 
laws  and  set  them  up  m  the  Sem  language.  The 
laws  were  promulgated  already  in  the  2d  year  of 
his  reign,  but  the  stele  known  to  us  was  set  up  in  the 
temple  at  Babylon  about  30  years  later.  Moreover, 
the  laws  were  set  up  in  more  than  one  copv,  for  in 
Susa  fragments  of  another  copy  were  found.  How 
long  the  laws  were  in  actual  use  it  is  impossible  to 
determine.  In  any  case,  as  late  as  the  time  of 
Ashurbanipal  (see  above),  they  used  to  be  copied; 
indeed  we  even  possess  copies  in  neo-Bab  char- 
acters which  are  later  than  the  7th  cent.  BC. 
Fortunately  the  duplicates  contain  several  passages 
which  are  destroyed  on  the  large  stele  in  conse- 
quence of  the  erasure  of  the  seven  columns.  Thus 
we  are  able,  in  spite  of  the  gaps  in  the  large  stele, 
almost  completely  to  determine  the  contents  of  the 
Code. 

//,  77i«  Content*  of  th»  CoJe.— The  laws  them- 
selves are  preceded  by  an  introduction  which  was 
added  later,  after  the  law  had  already  been  pub- 
lished about  30  yeare.  The  introduction  states  in 
tbefirst  place  that  already  in  the  primeval  age,  when 


Marduk  the  god  of  Babylon  was  elected  king  of  the 
gods,  Hammurabi  was  predestined  by  the  gods  "to 
cause  justice  to  radiate  over  the  land,  to  surrender 
sinners  and  evildoers  to  destruction,  and  U)  take 
care  that  the  strong  should  not  oppress  the  weak." 
Hammurabi's  Code  is,  indeed,  conceived  from  this 
standpoint. 

Farther  on,  the  king  lauds  hiaservicesto  the  prin- 
cipal cities  of  Babylonia,  their  temples  and  cults. 
He  appears  as  a  true  server  of  the  gods,  as  a  pro- 
tector of  his  people  and  a  gracious  prince  to  those 
who  at  first  would  not  acknowledge  his  supremacy. 
To  be  sure,  this  introduction  is  not  entirely  free 
from  presumption;  for  the  king  describes  himself 
as  "god  of  the  kings"  and  "sun-god  of  Babylon  "I 
The  hopes  of  a  Saviour,  which  heathen  antiquity 
aUo  knew,  he  regards  as  realized  in  his  own  person. 

The  Code  itself  may  be  divided  into  12  divisioDS. 
It  manifests,  in  no  way,  a  veiy  definite  logical  sys- 
tem; the  sequence  is  often  interrupted,  and  one 
recognizes  that  it  is  not  so  much  a  systematic  and 
exhaustive  work  as  a  collection  of  the  legal  stand- 
ards accumulated  in  the  course  of  time.  Much 
that  we  would  expect  to  find  in  a  Code  is  not  even 
mentioned. 

The  first  five  paragraphs  treat  of  some  principles 


1.  The  of  sorcery  is  dealt  with  in  an  especially 

Principles  interesting  manner  (S2).  The  accused 
of  Legal  in  this  case  has  to  submit  to  an  ordeal 
Process  at  the  hands  of  the  Rivcr^od;  never- 
theless nothing  is  said  concerning  the 
details  of  this  ordeal.  If  he  is  convicted  by  the  god 
as  guilty,  the  accuser  receives  his  house;  in  the 
opposite  case,  the  accuser  is  condemned  to  death 
and  the  accused  receives  his  house.  The  law  also 
proceeds  rigorously  against  false  witnesses:  in  a 
process  in  which  life  is  at  stake,  conscious  perjury 
IS  jninished  with  death  (S3).  Finally  the  king 
strives  also  for  an  uncomipt  body  of  judges;  a 
judge  who  has  not  carried  out  the  judgment  of  the 
court  correctly  has  not  only  to  pay  twelve  times  the 
sum  at  issue,  but  he  is  also  dismissed  with  disgrace 
from  his  office. 

The  next  sections  (556-25)  occupy  themselves 
with  serious  theft,  bui^ary,  robbery  and  other 
crimes  of  a  like  nature.  Theft  from 
S.  Theft,  palace  or  temple,  or  the  receiving  and 
Burslaij,  concealing  of  stolen  property,  is  pun- 
Robbery  ished  with  death  or  a  heavy  fine  accord- 
ing to  the  naWe  of  what  is  stolen 
(556, 8),  As  it  was  a  custom  in  Babylonia  to  effect 
every  purchase  in  the  presence  of  witnesses  or  with 
a  written  deed  of  sale,  oneunderstands  the  regulation 
that,  in  certain  cases  in  which  witnesses  were  not 
forthcoming,  or  a  deed  could  not  be  shown,  theft 
was  asBum^:  the  guiltyperson  suffered  death  ({7). 
A  careful  procedure  is  prescribed  for  the  case  in 
which  lost  goods  are  found  in  the  hands  of  another; 
he  who,  in  the  investigation,  cannot  prove  his  legiti- 
mate right,  suffers  death,  just  as  a  deceiver  who 
tries  to  enrich  himself  through  making  a  false  accu- 
sation (55  Off).  Kidnapping  of  a  free  child  or 
carrying  away  and  concealing  a  slave  from  the  palace 
is  punished  with  death  (S5 1'l  ff)-  As  slavery  had 
the  greatest  economic  significance  in  Babylonia, 
detailed  regulations  concerning  the  seizing  of  run- 
away slaves  and  similar  matters  weregiven  (ijlTff). 
Burglary,  as  also  robbery,  is  punished  with  death 
(5521  ff).  If  a  robber  is  not  caught,  the  persons 
or  corporations  responsible  for  the  safety  of  the 
land  had  lo  make  compensation  (55  22  ff).  Who- 
attempts  to  enrich  himself  from  a  building  in 
■  in  is  thrown  into  the  fire  (5  25). 
paragraphs  (5!  26-41)  control  vassalage, 
particularly  in  reference  to  rights  and  duties  of  a 
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s  not  yet 
.-  ...  ifor^- 
ii  pOBition  is  exhibited, 
S.  Ijiws  he  issues  rigid  r^ulfttions  against  mis- 
coacenilng  use  of  the  power  of  office  and  punishes 
Vus«lue  certain  offences  of  this  Icind  even  with 
death  (5  34).  The  crown  had,  ia 
every  case,  authority  in  reference  to  estates  in  fee 
which  a  vassal  could  not  sell,  exchange  or  transmit 
to  his  wife  or  daughters  (H  36  ff,  41);  as  a  rule  the 
BODS  took  over  the  estates  after  the  death  of  the 
father  tc^ther  with  the  accompanying  rights  and 
duties.  The  same  was  the  case  if,  in  the  service 
of  the  king,  the  father  had  been  lost  sight  of  ({S2Sf). 
The  estates  in  tee  of  what  we  may  call  "iay-priest- 
esses"  (concerning  whom  we  shall  have  lo  speak 
later)  take  a  special  position  (fi  40). 


not  the  means  to  do  this  could  be  sold  with  his 

family  into  slavery  ({£53  3).  Special  regulations 
protect  the  landowner  from  unlicensed  grazing  on 
bis  fields  of  crops  (Si  57  f). 

The  r^ulattons  concerning  horticulture  ({J  59- 
66)  are  similar;  here  also  the  relation  of  the  pro- 
prietor to  the  gardener  who  had  to  plant  or  to  culti- 
vate the  garden  is  carefully  considered:  the  same 
is  true  with  respect  to  the  business  liabilities  of  the 
owner.  These  r^ulations  concerning  horticulture 
are  not  entirely  preserved  upon  the  stele,  but, 
through  the  aljove-mentioned  dupUcates,  we  can 
restore  them  completely. 

Our  knowledge  concerning  the  legal  relations 
between  houseniwnera  and  tenants  (Si  67  ff)  is  less, 
because  the  parts  deaUng  with  these  on  the  stele  are 
entirely  lost  and  can  only  be  partially  restored  from 


TsIT   O*  TBI  Oo 

A  longer  section  (it  41  ff)  b  given  to  immovables 
(field,  garden,  house) ;  for  the  economic  life  of  the 

ancient  Babylonians  depended  first  of 
i.  Immov-  all  upon  the  cultivation  of  grain  and 
ables  date-pabne;    the  legal  relations  of  the 

land  tenants  are  exactly  explained 
(SS  42  ff) :  n^lect  of  his  work  does  not  liberate  the 
tenant  from  nis  duties  to  his  overlord.  On  the 
other  hand,  in  cases  of  losses  through  the  weather, 
he  is  so  far  released  from  bis  duties  that  of  the  rent 
not  yet  paid  be  has  to  pay  only  an  amount  corre- 
sponding to  the  quantity  of  the  product  of  bis 
tenancy  (SS  4^  0-  Also  the  landowner  with  lia- 
bilities, who  suiters  through  failure  of  crops  and 
inundation,  enjoys  far-reaching  protection  ($48), 
and  his  business  relations  generally  are  adequately 
regulated  (IS  49  IT).  As  the  regular  irrigation  of 
the  fields  was  the  chief  condition  for  profitable  hus- 
bandry in  a  land  lacking  rain,  strong  laws  arc  made 
in  reference  to  this:  damage  resulting  from  neglect 
has  to  be  compensated  for;    indeed,  whoever  had 


duplicates.  Reference  is  once  more  made  to  vassal- 
age  (S  71).  The  relations  between  neighbors  are  also 
regulated,  but  we  cannot  ascertain  how  in  detail 
(J(  72  ff).  Concerning  the  precise  rights  of  tenants 
and  landlords  wearea]8obutslightIyinfonned(i  78). 

On  account  of  the  gaps,  we  are  not  able  lo  deter- 
mine how  far  the  regulations  concerning  immov- 
ables extended.  In  the  gaps  there  seem  to  have 
been  still  other  laws  concerning  business  liabilities. 
The  number  of  missing  paragraphs  can  only  ap- 
proximately be  determined,  so  that  our  further 
enumeration  of  the  paragraphs  cannot  be  regarded 
as  absolutely  correct. 

The  text  begins  again  with  the  treatment  of  the 
legal  relations  between  the  trader  and  his  agents 
(§E  100-107);  these  agents  are  a  kind 
5.  Trader  of  officials  for  the  trader  whose  business 
and  Agent  they  look  after.  While  the  Code  dis- 
cusses their  responsibilities  and  duties 
to  their  masters,  it  also  protects  them  from  unjust 
and  deceitful  ones. 
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The  tavema  of  Babylonia  (§§  108-11)  seem  very 

often  to  have  been  the  resort  of  criminals.    As  a  rule 

they  were  in  the  hands  of  proprietresses 

6.  Taverns   who  were  made  responsible  for  what 

took  place  on  their  premises  (§  109). 
Priestesses  were  forbidden  to  visit  these  houses 
under  penalty  of  being  burned  (§  110). 

The  next  division  (§§  112-26)  deals  esp.  with 
deposits,  aJthough  some  of  its  regulations  are  only 

indirectly   therewith   connected.    De- 

7.  Deposits  ceptive  messengers  are  to  be  punished 

(§  112).  The  debtor  is  protected  from 
violent  encroachments  of  the  creditor  (§  113).  De- 
tailed r^ulations  are  given  concerning  imprison- 
ment for  debt  (§§  1 14  ff).  The  creditor  must  guard 
himself  from  mistreating  a  person  imprisoned  for 
debt,  in  his  house;  if  a  child  of  the  debtor  dies 
through  the  fault  of  the  creditor,  the  jus  taliania  is 
resorted  to:  a  child  of  the  creditor  is  killed  (§  116). 
The  members  of  a  family  imprisoned  for  debt  have 
to  be  released  after  three  years  (§  117).  If  anyone 
desires  to  give  something  to  another  to  be  saved  for 
him,  he  must  do  it  in  the  presence  of  witnesses  or 
draw  up  a  statement  of  the  transaction;  otherwise 
later  claims  cannot  be  substantiated  (§§  122  fit). 
Whoever  accepts  the  objects  is  responsible  for  them 
(S 125),  but  is  also  protected  from  unjustified  claims 
of  his  client  (§  126). 

The  sections  occupied  with  the  rights  of  the 
family    are    very    extensive    (§§  127-95).    Matri- 
mony rests  upon  a  contract   (§  128) 

8.  Family      and  presupposes  the  persistent  fidelity 

of  the  wife  (§§  129  tf),  while  the  hus- 
band is  not  bound,  in  this  respect,  by  regulations  of 
any  kind.  An  untaithful  wife  may  oe  thrown  into 
the  water,  but  the  partner  of  her  sin  may  also,  under 
certain  circumstances,  suffer  the  penalty  of  death. 
Long  unpreventable  apsence  of  the  husband  justifies 
the  wife  to  marry  again  only  when  she  lacks  the 
means  of  support  (§§  133  fif).  On  the  part  of  the 
husband,  there  are  no  hindrances  to  divorce,  so  long 
as  he  settles  any  matters  with  his  wife  concerning 
her  property,  provides  for  the  upbrin^ng  of  the 
children  and,  in  certain  cases,  gives  a  divorce-sum 
as  compensation  (§§  137  S).  Disorderly  conduct 
of  the  wife  is  sufficient  for  the  annulling  of  the  mar- 
riage; in  this  case  the  husband  may  reduce  the  wife 
to  the  state  of  a  slave  (§141).  The  wife  may  only 
annul  the  marriage  if  her  husband  grossly  neglects 
his  duties  toward  her  (§  142).  If  a  wife  desires  the 
annulling  of  the  marriage  for  any  other  reason,  she 
is  drowned  (§  143). 

As  a  rule  polygamy  is  not  allowed.  If  a  barren 
wife  gives  to  her  husband  a  slave  girl  who  bears 
children  to  him,  then  he  may  not  marry  another 
wife  (§  144);  otherwise  he  might  do  so  (§  145).  The 
slave  given  to  the  husband  is  bound  to  show  due 
deference  to  her  mistress;  if  she  does  not  do  this 
she  loses  her  privileffed  position,  but  she  may  not 
be  sold  if  she  has  borne  a  child  to  the  husband 
(§§  146  f ).  Incurable  disease  of  the  wife  is  a  ground 
for  the  marriage  of  another  wife  (§§  148  f). 

Gifts  of  the  husband  to  the  wife  may  not  be 
touched  by  the  children  at  the  death  of  the  hus- 
band, but  nevertheless  property  has  to  remain  in  the 
family  (§  150).  Debts  contracted  before  the  mar- 
riage by  one  side  or  the  other  are  not  binding  for 
the  other,  if  an  agreement  has  been  made  to  that 
effect  (§  151  f). 

Rigid  laws  are  made  against  abuses  in  sexual  life. 
The  wife  who  kills  her  husband  for  the  sake  of  a 
lover  is  impaled  upon  a  stake  (§  153).  Incest  is 
punished,  according  to  the  circumstances,  with  exile 
or  death  (§§  154  ff). 

Breach  of  promise  by  the  man  without  sufficient 
reason  entails  to  him  the  loss  of  all  presents  made  for 
the  betrothed.    If  the  father  of  the  betrothed  annuls 


the  engagement,  he  must  give  back  to  the  man 
twice  the  value  of  the  presents  (§§  159  ff);  esp.  the 
sum  paid  for  the  wife  to  her  father  (Bab  (er^u). 

Matters  concerning  inheritance  are  carefully 
dealt  with  (§§  162  ff).  The  dowry  of  &wiie  belongs, 
after  her  death,  to  her  children  (§  162).  Presents 
made  during  the  lifetime  are  not  reckoned  in  the 
dividing  of  the  inheritance  (§  165),  apart  from  the 
outlay  which  a  father  has  to  make  m  the  case  of 
each  of  his  sons,  the  chief  portion  of  which  is  the 
money  for  a  wife  (§  166).  Children  borne  from 
different  mothers  share  the  paternal  inheritance 
equalljjr  (§  167). 

Disinheritance  of  a  child  is  permitted  only  in  the 
case  of  serious  offences  after  a  previous  warning 
(§§  168  f).  Illegitimate  children  borne  from  slaves 
have  part  in  the  inheritance  only  if  the  father  has 
expressly  acknowledged  them  as  his  children  ({  170); 
otherwise,  at  the  death  of  the  father,  they  are 
released  (§  171). 

The  chief  wife,  whose  future  needs  had  not  been 
secured  during  the  lifetime  of  her  husband,  receives 
from  the  property  of  the  deceased  husband  a  por^ 
tion  equal  to  that  received  by  each  child,  but  she 
has  onfv  the  use  of  it  (§  172).  A  widow  may  many 
aeain,  but  then  she  loses  all  claim  on  the  property 
of  her  first  husband,  in  favor  of  his  children  (§{  172, 
177);  the  children  of  both  her  marriages  share  her 
own  property  equally  (§§  173  f). 

The  children  from  free  women  married  to  slaves 
are  free  (§  175).  The  master  of  the  slave  has  onlv 
a  claim  to  half  of  the  property  of  the  slave  which 
he  has  acquired  during  such  a  marriage  (§§  176  0- 

Unmarried  daughters  mostly  became  priestesses 
or  entered  a  religious  f oimdation  (Bab  mcugH) ;  they 
also  received,  very  often,  a  sort  of  dowry,  which, 
however,  remained  under  the  control  of  their 
brothers  and  which,  on  the  death  of  the  former,  fell 
to  the  brothers  ana  sisters,  if  their  fathers  had  not 
expressly  given  them  a  free  hand  in  this  matter 
(§§  178  f).  In  cases  where  the  father  did  not  give 
such  a  dowiy,  the  daughter  received,  from  the  prop- 
erty left,  a  share  e^ual  to  that  of  the  others^  but  only 
for  use:  those  dedicated  to  a  goddess  obtained  only 
a  third  of  such  an  amount  (§180f).  The  lay- 
priestesses  of  the  god  Marduk  of  Babylon  enjoyed 
special  privileges  in  that  tkey  had  full  control  over 
any  property  thus  acquired  (§  182). 

As  a  rule,  adopted  children  could  not  be  dismissed 
again  (§§  185  ft).  Parents  who  had  given  their 
child  to  a  master,  who  had  adopted  it  and  taught  it 
handwork,  coula  not  claim  it  again  (§§  188  f). 
Gross  insubordination  of  certain  adopted  children 
of  a  lower  class  is  severely  punished  by  the  cutting 
off  of  the  tongue  (§  192)  or  the  tearing  out  of  an 
eye  (§  193).  Deceitful  wet-nurses  are  also  severely 
punished  (§  194).  The  last  paragraph  of  this  sec- 
tion (§  195)  states  the  punishment  for  children  who 
strike  their  father  as  the  cutting  off  of  the  hand. 

The  next  division  (§§  196-227)  occupies  itself 
with  wounding  of  all  kinds,  in  the  firot  place  with 
the  jtui  talionia:  an  eye  for  an  eye,  a 
9.  Con-  bone  for  a  bone,  a  tooth  for  a  tooth, 
ceming  Persons  lower  in  the  sociid  grade 
Wounding,  usually  accepted  money  instead  (§§ 
etc  196  ff).    A  box  on  the  ears  inflicted 

by  a  free  man  upon  a  free  man  cost 
the  former  60  shekels  (§  203) ;  m  the  case  of  one  half- 
free,  10  shekels  (§  204) ;  but  if  a  slave  so  strikes  a 
free  man,  his  ear  is  to  be  cut  off  (§  205).  Uninten- 
tional wounding  of  the  body,  which  proves  to  be 
fatal,  is  covered  by  a  fiine  (§|  207  f).  Anyone  who 
strikes  a  pregnant  free  woman,  so  as  to  cause  a  mis- 
carriage and  the  death  of  the  woman,  is  punished 
bv  having  his  daughter  killed  ({  210);  in  the  case 
of  a  half-free  woman  or  a  slave,  a  money  oompenssr 
tion  was  sufficient  (SS  212  ff). 
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The  surgeon  is  responsible  for  certain  operations; 
if  they  succeed,  he  receives  a  legally  determined  high 
reward;  if  they  fail,  under  certain  circumstances 
his  hand  might  be  cut  off  (§§  215  ff).  Certainly 
this  law  was  an  effective  preventive  against  quacks  I 
Farther  on  come  regulations  concerning  the  fees  of 
surgeons  (§§221  ff)  and  veterinary  siu-geons;  to  a 
certain  degree  the  latter  are  responsible  for  the  kill- 
ing of  an  animal  under  their  charge  (§§  224  f). 

Later,  the  building  of  houses  and  ships  is  treated 

of  (§§  228-40).     The  builder  is  responsible  for  the 

stability  of  the  house  built  by  him;  if 

10.  Build-  it  falls  down  and  kills  the  master  of 
ing  of  the  house,  the  builder  is  killed;  if  it 
Houses  and  kills  a  child  of  the  house,  a  child  of  the 
Ships  builder  is  killed  (§§229f).    For  any 

other  damages  incurred,  the  builder  is 
likewise  responsible  (§§  231  ff).  The  regulations  for 
the  builders  of  ships  are  similar  (§§  234  ff).  The 
man  who  hires  a  ship  is  answerable  to  the  proprietor 
(§§236ff).  With  the  busy  shipping  trade  on  the 
canals,  special  attention  had  to  be  given  to  prevent 
accidents  (§  240). 

Already  in  earlier  sections  there  were  regulations 
concerning  hiring  (rent)  and  wages.    This  eleventh 

division    (§§  241-77)    deals   with   the 

11.  Hiring  matter  more  in  detail,  but  it  also 
in  General,  brings  many  things  forward  which  are 
etc  only  slightly  related  thereto.     It  states 

tanffs  for  working  animals  (§§  242  f), 
and  in  conclusion  to  this  makes  equally  clear  to 
what  extent  the  hirer  of  such  an  animal  is  responsi- 
ble for  harm  to  the  animal  (§§244ff).  Special 
attention  must  be  given  an  ox  addicted  to  goring 
(§§250ff;  see  below).  Care  is  taken  that  un- 
faithful stewards  do  not  escape  their  punishment: 
in  gross  cases  of  breach  of  cormdence  they  are  pun- 
ished with  the  cutting  off  of  the  hand  or  by  being 
torn  (in  the  manner  of  being  tortured  on  a  rack) 
by  oxen  (§§253ff).  The  wages  for  agricultural 
laborers  are  determined  (§§  257  f),  and  in  connec- 
tion with  this,  lesser  cases  of  theft  of  field-utensils 
are  considered  and  covered  by  a  money  fine  (§§  259 
f).  The  wages  of  a  shepherd  and  his  duties  form 
the  subject  of  some  other  paragraphs  (§§  261  ff). 
Finally,  matters  having  to  do  with  hiring  are  men- 
tioned: the  hiring  of  animals  for  threshing  (§§  268 
ff),  of  carriages  (§  271),  wages  of  laborers  (§  273) 
and  handworkers  (§274),  and  the  hire  of  ships 
(§§276f). 

The  last  division  (§§  278-82)  treats  of  slaves  in 
so  far  as  they  are  not  already  mentioned.    The 

seller  is  responsible  to  the  buyer  that 

12.  Slaves    the  slave  does  not  suffer  from  epilepsy 

(§  278),  and  that  nobody  else  has  a 
claim  upon  mm  (§  279).  Slaves  of  Bab  origin, 
bought  in  a  foreign  land,  must  be  released,  if  they 
are  brought  back  to  Babylonia  and  recognized  by 
their  former  master  (§280).  If  a  slave  did  not 
acknowledge  his  master,  his  ear  could  be  cut  off 
(§  282). 

Here  the  laws  come  to  an  end.  In  spite  of  many 
regulations  which  seem  to  us  cruel,  they  show  keen 
sense  of  justice  and  impartiality.  Thus  the  king, 
in  an  epilogue,  rightly  extols  himself  as  a  shepherd 
of  salvation,  as  a  helper  of  the  oppressed,  as  an  ad- 
viser of  widows  and  orphans,  in  short,  as  the  father 
of  his  people.  In  conclusion,  future  rulers  are  ad- 
monished to  respect  his  laws,  and  the  blessings  of 
the  gods  are  promised  to  those  who  do  so.  But 
upon  those  who  might  attempt  to  abolish  the  Code 
he  calls  down  the  curse  of  all  the  great  gods,  indi- 
vidually and  collectively.    With  that  the  stele  ends. 

///.  The  Stgnifieanee  of  the  Code  has  been  recog- 
nized ever  since  its  discovery;  for,  indeed,  it  is  the 
most  ancient  collection  of  laws  which  we  know.  For 
judgment  concerning  the  ancient  Bab  civilization, 


for  the  history  of  slavery,  for  the  position  of  woman 
and  many  other  cjuestions  the  Oxie  offers  the  most 
important  material.  The  fact  that  law  and  reli- 
gion are  nearly  always  distinctly  separated  is  worthy 
of  special  attention. 

It  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  a  monument  of 
such  importance  demands  comparison  with  similar 
monuments.  In  this  reference  the 
1.  Ham-  most  important  question  is  as  to  the 
murabi  and  relation  in  which  the  Code  stands  to 
Moses  the  Law  of  Moses.    Hammurabi  was 

not  only  king  of  Babylonia  but  also  of 
Amurru  (=  "land  of  the  Amorites"),  called  later 
Pal  and  Western  S^ia.  As  his  successors  also 
retamed  the  domimon  over  Amurru,  it  is  quite 
possible  that,  for  a  considerable  time,  the  laws  of 
Hammurabi  were  in  force  here  also,  even  if  perhaps 
in  a  modified  form.  In  the  time  of  Abraham,  for 
example,  one  may  consider  the  narratives  of  Sarah 
and  Hagar  (Gen  16  1  ff),  and  Rachel  and  Bilhah 
(Gen  30  1  ff),  which  show  the  same  iuridical  prin- 
ciples as  the  Code  (cf  §§  144  ff ;  see  above).  Other 
narratives  of  the  OT  indicate  the  same  customs  as 
the  Code  does  for  Babylonia;  cf  Gen  24  63,  where 
the  bridal  gifts  to  Rebekah  correspond  to  the  Bab 
terkdtu  (§  159);  similarly  Gen  31  14  f. 

Between  the  Code  ana  the  Law  of  Moses,  esp.  in 
the  so-called  Book  of  the  Covenant  (Ex  20  22 — 
23  33),  there  are  indeed  extraordinary  parallels. 
We  might  mention  here  the  following  examples: 

Ex  21  2:  "If  thou  buy  a  Heb  servant,  six  years 
he  shall  serve:  and  in  the  seventh  he  shall  go  out 
free  for  nothing."  Sunilarly,  CH,  §117:  "If  a 
man  become  involved  in  debt,  and  give  his  wife, 
his  son  or  his  daughter  for  silver  or  for  labor,  they 
shall  serve  three  years  in  the  house  of  their  pur- 
chaser or  bondmaster:  in  the  fourth  year  they  shall 
regain  their  freedom." 

Ex  21  15:  "And  he  that  smiteth  his  father,  or  his 
mother,  shall  be  surely  put  to  death."  Cf  CH,  §  195 : 
"If  a  son  strike  his  father,  his  hand  shall  be  cut  off." 

Ex  21  18  f:  "And  if  men  contend,  and  one  smite 
the  other  with  a  stone,  or  with  his  fist,  and  he  die 
not,  but  keep  his  bed;  if  he  rise  again,  and  walk 
abroad  upon  his  staff,  then  shall  he  that  smote  him 
be  quit:  only  he  shall  pay  for  the  loss  of  his  time, 
and  shall  cause  him  to  oe  thoroughly  healed."  Ct 
CH,  §  206:  "If  a  man  strike  another  man  in  a  noisy 
dispute  and  wound  him,  that  man  shall  swear,  *I 
did  not  strike  him  knowingly';  and  he  shall  pay  for 
the  physician." 

Ex  21  22:  "If  men  strive  together,  and  hurt  a 
woman  with  child,  so  that  her  fruit  depart,  and  yet 
no  harm  follow;  he  shall  surely  be  fin^,  acoordmg 
as  the  woman's  husband  shall  lay  upon  him;  and  he 
shall  pay  as  the  judges  determine.'^  Cf  CH,  §  209: 
"If  a  man  strike  a  free  woman  and  cause  her  fruit  to 
depart,  he  shall  pay  ten  shekels  of  silver  for  her 
fruit." 

Ex  21  24:  "Eye  for  eye,  tooth  for  tooth,  hand 
for  hand,  foot  for  foot."  Cf  CH,  §  196:  "If  a  man 
destroy  the  eye  of  a  free  man,  his  eve  shall  be  de- 
stroyed." §  197:  "If  he  break  the  bone  of  a  free 
man,  his  bone  shall  be  broken."  §  200:  "If  a  man 
knock  out  the  teeth  of  a  man  of  the  same  rank,  his 
teeth  shall  be  knocked  out." 

Ex  21  28-32:  "If  an  ox  gore  a  man  or  a  woman 
to  death,  the  ox  shall  be  surely  stoned,  and  its  flesh 
shall  not  be  eaten;  but  the  owner  of  the  ox  shall  be 
quit.  But  if  the  ox  was  wont  to  gore  in  time  past, 
and  it  hath  been  testified  to  its  owner,  and  he  nath 
not  kept  it  in,  but  it  hath  killed  a  man  or  a  woman; 
the  ox  shall  be  stoned,  and  its  owner  also  shall  be 

put  to  death If  the  ox  gore  a  man-servant 

or  a  maid-servant,  there  shall  be  given  unto  their 
master  30  shekels  of  silver,  and  the  ox  shall  be 
stoned."    a  CH,  §§  250  ff :  "If  an  ox,  while  going 
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along  the  street,  gore  a  man  and  cause  his  death, 
no  cfaims  of  any  kind  can  be  made.  If  a  man's  ox 
be  addicted  to  goring  and  have  manifested  to  him 
his  failing,  that  it  is  addicted  to  goring,  and,  never- 
theless, he  have  neither  blunted  his  horns,  nor  fast- 
ened up  his  ox :  then  if  his  ox  gore  a  free  man  and 
cause  his  death,  he  shall  give  30  shekels  of  silver. 
If  it  be  a  man's  slave,  he  shall  give  20  shekels  of 
silvCT." 

Ex  22  7  ff  reminds  one  of  CH,  §§  124  ff;  Ex  22 
lOffof  CH,  §1  244  ff  and  266  f . 

The  resemblances  between  the  other  parts  of  the 
Pent  and  the  Code  are  not  so  striking  as  those  be- 
tween the  Code  and  the  Book  of  the  Covenant; 
nevertheless  one  may  compare  Lev  19  35  f  with 
CH,  §  6:  Lev  20  10  with  CH,  §  129;  Lev  24  19f 
with  CH,  §§  196  flf:  Lev  26  39flf  with  CH,  $  117; 
Dt  19  16fif  with  CH,  |§3f;  Dt  22  22  with  CH, 
§129;  Dt  24  1  with  CH,  §§137fr  and  §§  148  f; 
Dt  24  7  with  CH,  §  14;  esp.  Dt  21  16flf.l8flf, 
with  CH,  §§  167,  168  f,  where,  in  both  cases,  there 
is  a  transition  from  regulations  concerning  the 
property  left  by  a  man,  married  several  times,  to 
provisions  referring  to  the  punishment  of  a  dis- 
obedient son,  certainly  a  remarkable  agreement  in 
sequence. 

One  can  hardly  assert  that  the  parallels  quoted 
are  accidental,  but  just  as  little  could  one  say  that 
they  are  directly  taken  from  the  Code;  for  they 
bear  quite  a  definite  impression  due  to  the  Israelitish 
culture,  and  numerous  marked  divergences  also 
exist.  As  we  have  already  mentioned,  the  land 
Amurru  was  for  a  time  Bao  territory,  so  that  Bab 
law  must  have  found  entrance  there.  When  the 
Israelites  came  into  contact  with  Bab  cultiu^,  on 
taking  possession  of  the  land  of  Canaan  (a  part  of 
the  old  Amurru),  it  was  natural  that  they  should 
employ  the  results  of  that  culture  as  far  as  they 
found  them  of  use  for  themselves.  Under  no  cir- 
cumstances may  one  suppose  here  direct  quotation. 
Single  parts  of  the  Laws  of  Moses,  esp.  the  Deca- 
logue (Ex  20),  with  its  particularly  pointed  con- 
ciseness, have  no  ||  in  CH. 

It  has  also  been  attempted  to  establish  relations 
between  the  Code  and  other  legal  systems.  In  the 
Talm,  esp.  in  the  fourth  order  of  the 
2.  The  Code  Mishndh  called  ifzl^n  (i.e.  ''dam- 
and  Other  ages"),  there  are  many  regulations 
Legal  which  remind  one  of  the  Code.    But 

Systems  one  must  bear  in  mind  that  the  Jews 
during  the  exile  could  hardly  have 
known  the  Code  in  detail;  if  there  happen  to  be 
similarities,  these  are  to  be  explained  oy  the  fact 
that  man^r  of  the  regulations  of  the  Code  were  still 
retained  m  the  later  Bab  law,  and  the  Talm  drew 
upon  this  later  Bab  law  for  many  regulations  which 
seemed  useful  for  its  purposes.  The  connection  is 
therefore  an  indirect  one. 

The  similarities  with  the  remains  of  old  Arabian 
laws  and  the  so-called  Syrio-Rom  Lawbook  (5th 
cent.  AD)  have  to  be  considered  in  the  same  way, 
though  some  of  these  agreements  may  have  only 
come  about  accidentally. 

That  the  similarities  between  Rom  and  Gr  legal 
usages  and  the  Code  are  only  of  an  accidental  na- 
ture may  be  taken  as  assured.  This  seems  all  the 
more  probable,  in  that  between  the  Code  and  other 
legal  systems  there  are  quite  striking  similarities 
in  individual  points,  even  though  we  cannot  find 
any  historical  connection,  e.g.  the  Salic  law,  the 
lawbook  of  the  Salic  Franks,  compiled  about  5(X) 
AD,  and  which  is  the  oldest  preserved  Germanic 
legal  code. 

Until  a  whole  number  of  lost  codes,  as  the  Old 
Amoritish  and  the  neo-Bab.  are  known  to  us  in 
detail,  one  must  guard  well  against  hasty  con- 
clusions.   In  any  case  it  is  rash  to  speak  of  direct 


borrowings  where  there  may  be  a  whole  series  of 

mediating  factors. 

LiTBBATtJRB. — Concemliig  the  questtons  treated  of  In 
the  last  paragraphs  refer  esp.  to:  S.  A.  Cook«  The  LatD9 
of  Motet  ana  Code  of  Hammurabi,  London.  1003;  J. 
Jeremias,  Motee  and  Hammurabi,  Leipzig,  1903;  8. 
OetUi,  Da»  Oeteta  Hammurabit  und  die  Thora  laraels, 
Leipziis.  1903;  H.  Orimme.  Das  Oeeetu  Chammurabie  und 
Motee,  Kttln.  1903;  H.  Fehr,  ^ammurapi  und  dot  So- 
lieehe  Recht,  Bonn,  1910. 

ARfFHTTR  TJnONAD 

HAMONAH,  ha-m5'na  (HJItSH,  hOmon&k):  The 
name  of  a  city  which  stood  apparently  near  Hamon- 
GOG  (q.v.)  (Ezk  39  16). 

HAMON-GOG,  ha'mon-gog  (Sna-jTOn,  kdmi^ 
gSghf  ''the  multitude  of  Gog''}:   The  name  of  the 

Elace  where  ''Gog  and  all  his  multitude"  are  to  be 
uried  (Ezk  39  11.15).  By  a  change  in  the  point- 
ing of  ver  11,  hdr-^dbhirltn  for  hd-^dbh*rlm,  we  should 
read  "valley  of  Abarim"  for  "valley  of  them  that 
pass  through."  In  that  case  it  would  seem  that 
the  prophet  thought  of  some  ravine  in  the  mountains 
E.  of  the  Dead  Sea. 

HAMOR,  ha'mor  (niTOn,  hdmSr,  "an  ass"; 
'E|ii|i^p,  Emmdr) :  Hamor  was  the  father  of  Shechem 
from  whom  Jacob  bou^t  a  piece  of  ground  on  his 
return  from  Paddan-aram  for  one  hundred  pieces 
of  silver  (Gen  33  19),  and  the  burial  place  of  .foseph 
when  his  body  was  removed  from  E^^t  to  Canaan 
(Josh  24  32).  "The  men  of  Hamor"  were  inhabit- 
ants of  Shechem,  and  suffered  a  great  loss  under 
Abimelech,  a  prince  over  Israel  (Jgs  9  22-49). 
Dinah,  Jacob's  daughter,  was  criminally  treated  by 
Hamor,  who  re<][uested  her  to  be  given  to  him  in 
marriage,  in  which  plan  he  had  the  cooperation 
of  his  fatner,  Shechem.  The  sons  of  Jacob  rejected 
their  proposition  and  laid  a  scheme  bv  which  the 
inhabitants  of  the  city  were  circumcised,  and  in  the 
hour  of  helplessness  slew  all  the  males,  thus  wreak- 
ing special  vengeance  upon  Hamor  and  his  father 
Shechem.  It  is  mere  conjecture  to  claim  that 
Hamor  and  Dinah  were  personifications  of  early 
central  Palestinian  clans  in  sharp  antagonism,  and 
that  the  course  of  Simeon  and  Levi  was  really  the 
treachery  of  primitive  tribes.  Because  the  word 
Hamor  means  "an  ass"  and  Shechem  "a  should^/' 
there  is  no  reason  for  rejecting  the  terms  as  desig- 
nations of  individuals  and  considering  the  titles  as 
mere  tribal  appellations.     Byron  H.  DeMent 

HAMRAN,  ham'ran.    See  Hemdan. 

HAMUEL,  ham'a-el,  ha-ma'el.    See  Hammuel. 

HAMUL,  ha'mul  (l^TOri ,  h&mia,  "pitied," 
"spared"):  A  son  of  Perez,  and  head  of  one  of  the 
clans  of  Judah  (Gen  46  12*  1  Ch  2  5;  Nu  26  21). 
His  descendants  were  called  Hamulites. 

HAMUTAL,ha-ma'tal  (b;p^ttn ,  h&maj^,  "father- 
in-law"  or  "kinsman  of  the  dew"):  A  daughter  of 
Jeremiah  of  Libnah,  and  wife  of  King  Josiah,  and 
mother  of  Jehoahaz  and  Zedekiah  (2  K  23  31: 
24  18;  Jer  62  1).  In  the  last  two  references  ana 
in  the  LXX  the  name  appears  as ' 'Hamital."  Swete 
gives  a  number  of  variants,  e.g.  2  K  24  18:  B, 
Mtrdr,  MUM,  A,  'A/urd^,  Amitdth;  Jer  62  1:  B, 
*AAMiradX,  Hatneitadl,  K  A  'A/uraiX,  Hamitadl,  Q, 
'A/urdX,  HamiUU, 

HANAMEL,  han'a-md  P^pjn ,  hdnam'Sl;  AV 
Hanameel,  ha-nam'6-el) :  The  son  of  Shallum, 
Jeremiah's  uncle,  of  whom  the  prophet,  while  in 

Erison,  during  the  time  when  Jems  was  besieged 
y  the  Chaldaeans,  bought  a  field  with  due  formali- 
ties, in  token  that  a  time  would  come  when  house 
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and  vineyards  would  once  more  be  bought  in  the 
land  (Jer  32  6-15). 

HANAN,  h&'nan  n;n,  hdn&n,  "gracious")'* 

(1)  A  chief  of  the  tribe  of  Benjamin  (1  Ch  8  23). 

(2)  The  youngest  son  of  Azel,  a  descendant  of 
Saul  (1  Ch  8  38;  9  44). 

(3)  One  of  David's  mighty  men  of  valor  (1  Ch 
11  43). 

(4)  The  head  of  a  family  of  the  Nethinim  who 
returned  with  Zerubbabel  (Ezr  2  46;    Neh  7  49). 

(5)  An  assistant  of  Ezra  in  expounding  the  law 
(Neh  8  7).  Possibly  the  same  person  is  rcdferred 
to  in  Neh  10  10  (11). 

(6)  One  of  the  four  treasurers  put  in  charge  of 
the  tithes  by  Nehemiah  (Neh  13  13). 

(7, 8)  Two  who  "sealed  the  covenant''  on  the 
eve  of  the  restoration  (Neh  10  22  [23].26  [27]). 

(9)  A  son  of  Igdaliah,  "the  man  of  God,"  whose 
sons  had  a  chamber  in  the  temple  at  Jems  (Jer 
36  4).  Btron  H.  DeMemt 


(^»; 


HANANEL,  han'an-el,  THE  TOWER  OP 
pjn,  h&narCH,  "'^  is  gracious";  AV  Haiuneel, 
ha-nan'^1) :  A  tower  in  the  walls  of  Jerus  adjoin- 
ing (Neh  3  1;  12  39)  the  tower  of  Hammbah 
(a. v.).  The  company  of  Levites  coming  from  the 
W.  passed  "by  the  fish  gate,  and  the  tower  of  Han- 
anef,  and  the  tower  of  Hammeah,  even  unto  the 
sheep  gate"  (Neh  12  39).  In  Jer  31  38  it  is  fore- 
told "that  the  city  shall  be  built  to  Jeh  from  the 
tower  of  Hananel  unto  the  gate  of  the  comer" — 
apparently  the  whole  stretch  of  N.  wall.  In  Zee 
14  10  it  says  Jerus  "shall  dwell  in  her  place,  from 
Benjamin's  gate  unto  the  place  of  the  first  gate, 
unto  the  comer  gate,  and  from  the  tower  of  Han- 
anel unto  the  king's  winepresses."  These  last 
were  probably  near  Siloam,  and  the  distance  "from 
the  tower  of  Hananel  unto  the  king's  winepresses" 
describes  the  greatest  length  of  the  city  from  N.  to 
S.  All  the  indications  point  to  a  tower,  close  to  the 
tower  of  Hammeah,  near  the  N.E.  comer,  a 
point  of  the  city  always  requiring  special  fortifi- 
cation and  later  the  sites  successively  of  the  Baris 
and  of  the  Antonia.    See  Jerusalem. 

E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

iOANANI,  ha-na'nl  (^5jn,  fidndnl,  "gracious"): 

(1)  A  musician  and  son  of  Heman,  David's  seer, 
and  head  of  one  of  the  courses  of  the  temple  service 
(1  Ch  26  4.26). 

(2)  A  seer,  the  father  of  Jehu.  He  was  cast  into 
prison  for  his  courage  in  rebuking  Asa  for  rel3ring 
on  Syria  (1  K  16  1.7;  2  Ch  19  2;  20  34). 

(3)  A  priest,  of  the  sons  of  Immer,  who  had 
married  a  foreign  wife  (Ezr  10  20). 

(4)  A  brother  or  kinsman  of  Nehemiah  who  car- 
ried news  of  the  condition  of  the  Jews  in  Pal  to 
Susa  and  became  one  of  the  governors  of  Jerus 
(Neh  1  2;  7  2). 

(5)  A  priest  and  chief  musician  who  took  part 
in  the  dedication  of  the  walls  of  Jerus  (Neh  12  36). 

Btron  H.  DeMent 
HANANIAH,   han-a-nl'a   (^H^S^H,   ftAnanyahU, 
n^?3^,  fidnanydh;   'AvavCot,  Ananias;  also  with 
aspirate,  "Jeh  hath  been  gracious"):   This  was  a 
common  name  in  Israel  for  many  centuries. 

(1)  A  Benjamite  (1  Ch  8  24). 

(2)  A  captain  of  Uzziah's  army  (2  Ch  26  11). 

(3)  Father  of  one  of  the  princes  under  Jehoiakim 
(Jer  36  12). 

(4)  One  of  the  sons  of  Heman  and  leader  of  the 
16th  division  of  David's  musicians  (1  Ch  25  4.23). 

(5)  Grandfather  of  the  officer  of  the  guard  which 
apprehended  Jeremiah  on  a  charge  of  desertion 
(Jer  37  13). 

(6)  A  false  prophet  of  Gibeon,  son  of  Azzur,  who 


opposed  Jeremiah,  predicting  that  the  yoke  of 
Babylon  would  be  broken  in  two  years,  and  that  the 
king,  the  people  and  the  vessels  of  the  temple  would 
be  brought  back  to  Jerus.  Jeremiah  would  be  glad 
if  it  should  be  so,  nevertheless  it  would  not  be.  The 
question  then  arose.  Which  is  right,  Jeremiah  or 
Hananiah?  Jeremiah  claimed  that  he  was  right  be- 
cause he  was  in  accordance  with  all  the  ^reat  prophets 
of  the  past  who  prophesied  evil  and  their  words  came 
tme.  Therefore  his  words  are  more  likely  to  be 
true.  The  prophet  of  good,  however,  must  wait 
to  have  his  prophecy  fulfilled  before  he  can  be 
accredited.  Hananiah  took  off  the  yoke  from  Jere- 
miah and  broke  it  in  pieces,  a^miibolic  of  the  breaking 
of  the  power  of  Babylon.  Jeremiah  was  seemingly 
beaten,  retired  and  received  a  message  from  Jeh  that 
the  bar  of  wood  would  become  a  bar  of  iron,  and  that 
Hananiah  would  die  during  the  year  because  he  had 
spoken  rebellion  against  Jeh  (Jer  28  passim), 

(7)  One  of  Daniel's  companions  in  Babylon  whose 
name  was  changed  to  Shadrach  (Dnl  1  7.11.19). 

(8)  A  son  of  Zembbabel  (1  Ch  3  19.21). 

(9)  A  Levite,  one  of  the  sons  of  Bebai,  one  of 
those  who  nuimed  foreign  wives  (Ezr  10  28;  1  Esd 
9  29). 

(10)  One  of  the  perfumers  (AV  "apothecaries") 
who  wrought  in  rebuilding  the  wall  under  Nehe- 
miah (Neh  3  8). 

(11)  One  who  helped  to  repair  the  wall  above 
the  horse  gate  (Neh  3  30).  This  may  be  the  same 
person  as  no.  10. 

(12)  A  govemor  of  the  castle,  i.e.  the  blrdh  or 
fortress^  and  by  Nehemiah  placed  in  charge  of  the 
whole  city  of  Jerus,  because  "he  was  a  faithful  man, 
and  feared  God  above  many"  (Neh  7  2). 

(13)  One  of  those  who  sealed  the  covenant  under 
Nehemiah  (Neh  10  23);  a  Levite. 

(14)  A  priest  who  was  present  at  the  dedication 
of  the  walls  of  Jerus  (Neh  12  12.41). 

J.  J.  Reevb 
HAND  (*n,  yddh,  "hand";  CIJ,  kaph,  "the 
hoUow  hand,"  "palm";  I'np?,  j/ffwfn,  "the  right 
hand";  b^ttip,  g'md%  "the  left  hand";  x«^.  cheir, 
"hand";  SifiA,  desnd,  "the  right  hand":  dpumod. 
aristerd,  "the  left  hand"  [onljr  Lk  23  33;  2  Cor 
6  7],  or  euphemistically  [for  evil  omens  come  from 
the  left  hiuid;  cf  Lat  sinister f  Ger.  linkischf  etc]; 
ci^wiLOf,  eudnumoSf  lit.  "having  a  good  name"): 
The  Heb  words  are  used  in  a  large  variety  of  idio- 
matic expressions,  part  of  which  have  passed  into 
the  Gr  (through  the  LXX)  and  into  modem  Euro- 
pean languages  (through  the  translations  of  the 
Bible;  see  Oxford  Heb  Lex.,  s.v.  ^'yOdh*"),  We 
group  what  has  to  be  said  about  the  word  under  the 
Allowing  heads: 

The  human  hand  (considered  physically)  and, 
anthropopathically,  the  hand  of  trod  (Gen  3  22; 
Ps  146  16):  The  hand  included  the 
wrist,  as  will  be  seen  from  all  passages 
in  which  bracelets  are  mentioned  as 
ornaments  of  the  hand,  e.g.  Gen  24 
22.30.47;  Ezk  16  11;  23  42,  or 
where  the  Bible  speaks  of  fetters  on  the 
hands  (Jgs  16  14,  etc).  On  the  other 
hand,  it  cannot  seem  strange  that  occasionally  the 
expression  "hand"  may  be  used  for  a  part,  e.g.  the 
fingers,  as  in  Gen  41  42,  etc.  According  to  the 
lex  talioniSf  justice  demanded  "hand  for  hand" 
(Ex  21  24;  Dt  19  21).  We  enumerate  the  follow- 
ing phrases  without  claiming  to  present  a  complete 
list:  "To  fill  the  hand"  (Ex  32  29  m;  1  Ch  29 
5  m)  means  to  consecrate,  evidently  from  the  filling 
of  hands  with  sacrificial  portions  for  the  altar.  Ct 
also  Lev  7  37;  8  22.28.29.31.33,  where  the  sacri- 
fice, the  ram,  the  basket  of  consecration  are  men- 
tioned.   "To  put  or  set  the  hand  unto"  (Dt  16  10; 


1.  The 

Human 

Hand: 

Various 

Uses 
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20;  28  8.20),  to  commence  to  do;  ''to  put  forth 
the  hand''  (Gen  3  22;  8  9);  ''to  stretch  out  the 
hand''  (Ezk  26  13.16;  Zeph  2  13);  "to  shake  or 
wag  the  hand  upon"  (Isa  10  32;  Zeph  2  15;  Zee 
2  ^,  to  defy.  ^'To  lay  the  hand  upon  the  head" 
(2  S  IS  19)  is  an  expression  of  sadness  and  mourn- 
ingi  as  we  see  from  Egyp  representations  of  scenes 
of  mourning.  Both  in  joy  and  in  anger  hands  are 
"smitten  together"  (Nu  24  10),  and  people  "clap 
their  hands'  at  a  person  or  over  a  person  in  spiteful 
triumph  (Job  27  23;  Lam  2  15;  Nah  3  19). 
"To  put  one's  life  into  one's  hand"  is  to  risk  one  s 
life  (1  S  19  5;  28  21).  "To  lay  hands  upon"  is 
used  in  the  sense  of  blessing  (Mt  19  13),  or  is  sym- 
bolical in  the  act  of  miraculous  healing  (Mt  9  18: 
Mk  8  23;  Acts  28  8),  or  an  emblem  of  the  gift  of 
the  Holy  Spirit  and  His  endowments  (Acts  8  17- 
19;  13  3;  1  Tim  4  14;  2  Tim  1  6):  but  it  also 
designates  the  infliction  of  cruelty  ana  punishment 
(Gen  37  22;  Lev  24  14),  the  iniposition  of  respon- 
sibility (Nu  8  10;  Dt  34  9).  Thus  also  the  sins 
of  the  people  were  ^rmbolically  transferred  upon  the 

foat  which  was  to  be  sent  into  the  wilderness  (Lev 
6  21).  This  act,  rabbinical  writings  declare,  was 
not  so  much  a  laying  on  of  hands,  as  a  vigorous 
pressing.  "Lifting  up  the  hand"  was  a  gesture 
accompanying  an  oath  (Dt  32  40)  or  a  blessing 
pronounced  over  a  multitude  (Lev  9  22:  Lk  24 
60),  a  prayer  (Ps  119  48).  "To  put  the  hands  to 
the  mouth"  is  indicative  of  (compulsory)  silence 
(Job  21  6;  40  4:  Prov  80  32;  Mic  7  16).  To 
"slack  one's  hand  is  synonymous  with  negligence 
and  neglect  (Josh  10  6),  and  "to  hide  or  bury  the 
hand  in  the  dish"  is  descriptive  of  the  slothful,  who 
is  tired  even  at  meals  (Prov  19  24;  26  15). 

The  hand  in  the  sense  of  power  and  authority: 
(dABsyrtdu,  "strength");  Josh  8  20m,  "They had 

no  hands  [RV  '*power"l  to  flee  this 
2.  The  way  or  that  way";    Jgs  1  36,  "The 

Hand  as  hand  of  the  house  of  Joseph  prevailed" ; 
Power  Ps  76  5,  "None  of  the  men  of  might 

havefound  their  hands";  Ps  89  48  m, 
"shall  deliver  his  soul  from  the  hand  [RV  "power"] 
of  Sheol";  2  K  3  16,  "The  hand  of  Jeh  came  upon 
him";  Ex  14  31m,  "Israel  saw  the  great  hand 
[RV  "work"!  which  Jeh  did  upon  the  Egyptians"; 
Dt  84  12,  "in  all  the  mighty  hand  ....  which 
Moses  wrought  in  the  sight  of  all  Israel." 

The  hand  used  (pars  pro  toto)  for  the  person :  "His 
hand  shall  be  against  every  man"   (Gen  16  12). 

"Slay  the  priests  of  Jeh;  because  their 
8.  The  hand  also  is  with  David"  (1  S  22  17). 

Hand  for  "Jonathan  went  to  David  into  the 
the  Person    wood  and  strengthened  his  hand  in 

God"  (1  S  23  16).  In  this  sense  pen- 
alty is  exacted  "from  the  hand"  or  "at  the  lumd" 
of  the  transgressor  (Gen  9  6;  Ezk  33  8). 

The  hand  in  the  sense  of  side:  "All  the  side  [Heb 
"hand"]  of  the  river  Jabbok"  (Dt  2  37);   "by  the 

wayside"  (Heb  "by  the  hand  of  the 

4.  Hand,  way,"  1  S  4  13).  The  MSS  have 
Meaning  here  the  error  if*^ ,  yakhy  for  T^ ,  y&dh; 
Side  cf  the  Heb  of  Ps  140  6[6]  (bliyi'T^^, 

l*yadh  ma'gOl);  "On  the  side  [Heb 
"hand")  of  their  oppressors  there  was  power"  (Eccl 
4  1);  "I  was  by  the  side  [Heb  "hand"]  of  the  great 
river"  (Dnl  10  4). 

Mention  must  also  be  made  here  of  the  Eng. 

idiom,  "at  hand,"  frequently  found  in  our  VSS  of 

the  Scriptures.    In  Heb  and  Gr  there 

5.  English  is  no  rderence  to  the  word  "hand," 
Idiom  but    words    designating    nearness    of 

time  or  place  are  uaed.  The  usual 
word  in  Heb  is  SHR ,  idrabh,  "to  be  near,"  and 
ynp^.^rdbh,  "near";  in  Gr  iyy^,  eggHs,  "near," 
and  the  vb.  iyyit^y  eggizd,  "to  come  near."    Rarely 


other  words  are  used,  as  MtrniKw,  enUUken,  "has 
come,"  ERV  "is  now  present"  (2  Thess  2  2),  and 
i<t>ivrnK€Vj  ephiatekerif  "is  come"  (2  Tim  4  6). 

Frequently  the  words  refer  to  the  "day"  or  "coin- 
ing of  the  Lord";  still  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  it  may  often  refer  to  the  nearness  of  God  in  a 
local  sense,  as  in  Jer  23  23,  "Am  I  a  God  at  hand, 
saith  Jeh,  and  not  a  God  afar  ofif?"  and  probably  in 
Phil  4  6,  "The  Lord  is  at  hand,"  though  many, 
perhaps  most,  commentators  regard  the  expression 
as  a  version  of  the  Aram,  /lapdv  d^d,  mardn  athd 
(1  Cot  16  22).  Passaees  such  as  Ps  31  20;  119 
161 ;  Mt  28  20  would,  however,  speak  for  an  inter* 
pretation  which  lays  tne  ictus  on  the  abiding  pres- 
ence of  the  Lord  with  the  believer. 

NoTB. — ^The  ancieiits  made  a  careful  distiiiction  of  the 
respective  values  of  the  two  hands.  This  is  perhaps 
best  seen  from  Gen  48  13-19.  where  the  impoeation  of 
the  hands  of  ased  Israel  upon  the  heads  of  Joseph's 
sons  seems  unfair  to  their  father,  because  the  left  hand 
is  being  placed  upon  the  elder,  the  right  hand  upon  the 
younger  son.  The  very  word  ettdnumoa  proves  tne  same 
from  the  Gr  point  of  view.  This  word  b  a  euphemistic 
synonym  of  aritterat  and  is  used  to  avoid  the  unlucky 
omen  the  common  word  may  have  for  the  person  spolcea 
to.  Thus  the  goats,  i.e.  the  godless,  are  placed  at  the 
left  hand  of  the  great  Judge,  while  the  rlimteous  appear 
at  His  right  (Mt  86  33).  We  read  hi  Eccl  10  2,  "A 
wise  mans  heart  is  at  his  right  hand;  but  a  fool's 
heart  at  his  left."  i.e.  is  inclined  to  evil.  As  the  Jews 
orientated  themselves  by  looking  toward  the  rising  of 
the  sun  (Lat  ort«n«.  the  east),  the  left  hand  represented 
the  north,  and  the  right  hand  the  south  (1  S  83  19.24; 
2  S  84  5).  The  right  hand  was  considered  the  more 
honorable  (1  K  8  19;  Ps  46  9);  therefore  it  was  given 
in  attestation  of  a  contract,  a  federation  or  feilowshlp 
(Gal  8  9).  It  is  the  more  valuable  in  battle;  a  friend 
or  protector  will  therefore  take  his  place  at  the  right  to 
guard  it  (Ps  16  8;  78  23;  109  31;  110  6;  181  5),  but 
the  enemy  will,  for  the  same  reason,  try  to  assafl  it  (Job 
80  12;  Ps  109  0;  Zee  8  1).  It  was  also  the  unprs- 
tected  side,  because  the  shield  was  carried  on  the  left 
arm:  hence  the  point  of  danger  and  honor.  The  right 
hand  is  also  the  side  of  power  and  streiigth  (Ps  60  5; 
68  8;  108  6;  118  15.16;  110  1;  Mt  «k  44;  Mt  90 
21.23).  Both  hands  are  mentioned  together  in  the  sense 
of  close  proximity,  intimate  association,  in  Mk  10  37. 

H.  L.  E.  LuERiNO 

HANDBREADTH,  hand'bredth  (HS^,  (ephah, 
nSb,  tdphah,  1  K  7  26;  2  Ch  4  5;  Ps  39  5;  Ex 
26  25;  37  12;  Ezk  40  5.43;  48  13):  A  Heb  linear 
measure  containing  4  fingers,  or  digits,  and  equal 
to  about  3  in.    See  Weights  and  Meabttres. 

HANDFUL,  hand'fd61:  Theie  are  five  words  in 
Heb  used  to  indicate  what  may  be  held  in  the  hand, 
either  closed  or  open. 

(1)  "l^h ,  hkdphen,  VPHtn ,  hophnayim.  The  fiai 
or  dosed  hand  occurs  in  the  dual  in  Ex  9  8,  where 
it  signifies  what  can  be  taken  in  the  two  hands  con- 
joined, a  double  handful. 

(2)  03)  kaph,  ''hollow  of  the  hand,''  the  pahn; 
an  open  handful  (Lev  9  17;  1  K  17  12;  Eccl  4  6). 

(3)  ^*^7 )  *^^^^)  ''sheaf  or  bundle.''  It  signifies 
the  quantity  of  grain  a  gleaner  may  gather  in  his 
hand  (Jer  9  22  [Heb  211). 

(4)  YVP  y  l^^rne^j  "the  dosed  handful"  (Gen  41 
47;   Lev  2  2;   6  12;   6  15  [Heb  6  8];   Nu  6  26). 

(5)  bjtt,  shd'cd,  "the  hollow  of  the  hand,"  or 
what  can  be  held  in  it  (1  K  20  10;  Ezk  IS  19). 
In  Isa  40  12  it  signifies  "measure." 

(6)  n^S  I  pi99dh  (Ps  72  16)  is  rendered  "hand- 
ful" by  AV,  but  is  properly  "abundance"  as  in  RV. 

H.  Porter 

HANDICRAFT,  han'di-kraft.    See  Crafts. 

HANDSXRCHIEP,  hai^'ker-chif  (rov8dfioir,  sou- 
ddrion) :  A  loan-word  from  the  Lat  siMiartum,  found 
in  pi.  in  Acts  19  12,  souddria;  cf  sudoTf  "perspira- 
tion"; lit.  "a  cloth  used  to  wipe  off  perspu*ation." 
Elsewhere  it  is  rendered  "napkin"  (Lk  19  20;  Jn 
11  44;  20  7),  for  which  see  Drbbs;  Napkin. 
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HANDLE,  han'd'l  (C19,  kaph):  The  noun  occurs 
once  in  Cant  5  5,  "handles  of  the  bolt"  (AV  "lock"). 
The  vb.  "handle"  represents  several  Heb  (*dfiaz. 
mdshakh,  tdphas,  etc)  and  Gr  {eiyydwuy  thiggdnd,  Col 
8  21;  ^lyXa^dw,  paelavhdd,  Lk  84  39;  1  Jn  1  1) 
words  in  AV,  but  is  also  sometimes  substituted  in 
RV  for  other  renderings  in  AV,  as  in  Cant  3  8  for 
"hold";  in  Lk  20  11,  "handled  shamefully,"  for 
"entreated  shamefully'';  in  2  Tim  2  15,  "handling 
aright,"  for  "rightly  dividing,"  etc. 

HANDMAID,  hand'mfid:  Which  appears  often 
in  the  OT,  but  seldom  in  the  NT,  like  bondmaid,  is 
used  to  translate  two  Heb  words  (nnf  tp ,  akiphl^dh, 
and  np^ ,  *dmCth)f  both  of  which  normally  mean  a 
female  slave.  It  is  used  to  translate  the  former 
word  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  female  slave  in  Gen 
16  1;  25  12;  29  24.29;  Prov  SO  23;  Jer  84  11. 
16;  Joel  8  29;  to  translate  the  latter  word  in  Ex 

83  12;  Jgs  19  19;  2  S  6  20.  It  is  used  as  a  term 
of  himiility  and  respectful  self-depreciation  in  the 

Eresence  of  great  men,  prophets  and  kings,  to  trans- 
ite  the  former  word  in  Ruth  8  13;  1  S  1  18;  88 
21;  2  S  14  6;  2  K  4  2.16;  it  translates  the  latter 
word  in  the  same  sense  in  Ruth  8  9;  1  S  1  16; 
85  24.28.31.41;  2  S  80  17;  1  K  1  13.17;  8  20.  It 
is  also  used  to  express  a  sense  of  religious  himiility 
in  translating  the  latter  word  only,  and  appears  in 
this  sense  in  but  three  passages,  1  S  1  11;  Ps  86 
16;  116  16. 

In  the  NT  it  occurs  3t,  in  a  religious  sense,  as 
the  tr  of  Bo^Xti,  doHle.  "a  female  slave^'  (Lk  1  38.48: 
Acts  8  18),  and  twice  (Gal  4  22.23)  as  the  tr  of 
TaiSlffKri,  paidiskiy  AV  "bondmaid." 

William  Joseph  McGlothlin 
HANDS,  IMPOSITION,  im.p6-zish'un  (LAY- 
ING ON),  OF  (JirONoas  x«^pAv>  epUhesis  cheir(^y 
Acts  8  18;  1  Tim  4  14;  2  Tim  16;  He  6  2): 
The  act  or  ceremony  of  the  imposition  of  hands 
appears  in  the  OT  in  various  connections:  in  the 
act  of  blessing  (Gen  48  14  fit) ;  in  the  ritual  of  sacri- 
fice (hands  of  the  offerer  laid  on  head  of  victim.  Ex 
89  10.15.19;  Lev  1  4;  8  2.8.13;  4  4.24.29;  8  14; 
16  21);  in  witness-bearing  in  capital  offences  (Lev 

84  14).  The  tribe  of  Levi  was  set  apart  by  solemn 
imposition  of  hands  (Nu  8  10);  Moses  appointed 
Joshua  to  be  his  successor  by  a  similar  act  (Nu  87 
18.23 ;  Dt  84  9) .  The  idea  in  these  cases  varies  with 
the  purpose  of  the  act.  The  primary  idea  seems  to 
be  that  of  conveyance  or  transference  (cf  Lev  16  21), 
but,  conjoined  with  this,  in  certain  instances,  are  the 
ideas  of  identification  and  of  devotion  to  God. 

In  the  NT  Jesus  laid  hands  on  the  little  children 
(Mt  19  13.15  II  Mk  10  16)  and  on  the  sick  (Mt  9 
18;  Mk  6  5,  etc),  and  the  apostles  laid  hands  on 
those  whom  they  baptized  that  they  might  receive 
the  Holy  Spirit  (Act«  8  17.19;  19  6),  and  in  healing 
(Acts  18  17).  Specially  the  imposition  of  hands 
was  used  in  the  setting  apart  of  persons  to  a  par- 
ticular office  or  work  in  the  church.  This  is  noticed 
as  taking  place  in  the  appointment  of  the  Seven 
(Acts  6  6),  in  the  sending  out  of  Barnabas  and 
Saul  (Acts  18  3),  at  the  ordination  of  Timothy 
(1  Tim  4  14;  2  Tim  1  6),  but  though  not  directly 
mentioned,  it  seems  likely  that  it  accompanied  all 
acts  of  oraination  of  presbyters  and  deacons  (cf 
1  Tim  6  22;  He  6  2).  The  presbyters  could 
hardly  convey  what  they  had  not  themselves  re- 
ceived (1  Tim  1  14).  Here  again  the  fundamental 
idea  b  communication.  The  act  of  laying  on  of 
hands  was  accompanied  by  prayer  (Acts  6  6;  8 
15;  18  3),  and  the  blessing  sought  was  imparted 
by  God  Himself.  No  ground  is  afforded  by  this 
symbolical  action  for  a  sacrament  of  "Orders." 
side  Sacrifice;  Minibtbt;  Ordination. 

Jambs  Orr 


HANDSTAFF,  hand'staf  (nj  bpij,  matfiHyddh): 

In  pi.  in  £zk  89  9,  among  weapons  of  war.    See 
Staff. 

HAND  WEAPON,  hand Vep'un  (Nu  86  18  AV). 
See  Armor. 

HANDWRITING,  hand'rit-ing.  See  Writing; 
Manuscripts. 

HANES,  hft'nez  (Djn,  hdne^):  Occurs  only  in 
Isa  30  4.  The  one  question  of  importance  con- 
cerning this  place  is  its  location.  It  has  never  been 
certainly  identified.  It  was  probably  an  Egyp  city, 
though  even  that  is  not  certain.  Pharaoh,  in  ms 
selfish  haste  to  make  league  with  the  kingdom  of 
Judah,  may  have  sent  his  ambassadors  far  beyond 
the  frontier.  The  language  of  Isa,  "Their  ambassa- 
dors came  to  H.,"  certainly  seems  to  indicate  a  place 
in  the  direction  of  Jerus  from  Tanis.  This  mdi- 
cation  is  also  the  sum  of  all  the  evidence  yet  avail- 
able. There  is  no  real  knowledge  concerning  the 
exact  location  of  H.  Opinions  on  the  subject  are 
little  more  than  clever  jesses.  They  rest  almost 
entirely  upon  et3rmological  grounds,  a  verv  pre- 
carious foundation  when  not  supported  by  histor- 
ical evidence.  The  LXX  has,  'Tor  there  are  in 
Tanis  princes,  wicked  messengers."  Evidently 
knowing  no  such  place,  they  tried  to  translate  the 
name.  The  Aram,  version  gives  "Tahpanhes"  for 
H.,  which  may  have  been  founded  upon  exact 
knowledge,  as  we  shall  see. 

H.  has  been  thought  by  some  commentators 
to  be  Heracleopolis  Magna,  Egyp  HunenstUeUf 
abridged  to  Hunensuy  Copt  Ahnes.  Heb  Hane^y 
Arab.  Akneysa,  the  capital  of  the  XXth  Nome,  or 
province,  of  ancient  Egvpt.  It  was  a  large  city  on 
an  island  between  the  Nile  and  the  Bahr  Yuseph, 
opposite  the  modern  town  of  Beni  Suef.  The 
Greeks  identified  the  ram-headed  god  of  the  place 
with  Heracles,  hence,  "Heracleopolis.''  The  most 
important  historical  notes  in  Egypt  and  the  best 
philological  arguments  point  to  this  city  as  H.  But 
the  plain  meamng  of  Isa  80  4  points  more  positively 
to  a  city  somewhere  in  the  delta  nearer  to  Jerus 
than  Tanis  (cf  Naville's  cogent  argument,  "Ahnas  el 
Medineh,''  3-4).  Dumichen  considered  the  hiero- 
glyphic name  of  Tahpanhes  to  be  Hens.  Knowledge 
of  this  as  a  fact  may  have  influenced  the  Aram, 
rendering,  but  does  not  warrant  the  arbitrarv  alter- 
ing of  the  Heb  text.  M.  G.  Ktlb 

HANGING,  hang'ing  (Tlbn ,  UUdhy  "to  hang  up," 
"suspend,"  2  S  21  12;  Dt  28  66:  Job  26  7;  Ps 
187  2;  Cant  4  4;  Hos  11  7):  General^,  where 
the  word  is  used  m  connection  with  pumsnments, 
it  appears  to  have  reference  to  the  hanging  of  the 
corpse  after  execution.  We  find  but  two  clear  in- 
stances of  death  by  hanging,  i.e.  strangulation — 
those  of  Ahithophel  and  Judas  ((2  S  17  23;  Mt 
27  5),  and  both  these  were  cases  of  suicide,  not  of 
execution.  The  foregoing  Heb  word  is  clearly  used 
for  "hanging"  as  a  mode  of  execution  in  Est  6  14; 
6  4:  7  9ff;  8  7;  9  13.14.25;  but  probably  the 
"gallows"  or  "tree"  CT? ,  'cf )  was  a  stake  for  the 
purpose  of  impaling  the  victim.  It  could  be  low- 
ered for  this  purpose,  then  raised  "fifty  cubits 
high"  to  arrest  the  public  gaze.  The  Gr  word  used 
in  Mt  27  5  is  dwiyxwOaxy  apdgchesthaiy  "to  strangle 
oneself."  See  HOB,  art.  "Hanging,"  for  an  ex- 
haustive discussion.  Frank  E.  Hirsch 

HANGINGS,  hang'ingz: 

(1)  In  EV  this  word  in  the  pi.  represents  the  Heb 

D'^ybpJ ,  ii'la^lmy  the  curtains  of  "fine  twined  linen" 
with  which  the  court  of  the  tabernacle  was  inclosed. 
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These  were  five  cubits  in  height,  and  of  lengths  cor- 
responding to  the  sides  of  the  inclosure  and  the 
space  on  either  side  of  the  entrance  in  front,  and 
were  suspended  from  hooks  fastened  to  the  pillars 
of  the  court.  They  are  described  at  length  in  Ex 
27  ^15;  38  9-lS.  See,  besides,  Ex  85  17;  89 
40;  Nu  8  26;  4  26. 

(2)  In  AV  another  word,  md^dkh  (RV  uniformly 
' 'screen' 0)  is  distinguished  from  the  preceding  only 
by  the  singular,  "hanging"  (Ex  86  17;  88  18,  etc). 
It  is  used  of  the  screen  or  portidre,  embroidered  in 
colors,  that  closed  the  entrance  of  the  court  (Ex  27 
16;  86  17;  88  18;  89  40;  40  8.33;  Nu  8  26; 
4  26) ;  of  the  screen  of  similar  workmanship  at  the 
entrance  of  the  tabernacle  (Ex  26  36.37;  86  15; 
86  37:  89  38;  40  5.28;  Nu  8  25;  4  25);  and 
once  (Nu  8  31)  of  the  tapestry  veiL  adorned  with 
cherubim,  at  the'  entrance  of  the  Holy  of  Holies 
(elsewhere,  pdrokheth,  "veil,"  Ex  26  31-33,  etc, 
or  p&rokheth  ha-m&^akh,  "veil  of  the  screen,"  Ex  86 
12,  etc).  In  Nu  8  26,  AV  renders  mO^dkh  "cur- 
tain," and  in  Ex  86  12;  89  34;  40  21  (cf  also  Nu 
4  5),  "covering." 

(3)  In  2  K  28  7  we  read  of  "hangings"  (Heb 
"houses")  which  the  women  wove  for  the  Asherah. 
If  the  text  is  correct  we  are  to  think  perhaps  of 
tent  shrines  for  the  image  of  the  goddess.  Lucian's 
reading  {atolds,  "robes")  is  preferred  by  some, 
which  would  have  reference  to  the  custom  of  bring- 
ing offerings  of  clothing  for  the  images  of  the  gods. 
In  1  K  7  29  RV,  "wreaths  of  hanging  work"  refers 
to  a  kind  of  ornamentation  on  the  bases  of  the 
lavers.  In  Est  1  6,  "hangings"  is  supplied  by  the 
translators.  Benjamin  Reno  Downer 

HANIEL,  han'i-el.    See  Hanniel. 

HANNAH,  han'a  (Tipn,  hann&h,  "grace,"  "favor" ; 
'Awa,  Hdnna) :  One  of  the  two  wives  of  Elkanah, 
an  Ephraimite  who  lived  at  Ramathaim-zophim. 
Hannah  visited  Shiloh  yearly  with  her  husband  to 
offer  sacrifices,  for  there  the  tabernacle  was  located. 
She  was  greatly  distressed  because  they  had  no 
children.  She  therefore  prayed  earnestly  for  a  male 
child  whom  she  promised  to  dedicate  to  the  Lord 
from  his  birth.  The  prayer  was  heard,  and  she 
called  her  son's  name  Samuel  ("God  hears"). 
When  he  was  weaned  he  was  carried  to  Shiloh  to  be 
trained  by  Eli,  the  priest  (1  S  1).  Hannah  be- 
came the  mother  of  five  other  children,  three  sons 
and  two  daughters  (2  2).  Her  devotion  in  send- 
ing Samuel  a  little  robe  every  year  is  one  of  the 
tenderest  recorded  instances  of  maternal  love  (2  19) . 
She  was  a  prophetess  of  no  ordinary  talent,  as  is 
evident  from  her  elevated  poetic  deliverance  elicited 
by  God's  answer  to  her  prayer  (2  1-10). 

Byron  H.  DeMent 

HANNATHON,  han'a-thon  (pnjn ,  hannOthon) : 
A  city  on  the  northern  boundary  of  Zebulun  (Josh 
19  14).  It  is  probably  identical  with  Kefar 
Hananyah,  which  the  Mish  gives  as  marking  the 
northern  limit  of  lower  Galilee  (Neubauer,  G4og. 
du  Talmf  179).  It  is  represented  by  the  modem 
Kefr  ^Andn,  about  3  miles  S.E.  of  er-Rdmeh, 

HANNIEL,  han'i-el  (bs'^jn ,  hannVel,  "grace  of 
God"): 

(1)  The  son  of  Ephod  and  a  prince  of  Manasseh 
who  assisted  in  dividing  Canaan  among  the  tribes 
(Nu  84  23). 

(2)  A  son  of  Ulla  and  a  prince  and  hero  of  the 
tribe  of  Asher  (1  Ch  7  39);  AV  "Haniel." 

HANOCH,  h&'nok,  HANOCHITES,  ha'nok-its 
(^nsrj,  handkh,  "initiation,"  "dedication"): 
(1)  A  grandson  of  Abraham  by  Keturah,  and 


an  ancestral  head  of  a  clan  of  Midian  (Gen  26  4; 
1  Ch  1  33,  AV  "Henoch"). 

(2)  The  eldest  son  of  Reuben  (Gen  46  9;  Ex 
6  14;   1  Ch  6  3). 

The  descendants  of  Hanoch  were  known  as  Hano- 
chites  (Nu  26  5). 

HANUN,  ha'nun  (^tSri,  h&nun,  "favored," 
"pitied") : 

(1)  A  son  and  successor  of  Nahash,  king  of  Am- 
mon.  Upon  the  death  of  Nahash,  David  sent  sym- 
pathetic communications  to  Hanun,  which  were 
misinterpreted  and  the  messengers  dishonored. 
Because  of  this  indignity,  David  waged  a  war 
against  him,  which  caused  the  Ammonites  to  lose 
their  independence  (2  S  10  1  ff ;    1  Ch  19  1  ff). 

(2)  One  of  the  six  sons  of  Zalaph  who  assisted 
in  repairing  the  E.  wall  of  Jems  (Neh  8  30). 

(3)  One  of  the  inhabitants  of  Zanoah  who  re- 
paired the  Valley  Gate  in  the  wall  of  Jems  (Neh 
8  13).  Byron  H.  DeMent 

HAP,  hap,  HAPLY,  hap'li  (nnp.fl ,  miireh,  * , 
lu;  |iV|iroTf,  mtpote): 

Hap  (a  Saxon  word  for  "luck,  chance")  is  the  tr 
of  milpreh,  "a  fortuitous  chance,  "a  lot"  (Ruth  2  3, 
AV  "Her  hap  was  to  li^t  on  a  part  of  the  field  be- 
longing unto  Boaz");  m  1  S  6  9,  the  same  word  is 
tr^  "chance"  (that  happened);  "event,"  in  Eccl  9 
2.3,  with  "happeneth,'^  m  2  14. 

Haply  (from  "hap")  is  the  tr  of  te,  "if  that" 
(1  S  14  30,  "if  haply  the  people  had  eaten  freely"); 
of  ei  dra,  "if  then''  (Mk  11  13,  "if  haply  he  might 
find  anything  thereon");  of  et  drage  (Acts  17  27, 
"if  haply  they  might  feel  after  him"):  of  mepole, 
"lest  ever,"  '^lest  perhaps,"  etc  (Lk  14  29;  Acta 
6  39);  of  m^pos, 'lest  in  anyway"  (2  Cor  9  4  AV, 
"lest  haply,"  RV  "lest  by  any  means"). 

RV  has  *'haply"  for  "at  any  time"  (Mt  4  6;  6  25: 
18  15;  Mk  4  12;  Lk  4  11;  21  34;  He  2  1);  intro- 
duces "haply"  (Mt  7  6;  18  29;  16  32;  27  64;  Mk 
14  2;  Lk  8  15;  12  58;  14  8.12;  Acts  27  29;  He  4  1); 
has  "  haply  there  shaU  be."  for  "lest  there  be"  (He  8  12). 

W.  L.  Walker 

HAPHARAIM,  haf-arra'im  (D-'n^n,  h&yharor 
yim;  AV  Haphraim,  haf-ra'im,  possibly  "place  of  a 
moat") :  A  town  in  the  territory  of  Issachar,  named 
with  Shunem  and  Anaharath  (Josh  19  19).  Onom 
identifies  it  with  "Affarea,"  and  places  it  6  miles 
N.  of  Legio-Megiddo.  This  position  corresponds 
with  that  of  the  modem  eHrFerrxyeh,  an  ancient  site 
with  remarkable  tombs  N.W.  of  d-L^jun. 

HAPPEN,  hap"n  (n^JJ,  ^arGh;  (rvfiPalvci,  sum^ 
halnd):  "Happen"  (from  "hap"),  "to  fall  out." 
"befall,"  etc,  come  to  anyone,"  is  the  tr  of  ^€trA, 
"to  meet,"  etc  (1  S  28  10,  '"There  shall  no  punish- 
ment happen  to  thee,"  RVm  "guilt  come  upon 
thee";  2  S  1  6;  Est  4  7;  Eccl  2  14.15;  9  11 
Isa  41  22);  of  i;<5rfi',  "to  meet,"  "cause  to  hap- 
pen," etc  (2  S  20  1);  of  hdyah,  "to  be"  (1  S  6  9, 
"It  was  a  chance  that  happened  to  us") ;  of  ndgha^f 
"to  touch,"  "to  come  to^'  (Eccl  8  14  W«).  In  the 
NT  it  is  in  several  instances  the  tr  of  sumbaino,  "to 
go"  or  "come  up  together,"  "to  happen"  (Mk  10 
32;  Lk  24  14;  Acts  8  10:  1  Cor  10  11;  1  Pet 
4  12;  2  Pet  2  22);  once  ot  ^nomai,  "to  become," 
"to  happen"  (Rom  11  25,  RV  "befallen").  "Hap- 
peneth  occurs  (Eccl  2  15,  "as  it  happeneth  to 
the  fool"  [mi^eA];  2  Esd  10  6;  Bar  8  lOltiesUn]). 
RV  supplies  "that  happened"  for  "were  done"  (Lk 
24  35).    See  also  Chance.         W.  L.  Walker 

HAPPINESS,  hap'i-nes.    See  Blessedness. 

HAPPIZZEZ,  hap'i-zez  (789n,  horpifge^;  AV 
Aphses) :  A  priest  on  whom  fell  the  lot  for  the  18th 
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of  the  24  courses  which  David  appointed  for  the 
temple  service  (1  Ch  24  15). 

HARA,  h&'ra  (^'JH,  hard';  LXX  omits):  A 
place  named  in  1  Ch  5  26  along  with  Halah,  Habor 
and  the  river  of  Gozan,  whither  the  Reubenites,  the 
Gadites  and  the  half-tribe  of  Manasseh  were  carried 
by  Tiglath-pileser.  In  2  K  17  6;  18  11,  Hara  is 
omitted,  and  in  both,  "and  in  the  cities  of  the 
Medes"  is  added.  LXX  renders  6f»i  Mi^dwr,  6rS 
Mtddn,  ''the  mountains  of  the  Medes/'  which  may 
represent  Heb  "Hp  "^nn ,  hdrS  mddhayf  ''mountains 
of  Media,"  or,  ^'^  ''IJ,  *dri  mOdhay,  "cities  of 
Media."  The  text  seems  to  be  corrupt.  The  sec- 
ond word  mav  have  fallen  out  in  1  Ch  5  26,  hdri 
being  changed  to /idrd'.  W.  Ewinq 

HARADAH,  harrft'da,  har'a-d&  (H^nr;,  f^drOr 
dhahf  "fearful"):  A  desert  station  of  the  Israelites 
between  Mt.  Shepher  and  Makheloth  (Nu  88  24 
25).    See  Wanderinqs  or  Israel. 

HARAN,  h&'ran  0*?0  >  ^^<Sn) : 

(1)  Son  of  Terah,  younger  brother  of  Abraham 
and  Nahor,  and  father  of  Lot  (Gen  11  27).  He 
had  two  daughters,  Milcah  and  Iscah  (ver  29). 

(2)  A  Gershonite,  of  the  family  of  Shimei  (1  Ch 
9). 


HARAN,  h&'ran  Qnn,  hardn;  Xa^v,  Cfuxrhr 

rdn) :  The  city  where  Terah  settled  on  his  departure 
from  Ur  (Gen  11  31  f) ;  whence  Abram  set  out 
on  his  pilgrimage  of  faith  to  Canaan  (12  1  fiF).  It 
was  probably  "the  city  of  Nahor"  to  which  Abra- 
ham^ servant  came  to  find  a  wife  for  Isaac  (24  10 
ff).  Hither  came  Jacob  when  he  fled  from  Esau's 
anger  (27  43).  Here  he  met  his  bride  (29  4),  and 
in  the  neighboring  pastures  he  tended  the  flocks  of 
Laban.  It  is  one  of  the  cities  named  by  Rabshakeh 
as  destroyed  by  the  king  of  Assyria  (2  K  19  12: 
Isa  87  12).  Ezekiel  speaks  of  the  merchants  of 
Haran  as  trading  with  Tyre  (27  23). 

The  name  appears  in  Assyro-Bab  as  Iffarran, 
which  means  'Toad";  possibly  because  here  the 
trade  route  from  Damascus  joined  that  from  Nine- 
veh to  Carchemish.  It  is  mentioned  in  the  prism 
inscription  of  Ti^ath-pileser  I.  It  was  a  seat  of  the 
worsmp  of  Sin,  the  moon-god.  from  very  ancient 
times.  A  temple  was  built  oy  Shalmaneser  II. 
Haran  seems  to  have  shared  m  the  rebellion  of 
Assur  (763  BC,  the  year  of  the  solar  eclipse,  June 
15).  The  privileges  then  lost  were  restored  bv 
Sargon  II.  The  temple,  which  had  been  destroyed, 
was  rebuilt  by  Ashurbanipal,  who  was  here  crowned 
with  the  crown  of  Sin.  Haran  and  the  teniple 
suffered  much  dami^e  in  the  invasion  of  the  Um- 
man-Manda  (the  Medes).  Nabuna^d  restored 
temple  and  city,  adorning  them  on  a  lavish  scale. 
Near  Haran  the  Parthians  defeated  and  slew  Crassus 
(53  BC),  and  here  Caracalla  was  assassinated  (217 
AD) .  Li  the  4th  cent,  it  was  the  seat  of  a  bishopric ; 
but  the  cult  of  the  moon  persisted  far  into  the  Chris- 
tian centuries.  The  chief  temple  was  the  scene  of 
heathen  worshio  imtil  the  llth  cent.,  and  was  de- 
stroyed by  the  Mongols  in  the  13th. 

The  ancient  citv  is  represented  by  the  modem 
ffarrdn  to  the  S.E.  of  Edessa,  on  the  river  Belias, 
an  affluent  of  the  Euphrates.  The  ruins  lie  on 
both  sides  of  the  stream,  and  include  those  of  a 
verv  ancient  castle,  built  of  great  basaltic  blocks, 
with  square  columns,  8  ft.  thick,  which  support 
an  arched  roof  some  30  ft.  in  height.  Remains 
of  the  old  cathedral  are  also  conspicuous.  No 
inscriptions  have  yet  been  found  here,  but  a  frag- 
ment of  an  Assyr  lion  has  been  uncovered.    A  wdl 


nearby  is  identified   as  that  where  EHiezer  met 
Rebekah. 

In  Acts  7  2.4,  AY  gives  the  name  as  Charran. 

W.  EwiNQ 

HARARITE,  ha'ra-rit  0':tnnn,  horhdrOrl,  or 
''"I'J^Sn ,  hSrdrdrl) :  lit.  "mountaineer,"  more  par- 
ticularly an  inhabitant  of  the  hill  country  of  Judah. 
Thus  used  of  two  heroes: 

(1)  Shanunah,  the  son  of  Agee  (2  S  28  11.33). 
The  II  passage.  1  Ch  11  34,  has  "Shage"  in  place 
of  "Shammah.^' 

(2)  Ahiam,  the  son  of  Sharar  the  Ararite  (2  S 
28  33).  In  1  Ch  11  35,  "Sacar"  for  Sharar  as 
here. 

HARBONA,  HARBONAH,  hSr-b^'na  (KS^nn, 
har'bhdn&\  HJin^O ,  l^fbhOndh) :  One  of  the  seven 
eunuchs  who  served  Ahasuerus  and  to  whom  was 
given  the  command  to  bring  Queen  Esther  before 
the  king  (Est  1  10).  It  was  he  who  suggested  that 
Haman  be  hanged  upon  the  self-same  gallows  that 
he  had  erected  for  Mordecai  (7  9).  Jewish  tradi- 
tion has  it  that  Harbona  had  originally  been  a  con- 
federate of  Haman,  but,  upon  noting  the  failure  of 
the  latter's  plans,  abandoned  him.  The  Pers 
equivalent  of  the  name  means  "donkey-driver." 

HARBOUR.  h&r'bSr.  Used  figuratively  of  God 
in  Joel  8  16  AVm,  "Heb,  place  of  repair,  or,  har- 
bour" (AV  "hope,"  RV  '^fuge").  See  Havbn; 
Ships  and  Boats,  I,  II,  (1),  II,  3. 

HARD,  hard,  HARDINESS,  h&r'di-nes,  HARD- 
NESS, hfird'nes,  HARDLY,  h&rd'U  (H^ ,  IpOsheh, 
Kb^ ,  pdla*;  o-icXt|p4«,  aklerds) :  The  senses  in  which 
hard  is  used  may  be  distinguished  as: 

(1)  "Firm,"  "stiflf,"  opposite  to  soft:  Job  41  24, 
ydfoj;,  "to  be  firm,"  "his  neart  ....  as  hard  as  a 
piece  of  the  nether  millstone,"  RV  "firm";  Ezk  8 
7.  taaheh,  "sharp  "  "hard  of  heart";  hazO^,  "firm," 
"AJs  an  adamant  harder  than  flint  have  I  made  thy 
forehoetd";  Jer  6  3.  "They  have  made  their  faces 
harder  than  a  rock":  Prov  21  29,  ^Ozaz,  "to  make 
strong,"  "hard,"  ''impudent,"  "a  wicked  man 
hardeneth  his  face";  Prov  18  15  probably  belongs 
here  also  where 'etA^ln  is  tri  "hard":  "The  way  of  the 
transcpressor  is  hard,"  ERV  "The  way  of  the  treach- 
erous is  rugged";  the  Heb  word  means,  "lasting," 
"firm,"  poet,  "rocks"  (the  earth's  foundations,  Mic 
6  2),  and  the  meaning  seems  to  be,  not  that  the 
way  (path)  of  transgressors,  or  the  treacherous 
(Delitzsch  has  "uncultivated  ),  is  hard  (rocky)  to 
them,  but  that  their  way,  or  mode  of  acting,  is 
hard,  ims3anpathetic,  unkind,  "destitute  of  feeling 
in  things  which,  as  we  say,  would  soften  a  stone" 
(Delitzsch  on  passage);  also  Mt  26  24,  akleros, 
"stiff  "  "thou  art  a  hard  man";  Wisd  11  4,  aJderos, 


3;  Isa  14  3);  tidshdh,  "to  have  it  hard"  (Gen  85 
16.17;  Dt  16  18);  'SihOti,  "stiff"  (Ps  94  4AV, 
"They  utter  and  speak  hard  tbinss");  skleros  (Jn 
6  60,  "This  is  a  hard  saying" — hard  to  accept,  hard 
in  its  nature;  Acts  9  5  AV;  26  14;  Jude  ver  15, 
"hard  speeches" :  Wisd  19  13). 

(3)  "Heavy,"  ^'pressmg  hard,"  ifcd6A«i^,"weightv" 
(Ezk  8  5.6,  *'a  people  of  a  strange  speech  and  of  a 
hard  language,'^  RVm  "Heb  deep  of  lip  and  heavy 
of  tongue");  ^dmakh,  "to  lay"  (Ps  88  7,  "Thy  wrath 
Heth  hard  upon  me")- 

(4)  "Difficult,"  "hard  to  do,"  "know,"  ete,  pdUV, 
"difficult  to  be  done"  (Gen  18  14,  "Is  anything  too 
hard  for  Jeh?";  Jer  82  17.27;  Dt  17  8;  2  S  18 
2);  tiOsheh  (Ex  18  26,  "hard  causes");  i^dshoh  (Dt 
1  17;  2  K  2  10);  hidhah,    "something   twisted," 


Harden 
Harlot 
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"involved,"  "an  enigma";  cf  Jgs  U  14  (1  K  10  1; 
2  Ch  9  1,  "to  prove  Solomon  with  hard  ques- 
tions"); *dh%dhanf  Aram.  (Dnl  6  12);  duskoloa,  lit. 
"difficult  about  food."  "hard  to  please,"  hence  "dif- 
ficult to  accomplish^'  (Mk  10  24,  "How  hard  is  it 
for  them  that  trust  in  riches  to  enter  into  the  king- 
dom of  God");  du8ndito8f  "hard  to  be  understood" 
(He  6  11;  2  Pet  3  16;  cf  Ecclus  3  21,  "things 
too  hard  for  thee,"  chalepda). 

(5)  "Close,"  or  "near  to"  (hard  by),  nOghashy  "to 
come  nigh"  (Jgs  9  52,  ARV  "near'^');  ddhhafp  and 
dabhet,  "to  follow  hard  after"  (Jgs  20  45;  Ps  63  8, 
etc);  *ecel,  "near"  (1  K  21  1);  I'^ummath,  "over 
against'^  (Lev  8  9) ;  'adh,  "to"  "even  to"  (1  Ch  19 
4,  AV  "hard  by,"  RV  "even  to"). 

Hardiness  occurs  in  Jth  16  10  (ihrdsoa),  RV 
"boldness." 

Hardness  is  the  tr  of  mucdby  ''something  poured 
out,"  "dust  wetted,"  "running  into  clods"  (Job  38 
38),  RV  "runneth  into  a  mass";  "hardness  of  heart" 
occurs  in  the  Gospels;  in  Mk  8  5,  it  is  pdrosiSj 
"hardness,"  "callousness";  Mt  19  8;  Mk  10  5:  16 
14,  8klerokardia^  "dryness,"  "stiffness  of  heart  ;  cf 
Ecclus  16  10;  m  Rom  2  5,  it  is  aklirdtes;  in  2 
Tim  2  3  AV  we  have,  "Endure  hardness,  as  a  good 
soldier  of  Jesus  Christ,"  RV  "Suffer  hardship  with 
me"  (corrected  text),  m  "Take  thy  part  in  suffering 
hardship"  (hakopaiMd^  "to  suffer  evil"). 

Hardly  occurs  in  the  OT  (Ex  13  15),  "Pharaoh 
would  hardly  let  us  go,"  J^&sh&hy  lit.  "hardened  to 
let  us  go,"  RVm  "hardened  himself  against  letting 
us  go";  "hardly  bestead"  (Isa  8  21)  is  the  tr  of 
h&shahy  ARV  "sore  distressed."  In  the  NT  "hardly" 
is  the  tr  of  dusMda,  "hard  to  please,"  "difficult," 
meaning  not  scarcely  or  barely f  but  with  difficuUy 
(Mt  19  23,  "A  rich  man  shall  hardly  enter  into  the 
kingdom  of  heaven,"  RV  "it  is  hard  for";  Mk  10 
23;  Lk  18  24,  "how  hardly"  ["with  what  diffi- 
culty"]); otmdgis,  "with  labor,"  "pain,"  "trouble" 
(Lk  9  39,  "hardly  departeth  from  him"  ["pam- 
fully"]);  of  mdlis  "with  toU  and  fatigue"  (Acts  27 
8,  RV  "with  difficulty";  Wisd  9  16,  "Hardly  do 
we  guess  aright  at  things  that  are  upon  earth"; 
Ecclus  26  29,  "A  merchant  shall  hardly  keep  him- 
self from  wrong  doing";  29  6,  "He  shall  hardly 
receive  the  half,  in  each  instance  the  word  is  moliSj 
but  in  the  last  two  instances  we  seem  to  see  the 
transition  to  "scarcely " ;  cf  also  Ex  13  15). 

BY  has  "too  hard'*  for  "hidden"  (Dt  SO  11.  m 
"wonderful"):  "hardness"  for  "boldness"  (of  face) 
(Bool  8  1):  for  "sorrow"  (Lam  8  65);  "dead  hardlv 
with  me"  for  "make  yourselves  strong  to  me"  (Job  19 
3) ;  omits  "It  is  hard  for  thee  to  kick  against  the  pricks  " 
(Acts  9  5.  corrected  text);  "hardship"  for  "trouble" 
(2  Tim  2  9). 

1X7     T.     WaIiKEH 

HARDEN,  har'd'n  (ppl ,  Jdzaj;,  n^JR ,  tidshoh; 
onXtip^vci,  sJdSriind): 

(1)  "Harden*'    occurs   most   frequently   in    the 

Ehrase  "to  harden  the  heart,"  or  "the  neck."  This 
ardening  of  men's  hearts  is  attributed  both  to 
God  and  to  men  themselves,  e.g.  with  reference  to 
the  hearts  of  Pharaoh  ana  the  Egyptians;  the 
Hiphil  of  h&salpf  "to  make  strong,"  is  frequently 
used  in  this  connection  (Ex  4  21,  "I  will  harden 
his  heart,"  RVm  "Heb  make  strong";  7  13,  "And 
he  hardened  P.'s  heart,"  RV  "was  hardened,"  m 
"Heb  was  strong";  7  22;  8  19;  9  12:  10  20.27, 
etc;  14  17,  "I  will  harden  the  hearts  oi  the  Egyp- 
tians," RVm  "Heb  make  strong";  cf  Josh  11  20); 
ixLahah,  "to  be  heavy,"  "to  msike  hard"  (Ex  7  3); 
kdbhedh,  "heavy,"  "slow,"  "hard,"  not  easily 
moved  (Ex  10  1,  RVm  "Heb  madfe  heavy"). 
When  the  hardening  is  attributed  to  man's  own  act 
habhedh  is  generally  used  (Ex  8  15,  "He  hardened 
his  heart,  and  hearkened  not,"  RVm  "Heb  made 
heavy";  8  32,  "Pharaoh  hardened  his  heart" 
[RVm   as   before];    9  7.34;    1   S  6  6  6w).     The 


harden"):  cf  on  the  other  side,  as  expressing 
human    blameworthiness.    Job  9  4,    "Who    I 


"hardening"  of  men's  hearts  by  God  is  in  the  way 
of  punishment,  but  it  is  always  a  consequence  of 
their  own  self-hardening.  In  Pharaoh's  case  we 
read  that  "he  hardened  his  heart"  against  the  appeal 
to  free  the  Israelites;  so  hardening  himself,  he 
became  always  more  confirmed  in  his  obstinacy,  UU 
he  brought  the  final  doom  upon  himself.  This  is 
how  sin  is  made  to  become  its  own  punishment. 
It  was  not  confined  to  Pharaoh  and  the  E^rptiansL 
nor  does  it  belong  to  the  past  only.  As  St.  Paul 
savs  (Rom  9  18),  "Whom  he  will  he  hardeneth" 
(sklSruno) ;  11  7,  "The  election  obtained  it,  and  the 
rest  were  hardened"  (RV  and  AVm,  pdr6d,  "to 
make  hard"  or  "callous"):  ver  25,  a  "Hardening 
in  part  hath  befallen  Israel"  (p&rdsis) ;  cf  Jn  18  40 
(from  Isa  6  10),  "He  hath  blmded  their  eves,  and 
he  hardened  their  heart";  Isa  63  17,  ^'O  Jeh. 
why  dost  thou  make  us  to  err  from  thy  ways,  ana 
hardenest  our  heart  from  thy  fear?"  (jrdsAoA,  "to 

the 
hath 
hardened  himself  against  him,  and  prospered?" 
Mk  8  5,  "being  grieved  at  the  hardenmg  of  their 
heart";  6  52,  *^TheiT  heart  was  hardened":  Rom 
2  5,  "after  thy  hardness  and  impenitent  neart." 
In  Heb  religious  thought  everythmg  was  directly 
attributed  to  God,  and  the  hardening  is  God's  work, 
in  His  physical  and  ethical  constitution  and  laws 
of  man's  nature;  but  it  is  always  the  consequence 
of  human  action  out  of  harmony  therewith.  Othex 
instances  of  skleruno  are  in  Acts  19  9;  He  3  8.13. 
15;  4  7. 

(2)  "Harden"  in  the  sense  of  "to  fortify  one's 
self"  (make  one's  self  hard)  is  the  tr  of  fdladh,  "to 
leap,"  "exult"  (Job  6  10  AV,  "I  would  harden 
myself  in  sorrow,"  RV"Let  me  exult  in  pain,"  m 
"harden  myself"). 

(3)  In  Prov  21  29  "harden"  has  the  meaning 
of  'l>oldness,"  "defiance"  or  "shamelessness" 
(brazen-faced);  ^Ozaz,  Hiphil,  "to  strengthen  one's 
countenance,"  "A  wicked  man  hardeneth  his  face"; 
Delitzsch,  "A  godless  man  showeth  boldness  in  his 
mien";  cf  7  13;  Eccl  8  1;  see  also  Habd. 

For  "harden"  RV  has  "stubborn"  (Ex  7  14;  9  7, 
m  "heavy"):  "hardenest"  (Isa  68  17);  "made  stiff'' 
(Jer  7  26;  19  15);  for  "is  hardened"  (Job  89  16.  ARV 
"dealeth  hardly/'  and  BRVm);  "at  the  hardening" 
instead  of  "for  the  hardness"  (Mk  8  6) ;  "hardening"  for 
"blindness"  (Eph  4  18). 

W.  L.  Walksb 
HARDLY,  HARDNESS.    See  Hard. 

HARD  SAYINGS,  s&'ingz ;  HARD  SENTENCES, 

sen'ten-siz:  In  Dnl  6  12  AV  (Aram.  "J'TTI^, 
*&htdhdn)^  RV  ''dark  sentences/'  of  enigmatic  utter- 
ances which  preternatural  wisdom  was  needed  to 
interpret;  in  Jn  6  60  (cntXiypAi  ....  A  \6yot, 
sklerds  .  ...  ho  Idgos),  of  sayings  (Christ's  words 
at  Capernaum  about  eating  His  nesh  and  drinking 
His  blood)  difficult  for  the  natural  mind  to  under- 
stand (cf  ver  52). 

HARE,  hAr  (n^}"]^  f  'amebheth  [Lev  11  6;   Dt 

14  7];    cf   Arab,    sji.f ,   'amah,   "hare"):    This 

animal  is  mentioned  only  in  the  lists  of  unclean 
animals  in  Lev  and  Dt,  where  it  occurs  along  with 
the  camel,  the  coney  and  the  swine.  The  camel, 
the  hare  and  the  coney  are  unclean,  l)ecause  they 
chew  the  cud  but  part  not  the  hoof,'  the  swine, 
"because  he  parteth  the  hoof  ....  but  cheweth 
not  the  cud.  The  hare  and  the  coney  are  not 
rununants,  but  might  be  supposed  to  be  from  their 
habit  of  almost  continucdly  moving  their  jaws. 
Both  are  freely  eaten  by  the  Arabs.  Although 
[amebheth  occurs  only  in  tne  two  places  cited,  there 
is  no  doubt  that  it  is  the  hare.    LXX  has  $a«rthrovt, 
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datipout,  "rough-footed,"  which,  while  not  the 
commonest  Gr  word  (Xaf^i,  lagOi),  refers  to  the 
remarkable  fact  that  in  hares  and  rabbits  the  soles 
of  the  feet  are  densely  covered  with  hair,  'Amob, 
which  is  the  common  Arab,  word  for  "hare,"  is 
from  the  same  root  as  the  Heb  'amebkelk. 

Lev  11  4-7:  var  4,  EV  "camal";  LXX  A-  -inr^oy, 
tinkdmUon;  Vulg  camflut;  Heb  bp^H.  Au-vlmiU.  Ver 
5,  EV  -coney":  LXX  to,  Iuuto^i.  td'n  dajifpoda;  Viilg 
choiToeralltit:  Heb  l?Ipn.  Ao-.AnpAan.  Ver  fl,  EV 
"hare":  LXX  rbr  xftpt-rpuMx^.  tin  cKeiragriUlitn;  Vuls 
iepuj;  HebriJJ^^.Ao-'urtufcAtf*.  Ver7.EV  "swine": 
LXX  rhy  Ir.  tin  Ailn;  Vulg  •■>•,-  Heb  T^TTjn  ■  ha-^iiir. 

Dt  11  7:  BV"c»niB|-:  LXX  rt-.i^i*"  :  Vulgcanw- 
lum.-  Heb  bpjn:  EV  "hare":  LXX  Uavnit;  Vul8 
Upertm:  Heb  n5J"]((n :  KV  "coney";  LXX  x»*P^ 
T^vUkio;  Vulg eAotroffrWIum,-  Heb^^lj^. 

Dt  14  S:  EV  "swine ':  LXX  rt*  Er';  Vulg  m;  Heb 

It  la  evident  from  the  above  and  trom  the  meanings  of 
iomii-oui  and  j(qi»tpv*a.«  as  given  In  LlddeU  and  Scott, 
that  the  order  of  LXX  In  Lev  11  S.Q  does  not  follow  the 
Heb,  but  has  appareolly  asBlmllBtad  the  order  of  that  ot 
Dt  H  7.8.  In  Pa  104  18.  LXX  has  x<>f»¥f><">A'M  tor 
'tWp  '■  also  In  Prov  SO  20. 

Asthewor<l"cone 
has  been  applied  to 
the  word  "mbblt"  i 
hare,  e.g.  tbe  gn;  i 
which  ars  hare*.  H 
are  awUter  than  ral 
have  their  eyes  opei 


HASEPH,  ha'ref  (a-in,  jarJpA,  "scornful"): 
A  chief  of  Judah,  one  of  the  sons  of  Caleb  and  father 
of  Beth-gader  (1  Ch  2  51).  A  quite  similar  name, 
Hariph,  occurs  in  Neh  7  24;  10  19,  but  it  is  prob- 
ably that  of  another  individual. 


HARHAIAH,  hftr-ha'ya  (ri;ri-!n ,  harhayOh,  "Jeh 
protects"):  A  goldsmith,  whose  son,  Uzziel,  helped 
to  repair  the  walls  of  Jerus  under  Zerubbabel  (Neh 
S  8). 

HARHAS,  hftr'has  (Crnn,  ^r^,  "splendor"): 
Grandfather  of  Shalluin,  husband  of  Huldah  (2  K 
32  14).  Name  given  as  "Kasrah"  in  ||  passage 
(2  Ch  S4  22). 

HARHDR,  har'hur  (iniri,  ftarlfur,  "free-born" 
or  "fever";  "A^ovp,  Hdaour):  One  of  the  Ncthinim 
whose  descendants  came  from  Babylon  with  fierub- 
babel  (Ezr  8  51;   Neh  7  53;    1  Eled  C  31). 

HARIH,  ha'rim  (Snn,  harim) :   A  family  name. 

(1)  A  non-priestly  family  that  returned  from  cap- 
tivity with  Zerubbabel  (Ear  3  32:  Neh  7  35); 
mentioned  among  those  who  married  foreign  wives 
(Esr  10  31);  abo  mentioned  among  those  who 
renewed  the  covenant  (Neh  10  27). 

(2)  A  priestly  family  returning  with  Zerubbabel 
(Ezr  2  39;     Neh  7  42;     12  3.15    {see    Rehuu]); 


e  appears  as  the  third  of  the 


priestly  courses  in  the  days  of  David  and  Solomon 
(1  Ch  S4  8). 

(3)  In  Neh  S  It  is  mentioned  Malchiiah,  son  of 
Hfuim,  one  of  the  wall-builders.  Which  family  is 
here  designated  is  uncertain.       W.  N.  Sctabmb 

HARIPH,  hft'rif  (a^TC,  lyirlph,  Clin,  JartpA): 
One  of  those  who  returned  from  exile  under  Zerub- 
babel and  helped  to  seal  the  covenant  under  Ne- 
hemiah  and  Ezra  (Neh  7  24;  10  19  [20]).  Ear  2 
18  has  "Jorah." 

HARLOT,  h&r'lDt:  This  name  replaces  in  RV 
"whore"  of  AV.  It  stands  for  several  words  and 
phrases  used  to  designate  or  describe  the  unchaste 
woman,  married  or  unmarried,  e.g.  HJIT ,  tSnak, 
nf"^!  n^».  'ishahak  nokhrlvak,  TVfn^.lfdhlshah; 
LXX  and  NT  Tip"),  pdmS  roprtla,  pomeia  is 
used  chiefly  of  prenuptiid  immorality,  but  the  mar- 
ried woman  guilty  of  sexual  immorality  is  said  to 
be  ^ty  of  pomeia  (Mt  5  32;  19  9;  cf  Am  7  17 
LXX).  These  and  cognate  words  are  applied  esp. 
in  the  OT  to  those  devoted  to  immoral  service  m 
idol  sanctuaries,  or  given  over  to  a  dissolute  life 
for  gain.  Such  a  class  existed  among  all  ancient 
peoples,  and  may  be  traced  in  the  history  of  Israel. 
Evidence  of  its  existence  in  very  early  times  is 
found  (Gen  SB).  It  grew  out  of  conditions,  sexual 
and  social,  which  were  uiuversal.  After  the  cor- 
rupting foreign  influxes  and  influences  of  Solo- 
mon's day^  it  developed  to  even  fuller  shomeless- 
ness,  and  its  voluptuous  songs  (Isa  23  16),  seduc- 
tive arts  (Prov  6  24),  and  blighting  influence  are 
vividly  pictured  and  denounced  by  the  prophets 
(Prov  7  10;  SO  3;  Isa  2B  16;  Jer  3  3;  S  7: 
Ezk  16  25;  cf  Dt  28  17).  Money  was  lavished 
upon  women  of  this  class,  and  tbe  weak  and  un- 
wary were  taken  captive  by  them,  so  that  it  became 
one  of  the  chief  concerns  of  the  devout  father  in 
Israel  to  "keep  [his  son]  from  the  evil  woman," 
who  "hunteth  for  the  precious  Ufe"  (Prov  »  24.26). 
From  the  title  given  her  in  Prov,  a  "foreign  woman" 
(33  27),  and  the  warnings  against  "theflattery  of  the 


made  up  ot  strangers  from  without.  The  whole 
subject  must  be  viewed  in  the  setting  of  the  times. 
Even  in  Israel,  then,  apart  from  breaches  of  mar- 
riage vows,  immoral  relations  between  the  sexes 
were  deemed  venial  (Dt  22  28f).  A  man  was 
forbidden  to  compel  his  daughter  to  sin  (Lev  19 
29),  to  "profane  [her]  and  make  her  a  harlot,"  but 
she  was  apparently  left  free  to  take  that  way  her- 
self (cf  Gen  88).  The  children  of  the  harlot, 
thougbj  were  outlawed  (Dt  23  2),  and  later  the 
harlot  IS  found  under  the  sternest  social  ban  (Mt 
21  31.32). 

The  subject  takes  on  even  a  darker  hue  when  viewed 
In  the  light  of  the  hideous  condlUoiu  that  prevailed  In 
ancleat  Syria  affecting  this  practice.  The  harlot  repre- 
sented more  than  a  social  peril  and  problem.  She  was 
a  fdhlihak.  one  or  a  consecrated  class,  and  as  such  was 
tbe  concrete  expresalon  and  agent  ot  the  moat  insidious 
and  powerful  Influence  and  system  menaclna  the  purity 
and  permanence  ot  the  rrilglon  of  Jeh.  This  sysMi- 
delSed  the  reproductive  oceans  and  forces  of   Natui 


lay  in  In< 
selves  In 


idla.     Men  aod  woi 


:'» 


the  supreme  religious  quefiuon  was  whetiicr  such  a  cult 
■liould  be  establlshod  and  altowod  to  naturalize  Itself  In 
Israel,  as  It  had  dona  in  Babylon  (Herod,  l.igfl)  and  in 
Greece  (Strabo  viil.O).  That  the  appeal  thus  made  to 
the  baser  pasaions  ot  the  IsraellC«s  was  alt  loo  successful 
Is  sadly  clear  (Am  8  7:  Hos  4  13  ff).  The  prophets 
^ve  vivid  pictures  of  the  gyncrntlzing  ot  the  worship  of 
Baal  and  Astart«  with  that  of  Job  and  the  extent  to 
wbich  the  local  sanctuaries  were  given  over  to  tliis  torm 


Harlotry 
Harrest 
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of  corruption.  They  denounced  it  as  the  height  of  im- 
piety and  as  sure  to  provoke  Divine  judgments.  Asa 
and  Jehoshaphat  undertook  to  purge  the  land  of  such 
vile  abominations  (1  K  14  24;  15  12;  22  46).  The 
Dt  code  required  that  ail  such  "paramours"  be  banished, 
and  forbade  the  use  of  their  unholy  gains  as  temple 
revenue  (Dt  28  17.18.  Driver's  note).  The  Lev  law 
forbade  a  priest  to  take  a  harlot  to  wife  (Lev  21  7),  and 
commanded  that  the  daughter  of  a  priest  who  played 
the  harlot  should  be  burned  (21  9).  See  Abhtobetb; 
Imaqbs;  Idolatrt. 

It  is  grimly  significant  that  the  prophets  denounce 

§>iritual  apostasy  as  "harlotry"  (AV  "whoredom"), 
ut  it  would  seem  that  the  true  ethical  attitude 
toward  prostitution  was  unattainable  so  long  as 
marriage  was  in  the  low,  transitional  stage  mirrored 
in  the  OT;  though  the  religion  of  Jeh  was  in  a 
measure  delivered  from  the  threatened  peril  by  the 
fiery  discipline  of  the  exile. 

In  NT  times,  a  kindred  danger  beset  the  followers 
of  Christ,  esp.  in  Greece  and  Asia  Minor  (Acts  15 
20.29;  Rom  1  24fif;  1  Cor  6  9  ff;  Gal  6  19). 
That  lax  views  of  sexual  morality  were  widely 
prevalent  in  the  generation  in  which  Christ  lived  is 
evident  both  from  His  casual  references  to  the  sub- 
ject and  from  His  specific  teaching  in  answer  to 
questions  concerning  adultery  and  divorce  (cf  Jos, 
Ant,  IV,  viii,  23;  Vita,  §76;  Sir  7  26;  25  26;  42 
9,  and  the  Talm).  The  ideas  of  the  times  were 
debased  bv  the  prevalent  polygamous  customs,  "it 
being  of  old  permitted  to  the  Jews  to  marry  many 
wives"  (Jos,  BJ,  I,  xxiv,  2;  of  Ant,  XVII,  i,  2). 
The  teaching  of  Jesus  was  in  sharp  contrast  with  the 
low  ideals  and  the  rabbinical  teaching  of  the  times. 
The  controversy  on  this  question  waxed  hot  be- 
tween the  two  famous  nval  rabbinical  schools. 
Hillel  reduced  adultery  to  the  levd  of  the  minor 
faults.  Shammai  opposed  his  teaching  as  inunoral 
in  tendency.  KarA  ToUrap  oItUip,  kcUd  pdsan 
aitian  (Mt  19  3),  gives  incidental  evidence  of  the 
nature  of  the  controversy.  It  was  characteristic 
of  the  teaching  of  Jesus  that  He  went  to  the  root 
of  the  matter,  making  this  sin  to  consist  in  "looking 
on  a  woman  to  lust  after  her."  Nor  did  He  con- 
fine Himself  to  the  case  of  the  married.  The  gen- 
eral character  of  the  terms  in  Mt  6  28,  tSLs  6 
fiXixtay^  pds  ho  bUpon,  forbids  the  idea  that  Tv^iica, 

gunaika,  and  iftjolxevvew^  emoicheusen,  are  to  be 
mited  to  post-nuptial  sm  with  a  married  woman. 
On  the  other  hand  it  is  a  characteristic  part  of  the 
work  of  Jesus  to  rescue  the  erring  woman  from  the 
merciless  clutches  of  the  Pharisaic  tribunal,  and  to 
bring  her  within  the  pale  of  mercy  and  redemption 
(Mt  21  31.32).  He  everywhere  leaned  to  the  side 
of  mercy  in  dealing  with  such  cases,  as  is  indicated 
by  the  traditional  and  doubtless  true  narrative 
found  in  the  accepted  text  of  the  Fourth  Gospel 
(Jn  7  63--8  11).  Geo.  B.  Eager 

HARLOTRY,  h&rlot-ri.    See  Crimes. 

HAR-MAGEDON,  h&r-ma-ged'on  C'^p|ia7c8<&v, 
Harmageddn  from  Heb  har  m*ghiddd,  "Mount  of 
Megiddo";  AV  Armageddon) :  This  name  is  found 
only  in  Rev  16  16.  It  is  described  as  the  rally- 
ing-place  of  the  kin^  of  the  whole  world  who,  led 
by  the  unclean  spirits  issuing  from  the  mouth  of 
the  dragon,  the  oeast  and  the  false  prophet,  as- 
semble here  for  "the  war  of  the  great  day  of  God, 
the  Almighty."  Various  explanations  have  been 
suggested;  but,  as  Nestle  says  (HDB,  s.v),  "Upon 
the  whole,  to  find  an  allusion  here  to  Megiddo  is 
still  the  most  probable  explanation."  In  the  his- 
tory of  Israel  it  had  been  the  scene  of  never-to-be- 
forgotten  battles.  Here  took  place  the  fatal  struggle 
between  Josiah  and  Pharaoh-necoh  (2  K  23  29: 
2  Ch  36  22).  Long  before,  the  hosts  of  Israel 
had  won  gloiy  here,  in  the  splendid  victory  over 
Sisera  and  his  host  (Jgs  5  19).    These  low  hills 


around  Megiddo,  with  their  outlook  over  the  plain 
of  Esdraelon,  have  witnessed  perhaps  a  greater 
number  of  bloody  encounters  than  have  ever  stained 
a  like  area  of  the  world's  surface.  There  was,  tiiere- 
f  ore,  a  peculiar  appropriateness  in  the  choice  of  this 
as  the  arena  of  the  last  mighty  struggle  between  the 
powers  of  good  and  evil.  The  choice  of  the  hill 
as  the  battlefield  has  been  criticize,  as  it  is  leas 
suitable  for  military  operations  than  the  plain. 
But  the  thought  of  Gilboa  and  Tabor  and  the  up- 
lands beyond  Jordan  might  have  reminded  the 
critics  that  Israel  was  not  unaccustomed  to  mountain 
warfare.  Megiddo  itself  was  a  hill-town,  and  the 
district  was  in  part  mountainous  (cf  Mx.  Tabor, 
Jgs  4  6.12;  "the  high  places  of  the  field,"  6  18).  It 
will  be  remembered  that  this  is  apocalyjise.  Har- 
Magedon  may  stand  for  the  battlefield  without  indi- 
cating any  particular  locality.  The  attempt  of 
certain  scholars  to  connect  the  name  with  "the 
mount  of  congregation"  in  Isa  14  13  (Hommel, 
Genkel,  etc),  and  with  Bab  mythology,  cannot  be 
pronounced  successful.  Ewald  (Die  Johan.  Sckrifi, 
II,  204)  found  that  the  Heb  forms  of  "Har-Magedon" 
and  "the  great  Rome"  have  the  same  numerical 
value — 304.  The  historical  persons  alluded  to  in 
the  passage  do  not  concern  us  here.      W.  Ewino 

HARNEPHER,  har'n6-f6r,  har-n6'f6r  C^BJin, 
hamepher) :  A  member  of  the  tribe  of  Asher  (1  Ch 
7  36). 

HARNESS,  h&r'nes:  A  word  of  Celtic  origin 
meaning  "armour"  in  AV;  it  is  the  tr  of  shirydn,  "a 
coat  of  maU"  (1  K  22  34;  2  Ch  18  33);  of  neshet^ 
"arms,"  "weapons"  (2  Ch  9  24,  RV  "armor"): 
of  ^d^ar  "to  bind"  (Jer  46  4),  "harness  the  horses, 
probably  here,  "yoke  the  horses";  cf  1  S  6  7, 
"tie  the  kine  to  the  cart"  (bind  them).  Gen  46  29; 
another  rendering  is  "put  on  their  accoutrements"; 
cf  1  Mace  6  43,  "one  of  the  beasts  armed  with 
royal  harness"  {Otl^pa^,  Mrax),  RV  "breastplates"; 
cf  1  Mace  3  3,  "warlike  harness";  6  41  (irXa,, 
h&pla),  RV  "arms";  2  Mace  3  25,  etc;  harnessed 
represents  hAmushim,  "armed,"  "girded"  (Ex  IS 
18,  "The  children  of  Israel  went  up  harnessed,"  RV 
"armed").  Tindale,  Cranmer,  Geneva  have  "har- 
nes"  in  Lk  11  22,  Wiclif  "armer." 

W.  L.  Walkeb 

HAROD,  hS'rod,  WELL  OF  (Tirj  fS ,  *«» 
hdrddh,  "fountain  of  trembling"):  The  fountain 
t>eside  which  (probably  above  it)  Gideon  and  his 
army  were  encamped  (Jgs  7  1).  Moore  (JiuigeB, 
in  loc.)  argues,  inconclusively,  that  the  hill  Mordi 
must  be  sought  near  Shechem,  and  that  the  well 
of  Harod  must  be  some  spring  in  the  ndghborhood 
of  that  city.  There  is  no  good  reason  to  question 
the  accuracy  of  the  conmion  view  which  places  this 
spring  at  ^Ain  Jalad,  on  the  edge  of  the  vale  of 
Jezreel,  about  2  miles  £.  of  Zer^in,  and  just  under 
the  northern  cliffs  of  Gilboa.  A  copious  spring  of 
clear  cold  water  rises  in  a  rocky  cave  and  flows  out 
into  a  large  pool,  whence  it  drains  off,  in  Nahr 
Jaliidj  down  the  vale  past  Beisdn  to  the  Jordan. 
This  is  probably  also  to  oe  identified  with  the  spring 
"which  is  in  Jezreel,"  i.e.  in  the  district,  near  which 
Saul  encamped  before  the  battle  of  Gilooa  (1  8  29 
1).  ^Ain  et-Meiyitehj  just  below  Zer^ln  on  the  N., 
is  hardly  of  sufficient  size  and  importance  to  be  a 
rival  to  ^Ain  JalUd.    See  Esdraelon. 

W.  EWING 

HARODITE,  ha'rod-It  Ol'in ,  hJirodhl) :  Two  of 
David's  heroes,  Shamma  and  Elika,  are  so  called 
(2  S  23  25).  LXX  omits  the  second  name.  In 
1  Ch  11  27,  the  first  is  called  "Shanmioth  the 
Harorite,"  while  the  second  is  omitted.  "Harorite" 
is  a  clerical  error  for  "Harodite,"  1  being  taken  for 
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Harlotry 
Harrest 


H .  Possibly  Harodite  may  be  connected  with  the 
well  of  Harod  Cq.v.). 

BAROEH,  ha-r6'e  (n»'-in,  ha^o'eh,  "the  seer"): 
A  Judahite  (1  Ch  2  52). 

HARORITE,  h&'ri^-rlt.    See  Harodite. 

HAROSHETH,  ha-rS'sheth,  OF  THE  GEN- 
TILES, or  OF  THE  NATIONS  (D-»ian  n^nn , 

kdrdaheih  hor-gdylm) :  There  is  now  no  means  of  dis- 
covering what  is  meant  by  the  phrase  "of  the  na- 
tions." This  is  the  place  whence  Sisera  led  his 
hosts  to  the  Kishon  against  Deborah  and  Barak 
(Jgs  4  13),  to  which  the  discomfited  and  leaderless 
army  fled  after  their  defeat  (ver  16).  No  site  seems 
so  well  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  narrative 
as  d  Haritkiyeh.  There  are  still  the  remains  of  an 
ancient  stronghold  on  this  great  double  mound, 
which  rises  on  the  N.  bank  of  the  Kishon,  in  the 
throat  of  the  pass  leading  by  the  base  of  Carmel, 
from  the  coast  to  Esdraelon.  It  efifectually  com- 
mands the  road  which  here  climbs  the  slope,  and 
winds  through  the  oak  forest  to  the  plain;  Megiddo 
being  some  16  miles  distant.  The  modem  also  pre- 
serves a  reminiscence  of  the  ancient  name.  By 
emending  the  text,  Che>rne  would  here  find  the  name 
"Kadshon,"  to  be  identified  with  Kedesh  in  Galilee 
{EBf  s. V. ) .  On  any  reasonable  reading  of  the  narra- 
tive this  is  unnecessary.  W.  EwiNO 

HARP,  harp.    See  Music. 

HARROW,  har^o  (Tltp,  aOdhadh):  Sadhadh 
occurs  in  3  passages  (Job  89  10;  Isa  28  24;  Hos 
10  11).  In  the  first  2  it  is  tr*  "harrow,"  in  the  last 
"break  the  clods."  That  this  was  a  separate  oper- 
ation from  plowing,  and  that  it  was  performed  with 
an  instrument  drawn  by  animals,  seems  certain. 
As  to  whether  it  corresponded  to  our  modem  har- 
rowing is  a  question.  The  reasons  for  this  uncer- 
tainty are:  (l)  the  ancient  Egyptians  have  left  no 
recoras  of  its  use;  (2)  at  the  present  time,  in  those 
parts  of  Pal  and  Syria  where  foreign  methods  have 
not  been  introduced,  harrowing  is  not  commonly 
known,  although  the  writer  has  been  told  that  in 
some  districts  the  ground  is  leveled  after  plowing 
with  the  threshing-sledge  or  a  log  drawn  by  oxen. 
Cross-plowing  is  resorted  to  for  breaking  up  the 
lumpy  soil,  esp.  where  the  ground  has  been  baked 
dunng  the  long  rainless  summer.  Lumps  not  re- 
duced in  this  way  are  further  broken  up  with  a  hoe 
or  pick.  Seed  is  always  sown  before  plowing,  so 
that  harrowing  to  cover  the  seed  is  unnecessary. 
See  Agriculture.  Fig.  used  of  affliction,  disci- 
pline, etc  (Isa  28  24).  James  A.  Patch 

HARROWS,  har'oz  (p^n,  hdri^):  HOng  has 
no  connection  with  the  vb.  tr**  "harrows."  The 
context  seems  to  indicate  some  form  of  pointed  in- 
stmment  (2  S  12  31;  1  Ch  20  3;  see  esp.  RVm). 

HARSHA,  har'sha  (V^yHi ,  karsha') :  Head  of  one 
of  the  families  of  the  Nethinim  (Ezr  2  52;  Neh  7 
54);  1  Esd  6  32,  "Charea." 

HARSITH,  har'sith  (IT'pnn ,  har^Uh) :  One  of  the 
gates  of  Jerus  (Jer  19  2  RV);  m  suggests  "gate  of 
the  potsherds";  AV  has  "east  gate"  and  AVm 
"sun  gate,"  both  deriving  the  name  from  D^H, 
here^j  "sun."  The  gate  opened  into  the  valley  of 
Hinnom.    See  Jerusalem;   Potsherd. 

HART,  hart.    See  Deer. 

HARUM,  h&'rum,  h&r'um  (Q'jn,  hOrum):  A 
Judahite  (1  Ch  4  8). 


HARUMAPH,  ha-roo'maf  (DB'inn,  fUtrHmapk): 
Father  of  Jedaiah  who  assisted  in  repairing  the  walls 
of  Jerus  under  Nehemiah  (Neh  3  10). 

HARUPHITE,  harroo'fit  PS^HTJ,  h&ruphlj  or 
'^P'^in ,  WrlpAl) ;  In  1  Ch  12  5  Shephatiah,  one  of 
the  companions  of  David,  is  called  a  Haruphite  (K) 
or  Hariphite  (Q).  If  the  latter  be  the  correct  read- 
ing, it  is  connected  with  Hariph  or  perhaps  Hareph 
(q.v.). 

HARUZ,  h&'ruz  (pin ,  AfirtJf ) :  Father  of  Meshul- 
lemeth,  the  mother  of  Amon,  king  of  Judah  (2  K 
21  19). 

HARVEST,  har'vest  (yVp,,  h^r;  Ofpioiids, 
therismds) :  To  many  of  us,  harvest  time  is  of  little 
concern,  because  in  our  complex  life  we  are  far 
removed  from  the  actual  production  of  our  food 
supplies,  but  for  the  Heb  people,  as  for  those  in  any 
agncultural  district  today,  the  harvest  was  a  most 
important  season  (Gen  8  22;  46  6).  Events  were 
reckoned  from  harvests  (Gen  30  14;  Josh  8  15; 
Jgs  16  1:  Ruth  1  22;  2  23;  1  S  6  13;  2  S  21 
9;  23  13).  The  three  principal  feasts  of  the  Jews 
corresponded  to  the  three  harvest  seasons  (Ex  28 
16;  84  21.22);  (1)  the  feast  of  the  Passover  in  April 
at  the  time  of  the  barley  harvest  (cf  Ruth  1  22); 
(2)  the  feast  of  Pentecost  (7  weeks  later)  at  the 
wheat  harvest  (Ex  34  22),  and  (3)  the  feast  of 
Tabernacles  at  the  end  of  the  year  (October)  durins 
the  fruit  harvest.  The  seasons  have  not  chaneed 
since  that  time.  Between  the  reaping  of  the  baney 
in  April  and  the  wheat  in  June,  most  of  the  other 
cereals  are  reaped.  The  grapes  bc^n  to  ripen  in 
August,  but  the  gathering  in  for  making  wine  and 
molasses  (dt&a),  and  the  storing  of  the  dried  figs 
and  raisins,  is  at  the  end  of  September.  Between 
the  barley  harvest  in  Aoril  and  the  wheat  harvest, 
only  a  few  showers  falij  which  are  welcomed  be- 
cause they  increase  the  yield  of  wheat  (cf  Am  4  7). 
Samuel  made  use  of  the  unusual  occurrence  of  rain 
during  the  wheat  harvest  to  strike  fear  into  the 
hearts  of  the  people  (1  S  12  17).  Such  an  unusual 
storm  of  excessive  violence  visited  Syria  in  1912, 
and  did  much  damage  to  the  harvests,  bringing  fear 
to  the  superstitious  farmers,  who  thought  some 
greater  disaster  awaited  them.  From  the  wheat 
harvest  until  the  fruit  harvest  no  rain  falls  (2  S  21 
10;  Jer  6  24;  cf  Prov  26  1).  The  harvesters 
long  for  cool  weather  during  the  reaping  season 
(cf  Prov  26  13). 

Many  definite  laws  were  instituted  regarding  the 
harvest.  Gleaning  was  forbidden  (Lev  19  9;  28 
22;  Dt  24  19)  (see  Gleaning).  The  first-fruits 
were  required  to  be  presented  to  Jeh  (Lev  23  10). 
In  Syria  the  Christians  still  celebrate  'id  er-rubb 
("feast  of  the  Lord")i  at  which  time  the  owners  of 
the  vineyards  bring  their  first  bunches  of  grapes 
to  the  church.  The  children  of  Israel  were  en- 
joined to  reap  no  harvest  for  which  thev  had  not 
labored  (Lev  26  5).  In  Prov  the  ants'  harvesting 
is  mentioned  as  a  lesson  for  the  sluggard  (Prov  o 
8;  10  5;  20  4). 

Figurative:  A  destroyed  harvest  typified  devas- 
tation or  affliction  (Job  6  5;  Isa  16  9;  17  11; 
Jer  6  17;  60  16).  The  "time  of  harvest,"  in  the 
OT  frequently  meant  the  day  of  destruction  (Jer 
61  33;  Hos  6  11;  Joel  3  13).  "Joy  in  harvest" 
tjrpified  great  joy  (Isa  9  3);  "harvest  of  the  Nile," 
an  abundant  harvest  (Isa  28  3).  "The  harvest 
is  past"  meant  that  the  appointed  time  was  gone 
(Jer  8  20).  Jeh  chose  the  most  promising  time  to 
cut  off  the  wicked,  namely,  "when  there  is  a  cloud 
of  dew  in  the  heat  of  harvest"  (Isa  18  4.5).  This 
occurrence  of  hot  misty  days  just  before  the  ripen- 
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ing  of  the  grapes  is  still  oommon.  They  are  wel- 
come because  they  are  supposed  to  hasten  the  har- 
vest. The  Syrian  farmers  in  some  districts  call  it 
etriaJbhakh  d  *ainib  wa  tin  (''the fireplace  of  the  grapes 

andfigs'O- 

In  the  Gospels,  Jesus  frequently  refers  to  the  har- 
vest of  souls  (Mt  9  37.38  &»;  18  30&M.39:  Mk 
4  29:  Jn  4  35  his).  In  explaining  the  parable  of 
the  Tares  he  said,  "The  harvest  is  the  end  of  the 
world"  (Mt  18  39;  cf  Rev  14  15).  See  also 
AoRicuuruRE.  James  A.  Patch 

HASADIAH,  has-a-dl'a  (H^n^H ,  hd^adhyOh,  "Jeh 
is  kind''):  A  son  of  Zerubbabel  (1  Ch  3  20).  In 
Bar  1  1  the  Gr  is  Asadiaa. 

HASENUAH,  has-e-nQ'a  (HM^^ri,  ha99^u*ah): 
In  AV  (1  Ch  9  7)  for  Hassenuah  (q.v.). 

HASHABIAH,  hash-a-bfa  (n;>;iVn ,  hAahabhydh) : 

(1)  Two  Levites  of  the  family  of  Merari  (1  Ch  6 
45;   9  14). 

(2)  A  Levite  who  dwelt  in  Jerus  at  the  time  of 
Nehemiah  (Neh  11  15). 

(3)  A  son  of  Jeduthun  (1  Ch  26  3). 

(4)  A  Hebronite,  chief  of  a  clan  of  warriors  who 
had  charge  of  West  Jordan  in  the  interests  of  Jeh 
and  the  lung  of  Israel  (1  Ch  26  30). 

(5)  A  Levite  who  was  a  "ruler"  (1  Ch  27  17). 

(6)  One  of  the  Levite  chiefs  in  the  time  of  Josiah, 
who  gave  liberally  toward  the  sacrifices  (2  Ch  86 
9).    £  1  Esd  1  9  it  is  "Sabias." 

(7)  A  Levite  whom  Ezra  induced  to  return  from 
exile  with  him  (Ezr  8  19).  1  Esd  8  48  has 
"Asebias." 

(S)  One  of  the  twelve  priests  set  apart  by  Ezra 
to  take  care  of  the  gold,  the  silver,  and  the  vessels 
of  the  temple  on  their  return  from  exile  (Ezr  8  24; 
1  Esd  8  54,  "Assamias"). 

(9)  Ruler  of  half  of  the  district  of  "Keilah,"  who 
helped  to  repair  the  walls  under  Nehemiah  (Neh  3 
17),  and  also  helped  to  seal  the  covenant  (Neh  10 
11;   12  24). 

(10)  A  Levite  (Neh  11  22). 

(11)  A  priest  (Neh  12  21).  J.  J.  Reeve 

HASHABNAH,ha-8hab'na  (HJ^l^n,  hdahabhnOh) : 
One  who  helped  to  seal  the  covenant  under  Nehe- 
miah (Neh  10  25). 

HASHABNEIAH,  hash-ab-nM'a  (n;?;;it^n,  hd- 
8habhn*y&h;  AV  Hashabniah,  hash-ab-nl'a). 

(1)  Father  of  one  of  the  builders  of  the  wall  (Neh 

8  10). 

(2)  A  Levite  mentioned  in  connection  with  the 
prayer  preceding  the  sisning  of  the  covenant  (Neh 

9  5):  possibly  identical  with  the  Hashabiah  (hd- 
ahabhyOh)  oi  Ezr  8  19.24;  Neh  10  11;  11  22;  12 
24,  or  one  of  these. 

HASHBADANA,  hash-ba-d&'na,  HASHBAD- 
DANA,  hash-bad'a-na  (HJ'^IS^tpn,  hashbadddnah) : 
Probably  a  Levite.  He  was  one  of  those  who  stood 
at  Ezra's  left  hand  when  he  read  the  law,  and  helped 
the  people  to  understand  the  meaning  (Neh  8  4). 
1  Esd  9  44  has  "Nabarias"  (Na/Sa/MJas,  Nabarelaa). 

HASHEM,  ha'shem  (Dipn ,  hdahem) :  The  "sons 
of  Hashem"  are  mentioned  (1  Ch  11  34)  among 
David's  mighty  men.  The  ||  passage  (2  S  23  32) 
has  "sons  of  Jashen." 

HASHMONAH,  hash'md-na  (n;b«)n,  hash- 
mihtdhj  ^'fatness") :  A  desert  camp  of  the  Israelites 
between  Mithkah  and  Moseroth  (Nu  33  29.30). 
See  Wanderings  of  Israel. 


HASHUB,  h&'shub,  hash'ub.    See  Hasshub. 

HASHUBAH,  ha-shoo'ba  (rDt|^,  hOahiibhdh, 
"consideration"):  One  of  the  sons  of  Zerubbabel 
(1  Ch  3  20). 

HASHUM,  hft'shum  (Dt^H ,  hdakum) : 

(1)  In  Ezr  2  19;  Neh  7  22,  "chiWren  of  Ha- 
shum"  are  mentioned  among  the  returning  exiles. 
In  Ezr  10  33  (cf  1  Esd  9  33,  ''Asom"),  members 
of  the  same  family  are  named  among  those  who 
married  foreign  wives. 

(2)  One  of  those  who  stood  on  Ezra's  left  at  the 
readinff  of  the  law  (Neh  8  4;  1  Esd  9  44,  "Lotha- 
subus'^.  The  signer  of  the  covenant  (Neh  10  18) 
is  possibly  the  same. 

HASIDAEANS,  has-i-de'anz  ('Ao-tSaCas  HaH- 
daioif  a  transliteration  of  hdsidhimf  "the  pious," 
"Puritans"):  A  name  assumed  by  the  orthodox  Jews 
(1  Mace  2  42;  7  13)  to  distin^fuish  them  from 
the  Hellenizing  faction  described  m  the  Maccab^tn 
books  as  the  "impious,"  the  "lawless,"  the  "trans- 
gressors." They  held  perhaps  narrow  but  strict 
and  seriously  honest  views  in  religion,  and  recog- 
nized Judas  Maccabaeus  as  their  lesser  (2  Mace  14 
6).  They  existed  as  a  party  before  the  days  of  the 
Maccabees,  standing  on  the  ancient  ways,  caring 
little  for  politics,  and  having  small  sympatny  with 
merely  national  aspirations,  except  when  affecting 
religion  (1  Mace  1  63;  2  Mace  6  18  ff ;  Jth  if 
2;  AfUf  AlV,  iv,  3).  Their  codperation  with  Judas 
went  only  to  the  len^h  of  securing  the  ri^t  to 
follow  their  own  reUgious  practices.  When  Bac- 
chides  came  against  Jerus,  they  were  quite  willing 
to  make  peace  because  AJcimus,  "a  priest  of  the 
seed  of  Aaron,"  was  in  his  company.  Him  they 
accepted  as  high  priest,  though  sixty  of  them  soon 
fell  oy  his  treachery  (1  Mace  7  13).  Their  de- 
sertion of  Judas  was  largely  the  cause  of  his  down- 
fall. J.  Hutchison 

HASMONEANS.    See  Asmoneans. 

HASRAH,  haz'ra,  has'ra  (Hnp? ,  ha^Sh) :  Grand- 
father of  Shallum,  who  was  the  husband  of  Hul- 
dah  the  prophetess  (2  Ch  34  22).  In  2  K  22  14, 
Harhas  (q.v.). 

HASSENAAH,  has-^nft'a  (HKJDn,  ha^^d'eh): 
In  Neh  3  3  the  ''sons  of  Hassenaah"  are  mentioned 
among  the  builders  of  the  wall.  Probably  the  same 
as  Senaah  (Ezr  2  35:  Neh  7  38)  with  the  definite 
article,  i.e.  has-Senaan.  The  latter,  from  the  con- 
nection, would  appear  to  be  a  place-name.  See 
also  Hassenuah. 

HASSENUAH,  has-e-ntl'a  (HK^^H,  TW'irtjn, 
ha^^a^dh) :  A  family  name  in  the  two  lists  of  Ben- 
jamite  inhabitants  of  Jerus  (1  Ch  9  7,  AV  "Hase- 
nuah";  Neh  11  9,"Senuah").  The  name  is  possibly 
the  same  as  Hassenaah  (q.v.),  yet  the  occurrence 
of  the  singular  ("son  of  H.")  does  not  so  well  accord 
with  the  idea  of  a  place-name. 

HASSHUB,  hash'ub  (lll^n,  kashahUbh,  "con- 
siderate"; AV  everywhere  Hashub  except  1  Ch 
9  14): 

(1)  A  builder  of  the  wall  (Neh  3  11). 

(2)  Another  builder  of  the  same  name  (Neh  3 
23). 

(3)  One  of  the  signers  of  the  covenant  (Neh  10 
23). 

(4)  A  Levite  chief  (Neh  11  15;  1  Ch  9  14). 
BDB  makes  (1)  and  (3)  identical. 

HASSOPHERETH,   has-o-fe'reth.    See  Sophe- 

RETH. 
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HASTE,  haat  (Tfri,  (taphaz,  *in,  hash,  in?. 
mOhar;  wtfiSw,  apciidO) :  "Haate"  (from  a  root 
meaning  "to  pursue")  implies  "celerity  of  motion." 

(1)  The  noun  occurs  aa  tr  of  mOliar,  "to  hasten," 
etc  (Ex  10  16;  13  33,  "in  hast«");  of  haphaz,  "to 
make  haate"  (2  K  7  16;  Fs  81  22;  116  11,  "I 
said  in  my  haste  |RVm  "alarm"].  All  men  are 
liars");  of  hippdzSn,  a  "hasty  flight"  (Ex  IS  11; 
Dt  16  3;  ^62  12);  of  ndAof,  "to  be  urgent'' 
(1  S  81  S,  "The  king's  buainess  required  haste"). 

(2)  "Haste"  as  a  vb.  is  trans  and  intrans;  in- 
stances of  the  transitive  use  are,  'He,  "to  hasten," 
"press"  {Ex  A  13,  "And  the  taskmasters  hasted 
tnem,"  BV  "were  urgent");  hUah,  "to  make  haate" 
{Isa  6  19);  mOhar  12  Ch  84  5  bit);  aAafcattt,  "to 
watch,"  "to  fix  one's  attention"  on  anything  (Jer 
1  12  AV,  "I  will  hasten  my  word") ;  widAfr,  "hast- 
ing" (Isa  16  5^  "hasting  righteousness,"  RV  "swift 
to  do").  The  mtrsnsitive  use  is  more  frequent  and 
represents  many  different  words. 

Hasty  also  occurs  in  several  instances  (Prov  31 
5;  38  20,'iif,etc)i  in  Isa  28  4,  frifctllr  "first^ruit," 
is  tr^  "hasty  fruit,"  RV  "first-ripe  fig.'' 

BV  hu  "Haste  ^"  for  "aasemble  yourB«lt«a"^_(Ji>el 


BASUPHA,  ha-sQ'fa  (IX^^VTJ ,  ^^^ ,  hOtUpka') : 
Head  of  a  family  of  Nethmim  among  the  returning 
exiles  (Ezr  2  43;  Neh  7  46).  Neh  7  46  AV  has 
"Hashupha,"  and  1  Esd  6  29,  "Asipha." 

HAT:  The  original  word  (S^^llS,  karb-la', 
Aram.)  rendered  "hat"  in  Dnl  S  21  AVis  very  rare, 
appearing  only  here  in  the  OT.  There  is  acknowl- 
edged difficulty  in  translating  it,  as  well  as  the  other 
words  of  the  passage.  "Hat"  of  AV  certainly  fails 
to  give  its  exact  meaning.  The  hat  as  we  know  it, 
headgear  distinguished  from  the  cap  or  bonnet 
i  circular  brim,  was  unknown  to  the  ancient  East. 
le  nearest  thing  to  the  modem  hat  among  the 
ancients  was  the  pdasus  worn  by  the  Romans  when 
on  a  journey,  though  something  like  it  was  used  on 
like  occasions  by  the  early  Greeks.  In  the  earlier 
Heb  writings  there  is  little  concerning  the  headgear 
by  the  people.     In  1  K  20  31  we  find 


% 


are  found  pictures  of  Syrians  likewise  with  cords 
tied  about  their  6owing  hair.  The  custom,  how- 
ever, did  not  survive,  or  was  modified,  clearly  be- 
cause the  cord  alone  would  afford  no  protection 
against  the  sun,  to  which  peasants  ai  '  ' 
were  perilously  evrmsed.  It  in  likplv 
that  for  Idndred 
a  head-wvering  similar  to  that  of  the  modem 
Bedouin.  This  consists  of  a  rectangular  piece  of 
cloth  called  kefftyeh,  which  is  usualTv  foMed  into 
triangular  form  and  placed  over  the  nead  so  as  to 
let  the  middle  part  hang  down  over  the  back  of  the 
neck  and  protect  it  from  the  sun,  while  the  two  ends 
are  drawn  as  needed  under  the  chin  and  tied,  or 
thrown  back  over  the  shoulders,  A  cord  of  wool 
is  then  used  to  secure  it  at  the  top.  It  became 
customary  still  later  for  Israelites  to  use  a  head- 
covering  more  like  the  "turban"  worn  by  the  fella- 


ctoth  worked  into  the  form  of  a  cap  {tt^yek),  and 
BO  worn  as  to  protect  the  other  headgear  from  being 
soiled  by  the  perspiration.  A  felt  cap,  or,  as  among 
the  Turks,  a  fea  or  red  tarbush,  is  worn  over  this. 
On  the  top  of  these  is  wound  a  long  piece  of  cotton 
cloth  with  red  stripes  and  frin^,  a  flowered  ker- 
chief, or  a  striped  keSlyek.  This  protects  the  head 
from  the  sun,  serves  as  a  sort  of  purse  by  day,  and 
often  as  a  pillow  by  night.  Some  such  headgear 
is  probably  meant  by  the  "diadem"  of  Job  29  14 
and  the  "hood"  of  Isa  8  23.  Heb  fdnipA,  from 
i&naph,  "to  roll  up  like  a  coil"  (cf  Isa  22  18). 

Geo.  B.  Eager 
HATACH,  h&'tak.    See  Hathach. 

HATCHET,  hach'et  (p''1$'3 ,  kaththll):  Ps  74 
6  RV,  "hatchet,"  AV  "axes."    See  Ax. 

HATE,  hat,  HATRED,  ha'tred  (vb.,  tt;i;; ,  ssn^, 
"ofteneet,"  Bplp,  af^m.  Gen  27  41,  etc;  noun, 
rmpV,  sin'Sk;  y-urtu,  mUiS):  A  feeling  of  strong 
antagonism  and  dislike,  generally  malevolent  and 
prompting  to  injury  (the  opposite  of  love);  some- 
times bom  of  moral  resentment.  Alike  in  the  OT 
and  NT,  hate  of  the  malevolent  sort  is  unsparingly 
condemned  (Nu  3G  20;  Ps  109  6;  Prov  10  12;  Tit 
8  3;  1  Jn  8  15),  but  m  the  OT  hatred  of  evil  and 
evil-doers,  purged  of  personal  malice,  is  commended 
(Ps  97  10;  101  3;  139  21.22,  etc).  The  NT  law 
softens  this  feeling  as  r^ards  persons,  brinwng  it 
under  the  higher  law  of  love  (Mt  8  43.44;  clRom 
IS  17-21),  while  intensifying  the  hatred  of  evil 
(Jude  ver  23;  Rev  2  6).  God  himself  is  hated 
by  the  wicked  (Ex  SO  5;  Ps  189  21;  cf  Rom  8 
7).  Sometimes,  however,  the  word  "hate"  is  used 
hyperboUcally  in  a  relative  sense  to  express  only 
the  strong  preference  of  one  to  another.  God  loved 
Jacob,  but  hated  Esau  (Mai  1  3;  Rom  9  13); 
father  and  mother  are  to  be  hated  in  comparison 
with  Christ  (Lk  14  26;  cf  Mt  10  37).  See 
Enmitt.  James  Orr 

HATHACH,  ha'thak  (1[I1^,  hmhakh;  LXX'Ax- 
poOcttoi,  HadiToikaioa):  One  of  the  chamberlains 
of  AhasueruB,  appointed  to  attend  on  Esther  (£^t 
4  5.8.9.10,  AV  ^'Hatach")  through  whom  she 
learned  from  Mordecai  of  Haman's  plot. 

HATHATH,  hi'thath  (npn,  ijOthalh,  "terror"): 
Son  of  Othniel  and  grandson  of  KenaE(l  Ch  4  13). 

HATIPHA,  hartrfa,  hat'i-fa  (»9^r!,  JdflpM', 
"taken,"  "captive"  1 7] ) :  The  anccetral  head  of  a 
family  of  Nethinim  that  returned  from  Babylon 
(Ezr  2  64;  Neh  7  56-"Atipha,"   1  Esd  5  32). 

HATITA,  ha-U'ta,  hat'i-ta  (ttp'^'On,  Jdflfa') :  Head 
of  a  family  among  the  "children  of  the  porters" 
who  returned  from  exile  (Ear  2  42;  Neh  7  45; 
1  Esd  6  28,  "Ateta"). 

HATSI-HAHBfENTJCHOTH,  hat-si-ham-en-Q'- 
koth:  A  marrinal  reading  in  J  Ch  2  62  AV.  It 
disappears  in  RV,  which  reads  in  text,  "half  of  the 
Menuhoth"  (q,v.)  (Heb  Adfl  Ao-m-nuAaA). 

HATTIL,  hat'il  (^^ipri  ,  ha^ii):  A  company  of 
servants  of  Salomon  appearing  in  the  post-exilic  lit- 
erature (Ezr  2  57;  Neh  7  69),  Same  called  "Agia" 
in  1  Esd  G  34. 

HATTDSH,  hat'ush  {-mO} ,  IfaffHah) : 
(1)  Son  of  Shemaiah,  a  descendant  of  the  kings 
of  Judah,  in  the  6th  generation  from  Zerubbabel 
(1  Ch  8  22).    He  returned  with  Zerubbabel  and 


Haunt 
Hazael 
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Ezra  from  Babylon  to  Jeriis  (Ezr  8  2;  Neh  12  2). 
(There  is  some  doubt  as  to  whether  the  Hattush  of 
the  Jineage  of  David  and  the  priest  of  the  same 
name,  mentioned  in  Neh  10  4  and  12  2,  are  one 
and  the  same.)  He  was  one  of  those  who  signed 
the  covenant  with  Nehemiah  (Neh  10  4). 

(2)  Son  of  Hashabneiah:  aided  Nehemiah  to 
repair  the  walls  of  Jerus  (Neh  3  10). 

Horace  T    ^^otiB* 

HAUNT,  hdnt.  hiint:  The  vb.  in  OE  was  simply 
"to  resort  to,"  "trequent";  a  place  of  dwelling  or  of 
business  was  a  Jiaunt.  The  noun  occurs  in  1  S  23 
22  as  the  tr  of  reghd,  "foot,"  "See  his  place  where  his 
haunt  is,"  RVm  "Heb  'foot' ";  the  vb.  is  the  tr  of 
yOshabh,  "to  sit  down."  "to  dweU"  (Ezk  26  17, 
"on  all  that  haunt  it,'^  RV  "dwelt  there,"  m  "in- 
habited her"),  and  of  hdlakk,  "to  go,"  or  "Uve" 
(1  S  30  31,  "all  the  places  where  David  himself 
and  his  men  were  wont  to  haimt"). 

HAURAN,  h6'ran  C]yT\,  hawrdn;    LXX    A*. 

pavCrif ,  AuraniXia,  also  with  aspirate) :  A  province 

of  Eastern  Pal  which,  in  Ezk  47  16.18. 

1.  Extent  stretched  from  Dan  in  the  N.  to  Gileaa 
of  Province  in  the  S.,  including  all  that  lay  be- 
in  Ancient  tween  the  Jordan  and  the  desert.  It 
Times  thus  covered  the  districts  now  known 

as  eU-JedHTy  d-Jaiddnf  and  elrHaurdn, 
It  corresponded  roughly  with  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
modem  Turkish  governor  of  Hauran.  The  Aura- 
nites  of  Ikter  times  answered  more  closely  to  the 
Hauran  of  today. 

The  name  ffaur&n  probably  means  "hollow 
land."    Between    Jebel    ed-Druze    (see    Bashan, 

Mount  of)  on  the  E.,  and  JidHa  and 

2.  l^dem  Jaiddn  (see  Golan)  on  the  W.,  runs 
Hauran         a  broad  vale,  from  Jebd  el  ^Aswad  in 

the  N.,  to  the  Yarmuk  in  the  S.W.,  and 
the  open  desert  in  the  S.E.  It  is  from  1,500  to 
2,000  ft.  above  sea-level,  and  almost  50  miles  in 
length,  by  45  in  breadth.  Haurdn  aptly  describes 
it.  To  the  modem  Ifaur&n  are  reckoned  3  dis- 
tricts,  clearly  distinguished  in  local 

3.  En-  £P^^*  (1)  JO w-iV^wiroA,  "the  cavity." 
Nullah         This  district  touches  the  desert  in  the 

S.E.,  the  low  range  of  ez  Zurrdeh  on 
the  S.W.,  JavlUn  on  the  W.,  el-Lejd*  on  the  N.  and. 
Jebd  ed'Druze  on  the  E.  The  soil,  composed  of 
volcanic  detritus,  is  extraordinarily  rich.  Here 
and  there  may  be  found  a  bank  of  vines;  but  the 
country  is  practically  treeless:  the  characteristic 
product  is  wheat,  and  in  its  cultivation  the  village 
population   is    almost    wholly    occupied.     (2)  El- 

Lej&\  "the  asylum."    TTiis  is  a  rocky 

4.  El-Lcjft*    tract  lyin^  to  the  N.  of  en-Nufprah. 

It  is  entu-ely  volcanic,  and  takes, 
roughlv,  the  form  of  a  triangle,  with  ai>ex  in  the  N. 
at  d  Bvrakf  and  a  base  of  almost  20  miles  in  the  S. 
For  the  general  characteristics  of  this  district,  see 
Trachonitis.  Its  sharply  marked  border,  wnere 
the  rocky  edges  fall  into  the  surrounding  plam,  have 
suggested  to  some  the  thou^t  that  here  we  have 
hebhd  *arg6bh,  "the  measured  lot  of  Argob."  See, 
however,  Argob.  There  is  little  land  capable  of 
cultivation,  and  the  Arabs  who  occupy  the  greater 
part  have  an  evil  reputation.  As  a  refuge  for  the 
nunted  and  for  fugitives  from  justice  it  well  de- 
serves its  name.  (3)  El-Jebd,  "the  moimtain." 
This  is  the  great  volcanic  range  which 
6.  El- Jebel  stands  on  the  edge  of  the  desert,  pro- 
tecting the  fertile  reaches  of  d-Haurdn 
from  encroachment  by  the  sand,  known  at  different 
times  as  Mons  Asaldamus,  Jebel  HaurdUf  and  Jebel 
ed-Druze,  This  last  is  the  name  it  bears  today  in 
consequence  of  the  settlement  of  Druzes  here,  after 
the  massacre  in  Mt.  Lebanon  in  1860.  Those  free- 
spirited  people  have  been  a  thorn  in  the  side  of  the 


Turks  ever  since:  and  whether  or  not  the  recent 
operations  against  them  (January,  1911)  wiU  result 
in  their  enture  subjugation,  remains  to  be  seen. 
The  western  slopes  of  the  mountain  are  well  culti- 
vated, and  very  fruitful;  vinevards  abound;  and 
there  are  large  reaches  of  shady  woodlands.  Sal- 
khad,  marking  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  land  of 
Israel,  stands  on  the  ridge  of  the  mountain  to  the 
S.  Jebd  el-Kideib  in  which  the  range  culminates, 
reaches  a  height  of  5,730  ft.  Jebd  Haur&n  is  named 
in  the  Mish  (Rdsh  horskdndhf  ii.4)  as  one  of  the 
heights  from  which  fire-signals  were  flashed,  an- 
nouncing the  advent  of  the  new  ^ear.  For  its  his- 
tory see  Bashan.  The  ruins  which  are  so  plentiful 
in  the  country  date  for  the  most  part  from  the  early 
Christian  centuries;  and  p^obaoly  nothing  above 
ground  is  older  than  the  Kom  period,  llie  sub- 
structions, however,  and  the  subterranean  dwellings 
found  in  different  parts,  e.g.  at  J}er^ahj  may  be  very 
ancient.  The  latest  mention  of  a  Christian  build- 
ing is  in  an  inscription  found  by  the  present  writer 
at  el-  Xt^r,  which  tells  of  the  foundation  of  a  churdi 
in  720  AD  {PEFS,  July.  1895,  p.  275,  Inscr  no. 
150).  A  good  account  of  Hauran  and  its  cities  is 
given  in  HGHL,  XXIX,  611.  W.  Ewing 

HAVE,  hav:  "To  have"  is  to  own  or  possess;  its 
various  uses  may  be  resolved  into  this,  its  proper 
meaning. 

A  few  of  the  many  changes  in  RV  are,  for  "a  man 
that  hath  friends'^  (Prov  18  24).  "maketh  many 
friends,"  m  "Heb  a  man  of  friends";  for  "all  that 
I  have^'  (Lk  16  31),  "all  that  is  mine";  for  'Ve 
have  peace  with  God"  (Rom  6  1)  ERV  has  'let  us 
have,  m  "some  authonties  read  we  have,"  ARV  as 
AVm  "many  ancient  authorities  read  let  us  have"; 
for  "what  great  conflict  I  have"  (Col  2  1),  "how 
greatly  I  strive";  for  "will  have"  (Mt  9  13;  12  7), 
^desire";  27  43,  "desireth":  for  "would  have"  (Mk 
6  19;  Acts  10  10),  "desired":  16  27,  "was  about"; 
19  30,  "was  minded  to";  23  28,  "desiring";  He  12 
17,  "desired  to";  for  "ye  have''  (He  10  34),  ERV 
has  "ye  yourselves  have."  m  "ye  have  your  own- 
selves,"  ARV  "ye  have  tor  yourselves,"  m  "many 
ancient  authorities  read,  ye  have  your  own  selves  for 
a  better  possession"  (cf  Lk  9  25:  21  19);  "having 
heard"  for  "after  that  ye  heard"  (Eph  1  13) ;  "hav- 
ing suffered  before,"  for  "even  after  that  we  had 
suffered"  (1  Thess  2  2);  "and  thus,  having,"  for 
"so  after  he  had"  (He  6  15).        W.  L.  Walker 

HAVEN,  haVn  ([1]  tlin ,  hoph  [Gen  49  13,  RVm 
"beach";  Jgs  5  17,  RVm  ^'shore,^'  AV  "seashore," 
AVm  "port"];  elsewhere  "sea-shore"  [Dt  1  7; 
Josh  9  1;  Jer  47  7]  or  "sea  coast"  [Ezk  25  16]; 
from  root  CIBH,  hdphaphj  "to  wash"  or  "to  lave"; 

fix  Si  ^ 

cf  Arab.  v.jL^,  hajSfaf  "to  rub";  and  xa^,  haffai^ 
"border";   vJ«A^,  Hvfaf,  in  Eastern  Arabia;  [2] 


nn"? ,  mdhoz  [Ps  107  30] ;  [3]  Xi|i^v,  limin  [Acts 
27  12  bis];  also  Fair  Havens.  koXoI  Xi|Uvts,  kaloi 
linUrifi8  [Acts  27  8]):  While  the  Gr  limen  is  "har- 
bor." the  Heb  hoph  is  primarily  "shore."  There  is 
no  narbor  worthy  of  the  name  on  the  shore  of  Pal 
S.  of  Qaifa.  Indeed  there  is  no  good  natural  harbor 
on  the  whole  coast  of  Syria  and  Pal.  The  promon- 
tories of  Carmel,  Beirut  and  Tripolis  afford  shelter 
from  the  prevalent  southwest  wind,  but  offer  no 
refuge  from  the  fury  of  a  northern  gale.  Gn  rocky 
shores  there  are  inlets  which  will  protect  sail  boats 
at  most  times,  but  the  ships  of  the  ancients  were 
beached  in  rough  weather,  and  small  craft  are  so 
treated  at  the  present  time.  See  illustration  under 
BiTHYNiA,  p.  483.  Alfred  Ely  Day 

HAVENS,  h&'v'ms,  FAIR.    See  Fair  Havens. 
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HAVILAH,  hav'i-I&   (nb-nq,  f^iwUOh;    E4iX4, 
HeuiU): 
(t)  Son  of  Cueh  (Gen  10  7;  1  Ch  1  9). 

(2)  Son  of  Yoktan,  descendant  of  Shem  (Gen  10 
29;  1  Ch  1  23). 

(3)  Mentioned  with  Shur  as  one  of  the  limits  of 
the  territory  of  the  lahmaelitee  (Gen  36  18);  cf 
the  same  limits  of  the  land  of  the  Amalekites  (1  S 
16  7),  where,  however,  the  text  ia  doubtful.  It  ia 
described  (Gen  3  11,12)  as  bounded  by  the  river 
Pishon  and  as  beine  rich  in  gold,  bdellium  and 
"shoham-atone"  (EV  "onyx  ).  The  ahoham- 
stone  was  perhaps  the  Assyr  lamiu,  probably  the 
malachite  or  turquoise.  The  mention  of  a  Cushite 
Havilah  is  explained  by  the  fact  that  the  Arabian 
tribes  at  an  early  time  migrated  to  the  coast  of 
Africa.  The  context  of  Gen  10  7  thus  favors  a 
situation  on  the  Ethiopian  shore,  and  the  name  is 
perhaps  preserved  in  the  kolpos  Aualitea  and  in  the 
tribe  AbalUai  on  the  8.  side  of  the  straits  of  Bab- 
A-Mandeh.  Or  jwaaibly  a  trace  of  the  name  ap- 
pears in  the  classical  Aualis,  now  Zeila^  in  Somali- 
Iwid.  But  its  occurrence  among  the  Yoktanite 
Arabs  (Gen  10  29)  suggests  a  location  in  Arabia. 
South  Arabian  inscriptions  mention  a  district  of 
Kbaulan  {Ifaidan.),  and  a  place  of  this  name  is 
found  both  in  Tihamaand  S  E.  of  San'a'.  Again 
Strabo's  Chaulotaifn  and  HuwaUa  in  Bahrein  point 
to  a  district  on  the  Arabian  shore  of  the  Pers  Gulf. 
No  exact  identification  has  yet  been  made. 

A.  3.  FoLTON 
HAVOC,  hav'ok:  "Devastation,"  "to  make 
havoc  of"  ia  the  tr  of  Xu^io/wjuu,  lum^tiomai,  "to 
stain,"  "to  dispace";  in  the  NT  "to  injure," 
"destroy"  (Acta  8  3,  "As  for  8aul  he  made  havoc 
of  the  church,"  RV  "laid  waste";  1  Mace  7  7, 
"what  havoc,"  RV  "all  the  havock,"  exoldlhTeusw, 
"  utt  er  destruction' ' ) . 

RV  has  "made  havoc  of"  (porfWfl)  for  "destroyed" 
(Acts  S  21;  Gal  1  23),  for  "wasted"  (Gal  1  13). 

HAWAH,  hay's  (H^H ,  hawwah) :  Heb  spelling. 
rendered  Eve,  "mother  of  all  living,"  Gen  S  20 

RVm.    See  Eve. 

HAWOTH-JAIR,  hav-oth-jft'ir  (TUt^  T'lri, 
hawwoth  yi'lT,  "the  encampments"  or  "tent  villages 
of  Jair";  AV  Havoth-Jsir,  ha-voth-ja'ir) :  The 
word  havjwdlh  occurs  only  in  this  combmation  (Nu 
S3  41;  Dt  S  14;  Jgs  10  4),  and  is  a  legacy  from 
the  nomadic  stage  of  Heb  life.  Jair  had  thirty 
eons  who  posaesaed  thirty  "cities,"  and  these  are 
identified  with  Havyoth-]air  in  Jgs  10  3  ft.  The 
district  was  in  Gilead  (ver  6;  Nu  33  41).  In  Dt 
8  13  f,  it  is  identified  with  Bashan  and  Argob;  but 
in  1  K  4  13,  "the  towns  of  Jair"  are  said  to  be  in 
Gilead;  while  to  him  also  "pertained  the  repon  of 
Argob,  which  is  in  Bashan,  threescore  (jreat  cities 
wiSi  walla  and  brazen  bars."  There  is  evident 
confusion  here.  If  we  follow  Jgs  10  3  ff,  we  may 
find  a  useful  clue  in  ver  5.  Kamon  is  named  as  the 
burial  place  of  Jair.  This  probably  corresponds 
to  Kamun  taken  by  Antiochus  III,  on  his  march 
from  Pella  to  Gephrun  (Polyb.  v.70,  12).  Schu- 
macher (Northern  'AjlQn,  137)  found  two  places 
to  the  W.  of  Irbid  with  the  names  Ifamm  and 
f  umetm  (the  latter  a  diminutive  of  the  former) 
with  ancient  ruins.  S'""'"  probably  represents  the 
Heb  Kitm&n,  so  that  Hawotb-jair  snould  most 
likely  be  soi^t  in  this  district,  i.e.  in  North  Gilead, 
between  the  Jordan  valley  and  Jd>el  et-ZumUh. 
W.  Ewraa 

HAWK,  hOk  (p ,  nic;  Upaf ,  hiirax,  and  i*-^^ 
l^ax;  L«t  AccipUer  nitus) :  A  bird  of  prey  ot  the 
eenus  accimter.  Large  hawks  were  numerous 
in  Pal.     The  largest  were  2  ft.  long,  have  flat 


heads,  hooked  beaks,  strong  talons  and  e^  appear- 
ing the  keenest  and  most  comprehensive  of  any 
bird.  They  can  sail  the  length  or  breadth  of  the 
Holy  Land  manj^  times  a  day.  It  is  a  fact  worth 
knowing  that  mist  and  clouds  interfere  with  the 
vision  of  birds  and  they  hide,  and  hungry  and 


silent  wait  for  fairweather,  so  j^u  will  see  them  sail- 
ing and  soaring  on  clear  days  only.  Thene  large 
hawks  and  the  glede  are  of  eagle-like  nature,  nest- 
ing on  Carmel  and  on  the  hills  of  Gahlee,  in  large 
trees  and  on  mountain  crags.  They  flock  near 
Bceraheba,  and  live  in  untold  numbers  in  the 
wilderness  of  the  Dead  Sea.  They  build  a  crude 
nest  of  sticks  and  twigs  and  carry  most  of  the  food 
alive  to  their  young.  Of  course  they  were  among 
the  birds  of  prey  tnat  swarm  over  the  fresh  offal 
from  slaughter  and  sacrifice.  No  bird  steers  with 
its  tail  in  flight  in  a  more  pronounced  manner 
than  the  hawk.  These  large  birds  are  atl-the-year 
residents,  for  which  reason  no  doubt  the  people 
distinguished  them  from  smaller  families  that  mi- 
grated. They  knew  the  kite  that  Isaiah  mentioned 
in  predicting  the  fall  of  Edom.  With  them  the 
amallcr,  brighter-colored  kestrels,  that  flocked  over 
the  rocky  shores  of  the  Dead  Sea  and  over  the  ruins 
of  deserted  cities,  acemed  to  be  closest  in  appearance 
to  the  birds  we  include  in  the  general  term  falcon." 
They  ate  mice,  insects  and  small  birds,  but  not 
carrion.  The  abomination  lists  of  Lev  11  16  and 
Dt  14  15  eadi  include  hawks  in  a  general  term  and 
specify  several  species  as  unfit  for  food.  Job  39 
26  reads: 

"1b  It  by  thy  wlsdoni  thit  the  hawk  HiKreth, 
And  ■(reUuieth  her  wliigt  toward  the  aouth  T 

Aside  from  calling  attention  to  the  miraculous  flight, 
this  might  refer  to  migration,  or  to  the  wonderful 
soaring  exhibitions  of  these  birds.  See  Glede; 
Kite;    Nioht  Hawk;    Falcon. 

Gene  Stbattoh-Porteb 
HAT,  h&.    SeeGiiAss. 

HAZAEL,  ha-z&'el,  ha'ia-el,  haz'a-el  (^^H? 
and  ^Snjn ,  hSza.'il  and  hOiOh'ii;  "Ala^X.,  HasaS; 
Asayr  Aaio'ifu):  Cornea  firat  into  Bib.  history  as  a 
high  officer  in  the  aervice  of  Ben-hadad  II,  lung  of 
Syria  (2  K  8  7  ff;  cf  1  K  19  15  fl).  He  had  been 
sent  by  his  sick  sovereign  to  inquire  of  the  prophet 


HazMl 
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Eliflha,  who  was  then  in  Damascus,  whether  he 
should  recover  of  his  sickness  or  not.  He  took 
with  him  a  present  "even  of  every 
1.  In  Bit>-  Kood  thing  of  Damascus,  forty  camels' 
lical  burden/'  and  stood  before  the  man 

History  of  Grod  with  his  master's  question  of 
life  or  death.  To  it  Elisha  made  the 
oracular  response,  "Go,  sav  unto  him,  Thou  shalt 
surely  recover;  howbeit  Jen  hath  showed  me  that 
he  shall  surely  die."  Elisha  looked  stedfastly  at 
Hazael*  and  wept,  explaining  to  the  incredulous 
officer  that  he  was  to  be  the  perpetrator  of  horrible 
cruelties  against  the  children  of  Israel:  "Their 
strongholds  wilt  thou  set  on  fire,  and  their  young 
men  wilt  thou  slav  with  the  sword,  and  wilt  dash 
in  pieces  their  little  ones,  and  rip  up  their  women 
witn  child"  (2  K  8  12).  Hazaei  protested  against 
the  very  thought  of  such  things,  but  Elisha  assured 
him  that  Jeh  had  shown  him  that  he  was  to  be  king 
of  Syria.  No  sooner  had  Hazael  delivered  to  his 
master  the  answer  of  the  man  of  God  than  the 
treacherous  purpose  took  shape  in  his  heart  to  has- 
ten Ben-hadad's  end,  and  "He  took  the  coverlet,  and 
dipped  it  in  water,  and  spread  it  on  his  face,  so  that 
he  died:  and  Hazael  reigned  in  his  stead"  (2  K  8 
15).  The  reign  which  opened  under  such  sinister 
auspices  proved  lon^  and  successful,  and  brought 
the  kingdom  of  Syria  to  the  zenith  of  its  power. 
Hazael  soon  found  occasion  to  invade  Israel.  It 
was  at  Ramoth-gilead,  which  had  already  been  the 
scene  of  a  fierce  conflict  between  Israel  and  Syria 
when  Ahab  met  his  death,  that  Hazael  encountered 
Joram,  the  king  of  Israel,  with  whom  his  kinsman, 
Ahaziah,  king  of  Judah,  had  joined  forces  to  retain 
that  important  fortress  which  had  been  recovered 
from  the  Svrians  (2  K  9  14.15).  The  final  issue 
of  the  battle  is  not  recorded,  but  Joram  received 
wounds  which  obliged  him  to  return  across  the  Jor- 
dan to  Jezreel,  leaving  the  forces  of  Israel  in  com- 
mand of  Jehu^  whose  anointing  by  Elisha's  deputy 
at  Ramoth-gilead,  usurpation  of  the  throne  of 
Israel;  slaughter  of  Joram.  Ahaziah  and  Jezebel,  and 
vengeance  upon  the  whole  house  of  Ahab  are  told 
in  rapid  ana  tragic  succession  by  the  sacred  his- 
torian (2  K  9, 10) . 

Whatever  was  the  issue  of  this  attack  upon 
Ramoth-gilead,  it  was  not  long  before  Hazael  laid 
waste  the  whole  country  E.  of  the  Jordan — "all  the 
land  of  Gilead,  the  Gadites,  and  the  Reubenites,  and 
the  Manassites,  from  Aroer,  which  is  by  the  valley 
of  the  Amon,  even  Gilead  and  Bashan"  (2  K  10  33; 
cf  Am  1  3).  Nor  did  Judah  escape  the  heavy 
hand  of  the  Syrian  oppressor.  Marching  south- 
ward through  the  plain  of  Esdraelon,  and  Allowing 
a  route  along  the  maritime  plain  taken  by  many 
conquerors  before  and  since,  Hazael  fought  against 
Gatn  and  took  it,  and  then  "set  his  face  to  go 
up  to  Jems"  (2  K  12  17).  As  other  kings  of 
Judah  had  to  do  with  other  conquerors,  Jehoash, 
who  was  now  on  the  throne,  bought  off  the  in- 
vader with  the  gold  and  the  treasures  of  temple 
and  palace,  and  Hazael  withdrew  his  forces  from 
Jems. 

Israel,  however,  still  suffered  at  the  hands  of 
Hazael  and  Ben-hadad,  his  son,  and  the  sacred  his- 
torian mentions  that  Hazael  oppressed  Israel  all 
the  days  of  Jehoahaz.  the  son  of  Jehu.  So  grievous 
was  the  oppression  ot  the  Syrians  that  Hazael  "left 
not  to  Jehoahaz  of  the  people  save  fiftv  horse- 
men, and  ten  chariots,  ana  ten  thousand  footmen; 
for  the  kins  of  S3rria  destroyed  them,  and  made 
them  like  the  dust  in  threshing"  (2  K  18  1-7). 
Forty  or  fifty  years  later  Amos,  in  the  opening 
of  his  prophecy,  recalled  those  Syrian  campaigns 
against  Israel  when  he  predicted  vengeance  that 
was  to  come  upon  Damascus.  "Thus  saith  Jeh 
....  I  will  send  a  fire  into  the  house  of  Hazael, 


and  it  shall  devour  the  palaces  of  Ben-hadad" 
(Am  1  3.4). 

Already,  however,  the  power  of  Syria  had  passed  its 
meridian  and  had  begun  to  decline.     Events  of  which 

there  Is  no  express  record  In  the  Bib.  narr»- 
Q  Tn  fhA  tive  were  proceeding  which,  ere  long,  made 
»  .it  possible  for  the  son  of  Jehoahaz,  Joash 

Monuments  ©r  Jehoash,  to  retrieve  the  honor  of  Israel 

and  recover  the  dtles  that  had  been  lost 
(2  K  18  25).  For  the  full  record  of  these  events  we 
must  turn  to  the  Asayr  annals  preserved  in  the  monu- 
ments. We  do  read  in  the  sacred  history  that  Jeh  gave 
Israel  "  a  saviour,  so  that  they  went  out  from  under  the 
hand  of  the  Syrians"  (2  K  18  6).  The  annals  of  the 
Assyr  kings  give  us  clearly  and  distinctly  the  Interpre- 
tation of  this  enigmatic  saying.  The  relief  that  came 
to  Israel  was  due  to  the  crlppUng  of  the  power  of  Syria 
by  the  agffression  of  Assyria  upon  the  lands  of  the  west. 
From  the  Black  Obelisk  in  the  British  Museum,  on  which 
Shalmaneser  II  (860-825  BC)  has  inscribed  the  story 
of  the  campaign  he  carried  on  during  his  long  re4gn. 
there  are  instructive  notices  of  this  period  of  Israelituh 
history.  In  the  18th  year  of  his  reiiBn  (842  BC),  Shal- 
maneser made  war  against  Hasael.  On  the  Obelisk 
the  record  ia  short,  but  a  loxiger  account  Is  given  on  one 
of  the  pavement  slabs  from  mmroud,  the  ancient  Kaiab. 
It  is  as  follows:  "In  the  18th  year  of  my  relm  for  the 
16th  time  I  crossed  the  Eiiphrates.  Hazael  of  Damascus 
trusted  to  the  strength  of  his  armies  and  mustered  his 
troops  in  full  force.  Senir  [Hermon],  a  mountain  sum- 
mit which  is  in  front  of  Lebanon,  he  made  his  stronghold. 
I  fought  with  him;  his  defeat  I  accomplished;  600  of  his 
soldiers  with  weapons  I  laid  low;  1,121  of  fais  chariots. 
470  of  his  horses,  with  his  camp  I  took  from  him.  To 
save  his  life,  he  retreated;  I  pursued  him;  In  Damascus, 
his  royal  dty,  I  shut  him  up.  His  plantations  I  cut 
down.  As  far  as  the  mountains  of  the  Hauran  I  marched. 
Cities  without  number  I  wrecked,  razed,  and  burnt  with 
fire.  Their  spoil  beyond  count  I  carried  away.  As  far 
as  the  mountains  of  Baal-Rosh,  which  Is  a  headland  of 
the  sea  [at  the  mouth  of  the  Nahr  «l-Kelh,  Dog  River). 
I  marched;  my  royal  likeness  I  there  set  up.  At  that 
time  I  received  the  tribute  of  the  Syrians  and  Sfdonians 
and  of  Yahua  [Jehu)  the  son  of  Ehumri  [Omri) "  (Bali, 
Light  from  the  Batt,  166;  Schrader,  COT,  200  f).  From 
this  inscription  we  gather  that  Shalmaneser  did  not  suc- 
ceed in  the  capture  of  Damascus.  But  It  still  remained 
an  object  of  ambition  to  Assyria,  and  Ramman-nlrari 
III,  the  grandson  of  Shalmaneser,  succeeded  In  capturing 
it.  and  reduced  it  to  subjection.  It  was  this  monar^ 
who  was  "the  saviour"  whom  God  raised  up  to  deliver 
Israel  from  the  hand  of  Sjrrla.  Then  it  became  possible 
for  Israel  under  Jehoash  to  recover  the  cities  he  had  lost, 
but  by  this  time  Hazael  had  died  and  Ben-hadad,  his  son, 
Ben-hadad  III.  called  Mart  on  the  monuments,  had  be- 
come king  in  his  stead  (2  K  18  24.25). 

LiTSRATUBi. — ^Schrader,  COT,  197-208;  McCurdy, 
HPM,  I,  282  ff. 

T.    NiCOL 

HAZAIAH,  ha-za'ya  (TV^XQ ,  hdzdydh, "  Jah  sew") : 
Among  the  inhabitants  of  Jems  mentioned  in  the 
list  of  Judahites  in  Neh  11  5. 

HAZAR,  ha'z&r  OSH,  hdgar,  constr.  of  T^pn, 
hageTf  "an  inclosure,"  "settlement,"  or  "village"): 
Is  frequently  the  first  element  in  Heb  place- 
names. 

Hazar-addar  (Heb  hdgar  *adddr),  a  place  on 
the  southern  boundary  of  Judah  (Nu  84  4),  is  prob- 
ably identical  with  Hazron  (Josh  15 

1.  Hazar-     3),  which,  in  this  case,  however,  is  sepa- 
addar  rated  from  Addar  (AV  "Adar").    It 

seems  to  have  lain  somewhere  to  the 
S.W.  of  Kadesh-barnea. 

Hazar-enan  (Heb  hdgar  ^Sndn,  "village  of 
springs":    ^Sndn  is  Aram.;   once  [£zk  47  17]  it  is 

called  Enon),  a  place,  unidentified,  at 

2.  Hazar-     the  junction  of  the  northern  and  eastern 
enan  frontiers    of    the    land    promised    to 

Israel  (Nu  84  9  f:  cf  £zk  47  17; 
48  1).  To  identify  it  with  tne  sources  of  the 
Orontes  seems  to  leave  too  great  a  gap  between  this 
and  the  places  named  to  the  S.  Buhl  (GAP,  66  f) 
would  draw  the  northern  boundary  from  Nahr  el- 
i^dsimtyeh  to  the  foot  of  Hermon,  and  would  locate 
Hazar-enan  at  Bdnids,  The  springs  there  lend  fit- 
ness to  the  name;  a  condition  absent  from  d- 
Hd(jr,  farther  east,  suggested  by  von  Kesteren. 
but  there  is  no  certainty. 
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Hazar-gaddah     (Heb     Mqar-gadd&h^y    a     place 

in  the  territory  of  Judah  "toward  the  border  of 

Edom  in  the  South"  (Josh  16  21.27). 

3.  Hazar-     Onom  (s.v.  ''Gadda'')  places  it  in  the 
gaddah  uttermost  parts  of  the  Daroma,  over- 
looking the  Dead  Sea.    This  might 

point  to  the  site  of  Masada,  or  to  the  remarkaole 
ruins  of  Umm  Bajjalp  farther  south  {GAPy  185). 

Hazar-hatticon  (RV  HAZER-HATTICON;  Heb 

hdger  ha-tlkhdn,    "the   middle   village'Oi  a   place 

named  on  the  ideal  border  of  Israel 

4.  Hazar-      (Ezk  47  16).    The  context  shows  that 
hatticon        it  is  identical  with   Hazar-enan,    for 

which  this  is  apparently  another  name. 
Possibly,  however,  it  is  due  to  a  scribal  error. 

Hazarmaveth  (Heb  hdcann&wetk),  the  name 
of  a  son  of  Joktan  attached  to  a  clan  or  district  in 

South   Arabia    (Gen  10  26;     1  Ch  1 

5.  Hazar-     20).    It  is  represented  by  the  modem 
maveth  ffairamaut,  a  broad  and  fruitful  valley 

running  nearly  parallel  with  the  coast 
for  about  100  miles,  north  oi  d-Yemen.  The  ruins 
and  inscriptions  foimd  by  Glaser  show  that  it  was 
once  the  home  of  a  great  civilization,  the  capital 
being  Sabata  (Gen  10  7)  (Glaser,  Skizze,  II,  20, 
423  ff). 

Hazar-shual    (Heb    ^d^r   ahitdl),    a   place  in 

the  S.  of  Judah  (Josh  16  28)  assigned  to  Simeon 

(Josh  19  3:    1  Ch  4  28).    It  was  re- 

6.  Hazar-     occupied  atter  the  exile  (Neh  11  27). 
shual  Sd^weh  on  a  hill  E.  of  Beersheba  has 

been  suggested;  but  there  is  no  cer- 
tainty. 

Hazar-sttsah  (Heb  hdQor  ^H^Sh,  Josh  19  5), 
Hazar-susim  (Heb  hidgdr  fu^Im,  1  Ch  4  31).    As 

it  stands,  the  name  means  "station  of  a 

7.  Hazar-     mare"  or  "of  horses,"  and  it  occurs 
stuah  along    with    Beth-marcaboth,    "place 

of  chariots,"  which  might  suggest 
depots  for  trade  in  chariots  and  horses.  The  sites 
have  not  been  identified.  W.  Ewinq 

HAZAR-ADDAR,  ad'ar :  -ENAN,  e'nan;  -GAD- 
DAH, gad'a;  -HATTICON.  hat'i-kon;  -BftAVETH, 
m&'veth:  -SHUAL,  shoo'al;  -SUSA,  sU'sa;  -SU- 
SIM,  sti  sim.    See  Hazar. 

HAZAZON-TAMAR,  hazVzan-ta'mar  (fltfri 
ntU^ ,  fyagdgOn  tdmOr;  AV  Hazezon  Tamar) :  "Haz- 
azon  of  the  palm  trees,"  mentioned  (Gen  14  7) 
as  a  place  of  the  Amorites,  conquered,  together  with 
En-mishpat  and  the  country  of  the  Amalekites,  bv 
Chedorlaomer;  in  2  Ch  20  2  it  is  identified  with 
En-Gedi  (q.v.);  and  if  so,  it  must  have  been  its 
older  name.  If  this  identification  be  accepted,  then 
Hazazon  may  survive  in  the  name  Wsdy  HusOsah, 
N.W.  of  ^Ain  Jidy.  Another  suggestion,  which 
certainly  meets  the  needs  of  the  narrative  better, 
is  that  Hazazon-tamar  is  the  Thamara  of  OS  {S6  3; 
210  86),  the  eo/iapw,  Thamard,  of  Ptol.  xvi.3.  The 
ruin  Kumuhy  20  miles  W.S.W.  of  the  S.  end  of  the 
Dead  Sea — on  the  road  f^om  Hebron  to  Elath — ^is 
supposed  to  mark  this  site. 

E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

HAZEL,  hfi'z4  (Gen  SO  37  AV).    See  Almond. 

HAZELELPONI,  haz-el-el-pd'ni.    See  Hazzelelt 

PONI. 

HAZER-HATTICON,  ha'zer-hat'i-kon,  HAZAR- 
HATnCON.    See  Hazab. 

HAZERIM,  ha-zS'rim,  haz'Sr-im  (D'^^Sn,  hdce- 
rim) :  Is  rendered  in  AV  (Dt  2  23)  as  the  name  of  a 
place  in  the  S.W.  of  Pal,  in  which  dwelt  the  Awim, 
ancient  inhabitants  of  the  land.  The  word  means 
"villages,"  and  ought  to  be  tr*'  as  in  RV.    The 


sentence  means  that  the  Awim  dwelt  in  villages — 
not  in  fortified  towns— before  the  coming  of  the 
Caphtorim,  the  Philis,  who  destroyed  them. 

HAZEROTH,    ha-ze'r5th,    haz'gr-oth    (nhnSfJ, 

hdg^dthj  "inclosures") :  A  camp  of  the  Israelites, 
the  3d  from  Sinai  (Nu  11  35;  12  16;  88  17;  Dt 
11).  It  is  identified  with  ^Ain  Ha4rah  (''spring  of 
the  inclosure"),  30  miles  N.E.  of  Jebel  Musa^  on  the 
way  to  the  'Arfib&h.    See  Wanderings  of  Israel. 

HAZEZON-TAMAR,     haz'6-zon-t&'mar    (fS^fp 

ncn,  Aof^^  tamar,  Gen  14  7  AV;  n)pxj  fiBfn, 

fya/QQdn  tamar,  2  Ch  20  2).    See  Hazazon-Tamar. 

HAZIEL,  h&'zi-el  (  S'^TH,  MfCU,  "God  sees"): 
A  Levite  of  the  sons  of  Shimei,  of  David's  time 
(1  Ch  28  9). 

HAZO,  ha'zO  (im,  f^zd,  fifth  son  of  Nahor 
[Gren  22  22]):  Possibly  the  epon3an  of  a  Nahorite 
family  or  clan. 

HAZOR,  h&'zor  ("iTatn,  hOg^;  Na<r«4p,  iVcwAr, 
K ,  'Ao-i^p,  Asdr.  1  Mace  11  67) : 

(1)  The  royal  city  of  Jabin  (Josh  11  1),  which, 
before  the  Israelite  concjuest,  seems  to  have  been 
the  seat  of  a  wide  authority  (ver  11).  It  was  taken 
by  Jo^ua,  who  exterminated  the  inhabitants,  and 
it  was  the  only  city  in  that  region  which  he  destroyed 
by  fire  (vs  11-13).  At  a  later  time  the  Jabin 
Dynasty  appears  to  have  recovered  power  and  re- 
stored the  city  ( Jgs  4  2) .  The  heavy  defeat  of  their 
army  at  the  hands  of  Deborah  and  Barak  led  to 
their  final  downfall  (vs  23  fit).  It  was  in  the  terri- 
tory tdlotted  to  Naphtali  (Josh  19  36).  Hazor 
was  one  of  the  cities  for  the  fortification  of  which 
Solomon  raised  a  levy  (1  K  9  15).  Alon^  with 
other  cities  in  Galilee,  it  was  taken  by  Tiglath- 
Dileser  III  (2  K  16  29).  In  the  plain  of  Hazor, 
Jonathan  the  Maccabee  gained  a  great  victory  over 
Demetrius  (1  Mace  11  67  fif).  In  Tob  1  2  it  is 
called  "Asher"  (LXX  Acrijp,  Astr),  and  Kedesh  is 
said  to  be  "above"  it.  Jos  {ArU,  V,  v,  1)  says  that 
Hazor  was  situated  over  the  lake,  Semechonitis. 
which  he  evidently  identifies  with  the  Waters  ot 
Merom  (Josh  11  13).  It  must  clearly  be  sought 
on  the  heights  W.  of  d-Huleh.  Several  identifi- 
cations have  been  suggesteci,  but  no  certain  conclu- 
sion can  be  reached.  Some  (Wilson  and  Gu^rin) 
favor  Tell  Harreh  to  the  S.E.  of  ^edea,  where  there 
are  extensive  ruins.  Robinson  thought  of  Tell 
Khureibeky  2i  miles  S.  of  ^edes,  where,  however, 
there  are  no  ruins.  We  may  take  it  as  certain  that 
the  ancient  name  of  Hazor  is  preserved  in  Merj 

el-Hc4lrehy  S.W.  of  ^edesy  and  N.  of  WOdy  'f/6a, 
and  in  Jebd  fla4lreky  E.  of  the  Merfy  although  it 
has  evidently  drifted  from  the  original  site,  as 
names  have  so  often  done  in  Pal.  Conder  suggests  a 
possible  identification  with  HazzvTy  farther  S.,' 'at 
the  foot  of  the  chain  of  Upper  Galilee  ....  in  a 
position  more  appropriate  to  the  use  of  the  chariots 
that  belonged  to  the  king  of  Hazor"  {HDBy  s.v.). 

(2)  A  town,  unidentified,  in  the  S.  of  Judah  (Jo^ 
16  23). 

(3)  A  town  in  the  S.  of  Judah  (Josh  16  25). 
See  Kerioth-hezron. 

(4)  A  town  in  Benjamin  (Neh  11  33)  now  repre- 
sented by  Khirhet  ffazzuTy  not  far  to  the  E.  of 
Neby  Samwil. 

(5)  An  unidentified  place  in  Arabia,  smitten  by 
Nebuchadnezzar  (Jer  49  28.33).  W.  Ewinq 

HAZOR-HADATTAH,    ha'zor-ha-dat'a    (Aram. 

n^nn  nisn ,  Adf or  Md^otta^,  "New  Hazor") :  "An 
Aram,  adj.,  however,  in  this  region  is  so  strange  that 


Hazzelelponi 
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the  reading  must  be  questioned''  (Di).  One  of  the 
''uttermost  cities  ....  of  Judah  toward  the  border 
of  Edom''  (Josh  15  25).  Eusebius  and  Jerome 
describe  a. "New  Hazor"  to  the  E.  of  Ascalon,  but 
this  is  too  far  N. 

HAZZELELPONI,  haz-e-lel-p6'nl  OJ^D^^???, 
hag^ldpdnl):  A  feminine  name  occurring  in  the 
list  of  the  genealogy  of  Judah  (1  Ch  4  3);  proba- 
bly representing  a  clan. 


;,  ha  (H) :  The  fifth  letter  of  the  Heb  alphabet; 
transhterated  in  this  Encyclopaedia  as  h.  It  came 
also  to  be  used  for  the  number  5.  For  name,  etc, 
see  Alphabet. 

HEAD,  hed  (tDbCI ,  ro^sh,  Aram.  t^K^l ,  re'sA,  and 
in  special  sense  riphb^>  gvlgdleihf  lit.  "skull," 
"cut-off  head"  [1  Ch  .10  10],  whence  Golgotha 
[Mt  27  33;  Mk  16  22;  Jn  19  17];  HTp^np, 
m'ra'dshdh,  lit.  "head-rest,"  "pillow,"  -"bolster*' 
[1  K  19  6] ;  TpHp; ,  Ifodh^ddk,  lit.  crown  of  the 
head  [Dt  28  35;  38  16.20;  2  S  14  25;  Isa  8  17; 
Jer  48  45] ;  b|"]3 ,  harzdj  "the  head  of  an  axe" 
[Dt  19  5,  RVm  "iron";  2  K  6  5];  n;;inb,  leha- 
bh&h,  nnnb ,  lahebheth,  "the  head  of  a  spear"  [1  S 
17  7] ;  Kc^aX-^,  kephM) :   T^e  first-mentioned  Heb 

word  and  its  Aram,  form  are  found  frequently  in 
their  literal  as  well  as  metaphorical  sense.  We 
may  distinguish  the  following  meanings: 

By  a  slight  extension  of  meaning,     head"  occa- 
sionally stands  for  the  person  itself.     This  is  the 
case   in  all    passages    where    evil    is 

1.  Used  said  to  return  or  to  be  requited 
of  Men         upon    the    head    of    a    person    (see 

below). 
'    The  word  is  also  used  in  connection  with  the 
serpent's  head  (Gen  8  15).  the  head  of  the  sac- 
rificial   ram,    bullock   and    goat   (Ex 

2.  Used  of  29  10.15.19;  Lev  4  4.24),  the  head 
Animals        of  leviathan  (Job  41  7  [Heb  40  31]). 

It  is  used  also  as  representing  the 
top  or  summit  of  a  thing,  as  the  capital  of  a 
column  or  pillar  (Ex  86  38;    88  28;   2  Ch  8  15); 
of  mountains  (Ex  19  20;    Nu  21  20; 
8.  The  Jsp  9  7;  Am  12;  9  3);  of  a  scepter 

Head-Piece  (Est  6  2);   of  a  ladder  (Gen  28  12); 
of  a  tower  (Gen  11  4). 
As  a  fourth  meaning  the  word  occurs  (Prov  8  23 : 
Eccl  8  11;  Isa  41  4)  in  the  sense  of  beginning  or 
months   (Ex  12  2),  of  rivers  (Gen  2 
4.  Begin-      10),  of  streets  or  roads  (Isa  61  20; 
ning,  Ezk  16  25;  21  21). 

Source,  As  a  leader,  prince,  chief,  chieftain. 

Origin  captain  (or  as  an  adj.,  with  the  mean- 

ing of  foremost,  uppermost),  origi- 
nally: "he  that  stands  at  the  h^":  cf  "God  is 
with  us  at  our  head"  (2  Ch  18  12);  "Knowest 
thou  that  Jeh  will  take  away  thy  master 
6.  Leader,  from  thy  head?"  (2  K  2  3):  "head- 
Prince  stone,"  RV  "top  stone,"  i.e.  tne  upper- 
most stone  (Zee  4  7).  Israel  is  called 
the  head  of  nations  (Dt  28  13) ;  'The  head  [capital] 
of  Syria  is  Damascus,  and  the  head  [prince]  of 
Damascus  is  Rezin"  (Isa  7  8);  "heads  of  their 
fathers'  houses,"  i.e.  elders  of  the  clans  (Ex  6 
14);  cf  "heads  of  tribes"  (Dt  1  15),  also  "cap- 
tain," lit.  head  (Nu  14  4;  Dt  1  15;  1  Ch  11  42; 
Neh  9  17).  The  phrase  "head  and  tail"  (Isa  9 
14;  19  15)  is  explained  by  the  rabbis  as  meaning 
the  nobles  and  the  commons  among  the  people; 
cf  "palm-branch  and  rush"  (9  14).  "hair  of  the  feet 
....  and  beard"  (7  20),  but  cf  also  Isa  9  15.  In 
the  NT  we  find  the  remarkable  statement  of  Christ 
being  "the  head  of  the  church"  (Eph  1  22;  6  23), 


"head  of  every  man"  (I  Cor  11  3),  "head  of  all 
principality  and  power"  (Col  2  10),  "head  of  the 
body,  the  church^  (Col  1  18;  cf  Eph  4  15).  The 
context  of  1  Cor  11  3  is  very  instructive  to  a  true 
understanding  of  this  expression:  "I  would  have 
you  know,  that  the  head  of  every  man  is  Christ; 
and  the  head  of  the  woman  is  the  man;  and  the 
head  of  Christ  is  God"  (cf  Eph  6  23).  Here, 
clearly,  reference  is  had  to  the  lordship  of  Qirist 
over  His  church,  not  to  the  oneness  of  Christ  and 
His  church,  while  in  Eph  4  16  the  dependence  of 
the  church  upon  Christ  is  spoken  of.  These  pas- 
sages should  not  therefore  be  pressed  to  include  the 
idea  of  Christ  being  the  intellectual  center,  the 
brain  of  His  people,  from  whence  the  members  are 
passively  governed,  for  to  the  Jewish  mind  the  heart 
was  the  seat  of  the  intellect,  not  the  head.  See 
Heart. 

As  the  head  is  the  most  essential  part  of  physical 
man,  calamity  and  blessing  are  said  to  come  upon 
the  head  of  a  person  (Gen  49  26;  Dt 
6.  Various    88  16;    Jgs  9  57;    IS  26  39;    2  Ch 
Uses  6  23;    Ezk  9  10;    11  21;    16  43;   22 

31).  For  this  reason  hands  are  placed 
upon  the  head  of  a  person  on  which  blessings  are 
being  invoked  (Gen  48  14.17.18;  Mt  19  15)  and 
upon  the  sacrificial  animal  upon  which  sins  are  laid 
(Ex  29  15;  Lev  1  4:  4  29.33).  Responsibility 
for  a  deed  is  also  said  to  rest  on  the  head  of  the 
doer  (2  S  1  16;  8  29;  1  K  8  32;  Ps  7  16;  AcU 
18  6).  The  Bible  teaches  us  to  return  good  for 
evil  (Mt  6  44),  or  in  the  very  idiomatic  Heb  style, 
to  "heap  coals  of  fire  upon  [the]  head"  of  the  adver- 
sary (Prov  26  22;  Rom  12  20).  This  phrase  is 
dark  as  to  its  ori^n,  but  cmite  clear  as  to  its  mean- 
ing and  application  (cf  Kom  12  17.19.21).  The 
Jew  was  inclined  to  swear  by  his  head  (Mt  6  36), 
as  the  modem  Oriental  swears  bv  his  beard.  The 
head  is  said  to  be  imder  a  vow  (Nu  6  18.19;  Acta 
18  18;  21  23),  because  the  Nazirite  vow  could 
readily  be  recognized  by  the  head. 

There  are  numerous  idiomatic  expressions  con- 
nected with  the  head,  of  which  we  enumerate  the 
following:  "the  hoary  head"  designates  old  age 
(see  Hair);  "to  round  the  comers  of  the  head/' 
etc  (Lev  19  27;  cf  also  Dt  14  1;  Am  8  10), 
probably  refers  to  the  shaving  of  the  side  locks  or 
the  whole  scalp  among  heathen  nations,  which  was 
often  done  in  idolatrous  shrines  or  in  token  of  initia- 
tion into  the  service  of  an  idol.  It  was  therefore 
forbidden  to  Israel,  and  its  rigid  observance  gave 
rise  to  the  peculiar  Jewish  custom  of  wearing  long 
side  locks  (see  Hair).  "Anointing  the  heacr'  (Fb 
28  5;  92  10;  He  1  9)  was  a  sign  of  joy  and  hos- 
pitality, while  the  "covering  of  the  head"  (2  S  16 
30;  Est  6  12;  Jer  14  3),  '^putting  the  hand  upon 
the  head"  (2  S  18  19)  and  putting  earth,  dust  or 
ashes  upon  it  (Josh  7  6;  1  S  4  12;  2  S  1  2;  18 
19;  Lam  2  10:  cf  Am  2  7)  were  expressive  of 
sadness,  grief,  deep  shame  and  mourning.  In  Est 
7  8  Haman's  face  is  covered  as  a  condenmed  crimi- 
nal, or  as  one  who  has  been  utterly  put  to  shame, 
ana  who  has  nothing  more  to  say  for  his  life. 

In  this  connection  the  Pauline  injunction  as  to 
the  veiling  of  women  in  the  public  gatherings  of 
the  Christians  (1  Cor  11  5),  while  men  were  in- 
structed to  appear  bareheaded,  must  be  mentioned. 
This  is  diametrically  opposed  to  the  Jewish  custom, 
according  to  which  men  wore  the  head  covered  by 
the  ialUth  or  prayer  shawl,  while  women  were  con- 
sidered sufficiently  covered  by  their  long  hair  (1  Cor 
11  15).  The  apostle  here  simply  commends  a  Gr 
custom  for  the  congregation  residmg  among  Gr 
populations;  in  other  words,  he  recommends  obe- 
dience to  local  standards  of  decency  and  good  order. 

"To  bruise  the  head"  (Gen  8  15)  means  to  in- 
jure gravely;   "to  smite  through  the  head"  (Ps  68 
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21)  is  synonymous  with  complete  destruction. 
'To  shake  or  wag  the  head''  (Ps  22  7:  44  14; 
64  8;  Jer  18  16;  48  27;  Lam  2  15;  Mt  27  39; 
Mk  16  29)  conveys  the  meaning  of  open  derision 
and  contempt.  "To  bow  down  the  h^ul''  (Isa  68 
5)  indicates  humility,  sadness  and  mourning,  but 
it  may  also  be  a  mere  pretense  for  piety  (Sir  19  26). 

H.   L.   £.   LXJBRINQ 

HEADBAND,  hed'band.    See  Dress. 

HEADDRESS,  hed'dres.    See  Dress. 

HEADSTONE,  hed'stan.     See  Corner-stone. 

HEADSTRONG,  hed'strong.    See  Hbadt. 

HEADTIRE,  hed'tlr.    See  Bonnet;  Dress. 

HEADY,  hed'i:  The  tr  in  AV  of  irpoirtTiJi, 
propettSf  ''falling  forward/'  trop.  "prone,"  "ready 
to  do  anything/^  "precipitate,"  ^Oieadlong"  (2  Tim 
8  4,  "heady,  high-minded,"  etc,  RV  "headstrong"; 
in  Acts  19  36,  the  only  other  place  in  the  NT  where 
propetea  occurs,  AV  has  "rashly,"  RV  "rash"). 
Headstrong  signifies  strong  in  the  head  or  the  mind, 
and  heady,  full  of  one's  own  head"  (Crabb,  Eng. 
Synonymes).  "Heady  confidence  promises  victory 
without  contest"  (Johnson). 

HEALy  hSl  (K^n,  rdpha*;  Acpain^M,  therapeHO, 
K4o|iai,  idomai,  Siflur<&t«*>  diasdzo):  The  Eng.  word 
is  connected  with  the  AS  hcelan,  and  is  used  in 
several  senses:  (1)  Lit.,  in  its  meaning  of  making 
whole  or  well,  as  in  Eccl  3  3.  In  this  wavit  occiu^ 
in  prayers  for  restoration  to  health  (Nu  12  13; 
Pa  6  2;  Jer  17  14);  and  also  in  declarations  as  to 
God's  power  to  restore  to  health  (Dt  82  39;  2  K 
20  5-8).  (2)  Metaphorically  it  is  applied  to  the 
restoration  of  the  soul  to  spiritual  healtn  and  to  the 
repair  of  the  injuries  caused  by  sin  (Ps  41  4;  Jer  80 
17).  (3)  The  restoration  and  deliverance  of  the 
afflicted  land  is  expressed  by  it  in  2  Ch  7  14;  Isa 
19  22.  (4)  It  is  applied  to  the  forgiveness  of  sin 
(Jer  8  22). 

In  the  NT,  iherapeud  is  used  10 1  in  describing  Our 
Lord's  miracles,  and  is  tr^  "heal."  laomai  is  used 
to  express  spiritual  healing  (Mt  18  15;  Lk  6  17: 
Jn  12  40),  and  also  of  curmg  bodily  disease  (Jn  4 
47).  Diasdzo,  meaning  "to  heal  thoroughly,"  is 
used  in  Lk  7  3  AV  where  RV  renders  it  "save." 
The  act  of  healing  is  called  iasis  twice,  in  Acts  4 
22.30;  sdzd,  to  save  or  deliver,  is  tr**  "made  whole" 
bv  RV  in  Mk  6  23:  Lk  8  36;  Acts  14  9,  but  is 
"nealed"  in  AV.  Conversely  "made  whole"  AV 
in  Mt  16  28  is  replaced  by  "healed"  in  RV. 

Healed  is  used  33  t  in  the  OT  as  the  rendering 
of  the  same  Heb  word,  and  in  the  same  variety  of 
senses.  It  is  also  used  of  purification  for  an  offence 
or  breach  of  the  ceremonial  law  (2  Ch  80  20);  and 
to  express  the  purification  of  water  which  had 
caused  disease  (2  K  2  21.22).  Figuratively  the 
expression  "healed  sUghtly"  (ERV  "Ughtly")  is 
used  to  describe  the  futile  efforts  of  the  false 
prophets  and  priests  to  remedy  the  backsliding  of 
Israel  (Jer  6  14;  8  11);  here  the  word  for  "sUghtly" 
is  the  contemptuous  term,  f^dlal,  which  means 
despicably  or  insignificantly.  In  Ezk  80  21,  the 
word  "healed"  is  the  rendermg  of  the  feminine 
passive  part.,  r*phu'ah  and  is  oetter  tr**  in  RV 
''apply  healing  medicines."  In  the  NT  "healed" 
usually  occurs  in  connection  with  the  miracles  of 
Our  Lord  and  the  apostles.  Here  it  is  worthy  of 
note  that  St.  Luke  more  frequently  uses  the  vb. 
iaomai  than  therapeiUi,  in  the  proportion  of  17:4, 
while  in  Mt  and  Mk  the  proportion  is  4 : 8. 

Healer  (t^Sn,  hdbhtuh)  occurs  once  in  Isa  8  7; 
the  word  lit.  means  a  "wrapper  up"  or  ^andager." 

Alex.  Macauster 


HSALING,  hel'ing  (K^n?,  marpi',  nb^in,  t^'dlOh, 
nn^ ,  k&Uih) :  In  the  OT  this  word  is  always  used 
in  its  figurative  sense:  marp^,  which  lit.  means  "a 
cure,"  is  used  in  Jer  14  19  twice,  and  in  Mai  4  2; 
t^^dldh,  which  lit.  means  "an  irrigation  canal,"  here 
means  something  applied  externally,  as  a  plaster, 
in  which  sense  it  is  used  metaphoricallv  in  Jer  80 
13;  kehSh  occurs  only  in  Nah  8  19  AV  and  is  tr' 
"assuagings"  in  RV. 

In  the  NT  5 1  the  vb.  is  iherapeiid;  once  (Acts  10 
38)  idomai;  in  the  other  passages  it  is  either  iama, 
as  in  1  Cor  12  9-30,  or  iasis,  as  in  Acts  4  22, 
derivatives  from  this  vb. 

HSALING,  GIFTS  OF  (xapia-^ara  ta|fcdr«»v, 
charismata  iamdtdn):  Among  the  "spiritual  gifts" 
enumerated  in  1  Cor  12  4-11.28  are  included  "gifts 
of  healing."  See  Spiritual  Gifts.  The  subject 
has  risen  mto  much  prominence  of  recent  years,  and 
so  calls  for  separate  treatment.  The  pomts  to  be 
considered  are:  (1)  the  NT  facts,  (2)  the  nature  of 
thegifts,  (3)  their  permanence  in  the  church. 

The  Gospels  abundantly  show  that  the  ministry 

of  Christ  Himself  was  one  of  healing  no  less  than  of 

teachiiu;  (cf  Mk  1  14  f  with  vs  32-34). 

1.  The  NT    When  He  sent  forth  the  Twelve  (Mk 
Facts  6  7.13)  and  the  Seventv  (Lk  10  1.9), 

it  was  not  only  topreach  the  Kingdom 
of  God  but  to  heal  the  sick.  The  unauthentic  con- 
clusion of  Mark's  (xospeL  if  it  does  not  preserve 
words  actually  used  by  Qirist  HimselL  bears  wit- 
ness at  all  events  to  the  traditional  belief  of  the  early 
church  that  after  His  departure  from  the  world  His 
disciples  would  still  possess  the  gift  of  healing.  The 
Book  of  Acts  furnishes  plentiful  evidence  of  the 
exercise  of  this  ^t  by  apostles  and  other  promi- 
nent men  in  the  primitive  church  (Acts  8  7  f ;  6 
12-16;  8  7;  19  12;  28  8  f),  and  the  Ep.  of  Jas 
refers  to  a  ministrv  of  healing  carried  on  by  the 
elders  of  a  local  church  acting  in  their  collective 
capacity  (Jas  6  14  f).  But  Paul  in  this  passage 
speaks  of  "^ts  of  healings"  (the  pi.  "healings" 
apparently  refers  to  the  variety  of  ailments  that 
were  cured)  as  being  distributed  along  with  other 
spiritual  ^ts  among  the  ordinary  members  of  the 
cnurch.  There  were  men,  it  would  seem,  who 
occupied  no  official  position  in  the  community,  and 
who  might  not  otherwise  be  distinguished  among 
their  fellow-members,  on  whom  this  special  chdrisma 
of  healing  had  been  bestowed. 

On  this  subject  the  NT  furmshes  no  direct  infor- 
mation, but  it  supplies  evidence  from  which  con- 
clusions may  be  drawn.    We  notice 

2.  The  that  the  exercise  of  the  gift  is  ordina- 
Nature  of  ril3r  conditional  on  the  faith  of  the 
the  Gifts       recipient  of  the  blessing  (Mk  6  5.6; 

10  52;  Acts  14  9)— faith  not  only  in 
God  but  in  the  human  agjent  (Acts  8  4  fit;  6  15; 
9  17).  The  healer  himself  is  a  person  of  great  faith 
(Mt  17  19  f),  while  his  power  of  inspiring  the  pa- 
tient with  confidence  pomts  to  the  possession  of  a 
strong,  magnetic  personality.  The  diseases  cured 
appear  for  the  most  part  to  have  been  not  organic 
but  functional;  and  many  of  them  would  now  be 
classed  as  nervous  disorders.  The  conclusion  from 
these  data  is  that  the  gifts  of  healing  to  which  Paul 
alludes  were  not  miraculous  endowments^  but  nat- 
ural therapeutic  faculties  raised  to  theur  highest 
power  by  Christian  faith. 

Modem  psychology^,  by  its  revelation  of  the 
marvels  of  the  subliminal  self  or  subconscious  mind 
and  the  power  of  "suggestion,"  shows  how  it  is 
possible  for  one  man  to  lay  his  hand  on  the  very 
springs  of  personal  life  in  another,  and  so  discloses 
tne  psychical  basis  of  the  gift  of  heaUn^.  The  medi- 
cal science  of  our  time,  by  its  recognition  of  the  de- 
pendence of  the  physical  upon  the  spiritual,  of  the 
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control  of  the  bodily  functions  by  the  subconscious 
self,  and  of  the  physician's  ability  by  means  of  sug- 
gestion, whether  waking  or  hypnotic,  to  influence 
the  subconscious  soul  and  set  free  the  healinp  powers 
of  Nature,  provides  the  physiological  basis.  And 
may  we  not  add  that  many  incontestable  cases  of 
Christian  faith-cure  (take  as  a  type  the  well-lmown 
instance  in  which  Luther  at  Weimar  ''tore  Melanch- 
thon/'  as  the  latter  put  it,  "out  of  the  very  jaws  of 
death'';  see  RE,  XII,  520)  furnish  the  religious 
basis,  and  prove  that  faith  in  God,  working  through 
the  soul  upon  the  body,  is  the  mightiest  of  all  hew- 
ing influences,  and  that  one  who  by  his  own  faith 
and  sympathy  and  force  of  p>ersonality  can  stir  up 
faith  m  others  may  exercise  by  God's  blessing  the 
power  of  healing  diseases? 

There  is  abimdant  evidence  that  in  the  early 
centuries  the  gifts  of  healing  were  still  claimed  and 

practised  within  the  church  (Justin, 
8.  Per-  ApoL  ii.6;     Irenaeus,  Adv,    Haer.  ii. 

manenceof  32,  4;  Tertullian,  ApoL  xxiii;  Ori- 
Healing  gen.  Contra  Celsunif  vii.4).  The  free 
Gifts  in  exercise  of  these  gifts  gradually  ceased, 
the  Church  partly,  no  doubt,  through  loss  of  the 

early  taith  and  spirituality,  but  partly 
through  the  growth  of  an  ascetic  temp>er  which  ig- 
nored Christ's  gospel  for  the  body  and  tended  to  the 
view  that  pain  and  sickness  are  the  indispensable 
ministers  of  His  gospel  for  the  soul.  Ail  down  the 
history  of  the  church,  however,  there  have  been 
notable  personalities  (e.g.  Francis  of  Assid.  Luther, 
Wesley)  and  little  societies  of  earnest  Christians 
(e.g.  the  Waldenses,  the  early  Moravians  and 
Qiiakers)  who  have  reasserted  Christ's  gospel  on 
its  physical  side  as  a  gosp>el  for  sickness  no  less  than 
for  sin,  and  claimed  lor  the  gift  of  healing  the  place 
Paul  assigned  to  it  among  the  gifts  of  the  Spirit. 
In  recent  years  the  subject  of  Christian  healing  has 
risen  into  importance  outside  of  the  regularly  organ- 
ized churches  through  the  activity  of  various  faith- 
healing  movements.  That  the  leaders  of  these 
movements  have  laid  hold  of  a  truth  at  once  Scrip- 
tural and  scientific  there  can  be  little  doubt,  though 
they  have  usually  combined  it  with  what  we  regard 
as  a  mistaken  hostility  to  the  ordinary  practice  of 
medicine.  It  is  worth  remembering  that  with  all 
his  faith  in  the  spiritual  gift  of  healing  and  personal 
experience  of  its  power,  Paul  chose  Luke  the  phy- 
sician as  the  companion  of  his  later  journe}^;  and 
worth  noticing  that  Luke  shared  with  the  apostle 
the  honors  showered  upon  the  missionaries  by  the 
people  of  Melita  whom  they  had  cured  of  their 
diseases  (Acts  28  10).  Upon  the  modern  church 
there  seems  to  lie  the  duty  of  reafiinnin^  the 
reality  and  permanence  of  the  primitive  gift  of 
healing,  while  relating  it  to  the  scientific  practice  of 
medicine  as  another  power  ordained  of  God,  and 
its  natural  ally  in  the  task  of  diffusing  the  Christian 
gospel  of  health. 

LiTBRATURK. — Hoft.  Christian  BceleBia^  ch  x;  A.  T. 
Schofleld,  Forc€  of  Mind,  Uncontcious  TherapetUict; 
E.  Worcester  and  others.  Religion  and  Medicine;  HJ, 
IV,  3,  p.  e06;  Expoe  T,  XVH,  349,  417. 

J.  C.  Lambert 
HEALTH,  heltfr  (tibip ,  shalihn,  H^ W"; ,  yshu'dh, 
n^Kpl,  riph^athf  HJ^tS,  'drukhOh;  o-ttTi)pCa,  «d- 
teria,  ^laCvM,  huffiaino):  ShOldm  is  part  of  the 
formal  salutation  still  common  in  Pal.  In  this 
sense  it  is  used  in  Gen  43  28;  2  S  20  9;  the  stem 
word  means  ''peace,"  and  is  used  in  many  varieties 
of  expression  relating  to  security,  success  and  good 
bodily  health.  Y^shu^dh,  which  specifically  means 
deliverance  or  help,  occurs  in  the  refrain  of  Ps  42 
11;  48  5,  as  well  as  in  Ps  67  2;  in  ARV  it  is  ren- 
dered "help."  Riph*iUh  is  lit.  "healing,"  and  is  found 
onlv  in  Prov  8  8.  Marpe*  also  means  healing  of  the 
body,  but  is  used  in  a  figurative  sense  as  of  promoting 


soundness  of  mind  and  moral  character  in  Prov  4 
22;  12  18;  18  17;  16  24,  as  also  in  Jer  8  15, 
where  RV  renders  it  "healing."  'Arukhdh  is  also 
used  in  the  same  figurative  sense  in  Isa  58  8;  Jer 
8  22;  80  17;  88  6;  lit.  means  "repairing  or  restor- 
ing" ;  it  is  tne  word  used  of  the  repair  ofthe  wall  of 
Jerus  by  Nehemiah'  (ch  4). 

The  word  "health"  occurs  twice  in  the  NT:  in 
Paul's  appeal  to  his  shipmates  to  take  food  (Acts 
27  34),  he  says  it  is  for  their  sotBriaj  lit.  "safety": 
so  ARV,  AV  "health."  The  vb.  hugiaind  is  used 
in  3  Jn  ver  2,  in  the  apostle's  salutation  to  Gaius. 

Alex.  Macalister 

HEAP,  hep  (n'p'T?,  'drSmdh,  bi,  ^,  TJ,  nedh, 
bl^ ,  tSl) :  "Heap"  appears  (1)  in  the  simple  sense  of 
a  gathering  or  pile,  as  the  tr  of  ^drSmdk,  a  "heap," 
in  Ruth  8  7  of  grain;  Neh  4  2  of  stones;  in  2  Ch 
81  6,  etc.  of  the  tithes,  etc;  of  fiomer  (boiling  up), 
a  "heap'';  in  Ex  8  14  of  frogs;  of  pal,  a  "heap": 
in  Job  8  17  of  stones.  (2)  As  indicating  "ruin," 
"waste,"  gal  (2  K  10  25;  Job  15  28iba  28  2; 
87  26;  Jer  0  11;  51  37);  m^'l  (Isa  17  1);  H  (Pb 
70  1;  Jer  26  18:  Mic  1  6;  8  12);  <g{,  "mound," 
"hillock,"  "heap''(Dt  18  16;  Josh  8  28;  Jer  80  18 
AV;  40  2).  (3)  Of  waters,  ngd/i.  "heap,"  "pUe"  (Ex 
15  8;  Josh  8  13.16;  Ps  88  7;  78  13);  ?idmer{Bah 
8  16,  "the  heap  of  mighty  waters."  RVm  "surge"). 
(4)  A  cairn,  or  heap  of  stones  (a)  over  the  dead 
body  of  a  dishonored  person,  gal  (Josh  7  26;  8  20; 
2  S  18  17);  (6)  as  a  witness  or  boundaiy-heap 
(Gen  81  46  f ,  Gal'idh  [Galeed]  in  Heb,  also  mi^pdh, 
"watch  tower,"  Y^ghar^aMdhuthd*  [Jegar-saha- 
dutha]  in  Aram.,  both  words  meaning  "the  heap 
of  witness";  see  Gen  81  47.49  RV).  (5)  As  a 
way  mark,  tamrHrlmf  from  tdmar,  "to  stand 
erect"  (Jer  81  21  AV.  "Set  thee  up  waymarks, 
make  thee  high  heaps,"  RV  "guide-posts,  a  more 
likely  tr). 


"to 

Ued 


To 


ing  a 
tnnis 


heftp  coals  of  fire  uponliis  head."  "Thou  wilt  take  coals 
of  £lreiand  heap  themj  on  his  head*'):  tdphdh,  "to  add" 
(Dt  88  23):  c<16^r. ''^toheapup*'  (Hab  1  10):  kdbha^, 
' '  to  press  together ' '  (with  the  fingers  or  hand)  (Hab  8  5) ; 
rdbhdh,  "to multiply"  (Ezk  84  10);  epieOreiid.  "to  heap 
up  upon"  (2  Tim  4  3.  they  "willheaptothemaelyes  teach- 
ers after  their  own  lusts  ^*):  »dreil6,  "to  heap  up"  (Rom 
18  20,  "Thou  Shalt  heap  coals  of  fire  upon  nis  head") : 
thieauritd,  "to  lay  up"  (as  treasure)  (Jas  6  3  AV.  "Ve 
have  heaped  treasure  together. "RV  "laid  up"):  cd5Aar. 
"to  heap  up,"  "to  heap"  or  "store  up"  (Job  87  16, 
"sUver":  Ps  89  6.  "riches":  Zee  0  3,  ^'sflver"):  *flm, 
elm  "to  place.^'  "set,"  "put"  (Job  86  13  AV,  "The  hypo- 
crites  in  heart  heap  up  wrath,"  RV  "They  that  are 
godless  in  heart  lay  up  anger").  In  Jgs  16  16  we  have 
hdmOr,  ^dmdrothdyim.**  with  the  Jawbone  of  an  ass. 
neaps  upon  heaps,"  RVm  "heap,  two  heaps":  one  or 
Samson's  sayings;  f^m&r  means  "an  ass,  ^dmer  "a 
heap." 

For  "heap  up  words"  (Job  16  4).  RV  has  "Join  to- 
gether"; for  ''shaU  be  a  heap"  (Isa  17  11),  "fleetfa 
away,"  m  "shaU  be  a  heap";  "heap"  for  '^number" 
(Nah  8  3);  ERV  "heap  of  stones"  for  "sling,"  m  as 
AV  and  ARV  (Proy  96  8);  "in  one  heap"  for  "upon 
aheap"  (Josh  8  10):  "heheapethup  [dust]"  for  "they 
shaUheap"  (Hab  1  10). 

W.  L.  Walkbb 

HEART,  hart  pb,  mh,  1^?,  lebhdbh;  KopSCo, 
kardia):  The  different  senses  in  which  the  word 
occurs  in  the  OT  and  the  NT  may  be  grouped  under 
the  following  heads: 

It  represents  in  the  first  place  the  hodUy  organs 
and  by  easy  transition  those  experiences  which 
affect  or  are  affected  by  the  body. 
1.  Various  Fear,  love,  courage,  anger,  joy,  sorrow, 
Meanings  hatred  are  always  ascnbed  to  the 
heart — esp.  in  the  OT;  thus  courage  for 
which  usually  ri*«/i  is  used  (Ps  27  14):  joy(Ps  4  7); 
anger  (Dt  19  6,  ^Vhile  his  heart  is  hot,"  mhdbh); 
fear  (1  S  25  37):  sorrow  (Ps  IS  2),  etc. 

Hence  naturally  it  came  to  stand  for  the  man 
himaelf  (Dt  7  17;  "say  in  thine  heart,"  Isa  14  13). 
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As  representing  the  man  himself ,  it  was  considered 
to  be  the  seat  of  the  emotions  and  passions  and 

appetites  (Gen  18  5;  Lev  10  17;  Ps 
2.  Heart  104  15),  and  embraced  likewise  the  in- 
and  Per-  tellectual  and  moral  faculties — ^though 
wnahty        these  are  necessarily  ascribed  to  the 

"soul''  as  well.  This  distinction  is  not 
alw£^  observed. 

"Sold"  in  Heb  can  never  be  rendered  by  "heart"; 
nor  can  "heart"  be  considered  as  a  synonym  for 

"soul."  Cremer  has  well  observed: 
8.  Soul  and  "The  Heb  nephesh  ("soul")  is  never 
Heart  tr«>      kardia      ("heart") The 

range  of  the  Heb  turpheshf  to  which  the 
Gr  psuM  alone  corresponds,  diners  so  widely  from 
the  ideas  connected  with  p^uchif  that  utter  confu- 
sion would  have  ensued  had  psuchi  been  employed 
in  an  imUmited  degree  for  ISbh  ("heart").  The 
Bib.  libh  never,  like  V9uchij  denotes  the  personal 
si^ject,  nor  could  it  do  so.  That  which  in  classi- 
cal Gr  is  ascribed  to  pauche  [a  good  soul,  a  just  soul, 
etc]  is  in  the  Bible  ascribed  to  the  heart  aJone  ana 
cannot  be  otherwise"  (Cremer,  Lexicon,  art.  "Kar- 
dia," 437  ff,  German  ed). 

In  the  heart  vital  action  is  centered  (1  K  21  7). 
"Heart,"  except  as   a   bodily  or^^,  is  never  as- 
cribed to  animals,  as  is  the  case  some- 
4.  Center      times  with  nephesh  and  ru*^h  (Lev  17 
of  Vital  11,   nephesh;    Gen  2  19:    Nu  16  22; 

Action  Gen  7  22,  riZ«/i) .    "Heart^'  is  thus  often 

used  interchangeably  with  these  two 
(Gen  41  8;  Ps  86  4;  119  20):  but  "it  never  de- 
notes the  personal  subject,  always  the  personal 
organ." 

As  the  central  organ  in  the  body,  forming  a  focus 
for  its  vital  action,  it  has  come  to  stand  for  the 

center  of  its  moral,  spiritual,  intel- 
6.  Heart  lectual  life.  "In  particular  the  heart 
and  Mind     is  the  place  in  wnich  the  process  of 

self-consciousness  is  carried  out,  in 
which  the  soul  is  at  home  with  itself,  and  is  con- 
scious of  all  its  doing  and  suffering  as  its  own" 
(Oehler).  Hence  it  is  that  men  of  "courage"  are 
called  "men  of  the  heart";  that  the  Lord  is  said  to 
speak  "in  his  heart"  (Gen  8  21);  that  men  "know 
in  their  own  heart"  (Dt  8  5);  that  "no  one  con- 
sidereth  in  his  heart'  (Isa  44  19  AV).  "Heart" 
in  this  connection  is  sometimes  rendered  "mind," 
as  in  Nu  16  28  ("of  mine  own  mind."  Vulg  ex  pro- 
prio  cordSf  LXX  ap'  emaiUoli) ;  the  loolish  "is  void 
of  understanding,'^  i.e.  "heart"  (Prov  6  32,  where 
the  LXX  renders  oArendn,  Vulg  cordis,  Luther  "der 
ist  ein  Narr").  God  is  represented  as  "searching 
the  heart"  and  "trying  the  reins"  (Jer  17  10  AV). 
Thus  "heart"  comes  to  stand  for  "conscience,"  for 
which  there  is  no  word  in  Heb,  as  in  Job  27  6,  "My 
heart  shall  not  reproach  me,"  or  in  1  S  24  5, 
"David's  heart  smote  him":  cf  1  S  26  31.  Prom 
this  it  appears,  in  the  woros  of  Owen:  "The  heart 
in  Scripture  is  variously  used,  sometimes  for  the 
mind  and  understanding,  sometimes  for  the  will, 
sometimes  for  the  affections,  sometimes  for  the 
conscience,  sometimes  for  the  whole  soul.  Gen- 
erallvj  it  denotes  the  whole  soul  of  man  and  all  the 
faculties  of  it,  not  absolutely,  but  as  they  are  all  one 
princii>le  of  moral  op>erations,  as  they  all  concur  in 
our  doing  of  good  and  evil." 

The  radical  corruption  of  human  nature  is  clearly 
taught  in  Scripture  and  brought  into  connection 

with  the  heart.  .It  is  "uncircumcised" 
6.  Figora-  (Jer  9  26;  Ezk  44  7;  cf  Acts  7  51); 
tive  Senses  and  "hardened"  (Ex  4  21);  "wicked'^ 

(Prov  26  23);  "perverse"  (Prov  11 
20);  "godless"  (Job  86  13);  "deceitful  and  des- 
perately wicked'^  (Jer  17  9Ay).  It  defiles  the 
whole  man  (Mt  16  19.20);  resists,  as  in  the  case 
of  Pharaoh,  the  repeated  call  of  God  (Ez  7  13). 


There,  however,  the  law  of  God  is  written  (Rom  2 
15);  there  the  work  of  grace  is  wrought  (Acts  16 
9).  for  the  "heart"  may  be  "renewed"  by  grace 
(Ezk  86  26),  because  the  "heart"  is  the  seat  of 
sin  (Gen  6  5;  8  21). 

This  process  of  heart-renewal  is  indicated  in 

various  ways.    It  is  the  removal  of  a  "stony  heart" 

(Ezk  11  19).     The    heart     becomes 

7.  Process  "clean"  (Ps  61  10);  "fixed"  (Ps  112 
of  Heart  7)  through  "the  fear"  of  the  Lord 
Renewal       (ver   1);    "With  the  heart  man  be- 

lieveth"  (Rom  10  10);  on  the  "heart" 
the  power  of  God  is  exercised  for  renewal  (Jer  81 
33).  To  God  the  bereaved  apostles  pray  as  a 
knower  of  the  heart  (Acts  1  24— a  word  not 
known  to  classical  writers,  found  only  here  in  the 
NT  and  in  Acts  16  8,  kardiogndstes).  In  the 
"heart"  God's  Spirit  dwells  with  might  (Eph  8  16, 
eis  t&n  isd  dnthropon);  in  the  "heart"  God's  love 
is  poured  forth  (Rom  6  5).  The  Spirit  of  His  son 
has  been  "sent  forth  into  the  heart"  (Gal  4  6); 
the  "earnest  of  the  Spirit"  has  been  given  "in  the 
heart"  (2  Cor  1  22).  In  the  work  of  grace,  there- 
fore, the  heart  occupies  a  position  almost  unique. 

We  might  also  refer  here  to  the  command,  on 

which  both  the  OT  and  NT  revelation  of  love  is 

based:  "Thou  shalt  love  Jeh  thy  God 

8.  The  with  all  thy  heart,  and  with  all  thy 
Heart  First  soul,  and  with  all  thv  might"  (Dt  6 

6);  where  "heart"  always  takes  the 
first  place,  and  is  the  term  which  in  the  NT  render- 
ing remains  unchanged  (cf  Mt  22  37;  Mk  12  30. 
33;  Lk  10  27,  where  "heart"  always  takes  pre- 
cedence). 

A  bare  reference  may  be  made  to  the  employ- 
ment of  the  term  for  that  which  is  innermost, 

hidden,  deepest  in  an3rthing  (Ex  16  8; 

9.  A  Term  Jon  2  3),  tne  very  center  of  thinm. 
for  "Deep-  This  we  find  in  all  languages.  Cf 
est"  Eph  8  16.17,   "in  the  inward  man," 

as  above.  J.  I.  Marais 

HEARTH,  h&rth:  Occurs  7  t  in  AV:  Gen  18  6: 
Ps  102  3;  Isa  80  14;  Jer  86  22.23  bis;  Zee  12 
6;  4  t  in  RV:  Lev  6  9;  Isa  80  14;  Ezk  48  15.16 
("altar  hearth") ;  cf  also  Isa  29  1  RVm.  It  will 
be  noted  that  the  renderings  of  the  two  VSS  agree 
in  only  one  passage  (Isa  30  14). 

(1)  The  hearth  in  case  of  a  tent  was  nothing 
more  than  a  depression  in  the  ground  in  which  fire 
was  kindled  for  cooking  or  for  warmth.  Cakes 
were  baked,  after  the  fashion  of  Gen  18  6,  in  the 
ashes  or  upon  hot  stones.  In  this  passage,  however, 
there  is  nothing  in  the  Heb  corresponding  to  AV 
"on  the  hearth."  In  the  poorer  class  of  houses 
also  the  hearth  consisted  of  such  a  depression,  of 
varving  dimensions,  in  the  middle  or  in  one  corner 
of  the  room.  There  was  no  chimney  for  the  smoke, 
which  escaped  as  it  could,  or  through  a  latticed 
opening  for  the  purpose  (the  "chinmey"  of  Hos  13 
3).  While  the  nature  of  th&  hearth  is  thus  clear 
enough,  more  or  less  uncertainty  attaches  to  specific 
terms  used  in  the  Heb.  In  Isa  80  14  the  expression 
means  simply  "that  which  is  kindled,"  referring 
to  the  bed  of  live  coals.  From  this  same  vb. 
(ydiadh,  "be  kindled")  are  formed  the  nouns  md" 
Ifiedh  (Ps  102  3  [Heb  4])  and  mdtfdhOh  (Lev  6  9 
[Heb  2]),  which  might,  according  to  their  formation, 
mean  either  the  material  kindled  or  the  place  where 
a  fire  is  kindled.  Hence  the  various  renderings, 
"firebrand,"  "hearth,"  etc.  Moreover  in  Lev  6 
9[2]  the  termination  -dh  of  mdf^dhSh  may  be  taken 
as  the  pronominal  suffix,  "its";  hence  RVm  "on 
its  firewood." 

(2)  Two  other  terms  have  reference  to  heating 
in  the  better  class  of  houses.  In  Jer  86  22.23  the 
word  (*dh)  means  a  "brazier"  of  burning  coals,  with 
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which  Jehoiakim's  ''winter  house''  was  heated. 
The  same  purpose  was  served  by  the  "pan  [kiyySr] 
of  fire"  of  Zee  12  6  RV,  apparently  a  wide,  shallow 
vessel  otherwise  used  for  cooking  (1  S  2  14,  EV 
''pan"),  or  as  a  wash  basin  (cf  Ex  80  18;  1  K  7 
38,  etc,  "laver"). 

(3)  Another  class  of  passages  is  referred  to  the 
sig^irfication  "altar  hearth,"  which  seems  to  have 
been  a  term  applied  to  the  top  of  the  altar  of  burnt 
offering.  The  mdJ^dhah  of  Lev  6  9  [2],  though 
related  by  derivation  to  the  words  discussed  under 
(1)  above,  belongs  here  (cf  also  Ecclus  60  12,  "by 
the  hearth  of  the  altar,"  xa/>*  iirx^P^-  ^w/aoO^  par* 
eachdra  honuyd).  Agaia  in  Ezekiel's  description  of 
the  altar  of  the  restored  temple  (43  15.16),  he 
designates  the  top  of  the  altar  by  a  special  term 
(RVm  arid),  which  is  by  most  imderstood  to  mean 
"altar  hearth"  (so  RV).  With  this  may  be  com- 
pared the  symbolical  name  given  to  Jerus  (Isa  20 
1),  and  variously  explained  as  "lion  [or  lioness]  of 
God,"  or  "hearth  of  God." 

Benjamin  Reno  Downer 

HEARTILT,  h&r'ti-li:  Occurs  (Col  8  23)  as  the 
tr  of  iK  i^vx%  ek  jmuMsy  "out  of  the  soul  "  "What- 
soever ye  do,  do  it  heartily  as  unto  the  Lord  [who 
sees  the  heart  and  recomp>enseB  "whatsoever  good 
thing  a  man  does"]  and  not  imto  men"  (however 
they,  >rour  masters  according  to  the  flesh,  may 
regard  it);  RV  "work  heartily,"  m  "Gr  from  the 
soul." 

In  2  Mace  4  37,  we  have  "Antiochus  was 
heartily  sorry,"  psuchikda  ("from  the  soul"). 

HEAT,  het  (QH  ,  h&m,  nnh ,  horebh,  "drought," 

Job  80  30;     Isa  4  6;     25  4;     Jer  36  30;     nnp, 

shardbh,  Isa  49  10,  it^  in  RVm  "mi- 

1.  Dreaded  rage";  t««"»^i  zesids^  "fervent,"  Rev 
in  Pal  8  15,  9^p|it|,  ihhme,  Acts  28  3,  KaCfva, 

katimaf  Rev  7  16,  Kawo-wv,  kauadn, 
Mt  20  12;  see  Mirage):  The  heat  of  the  sum- 
mer is  greatly  dreaded  in  Pal,  and  as  a  rule  the 
people  rest  imder  cover  during  the  middle  of  the 
day,  when  the  sun  is  hottest.  There  is  no  rain  from 
Mav  to  October,  and  scarcely  a  cloud  in  the  sky  to 
cool  the  air  or  to  screen  off  the  burning  vertical  rays 
of  the  sun.  The  first  word  of  advice  given  to  visit- 
ors to  the  country  is  to  protect  themselves  from  the 
sun.  Even  on  the  moimtains,  where  the  tempera- 
ture of  the  air  is  lower,  the  sun  is  perhaps  more 
^erce,  owing  to  the  lesser  density  of  the  atmosphere. 
This  continuous  summer  heat  often  causes  sun- 
stroke, and  the  glare  causes  diseases  of  the  eye 
which  affect  a  large  percentage  of  the 

2.  Causes     people  of  Pal  and  Egypt. 

Disease  It  is  to  be  expected  that  in  these 

times  of  heat  and  drought  the  ideal 
pleasure  has  come  to  be  to  sit  in  the  shade  by 
some  cool  flowing  fountain.    In  the  mountains  the 

village  which  has  the  coolest  spring 
8.  Relief  of  water  is  the  most  desired.  These 
Sought  considerations  give  renewed  meaning 

to  the  passages:  "as  cold  waters  to  a 
thirsty  soul"  (Prov  25  25);  "He  maketh  me  to  lie 
down  in  green  pastures;  he  leadeth  me  beside  still 
waters"  (Ps  28  2).  What  a  blessing  to  be  "under 
the  shadow  of  the  Almighty"  (Ps  91  1),  where  "the 
sun  shall  not  strike  upon  them,  nor  any  heat" 
(Rev  7  16)1 

The  middle  of  the  day  is  often  referred  to  as  the 
"heat  of  the  day"  (1  S  11  11).    It  made  a  great 

difference  to  the  army  whether  it 
4.  Midday  could  win  the  battle  before  the  midday 
Heat  heat.    Saladin  won  the  great  battle 

at  Hattin  by  taking  advantage  of  this 
fact.  It  was  a  particular  time  of  the  day  when  it 
was  the  custom  to  rest.  "They  came  about  the 
heat  of  the  day  to  the  house  of  Ish-bosheth,  as  he 


took  his  rest  at  noon"  (2  S  4  5).  Jeh  appeared  to 
Abraham  as  "he  sat  in  the  tent  door  in  the  heat  of 
the  dav"  (Gen  18  1).  The  hardship  of  working 
throughout  the  day  is  expressed  in  Mt  20  12,  "who 
have  borne  the  burden  of  the  day  and  scorching 
heat."  Sometimes  just  after  sunrise  the  contrast 
of  the  cold  of  night  and  the  heat  of  the  sun  is  esp. 
noticeable.  "The  sun  ariseth  with  the  scorching 
wind"  (Jas  1  11). 

In  summer  the  wind  is  usually  from  the  S.W., 

but  in  case  it  is  from  the  S.  it  is  sure  to  be  hot. 

"When  ye  see  a  south  wind  blowing, 

5.  Summer  ye  say,  There  will  be  a  scorching 
Heat  heat"    (Lk  12  55).    The   heat   on  a 

damp,  sultry  day,  when  the  atmos- 
phere is  full  of  dust  haze  is  esp.  oppressive,  and  is 
referred  to  in  Isa  25  5  as  "the  heat  oy  the  shade  of 
a  cloud."  The  heat  of  summer  melts  the  snow  on 
the  mountains  and  causes  all  vegetation  to  dry  up 
and  wither.  Ice  and  snow  vanish  in  the  heat  there- 
of (Job  6  17),  "Drought  and  heat  consume  the 
snow  waters"  (Job  24  19).  But  the  "tree  planted 
by  the  waters,  that  spreadeth  out  its  roots  by  the 
river  ....  snail  not  fear  when  heat  cometh,  but 
its  leaf  shall  be  green"  (Jer  17  8). 

The  word  is  used  often  in  connection  with  anger 
in  the  Scriptures:    "hot  anger"  (Ex  11  8);    "hot 

displeasure"  (Dt  9  19);  "anger  of  the 

6.  Figura-  Lord  was  hot  against  Israel"  (Jgs  2 
tive  Uses       14  AV) ;  "thine  anger  from  waxing  hot" 

(Ps  86  3  AVm);  "I  know  thy  works, 
that  thou  art  neither  cold  nor  hot"  (Rev  3  15). 

Alfred  H.  Jot 
HEATH,  heth.    See  Tamarisk. 

HEATHEN,  he'th'n,  hS'then.    See  GsimLEB. 

HEAVE  OFFERING,  hev  ofSr-ing.      See  Sac- 
rifice. 

HEAVEN,  hev"n.    See  Astronomy. 

HEAVEN,  HOST  OF.    See  Astronomy,  I,  1. 

HEAVEN,  ORDINANCES  OF.  See  Astbon- 
OMY,  I,  1;  II,  13. 

HEAVEN,  WINDOWS  OF.  See  Abtbonomt, 
III,  4. 

HEAVENLY,  hev"n-li  (oipdioot,  ourdnio9, 
lirovpdviot,  epowrdnias) :  Pertaining  to  heaven 
or  the  heavens.  See  Heavens.  Ine  phrase  td 
epaurdniaf  tr<^  "heavenly  things"  in  Jn  8  12;  He 
8  5;  9  23,  but  in  Eph  "heavenly  places"  (1  3.20: 
2  6;  8  10;  6  12),  has  shades  of  meaning  defined 
by  the  context.  In  Jn  8  12,  in  contrast  with 
"earthly  things"  (i.e.  such  as  can  be  brought  to  the 
test  of  experience),  it  denotes  truths  known  only 
through  revelation  (God's  love  in  salvation).  In 
He  the  sense  is  local.  In  Eph  it  denotes  the  sphere 
of  spiritual  privilege  in  Christ,  save  in  6  12,  where 
it  stands  for  the  unseen  spiritual  world,  in  which 
both  good  and  evil  forces  operate.  It  is  always  the 
sphere  of  the  super-earthly.  James  Orr 

HEAVENS,  heVnz  {U^tfl ,  ahdmaylm;  oipavoC, 

oiiranoi) :  On  the  physical  heavens  see  Astronomy; 
World.  Above  these,  in  popular  conception,  were 
the  celestial  heavens,  the  abode  of  God  and  of  the 
hosts  of  angels  (Ps  11  4;  108  19-21;  Isa  66  1; 
Rev  4  2;  6  11;  cfDnl  7  10),  though  it  was  recog- 
nized that  Jeh's  presence  was  not  confined  to  any 
region  (1  K  8  27).  Later  Judaism  reckoned  seven 
heavens.  The  apostle  Paul  speaks  of  himself  as 
caught  up  into  the  third  heaven,"  which  he  evi- 
dently identifies  with  Paradise  (2  Cot  12  2).  See 
Heavenly. 
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HEAVENS,1«£W  (AND  EARTH,  NEW): 

1.  Eschatological  Idea 

2.  Earliest  Conoeptions:  Cosmic  vs.  National  Type 

3.  DUTerent  from  Mythological  Theory 

4.  Antiquity  of  Cosmical  Conception 

6.  The  Cosmical  Dependent  on  the  Ethico-Religioua 

6.  The  End  Correspondent  to  the  Beginning 

7.  The  Cosmical  fleavens:  He  12  26-29 

8.  Palingenesis:  Mt  19  28 

9.  A  Purified  Universe 

The  formal  conception  of  new  heavens  and  a  new 

earth  occurs  in  Isa  66  17;    66  22;    2  Pet  8  13; 

Rev  21  1  (where  ^'heaven/'  singular). 

1.  Escha-      The  idea  in  substance  is  luso  found  in 
tological        Isa  51  16;     Mt  19  28;    2  Cor  5  17; 
Idea  He  12  26-28.    In  each  case  the  refer- 
ence is  eschatologic^,  indeed  the  adj. 

"new''  seems  to  have  acquired  in  this  and  other 
connections  a  semi-technical  eschatological  sense. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  OT  has  no  single 
word  for  "universe,"  and  that  the  phrase  "heaven 
and  earth"  serves  to  supply  the  deficiency.  The 
promise  of  a  new  heavens  and  a  new  earth  is  there- 
tore  equivalent  to  a  promise  of  world  renewal. 

It  is  a  debated  question  how  old  in  the  history  of 

revelation  this  promise  is.    Isaiah  is  the  prophet 

witn  whom  the  idea  first  occurs  in 

2.  Earliest  exi>licit  form,  and  that  in  passages 
National  which  many  critics  would  assign  to  the 
Type  post-exilic  period  (the  so-called  Trito- 

Isaiah).  In  general,  imtil  recently, 
the  trend  of  criticism  has  been  to  represent  the 
universalistic-cosmic  type  of  eschatology  as  devel- 
oped out  of  the  particularistic-national  type  by  a 
gradual  process  of  widening  of  the  horizon  of 
prophecy,  a  view  which  would  put  the  emergence 
of  the  former  at  a  comparatively  late  date.  More 
recently,  however,  Gressmann  (Der  Uraprung  der 
iaradiUach'jiidischen  EschcUologief  1905)  and  others 
have  endeavored  to  show  that  often  even  prophecies 
belonging  to  the  latter  type  embody  material  and 
employ  means  of  expression  which  presuppose 
acquaintance  with  the  idea  of  a  world-catastrophe 
at  the  end.  On  this  view  the  world-eschatology 
would  have,  from  ancient  times,  existed  alongside 
of  the  more  narrowly  confined  outlook,  and  would 
be  even  older  than  the  latter.  These  writers  further 
assume  that  the  cosmic  eschatology  was  not  in- 
di^nous  among  the  Hebrews,  but  of  oriental  (Bab) 
origin,  a  theory  which  they  apply  not  only  to  the 
more  developea  system  oi  the  later  apocalyptic 
writings,  but  also  to  its  preformations  in  the  OT. 
The  cosmic  eschatology  is  not  believed  to  have  been 
the  distinctive  property  of  the  great  ethical  prophets, 
but  rather  a  commonly  current  m3rthological  belief 
to  which  the  prophets  refer  without 
8.  Different  formally  endorsing  it.  Its  central 
from  Myth-  thought  is  said  to  have  been  the  belief 
ological  that  the  end  of  the  world-process  must 
Theory  correspond  to  the  beginning,  that  con- 

sequently the  original  condition  of 
things,  when  heaven  and  earth  were  new,  must 
repeat  itself  at  some  future  point,  and  the  state  of 
paradise  with  its  concomitants  return,  a  belief 
supposed  to  have  rested  on  certain  astronomical 
observations. 

While  this  theory  in  the  form  presented  is  un- 
proven  and  unacceptable,  it  deserves  credit  for 
having  focused  attention  on  certain 
4.  Antiquity  phenomena  in  the  OT  which  clearly 
of  Cosmical  show  that  Messianic  prophecy,  and 
Conception  particularly  the  world-embracing  scope 
which  it  assumes  in  some  predictions, 
is  far  older  than  modem  criticism  had  been  willing* 
to  concede.  The  OT  from  the  beginning  has  an 
eschatology  and  puts  the  eschatological  promise 
on  the  broadest  racial  basis  (Gen  8).  It  does  not 
first  ascend  from  Israel  to  the  new  humanity,  but 


at  the  very  outset  takes  its  point  of  departure  in 
the  race  and  from  this  descends  to  the  election  of 
Israel,  always  keeping  the  universalistic  goal  in 
clear  view.  Also  in  the  earliest  accounts,  already 
elements  of  a  cosmical  universalism  find  their  place 
side  by  side  with  those  of  a  racial  kind,  as  when 
Nature  is  represented  as  sharing  in  the  consequences 
of  the  fall  OI  man. 

As  regards  the  antiquity  of  the  universalistic  and 
cosmical  eschatology,   therefore,   the   conclusions 

of  these  writers  may  be  registered  as  a 
6.^  The  Cos-  gain,  while  on  the  two  other  points  of 
mical  De-  the  pagan  origin  and  the  unethical 
pendent  on  character  of  the  expectation  involved, 
the  Ethico-  dissent  from  them  should  be  expressed. 
Religious      According  to  the  OT,  the  whole  idea 

of  world-renewal  is  of  strictly  super- 
natural ori^pin,  and  in  it  the  cosmical  follows  the 
ethical  hop>e.  The  cosmical  eschatology  is  simply 
the  correlate  of  the  fundamental  Bib.  prmciple  that 
the  issues  of  the  world-process  depend  on  the 
ethico-religious  developments  in  the  history  of 
man  (cf  2  Pet  8  13). 

But  the  end  correspondent  to  the  beginning  is  like- 
wise a  true  Scriptural  principle,  which  the  theory 

in  question  has  helped  to  reemphasize, 

6.  The  End  although  there  is  this  difference,  that 
Correspond- Scripture  does  not  look  forwara  to  a 
ent  to  the  repetition  of  the  same  process,  but  to  a 
Beginning     restoration  of  the  primeval  narmony 

on  a  higher  plane  such  as  precludes 
all  further  disturbance.  In  the  passages  above 
cited,  there  are  clear  reminiscences  of  the  accoimt  of 
creation  (Isa  61  16,  "that  I  may  plant  the  heavens, 
and  lay  the  foundations  of  the  earth";  66  17,  "I 
create  new  heavens  and  a  new  earth";  2  Pet  8  13 
compared  with  vs  4-6;  Rev  21  1  compared  with 
the  imagery  of  paradise  throughout  the  chapter). 
Besides  this,  where  the  thought  of  the  renewal  of 
earth  is  met  with  in  older  prophecy,  this  is  depicted 
in  colors  of  the  state  of  paraoise  (Isa  11  6-9;  Hos 
2  18-21).  The  "regeneration"  (valinffenesia)  of  Mt 
10  28  also  points  back  to  the  nrst  genesis  of  the 
world.  The  ^inhabited  earth  to  come'  {oikoumhii 
mSUousa)  of  He  2  5  occurs  at  the  op>ening  of  a  con- 
text throughout  which  the  accoimt  of  Gen  1-3 
evidently  stood  before  the  writer's  mind. 

In  the  combination  "new  heavens  and  a  new 
earth,"  the  term  "heavens"  must  therefore  be  taken 

in  the  sense  imposed  upon  it  by  the 

7.  The  story  of  creation,  where  "heavens" 
Cosmical  designates  not  the  celestial  habitation 
Heavens:  of  God,  but  the  cosmical  heavens,  the 
He  12:  region  of  the  supernal  waters,  sun 
26-29  moon  and  stars.     The  Bible  nowhere 

suggests  that  there  is  an3rthing  abnor- 
mal or  requiring  renewal  in  God's  dwelling-place 
(He  0  23  IS  of  a  different  import).  In  Rev  21, 
where  "the  new  heaven  and  the  new  earth"  appear, 
it  is  at  the  same  time  stated  that  the  new  Jerus 
comes  down  from  (jod  out  of  heaven  (cf  vs  1.2.10). 
In  He  12  26-28  also  the  implication  is  that  only 
the  lower  heavens  are  subject  to  renewal.  The 
"shaking"  that  accompanies  the  new  covenant  and 
corresponds  to  the  shaking  of  the  law-giving  at 
Sinai,  is  a  shaking  of  "not  the  earth  only,  but  also 
the  heaven."  This  shaking,  in  its  reference  to  heaven 
as  well  as  to  earth,  signifies  a  removal  of  the  things 
shaken.  But  from  the  things  thus  shaken  and 
removed  (including  heaven),  the  writer  distinguishes 
"those  things  which  are  not  shaken,"  which  are 
destined  to  remain,  and  these  are  identified  with 
the  kingdom  of  CSod.  The  kingdom  of  God,  how- 
ever, according  to  the  general  trend  of  the  teaching 
of  the  epistle,  has  its  center  in  the  heavenly  world. 
The  words  "that  have  been  made,"  in  ver  27,  do  not 
assign  their  created  character  as  the  reason  why 


Heavy 
Hebrews,  Ep.  to 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


1354 


heaven  and  earth  can  be  shaken,  an  exegesis  which 
would  involve  us  in  the  difficulty  that  among  that 
which  remains  there  is  something  uncreated  besides 
God;  the  true  construction  and  correct  paraphrase 
are:  ''as  of  things  that  were  made  with  the  thought 
in  the  mind  of  God  that  those  things  which  cannot 
be  shaken  may  remain/'  i.e.  already  at  creation 
God  contemplated  an  unchangeable  universe  as  the 
ultimate,  higher  state  of  things. 

In  Mt  10  28  the  term  palingenesia  marks  the 

world-renewing  as  the  renewal  of  an  abnormal  state 

of    things.    The   Scripture   teaching, 

8.  Palin-       therefore,  is  that  around  the  center  of 

Senesis:  God's  heaven,  which  is  not  subject 
ft  10:28  to  deterioration  or  renewal,  a  new 
cosmical  heaven  and  a  new  earth  will 
be  established  to  be  the  dwelling-place  of  the  es- 
chatological  humanity.  The  light  in  which  the 
prombe  thus  appears  reminds  us  that  the  renewed 
kosmos,  earth  as  well  as  cosmical  heavens,  is 
destined  to  play  a  permanent  (not  merely  provi- 
sional, on  the  principle  of  chiliasm)  part  in  the  future 
life  of  the  people  of  God.  This  is  in  entire  harmony 
with  the  prevailing  Bib.  representation,  not  only 
in  the  OT  but  likewise  in  the  NT  (cf  Mt  5  6;  He 
2  5),  although  in  the  Fourth  Gospel  and  in  the 
Paidine  Epp.  the  emphasis  is  to  such  an  extent 
thrown  on  the  heaven-centered  character  of  the 
future  life  that  the  rdle  to  be  played  in  it  by  the 
renewed  earth  recedes  into  the  background.  Rev, 
on  the  other  hand,  recognizes  this  element  in  its 
imagery  of  "the  new  Jerus"  coming  down  from  God 
out  of  neaven  upon  earth. 

That  the  new  heavens  and  the  new  earth  are 

represented  as  the  result  of  a  "creation"  does  not 

necessarily   involve   a   production  ex 

0.  A  Puri-  nihUo.  The  terms  employed  in  2  Pet 
fied  Uni-  8  6-13  seem  rather  to  imply  that  the 
verse  renewal  will  out  of  the  old  produce 

a  purified  universe,  whence  also  the 
catastrophe  is  compared  to  that  of  the  Deluge.  As 
then  the  old  world  perished  by  water  and  the  present 
world  arose  out  of  the  flood,  so  in  the  end-crisis  "the 
heavens  shall  be  dissolved  by  fire  and  the  elements 
melt  with  fervent  heat,"  to  give  rise  to  the  new 
heaven  and  the  new  earth  in  which  righteousness 
dwelb.  The  term  palingenesia  (Mt  10  28)  points 
to  renewal,  not  to  creation  de  novo.  The  Talm  also 
teaches  that  the  world  will  pass  through  a  process 
of  purification,  althouf;h  at  the  same  time  it  seems 
to  break  up  the  contmuity  between  this  and  the 
coming  world  by  the  phantastic  assumption  that 
the  new  heavens  and  the  new  earth  of  Isa  66  17 
were  created  at  the  close  of  the  Hexcmeron  of  Gen 

1.  This  was  inferred  from  the  occurrence  of  the 
article  in  Isa  66  22,  *^the  new  heavens  and  the  new 
earth."  Geerhardus  Yds 

HEAVY,  heVi,  HEAVINESS,  hev'i-nes  (135, 
kSbhedh,  HJOT,  d^'Oghdh;   \{nn\,  Hpe): 

Heavy  (heave,  to  lift)  is  used  lit.  with  respect  to 

material  things,  as  the  tr  of  kohhedhj  "heaviness" 

(Prov  27  3,  "a  stone  is  heavy");    of 

1.  Literal      kabhedh,  "to  be  weighty"  (1  S  4  18; 

2  S  14  26;  Lam  3  7);  of  '<Jma^,  "to 
load"  (Isa  46  1  AV;  cf  Mt  26  43;  Mk  14  40;  Lk 
0  32,  "Their  eyes  were  heavy");  har^omai,  "to  be 
weighed  down." 

It  is  used  (1)  for  what  is  hard  to  bear,  oppressive, 
kSbhedh  (Ex  18  18;  Nu  11  14;  1  S  5  6.11;  Ps  38 

4;    Isa  24  20);  motdh,  a  "yoke"  (Isa 

2.  Figura-  68  6,  RV  "bands  of  the  yoke");  /Jifi- 
tively  sheh,    "sharp,"     "hard"     (1  K  14  6, 

"heavy  tidmgs");  batnlSf  "heavy" 
(Mt  23  4);  (2)  for  sad,  sorrowful  (weighed  down), 
mar,  "bitter"  (Prov  81  6,  RV  "bitter");  ra\ 
"evU"  (Prov  26  20);  adenunUo,  lit.  "to  be  sated," 


"wearied,"  then,  "to  be  very  heavy,"  "dejected'' 
(Mt  26  37,  of  Our  Lord  in  Gethsemane,  "(he) 
began  to  be  sorrowful  and  very  heavy,"  RV  "sore 
troubled");  "ademonein  denotes  a  kind  of  stupe- 
faction and  bewilderment,  the  intellectual  powers 
reeling  and  staggering  under  the  pressure  of  the 
ideas  presented  to  them"  (Mason,  The  C(mdilum9 
of  Our  Lord's  Life  on  EaHh);  cf  Mk  14  33;  (3) 
morose,  sulky,  as  well  as  sad,  ^ar^  "sullen,"  "sour," 
"angry^'  (1  K  20  43;  21  4,  "heavy  and  dis- 
pleased"); (4)  dull,  kabhedh  (Isa  6  10,  "make  their 
ears  heavy";  60  1,  "neither  [is]  his  ear  heavy"); 
(5)  "tired"  seems  to  be  the  meaning  in  Ex  17  12, 
"Moses'  hands  were  heavy"  (kabh^h);  cf  Mt  86 
43  and  ||  s  above. 

Heavily  is  the  tr  of  k^bhedhvih,  "heaviness"  (Ex 
14  25),  meaning  "with  difficulty";  of  l^ddhar,  "to be 
black,'^  "to  be  a  mourner"  (Ps  86  14  AV,  RV  "I 
bowed  down  mourning");  of  kdbhedh  (Isa  47  6). 

Heaviness  has  always  the  sense  of  anxiety,  sorrow, 
grief,  etc;  d**dgh<ihf  "fear,"  "dread,"  "anxious  care 
CProv  12  25,  "Heaviness  in  the  heart  of  a  man 
maketh  it  stoop,"  RVm  "or  care");  keh&h.  "to  be 
feeble,"  "weak^'  (Isa  61  3,  "the  spirit  of  heavi- 
ness");  panlm,  "face,"  "aspect"  (Job  0  27  AV,  "I 
will  leave  off  my  heaviness,"  RV  "[sad]  coimten- 
ance";  cf  2  Esd  6  16;  Wisd  17  4:  Ecclus  26  23); 
ia^dnlyShf  from  'dnOh,  "to  groan,"  "to  sigh"  (Isa 
20  2,  RV  "mourning  and  lamentation");  ttighSht 
"sadness,"  "sorrow"  (Ps  110  28;  Prov  10  1;  14 
13);  ta'dnUhy  "affliction  of  one's  self,"  "fasting" 
(Ezr  0  5,  RV  "humiUation,"  m  "fastmg"):  kaO- 
p?ieia,  "dejection,"  "sorrow"  (lit.  "of  the  eyes  )  (Jas 
4  9,  "  your  joy  [turned]  to  heaviness")  :Zupc,  "grief" 
(Rom  0  2,  RV  "great  sorrow";  2  Cor  2  1,  RV 
"sorrow") ;  lupiomai  (1  Pet  1  6,  RV  "put  to  grief"); 
for  nHah,  "to  be  sick,"  "feeble"  (Ps  60  20,  RVm  "sore 
sick"),  and  ademoneo  (Phil  2  26  RV  "sore  troubled"), 
AV  has  "full  of  heaviness."  "Heaviness,"  in  the 
sense  of  sorrow,  sadness,  occurs  in  2  Esd  10  7. 
8.24:  Tob  2  6;  lupi  (Ecclus  22  4,  RV  "grief;  30 
21,  "Give  not  thy  soul  to  heaviness,"  RV  "sorrow"; 
1  Mace  6  4);  luped  (Ecclus  30  9,  RV  "will  grieve 
thee";  phUhos  (1  Mace  3  51,  etc). 

BV  has  "heavier  work"  for  "more  work"  (Ex  6  9); 
"heavy  upon  men"  for  "common  among  men"  (Ecd  6 
1):  for  "were  heavy  loaden"  (Isa  46  1).  "are  made  a 
load";  for  "the  bmxlen  thereof  is  heavy"  (Isa  80  27), 
"  in  tbick  rising  smoke." 

W.  L.  Walker 

HEBER,  he'b6r  0?n,  hebher,  "associate"  or, 
possibly,  "enchanter";  Eptp,  6ber):  A  name  oc- 
curring several  times  in  the  OT  as  the  name  of  an 
individual  or  of  a  clan. 

(1)  A  member  of  the  tribe  of  Asher  and  son  of 
Beraiah  (Gen  46  17:   Nu  26  45:   1  Ch  7  31  f). 

(2)  A  Kenite,  husband  of  Jael.  who  de<»ptively 
slew  Sisera,  captain  of  the  annv  ol  Jabin,  a  Cfanaan- 
ite  king  (Jgs  4  17j  6  24).  Hie  had  separated  him- 
self from  the  mam  body  of  the  Kenites,  which 
accounts  for  his  tent  being  near  Kedesh,  the  place 
of  Sisera's  disastrous  battle  (Jgs  4  11). 

(3)  Head  of  a  clan  of  Judah,  and  son  of  Mered 
by  his  Jewish,  as  distinguished  from  an  Egyp,  wife. 
He  was  father,  or  founder,  of  Soco  (1  Ch  4  18). 

(4)  A  Benjamite,  or  clan  or  family  of  Elpaal 
belonging  to  Benjamin  (1  Ch  8  17). 

(5)  Heber,  of  Our  Lord's  genealogy  (Lk  8  35 
AV),  better,  Eber. 

So,  the  name  "Eber,"  "in?,  'ebher,  in  1  Ch  6  13; 
8  22,  is  not  to  be  confused  with  Heber,  '^n ,  hebkeTf 

as  in  the  foregoing  passages. 

Edward  Bagbt  Pollard 
HEBERITES,    he'b6r-Its    CTann,    ha-hebhrl): 
Descendants  of  Heber,  a  prominent  clan  of  Asher. 
(Nu  26  46).    Supposed  by  some  to  be  connected 
with  the  l^abiri  of  the  Am  Tab. 


1355 


THE  INTERNATIONAL  STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA  nSb^ws.  Ep.  to 


HEBREW,  h8l>r6o,  HEBREWESS.  heHbroo-es 
015?,  Hhhri,  fern.  H^^n^y,  'ibhrlyOh;  'EPfmtos, 
Hebraios):  The  earliest  name  for  Abraham  (Gen 
14  13)  and  his  descendants  (Joseph,  Gen  30  14. 
17;  40  15:  41  12;  43  32;  Israelites  in  Egypt, 
Ex  1  15;  2  6.11.13;  8  18;  in  laws,  Ex  21  2;  Dt 
16  12;  in  history,  1  S  4  6.9;  13  7.19,  etc:  later, 
Jer  84  9,  "Hebrewess,"  14;  Jon  1  9;  in  the  NT, 
Acts  6  1;  2  Cor  11  22;  Phil  8  6).  The  etymology 
of  the  word  is  disputed.  It  may  be  derived  from 
Eber  (C^en  10  21.24.25,  etc),  or,  as  some  think, 
from  the  vb.  "^3?,  ^Ghhar,  "to  cross  over"  (people 
from  across  the  Euphrates;  cf  Josh  24  2).  A 
connection  is  sought  by  some  with  the  apri  or  epri 
of  the  Egyp  monuments,  and  again  with  the  Habiri 
of  the  Am  Tab.  In  Acts  6  1,  the  "Hebrews"  are 
contrasted  with  "Hellenists,"  or  Gr-speaking  Jews. 
By  the  "Heb"  tongue  in  the  NT  {Hebralali,  Jn  5 
2;  19  13.17.20;  20  16)  is  meant  Aramaic  (q.v.), 
but  also  in  Rev  9  11;  16  16,  Heb  proper. 

James  Orr 

HEBREW  LANGUAGE.  See  Lanquages  of  the 
OT;  Aramaic. 

HEBREWS,  he'brooz,  EPISTLE  TO  THE: 

I.    Title 
II.    UiTERABT  Form 

1 .  The  Author's  Culture  and  Style 
2    Letter.  Epistle  or  Treatise  ? 
3.  A  Unity  or  a  Composite  Work  ? 

III.  The  Author 

1.  Tradition 

(1)  Alexandrian:  Paul 

(2)  African:  Barnabas 

(3)  Rome  and  the  West:  Anonymous 

2.  The  Witness  of  the  Epistle  Itself 

(1)  Paul  not  the  Author 

(2)  Other  Theories 

ia)  Luke  and  Clement 
(b)  Barnabas;  PrlsciUa and  Aquila;  Philip; 
Aristion;  Apollos 

IV.  Destination 

1 .  General  Character  of  the  Readers 

2.  Jews  or  Gentiles  ? 

3.  The  Locality  of  the  Readers 
V.    Date 

1.  Terminal  Dates 

2.  Conversion  and  History  of  the  Readers 

3.  Doctrinal  Development 

4.  The  Fall  of  Jerusalem 
6.  Timothy 

6.  Two  Persecutions 
VI.    Contents 

1.  Summary  of  Contents 

2.  The  Main  Theme 

3.  Alexandrian  Influences 

4.  The  Christian  Factor 
Litbbatubb 

/.  ra/«.— In  AV  and  ERV  the  title  of  this  book 
describes  it  as  "the  Epistle  of  Paul  the  Apostle  to 
the  Hebrews."  Modern  scholarship  has  disputed 
the  applicability  of  every  word  of  this  title.  Neither 
does  it  appear  in  the  oldest  MSS,  where  we  find 
simply  "to  Hebrews"  (prd«  Hebraious).  This,  too, 
seems  to  have  been  prefixed  to  the  original  writing 
by  a  collector  or  copyist.  It  is  too  vague  and 
general  for  the  author  to  have  used  it.  And  there 
is  nothing  in  the  body  of  the  book  which  affirms 
any  part  of  either  title.  Even  the  shorter  title  was 
an  inference  from  the  general  character  of  the 
writing.  Nowhere  is  criticism  less  hampered  by 
problems  of  authenticity  and  inspiration.  No 
(question  arises,  at  least  cfirectlv,  of  pseudonymity 
either  of  author  or  of  readers,  for  both  are  anony- 
mous. For  the  purpose  of  tracing  the  history  and 
interpreting  the  meaning  of  the  book,  the  absence 
of  a  title,  or  of  any  definite  historical  data,  is  a 
disadvantage.  We  are  left  to  infer  its  historical 
context  from  a  few  fragments  of  uncertain  tradition, 
and  from  such  general  references  to  historical  condi- 
tions as  the  document  itself  contains.  Where  no 
date,  name  or  well-known  event  is  fixed,  it  becomes 
impossible  to  decide,  amonj;  many  possibilities, 
what  known  historical  conditions,  if  any,  are  pre- 


supposed. Yet  this  very  fact,  of  the  book's  de- 
tachment from  p>er8onal  and  historical  incidents, 
renders  it  more  self-contained,  and  its  exegesis  less 
dependent  upon  understanding  the  exact  Ustorical 
situation.  But  its  general  relation  to  the  thought 
of  its  time  must  be  taken  into  account  if  we  are  to 
understand  it  at  all. 

//.  LUmrary  Form. — The   writer   was   evidently 

a  man  of  culture,  who  had  a  masterly  command  of 

the  Gr  language.    The  theory  of  Clem- 

1.  The  ent  of  Alexandria,  that  the  work  was 
Author's  a  tr  from  Heb,  was  merely  an  in- 
Culture  ference  from  the  supposition  that  it 
and  Style      was  first  addressed  to  Heb-speaking 

Christians.  1 1  bears  none  of  the  marks 
of  a  tr.  It  is  written  in  pure  idiomatic  Gr.  The 
writer  had  an  intimate  knowledge  of  the  LXX,  and 
was  familiar  with  Jewish  life.  He  was  well-read 
in  Hellenic  lit.  (e.g.  Wisd),  and  had  probably 
made  a  careful  studv  of  Philo  (see  VT  below). 
His  argument  proceeds  continuously  and  methodi- 
cally, in  general,  thouj^h  not  strict,  accord  with 
the  rules  of  Gr  rhetoric,  and  without  the  inter- 
ruptions and  digressions  which  render  Paul's  ar- 
guments so  luu*af  to  follow.  "Where  the  literary 
skill  of  the  author  comes  out  is  in  the  deft  adjust- 
ment of  the  argumentative  to  the  hortatory  sec- 
tions" (Mofifatt,  Intro  J  424  f).  He  has  been  classed 
with  Lk  as  the  most  "cultured"  of  the  early  Chris- 
tian writers. 

It  has  been  questioned  whether  He  is  rightly 
called  a  letter  at  all.    Unlike  all  Paul's  letters,  it 

opens  without  any  personal  note  of 

2.  Letter,  address  or  salutation;  and  at  the  out- 
Epistle  or  set  it  sets  forth,  in  rounded  periods 
Treatise?      and    in    philosophical    Isuiguage.  the 

central  theme  which  is  developed 
throughout.  In  this  respect  it  resembles  the  Jo- 
hannine  writings  alone  in  the  NT.  But  as  the  argu- 
ment proceeds,  the  personal  note  of  application, 
exhortation  and  expostulation  emerges  more  clearly 
(2  1;  8  1-12;  4  1.14;  5  11;  6  9;  10  9;  18  7); 
and  it  ends  with  meetings  and  salutations  (18  18  fif). 
The  writer  calls  it  "a  word  of  exhortation."  The 
vb.  epSsteila  (RV  "I  have  written")  is  the  usual 
expression  for  writing  a  letter  (18  22).  Hebrews 
begins  like  an  essay,  proceeds  like  a  sermon,  and 
ends  as  a  letter. 

Deissmann,  who  distinguishes  between  a  "true 
letter,"  the  genuine  personal  message  of  one  man 
to  another,  and  an  "epistle,"  or  a  treatise  written  in 
imitation  of  the  form  of  a  letter,  but  with  an  eye 
on  the  reading  public,  puts  He  in  the  latter  class; 
nor  would  he  "consider  it  anything  but  a  literary 
oration — ^hence  not  as  an  epistle  at  all — ^if  the 
epeateilaf  and  the  greetings  at  the  close,  did  not 
permit  of  the  supposition  that  it  had  at  one  time 
opened  with  something  of  the  nature  of  an  address 
as  well"  (Bible  Studies,  49-^).  There  is  no  tex- 
tual or  historical  evidence  of  any  opening  address 
having  ever  stood  as  part  of  the  text;  nor  does  the 
opening  section  bear  any  mark  or  suggestion  of 
fragmentariness,  as  if  it  had  once  followed  such  an 
address. 

Yet  the  supposition  that  a  greeting  once  stood 
at  the  beginnmg  of  our  document  is  not  so  impos- 
sible as  Zahn  thinks  (Intro  to  the  NT,  II,  313  f),  as 
a  comparison  with  Jas  or  1  Pet  will  show. 

So  unusual  is  the  phenomenon  of  a  letter  without 
a  greeting,  that  among  the  ancients,  Pantaenus 
had  offered  the  explanation  that  Paul,  out  of 
modesty,  had  refrained  from  putting  his  name  to  a 
letter  addressed  to  the  Hebrews,  because  the  Lord 
Himself  had  been  apostle  to  them. 

In  recent  times,  JUlicher  and  Harnack  have  con- 
jectured that  the  author  intentionally  suppressed 
the  greeting,  either  from  motives  of  prudence  at  a 
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time  of  persecution,  or  because  it  was  unnecessary, 
since  the  bearer  of  the  letter  would  communicate 
the  name  of  the  sender  to  the  recipients. 

Fr.  Overbeck  advanced  the  more  revolutionary 
hypothesis  that  the  letter  once  opened  with  a  greet- 
ing, but  from  someone  other  than  Paul;  that  in 
order  to  satisfy  the  general  conditions  of  canoniza- 
tion, the  non-apostofic  greeting  was  struck  out  by 
the  Alexandrians,  and  the  personal  references  in 
13  22-25  added,  in  order  to  represent  it  as  Pauline. 

W.  Wrede,  starting  from  this  theory,  rejects  the 
first  part  of  it  and  adopts  the  second.  He  does  not 
base  his  hypNothesis  on  the  conditions 
8.  A  Unity  of  canonization,  but  on  an  examina- 
or  a  Com-  tion  of  the  writing  itself.  He  adopts 
posite  Deissmann's  rejected  alternative,  and 

Writing?  argues  that  the  main  part  of  the  book 
wa^  originally  not  an  epistle  at  all,  but 
a  general  doctrinal  treatise.  Then  ch  13,  and  esp. 
vs  18  if,  were  added  by  a  later  hand,  in  order  to 
represent  the  whole  as  a  Pauline  letter,  and  the  book 
in  its  final  form  was  made,  after  all,  pseudonymous. 
The  latter  supposition  is  oased  upon  an  assumed 
reference  to  imprisonment  in  13  19  (cf  Philem  ver  22) 
and  upon  the  reference  to  Timothy  in  13  23  (cf  Phil 

2  19);  and  the  proof  that  these  professed  Pauline 
phrases  are  not  really  Pauline  is  f  oimd  in  a  supposed 
contradiction  between  13  19  and  13  23.  But  ver 
19  does  not  necessarily  refer  to  imprisonment  exclu- 
sively or  even  at  all,  and  therefore  it  stands  in  no 
contradiction  with  ver  23  (cf  Rom  1  9-13).  ^And 
Timothy  must  have  associated  with  many  Christian 
leaders  besides  Paul.  But  why  should  anybody 
who  wanted  to  represent  the  letter  as  Pauline  and 
who  scrupled  not  to  add  to  it  for  that  purposei, 
refrain  from  the  obvious  device  of  prefixing  a  Paul- 
ine greeting?  Moreover,  it  is  only  by  the  most 
forced  special  pleading  that  it  can  be  maintained 
that  chs  1-12  are  a  mere  doctrinal  treatise,  de- 
void of  all  evidences  of  a  personal  relation  to  a 
circumscribed  circle  of  readers.  The  period  and 
manner  of  the  readers'  conversion  are  defined  (2 

3  f).  Their  present  spiritual  condition  is  described 
in  terms  of  such  anxiety  and  hope  as  betoken  a  very 
intimate  personal  relation  (5  11  f;  6  9-11).  Their 
past  conflicts,  temptations,  endurance  and  triumph 
are  recalled  for  their  encouragement  under  present 
trials,  and  both  past  and  present  are  denned  in 
particular  terms  that  point  to  concrete  situations 
well  known  to  writer  and  readers  (10  32-36). 
There  is,  it  is  true,  not  in  He  the  same  intense  and 
all-pervading  personal  note  as  appears  in  the  earUer 
Pauline  letters;  the  writer  often  loses  sight  of  his 
particular  audience  and  develops  his  argument  in 
detached  and  abstract  form.  But  it  cannot  be 
assumed  that  nothing  is  a  letter  which  does  not 
conform  to  the  Pauline  model.  And  the  presence 
of  long,  abstract  arguments  does  not  justify  the 
excision  or  explaining  away  of  undoubted  personal 
passages.  Neither  the  language  nor  the  logic  of 
the  book  either  demands  or  permits  the  separation 
of  doctrinal  and  personal  passages  from  one  another, 
so  as  to  leave  for  residuum  a  mere  doctrinal  treatise. 
Doctrinal  statements  lead  up  to  personal  exhorta- 
tions, and  personal  exhortations  form  the  transi- 
tion to  new  arguments;  they  are  indissolubly  in- 
volved in  one  another;  and  en  13  presents  no  such 
exceptional  features  as  to  justify  its  separation 
from  the  whole  work.  There  is  really  no  reason,  but 
the  unwarrantable  assumption  that  an  ancient 
writer  must  have  conformed  with  a  certain  conven- 
tion of  letter-writing,  to  forbid  the  acceptance  of 
He  for  what  it  appears  to  be — a  defence  of  Chris- 
tianity written  for  the  benefit  of  definite  readers, 
growing  more  intimate  and  personal  as  the  writer 
gathers  his  argument  into  a  practical  appeal  to 
the  hearts  and  consciences  of  his  readers. 


///.  Thm  Author. — Certain  coincidences  of  lan- 
guage and  thought  between  this  epistle  and  that  of 
Clement  of  Rome  to  the  Corinthians 
1.  Tradition  justify  the  inference  that  He  was 
known  in  Rome  toward  the  end  of  the 
1st  cent.  AD  (cf  He  11  7.31  and  1  3  ff  with  Clem 
ad  Cor  9.12.36).  Clement  makes  no  explicit  re- 
ference to  the  book  or  its  author:  the  quotations 
are  unacknowledged.  But  they  show  that  He 
already  had  some  authority  in  Home.  The  same 
inference  is  supported  by  similarities  of  eroression 
found  also  in  the  Shepherd  of  Hermas.  The  pos- 
sible marks  of  its  influence  in  Polycarp  and  Justin 
Martyr  are  too  imcertain  and  indefimte  to  justify 
any  inference.  Its  name  does  not  appear  m  the 
list  of  NT  writings  compiled  and  acknowledged  by 
Marcion,  nor  in  that  of  the  Muratorian  Fragment. 
The  latter  definitely  assigns  letters  by  Paul  to  only 
seven  churches,  and  so  inferentially  excludes  He. 

When  the  book  emerges  into  the  clear  light  of 
history  toward  the  end  of  the  2d  cent.,  the  tradition 
as  to  its  authorship  is  seen  to  divide  into  three 
different  streams. 

(1)  In  Alexandria,  it  was  regarded  as  in  some 
sense  the  work  of  Paul.  Clement  tells  how  his 
teacher,  apparently  Pantaenus,  explained  why  Paul 
does  not  m  this  letter,  as  in  others,  address  his 
readers  under  his  name.  Out  of  reverence  for  the 
Lord  (II,  2,  above)  and  to  avoid  suspicion  and 
prejudice,  he  as  apostle  of  the  Gentiles  retrains  from 
addressing  himself  to  the  Hebrews  as  their  apostle. 
Clement  accepts  this  explanation,  and  adds  to  it 
that  the  original  Heb  of  Paul's  epistle  had  been  tr** 
into  Or  by  Luke.  That  Paul  wrote  in  Heb  was 
assumed  from  the  tradition  or  inference  that  the 
letter  was  addressed  to  Aram.-speaking  Hebrews. 
Clement  also  had  noticed  the  dissimilarity  of  its 
Gr  from  that  of  Paul's  epistles,  and  thought  he 
found  a  resemblance  to  that  of  Acts. 

Origen  starts  with  the  same  tradition,  but  he 
knew,  moreover,  that  other  churches  did  not  accept 
the  Alexandrian  view,  and  that  they  even  criticised 
Alexandria  for  admitting  He  into  the  Canon.  And 
he  feels,  more  than  Clement,  that  not  only  the  lan- 
guage, but  the  forms  of  thought  are  different  from 
those  of  Paul's  epp.  This  he  tries  to  eimlain  by  the 
hypothesis  that  while  the  ideas  were  Paul's,  they 
had  been  formulated  and  written  down  by  some 
other  disciple.  He  found  traditions  that  named 
Luke  and  Ulement  of  Rome,  but  who  the  actual 
writer  was,  Origen  declares  that  "God  alone  knows." 

The  Pauline  tradition  persisted  in  Alexandria, 
and  by  the  4th  cent,  it  was  accepted  without  any 
of  the  qualifications  niade  by  Clement  and  Origen. 
It  had  also  in  the  same  period  spread  over  the  oUier 
eastern  churches,  both  Gr  and  Syrian.  But  the 
Pauline  tradition,  where  it  is  nearest  the  fountain- 
head  of  history,  in  Clement  and  Origen,  only  as- 
cribes He  to  Paul  in  a  secondary  sense. 

(2)  In  the  West,  the  Pauline  tradition  failed  to 
assert  itself  till  the  4th  cent.,  and  was  not  generally 
accepted  till  the  5th  cent.  In  Africa,  another  tra- 
dition prevailed,  namely,  that  Barnabas  was  the 
author.  This  was  the  only  other  definite  tradition 
of  authorship  that  prevailed  in  antiquity.  Ter- 
tullian,  introducing  a  quotation  of  He  6  1.4-6, 
writes:  "There  is  also  an  Ep.  to  the  Hebrews 
under  the  name  of  Barnabas  ....  and  the  Eb. 
of  Barnabas  is  more  generally  received  among  the 
churches  than  that  apocryphal  'Shepherd'  of  adul- 
terers" (De  PvdicUiay  20).  Tertullian  is  not  ex- 
pressing his  mere  personal  opinion,  but  quoting  a 
tradition  which  had  so  far  established  itself  as  to 
appear  in  the  title  of  the  epistle  in  the  MS,  and  he 
betrays  no  consciousness  of  the  existence  of  any 
other  tradition.  Zahn  infers  that  this  view  pre- 
vailed in  Montanist  churches  and  may  have  origi- 
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nated  in  Asia.  Moffatt  thinks  that  it  had  also 
behind  it  "some  Rom  tradition"  (Intro,  437).  If  it 
was  originally,  or  at  any  time,  the  tradition  of  the 
African  churches,  it  gave  way  there  to  the  Alex- 
andrian view  in  the  course  of  the  4th  cent.  A 
Coimcil  of  Hippo  in  393  reckons  ' 'thirteen  epp. 
of  the  apostle  Paul,  and  one  by  the  same  to  the 
Hebrews."  A  council  of  Carthage  in  419  reckons 
"fourteen  epp.  of  the  apostle  Paul."  By  such 
padual  stages  did  the  Pauline  tradition  establish 
itself. 

(3)  All  the  evidence  tends  to  show  that  in  Rome 
and  the  remaining  churches  of  the  West,  the  epistle 
was  originally  anonymous.  No  tradition  of  author- 
ship appears  before  the  4th  cent.  And  Stephen 
Gobarus,  writing  in  600,  says  that  both  Irenaeus 
and  Hippolytus  denied  the  Pauline  authorship. 
Photius  repeats  this  statement  as  regards  Hippoly- 
tus. Neither  he  nor  Gobarus  mentions  any  alterna- 
tive view  (Zahn,  IntrOf  II,  310).  The  epistle  was 
known  in  Rome  (to  Clement)  toward  the  end  of  the 
1st  cent.,  and  if  Paul's  name,  or  any  other,  had 
been  associated  with  it  from  the  beginning,  it  is 
impossible  that  it  could  have  been  forgotten  by  the 
time  of  Hippolvtus.  The  western  churches  had 
no  reason  for  refusing  to  admit  He  into  the  Pauline 
and  canonical  list  of  books,  except  only  that  they 
did  not  believe  it  to  be  the  work  of  Paid,  or  of  any 
other  apostle. 

It  seems  therefore  certain  that  the  epistle  first 
became  generally  known  as  an  anonymous  writing. 
Even  the  Alexandrian  tradition  implies  as  much,  for 
it  appears  first  as  an  explanation  by  Pantaenus  why 
Paul  concealed  his  name.  The  idea  that  Paul  was 
the  author  was  therefore  an  Alexandrian  inference. 
The  religious  value  of  the  epistle  was  naturally  first 
recognized  in  Alexandria,  and  the  name  of  Paul, 
the  chief  letter-writer  of  the  church,  at  once  oc- 
curred to  those  in  search  for  its  author.  Two  facts 
account  for  the  ultimate  acceptance  of  that  view 
by  the  whole  church.  The  spiritual  value  and 
authority  of  the  book  were  seen  to  be  too  great 
to  relegate  it  into  the  same  class  as  the  Shepherd 
or  the  Ep.  of  Barnabas.  And  the  conception  of  the 
Canon  developed  into  the  hard-and-fast  rule  of 
apostolicity .  No  writing  could  be  admitted  into  the 
Canon  unless  it  had  an  apostle  for  its  author;  and 
when  He  could  no  longer  be  excluded,  it  followed 
that  its  apostolic  authorship  must  be  aflOurmed.  The 
tradition  abreadv  existing  in  Alexandria  supplied 
the  demand,  and  who  but  Paul,  among  the  apostles, 
could  have  written  it? 

The  Pauline  theory  prevailed  together  with  the 
scheme  of  thought  that  made  it  necessary,  from  the 
5th  to  the  16th  cent.  The  Humanists  and  the 
Reformers  rejected  it.  But  it  was  again  revived 
in  the  17th  and  18th  cents.,  along  with  the  recru- 
descence of  scholastic  ideas.  It  is  clear,  however, 
that  tradition  and  histor^^  shed  no  li^t  upon  the 
question  of  the  authorship  of  He.  They  neither 
prove  nor  disprove  the  Pauline,  or  any  other  theory. 

We  are  therefore  thrown  back,  in  our  search  for 
the  author,  on  such  evidence  as  the  epistle  itself 
affords,  and  that  is  wholly  inferential. 
2.  The  It  seems  probable  that  the  author  was 

Witness  of  a  Hellemst,  a  Gr-speaking  Jew.  He 
the  Epistle  was  familiar  with  the  SCTiptures  of 
Itself  the  OT  and  with  the  religiouB  ideas 

and  worship  of  the  Jews.  He  claims 
the  inheritance  of  their  sacred  historv,  traditions 
and  institutions  (1  1),  and  dwelb  on  them  with  an 
intimate  knowledge  and  enthusiasm  that  would  be 
improbable,  thou^  not  impossible,  in  a  proselyte, 
and  still  more  in  a  Christian  convert  from  heathen- 
ism. But  he  knew  the  OT  only  in  the  LXX  tr, 
which  he  follows  even  where  it  deviates  from  the 
Heb.    He  writes  Gr  with  a  purity  of  style  and  vo- 


cabulary to  which  the  writings  of  Lk  alone  in  the 
NT  can  be  compared.  His  mind  is  imbued  with 
that  combination  of  Heb  and  Gr  thought  which  is 
best  known  in  the  writing  of  Philo.  His  general 
typological  mode  of  thinMng,  his  use  of  the  alle- 
gorical method,  as  well  as  the  adoption  of  many 
terms  that  are  most  familiar  in  Alexandrian  thought, 
all  reveal  the  Hellenistic  mind.  Yet  his  funda- 
mental conceptions  are  in  full  accord  with  the  teach- 
ingof  Paul  and  of  the  Johannine  writings. 

The  central  position  assigned  to  Christ,  the  high 
estimate  of  His  person,  the  saving  significance  of 
His  death,  the  general  trend  of  the  ethical  teaching, 
the  writer's  opposition  to  asceticism  and  his  esteem 
for  the  rulers  and  teachers  of  the  church,  all  bear 
out  the  inference  that  he  belonged  to  a  Christian 
circle  dominated  bv  Pauline  ideas.  The  author 
and  his  readers  aUke  were  not  personal  disciples 
of  Jesus,  but  had  received  the  gospel  from  those  who 
had  heard  the  Lord  (2  3)  and  who  were  no  longer 
living  (13  7).  He  had  lived  among  his  readers, 
and  had  probably  been  their  teacher  and  leader; 
he  is  now  separated  from  them  but  he  hopes  soon 
to  return  to  them  again  (13  18  f). 

Is  it  possible  to  give  a  name  to  this  person? 

(1)  ^though  the  Pauline  tradition  itself  proves 
nothing,  the  internal  evidence  is  conclusive  against 
it.  We  know  enough  about  Paul  to  be  certain  that 
he  could  not  have  written  He,  and  that  is  all  that 
can  be  said  with  confidence  on  the  question  of 
authorship.  The  style  and  language,  the  cate- 
gories of  thought  and  the  method  of  argument,  all 
differ  widely  &om  those  of  any  writings  ascribed 
to  Paul.  The  latter  quotes  the  OT  from  the  Heb 
and  LXX,  but  He  only  from  LXX.  Paul's 
formula  of  quotation  is,  'It  is  written"  or  "The 
scripture  saith";  that  of  He,  "God,"  or  "The  Holy 
Spirit,"  or  "One  somewhere  saith."  For  Paul  the 
OT  is  law,  and  stands  in  antithesis  to  the  NT,  but 
in  He  the  OT  is  covenant,  and  is  the  "shadow"  of 
the  New  Covenant.  Paul's  characteristic  terms, 
"Christ  Jesus,"  and  "Our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,"  are 
never  found  in  He;  and  "Jesus  Christ"  only  3  t 
(10  10;  13  8),  and  "the  Lord"  (for  Christ)  only 
twice  (2  3;  7  14) — phrases  used  by  Paul  over 
600 1  (Zahn).  Paul's  Christology  turns  around  the 
death,  resurrection  and  living  presence  of  Christ 
in  the  church,  that  of  He  around  His  high-priestly 
function  in  neaven.  Their  conceptions  of  God 
differ  accordingly.  In  He  it  is  Judaistic-Platonistic, 
or  (in  later  terminology)  Deistic.  The  revelation 
of  the  Divine  Fatherhood  and  the  consequent 
immanence  of  God  in  history  and  in  the  world  had 
not  possessed  the  author's  mind  as  it  had  Paul's. 
Since  the  present  world  is  conceived  in  He  as  a 
world  of  "shadows,"  God  could  only  intervene  in 
it  W  mediators. 

The  experience  and  conception  of  salvation  are 
also  different  in  these  two  writers.  There  is  no 
evidence  in  He  of  inward  conflict  and  conversion 
and  of  constant  personal  relation  with  Christ,  which 
constituted  the  entire  spiritual  life  of  Paul.  The 
aixwtle's  central  doctrine,  that  of  justification  by 
faith,  does  not  appear  in  He.  Faith  is  less  the 
personal,  mystical  relation  with  Christ,  that  it  is 
for  Paul,  than  a  general  hope  which  lavs  hold  of  the 
future  to  overcome  the  present;  and  salvation  is 
accomplished  by  cleansing,  sanctification  and  per- 
fection, not  by  justification.  While  Paul's  mind 
was  not  uninfluenced  by  Hellenistic  thought,  as  we 
find  it  in  Alexandria  (as,  e.g.  in  Col  and  Eph),  it 
nowhere  appears  in  his  epp.  so  clearly  and  promi- 
nently as  it  does  in  He.  Moreover,  the  author  of 
He  was  probably  a  member  of  the  community  to 
which  he  writes  (13  18  f),  but  Paul  never  stood  in 

Suite  the  relation  supposed  here  to  any  churdi. 
inidly,  Paul  could  not  have  written  He  2  3,  for 
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he  emphatically  declares  that  he  did  not  receive 
his  gospel  from  the  older  disciples  (Gal  1  12:  2  6). 

The  general  Christian  ideas  on  which  He  was 
in  agreement  with  Paul  were  part  of  the  heritage 
which  the  apostle  had  left  to  all  the  churches.  The 
few  more  particular  affinities  of  He  with  certain 
Pauline  writings  (e.g.  He  2  2  ||  Gal  8  19;  He  12 
22;  8  14  II  Gal  4  25;  He  2  10  ||  Rom  11  36; 
also  with  Eph;  see  von  Soden,  HandrCommentoTy  3) 
are  easily  explicable  either  as  due  to  the  author's 
reading  of  PauPs  Epp.  or  as  reminiscences  of  Pauline 
phrases  that  were  current  in  the  churches.  But 
they  are  too  few  and  slender  to  rest  upon  them  any 
presumption  against  the  arguments  which  disprove 
the  Pauline  tradition. 

(2)  The  passage  that  is  most  conclusive  against 
the  Pauline  authorship  (2  3)  is  equally  conclusive 
against  any  other  apostle  being  the  author.  But 
afinost  every  prominent  name  among  the  Chris- 
tians of  the  second  generation  has  been  suggested. 
The  epistle  itself  excludes  Timothy  (13  23),  and 
Titus  awaits  his  turn.  Otherwise  Luke,  Clement 
of  Rome,  Barnabas,  Silas,  ApoUos,  Priscilla  and 
Aquila,  Philip  the  Deacon,  and  Aristion  have  all 
had  their  phampions. 

(a)  The  first  two,  Luke  and  Clement,  were 
brought  in  through  their  connection  with  Paul. 
Where  it  was  recognized  that  a  direct  Pauline 
authorship  could  not  be  maintained,  the  Pauline 
tradition  might  still  be  retained,  if  the  epistle  could 
be  assigned  to  one  of  the  apostle's  disciples.  These 
two  were  fixed  upon  as  being  well-known  writers. 
But  this  very  fact  reveals  the  improbability  of  the 
theory.-  Similar  arguments  from  language  and 
thoufpit  to  those  derived  from  the  comparison  of 
He  with  the  Pauline  writings  avail  also  in  the  com- 
parison of  He  with  the  writings  of  Lk  and  Clement. 
Both  these  disciples  of  the  apostle  adhere  much 
closer  to  his  system  of  thought  than  He  does,  and 
they  reveal  none  of  the  influences  of  Alexandrian 
thought,  which  is  predominant  in  He. 

(6)  Of  all  the  other  persons  suggested,  so  little 
is  known  that  it  is  impossible  to  establish,  with  an^ 
convincing  force,  an  argument  for  or  against  their 
authorship. 

(a)  Barnabas  was  a  Levite  of  Cyprus  (Acts  4 
36),  and  once  a  companion  of  Paul  (Acts  13  2ff). 
Another  ancient  writing  is  called  "the  Epistle  of 
Barnabas,''  but  it  has  no  affinity  with  He.  The 
coincidence  of  the  occurrence  of  the  word  "conso- 
lation'' in  Barnabas'  name  (Acts  4  36)  and  in  the 
writer's  description  of  He  (13  22)  is  quite  irrelevant. 
Tertullian's  tradition  is  the  only  positive  argument 
in  favor  of  the  Barnabas  theory.  It  has  been 
argued  against  it  that  Barnabas,  being  a  Levite, 
could  not  have  shown  the  opposition  to  the  Leviti- 
cal  svstem,  a,nd  the  imfamiliarity  with  it  (He  7 
27;  9  4),  which  is  supposed  to  mark  our  epistle. 
But  the  author's  Levitical  system  was  derived,  not 
from  the  Heb  OT,  nor  from  the  Jerus  temple,  but 
from  Jewish  tradition;  and  the  supposed  inaccu- 
racies as  to  the  daily  sin  offering  (7  27),  and  the 
position  of  the  golden  altar  of  incense  (9  4)  have 
been  traced  to  Jewish  tradition  (see  Moffatt,  Iniro, 
438).  And  the  writer's  hostility  to  the  Levitical 
system  is  not  nearly  as  intense  as  that  of  Paul  to 
Pharisaism.  There  is  nothing  that  renders  it  in- 
trinsically impossible  that  Barnabas  was  the  author, 
nor  is  anything  known  of  him  that  makes  it  prob- 
able; and  if  he  was,  it  is  a  mystery  why  the  tradi- 
tion was  confined  to  Africa. 

(/3)  Hamack  has  areued  the  probabilityof  a  joint 
authorship  by  Priscma  and  Aquila.  The  inter- 
change of  "I"  and  "we"  he  explains  as  due  to  a  dual 
authorship  by  persons  intimately  related,  but  such 
an  interchange  of  the  personal  "I"  and  the  episto- 
lary "we"  can  be  paralleled  in  the  Epp.  of  Paul  (e.g. 


T 


Rom)  where  no  question  of  joint  authorship  arises. 
The  probable  relation  of  the  author  to  a  church  in 
Rome  mav  suit  Priscilla  and  Aquila  (cf  Rom  16  5 
with  He  13  22-24),  but  even  if  this  interpretation 
of  the  aforementioned  passages  were  correct,  it  is 
possible  and  probable  that  Luke,  Barnabas,  Apollos, 
and  certainly  Clement,  stood  in  a  similar  relation 
to  a  Rom  church.    Hamack,  on  this  theory,  ex- 
plains the  disappearance  of  the  author's  name  as 
due  to  prejudice  against  women  teachers.    This 
is  the  only  novel  point  in  favor  of  this  theory  as 
compared  with  several  others;    and  it  does  not 
explain  why  Aquila's  name  should  not  have  been 
retained  with  the  address.    The  evidences  adduced 
of  a  feminine,  mind  behind  the  epistle  are  highly 
disputable.    On  the  other  hand,  a  female  disciple 
of  Paul's  circle  would  scarcely  assume  such  authori- 
ty in  the  church  as  the  author  of  He  does  (13  17  f ; 
df  1  Cor  14  34  f).    And  nothing  that  is  known  of 
Priscilla  and  Aquila  would  suggest  the  culture  and 
the  familiarity  with  Alexandrian  thought  possessed 
by  this  writer.    Acts  18  26  does  not  prove  that 
they  were  expert  and  cultured  teachers,  but  only 
that  they  knew  and  could  repeat  the  sahent  points 
of  Paul's  early  preaching.     00  unusual  a  phenome- 
non as  this  theory  supposes  demands  more  evidence 
to  make  it  evenprobaole.     (But  see  Rendd  Harris, 
Sidelights  on  NT  Research,  148-76.) 

(7)  Philip  the  Deacon  and  Aristion,  "a  disciple 
of  the  Lord"  mentioned  by  Papias,  are  little  more 
than  names  to  u&  No  positive  Knowledge  of  either 
survives  on  which  any  theory  can  be  built.  It  is 
probable  that  both  were  personal  disciples  of  the 
Lord,  and  they  could  not  therefore  have  written 
He  2  3. 

(9)  Apollos  has  found  favor  with  many  scholars 
from  Luther  downward.  No  ancient  tradition 
supports  this  theory,  a  fact  which  tells  heavily 
agamst  it,  but  not  conclusively,  for  someone  must 
have  written  the  letter,  and  his  name  was  actually 
lost  to  eaxly  tradition,  unless  it  were  Barnabas,  and 
that  tradition  too  was  unknown  to  the  vast  majority 
of  the  early  churches.  All  that  is  known  of  Apollos 
suits  the  author  of  He.  He  may  have  learnt  the 
gospel  from  "them  that  heard"  (2  3);  he  was  a 
Jew,  "an  Alexandrian  by  race,  a  learned  [or  elo- 
quent] man,"  "mighty  in  the  Scriptures,"  '*he 
powerfully  confuted  the  Jews"  (Acts  18  24flf), 
and  he  belonged  to  the  same  Pauline  circle  as 
Timothy  and  Titus  (1  Cor  16  10-12;  Tit  8  13;  cf 
He  13  23).  The  Alexandrian  tyi)eof  thought,  the 
affiinities  with  Philo,  the  arguments  from  Jewish 
tradition  and  ceremonial,  the  fluent  style,  may  all 
have  issued  from  "an  eloquent  Jew  of  Alexandria." 
But  it  does  not  follow  that  Apollos  was  the  only 
person  of  this  type.  The  author  may  have  been 
a  Gentile,  as  the  purity  of  his  Gr  language  and 
style  suggests;  and  the  combination  of  Gr  and 
Heb  thought,  which  the  epistle  reflects,  and  even 
Philo's  terms,  may  have  had  a  wide  currency  out- 
side Alexandria,  as  for  instance  in  the  great  cosmo- 
politan cities  of  Asia.  All  that  can  be  said  is  that 
the  author  of  He  was  someone  generally  like  what  is 
known  of  Apollos,  but  who  he  actually  was,  we 
must  confess  with  Origen,  "God  alone  knows." 

IV.  Destination. — ^The  identity  of  the  first  read- 
ers of  He  is,  if  possible,  more  obscure  than  that  of 
the  author.  It  was  written  to  Christians,  and  to  a 
^cific  bodv  or  group  of  Christians  (see  I  above). 
The  title  "to  Hebrews"  might  mean  properly 
Palestinian  Jews  who  spoke  the  Heb  language,  but 
the  fact  that  the  epistle  was  written  in  Gr  excludes 
that  supposition.  It  therefore  meant  Christians 
of  Jewish  origin,  and  gives  no  indication  of  their 
place  of  residence.  The  title  represents  an  early 
inference  drawn  from  the  contents  of  the  document, 
and  the  tradition  it  embodies  was  unanimously 
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accepted  from  the  2d  cent,  down  to  the  early  part  of 
the  fast  cent.  Now,  however ,  a  consideraole  body 
of  critics  hold  that  tne  original  readers  were  Gentiles. 
The  question  is  entirely  one  of  inference  from  the 
contents  of  the  epistle  itself. 

The  readers,  like  the  writer,  received  the  g06p>el 

first  from  "them  that  heard"  (2  3),  from  the  ^r- 

sonal  disciples  of  the  Lord,  but  tney 

1.  General  were  not  of  their  number.  They  had 
Character  of  witnessed  "signs  and  wonders  and 
the  Readers  "manifold  powers"  and  "gifts  of  the 

Holy  Spirit  (2  4).  Their  conversion 
had  been  thorough,  and  their  faith  and  Christian  life 
had  been  of  a  high  order.  They  had  a  sound  knowl- 
edge of  the  first  principles  of  Cnrist  (6  1  ff).  They 
had  become  "partakers  of  Christ,"  and  had  need 
only  to  "hold  fast  the  beginning  of  [their]  confidence 
firm  unto  the  end"  (3  14).  They  had  been  fruitful 
in  good  works,  ministering  unto  the  saints  (6  10), 
enduring  suffering  and  persecution,  and  sympathiz- 
ing with  whose  who  were  imprisoned  (10  32-34). 
AU  this  had  been  in  former  oays  which  appeared 
now  remote.  Their  rulers  and  ministers  of  those 
days  are  now  dead  (18  7).  And  they  themselves 
have  undergone  a  great  change.  While  they  should 
have  been  teachers,  they  have  become  dull  of  hear- 
ing, and  have  need  again  to  be  taught  the  rudiments 
of  the  first  principles  of  the  gospel  (6  12),  and  they 
are  in  danger  of  a  great  apostasy  from  the  faith. 
They  need  warning  against  "an  evil  heart  of  imbe- 
lief,  in  falling  awav  u-om  the  living  God"  (8  12). 
They  are  become  slugsish  (6  12),  profane  like  Esau 
(12  16),  worldly-mi^ed  (18  5).  Perhaps  their 
religion  was  tending  toward  a  false  asceticism  and 
outward  works  (18  4.9).  And  now  that  this  moral 
dulness  and  spiritual  indifference  had  fallen  upon 
them,  they  are  being  subjected  to  a  new  test  bv 
persecution  from  outside  (10  36;  12  4),  which 
renders  the  danger  of  their  falling  away  from  the 
faith  all  the  more  imminent.  The  author  appar- 
ently bases  his  claim  to  warn  them  on  the  fact 
that  he  had  been  a  teacher  among  them,  and  hoped 
soon  to  return  to  them  (18  18  f).  The  same  might 
be  said  perhaps  of  Timothy  (18  23).  Both  author 
and  readers  had  friends  in  Italy  (IS  24)  who  were 
with  the  author  when  he  wrote,  either  in  Italy 
saluting  the  readers  outside,  or  outside,  saluting  the 
readers  in  Italy.  In  all  this  there  is  little  or  nothing 
to  help  to  fix  the  destination  of  the  letter,  for  it 
might  be  true  at  some  time  or  other  of  any  church. 
The  old  tradition  that  the  readers  were  Jews 
claims  some  more  definite  support  from  the  epistle 

itself.    The  writer  assumes  an  inti- 

2.  Jews  or  mate  knowledge  of  the  OT  and  of 
Gentiles?      Jewish  ceremonial  on  their  part.    The 

fathers  of  the  Heb  race  are  also  their 
fathers  (11;  8  9).  The  humanity  that  Christ 
assumed  and  redeemed  is  called  "the  seed  of 
Abraham"  (2  16).  All  this,  however,  might  stand 
in  reference  to  a  gentile  church,  for  the  early  Chris- 
tians, without  distinction  of  race,  regarded  them- 
selves as  the  true  Israel  and  heirs  of  the  Heb  reve- 
lation, and  of  all  that  related  to  it  (1  Cor  10  1; 
Gal  8  7  ff;  4  21  ff ;  Rom  4  11-18).  Still  there 
is  force  in  Zahn's  argument  that  "Hebrews  does  not 
contain  a  single  sentence  in  which  it  is  so  much 
as  intimated  that  the  readers  became  members  of 
God's  people  who  descended  from  Abraham,  and 
heirs  of  the  promise  given  to  them  and  their  fore- 
fathers, and  how  they  became  such"  (Intro  to  NT, 
II,  323).  Zahn  further  finds  a  direct  proof  in  18  13 
that  "both  the  readers  and  the  author  belong  to 
the  Jewish  people  "  which  he  interprets  as  "mean- 
injg  that  the  readers  were  to  renounce  fellowship 
with  the  Jewish  people  who  had  rejected  Jesus,  to 
confess  the  crucified  Jesus,  and  to  take  upon  them- 
selves all  the  ignominy  that  Jesus  met  at  the  hands 


of  his  countrymen"  (ib,  324-25).  But  that  is  too 
large  an  inference  to  draw  from  a  figurative  express 
sion  which  need  not,  and  probably  does  not,  mean 
more  than  an  exhortation  to  rely  on  the  sacrifice 
of  Christ,  rather  than  upon  any  external  rules  and 
ceremonies.  Nor  were  the  "divers  and  strange 
teaching"  about  marriage  and  meats  (184.9) 
necessarily  Jewish  doctrines.  They  might  be  the 
doctrines  of  an  incipient  Gnosticism  which  spread 
widely  throughout  the  Christian  churches,  both 
Jewish  and  gentile,  toward  the  end  of  the  1st  cent. 
There  is  otherwise  no  evidence  that  the  apostasy,  of 
which  the  readers  stood  in  danger,  was  into  Juda- 
ism,  but  it  was  rather  a  general  unbelief  and  "falling 
away  from  the  living  God"  (3  12). 

It  is  the  whole  argument  of  the  epistle,  rather 
than  any  special  references,  that  produced  the  tra- 
dition, and  supports  the  view,  that  the  readers  were 
Jews.  The  entire  message  ot  the  epistle,  the  domi- 
nant claims  of  Christ  and  of  the  Christian  faith, 
rests  upon  the  supposition  that  the  readers  held 
Moses,  Aaron,  the  Jewish  priesthood,  the  old  Cove- 
nant and  the  Levitical  ritual,  in  the  highest  esteem. 
The  author's  argument  is:  You  will  grant  the  Di- 
vine authority  and  greatness  of  Moses,  Aaron  and 
the  Jewish  institutions:  Christ  is  greater  than  they; 
therefore  you  ought  to  be  faithful  to  HinL  He 
assumes  an  exclusively  Jewish  point  of  view  in  the 
minds  of  his  readers  as  his  major  premise.  He 
could  scarcely  do  that,  if  they  had  been  Gentiles. 
Paul,  when  writing  to  the  mixed  church  at  Rome, 
relates  his  philosophy  of  the  Christian  revelation 
to  both  Jewish  and  gentile  pre-Christian  revelation. 
Gentile  Christians  tuiopted  the  Jewish  tradition  as 
their  own  in  consequence  of,  and  secondary  to,  their 
attachment  to  Christianity.  Even  Judaizmg  gentile 
Christians,  such  as  may  be  supposed  to  have  be- 
longed to  the  (jralatian  and  Corinthian  churches, 
adopted  some  parts  of  the  Jewish  law  only  as  a 
supplement  to  Christianity,  but  not  as  its  basis. 

Von  Soden  and  others  have  argued  with  much 
reason  that  these  Christians  were  not  in  danger  of 
falling  back  into  Judaism  from  Christianity,  but 
rather  of  falling  away  from  all  faith  into  unbelief 
and  materialism,  like  the  Israelites  in  the  wilder- 
ness (8  7ff).  or  Esau  (12  16).  With  all  its  refer- 
ences  to  OT  sacrifice  and  ceremonial,  the  letter  con- 
tains not  a  single  warning  against  reviving  them, 
nor  anv  indications  that  the  readers  were  in  danger 
of  so  doing  {HandrCommerUar^  12-16).  But  it  has 
been  too  readily  assumed  that  these  facts  prove 
that  the  readers  were  not  Jews.  The  pressure  of 
social  influence  and  persecution  rendered  Jews  and 
Jewish  Christians,  as  well  as  gentile  Christians, 
liable  to  apostatize  to  heathenism  or  irreligion 
(Wisd  2  10.20;  2  Mace  4,6,7;  Philo,  Dc  JIf tflrro/ionc 
Abrahami,  XVI;  Mt  24  10.12;  Acts  20  30;  1  Cor 
10  7.14;  2  Thess  2  4;  1  Jn  2  18;  5  21:  Pliny 
Ep.  X,  96).  Von  Soden's  argument  really  cuts 
the  other  way.  If  the  writer  had  been  dealing 
with  gentile  Christians  who  were  in  danger  of  re- 
lapsing into  heathenism  or  of  falling  into  religious 
indifference,  his  argument  from  the  shadowy  and 
temporary  glories  of  Judaism  to  the  periect  salvation 
in  Christ  would  avail  nothing,  because,  for  such, 
his  premises  would  depend  upon  his  conclusion. 
But  if  they  were  Jewish  Christians,  even  though 
leaning  toward  heathenism,  his  argument  is  well 
calculated  to  call  up  on  its  side  all  the  dormant  force 
of  their  early  religious  training.  He  is  not  arguing 
them  out  of  a  "subtle  Judaism''  quickened  by  the 
zeal  of  a  propaganda  (Moffatt,  IrUrOi  449-50),  but 
from  "drifting  away"  (2  1),  from  "neglect"  (2  3), 
from  "an  evil  heart  of  unbelief,  in  falling  away  from 
the  living  God"  (8  12),  from  "disobedience"  (4  11), 
from  "a  duhiess  of  hearing"  (5  11),  but  into  "dili- 
gence ....  that  ye  be  not  sluggish"   (6  11  f), 
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into  '0)01(111688  and  patience"  (10  35  f),  and  to  "lift 
up  the  hands  that  hang  down,  and  the  palsied 
knees''  (12  12);  and  this  he  might  well  do  oy  his 
appeal  to  their  whole  religious  experience,  both 
Jewish  and  Christian,  and  to  the  whole  religious 
history  of  their  race. 

The  question  of  the  locality  of  these  "Hebrews" 
remains   a   matter   for   mere   conjecture.    Jems, 
Alexandria,  Rome,  Antioch,  Colossae, 
8.  The  Ephesus,  6erea,  Kavenna  and  other 

Locality  of  places  have  been  suggested.  Tradi- 
the  Readers  tion.  since  Clement  of  Alexandria, 
fixed  on  Jems,  but  on  the  untenable 
ground  that  the  letter  was  written  to  Aram.- 
speaking  Jews.  The  undisputed  fact  that  it  was 
written  in  Gr  tells  against  Jems.  So  does  the 
absence  of  all  reference  to  the  temple  ritual,  and 
the  mention  of  almsgiving  as  the  chief  grace  of  the 
"Hebrews"    (6  10).    Jems   received   rather   than 

SEtve  alms.  Nor  is  it  likely  that  all  the  personal 
isciples  of  the  Lord  would  have  died  out  m  Jems 
(2  3).  And  it  could  not  be  charged  against  the 
mother  church  that  it  had  produced  no  teachers 
(6  12).  These  points  also  tell  with  almost  equal 
force  against  any  Palestinian  locality. 

Alexandria  was  suggested  as  an  alternative  to 
Jems,  on  the  supposition  that  those  references  to 
Jewisn  ritual  which  did  not  correspond  with  the 
Jems  ritual  (7  27;  9  4;  10  11)  might  refer  to  the 
temple  at  Leontopolis.  But  the  ritual  system  of 
the  epistle  is  that  of  the  tabernacle  and  of  tradition, 
and  not  of  any  temple.  The  Alexandrian  character 
of  the  letter  has  bearing  on  the  identity  of  the 
author,  but  not  so  much  on  that  of  his  readers.  The 
erroneous  idea  that  Paul  was  the  author  arose  in 
Alexandria,  but  it  would  have  been  least  likely  to 
arise  where  the  letter  was  originally  sent. 

Rome  has  lately  found  much  favor.  We  first 
learn  of  the  existence  of  the  letter  at  Rome.  The 
phrase  "they  of  Italy  salute  you"  (13  24)  implies 
that  either  the  writer  or  his  readers  were  in  Italy. 
It  may  be  more  natural  to  think  of  the  writer,  with 
a  small  group  of  Italian  friends  away  from  nome, 
sending  greetings  to  Italy,  than  to  suppose  that  a 
greeting  from  Italy  generally  was  sent  to  a  church 
at  a  distance.  It  is  probable  that  a  body  of  Jewish 
Christians  existed  in  Rome,  as  in  other  large  cities 
of  the  Empire.  But  this  view  does  not,  as  von 
Soden  thinks,  explain  any  coincidences  between  He 
and  Rom.  A  Rom  origin  might.  It  could  explain 
the  use  of  He  by  Clement.  But  the  letter  might 
also  have  come  to  Rome  by  Clement's  time,  even 
though  it  was  originally  sent  elsewhere.  The 
slender  arguments  in  favor  of  Rome  find  favor 
chiefly  because  no  arguments  can  be  adduced  in 
favor  of  any  other  place. 

V.  Datm, — ^The  latest  date  for  the  composition 

of  He  is  clearly  fixed  as  earlier  than  96  AD  by 

reason  of  its  use  by  Clement  of  Rome 

1.  Terminal  about  that  time.  There  is  no  justi- 
Dates  fication  for  the  view  that  He  shows 

dependence  on  Jos.  The  earliest  date 
cannot  be  so  definitely  fixed.  The  apparent  de- 
pendence of  He  on  Paul's  Epp.,  Gal,  1  Cor  and 
Kom,  brings  it  beyond  50  AD. 

But  we  have  data  in  the  epistle  itself  which  re- 
quire a  date  considerably  later.    The  readers  had 

been  converted  by  personal  disciples 

2.  Conver-  of  the  Lord  (2  3).  They  did  not, 
sion  and  therefore,  belong  to  the  earliest  group 
History  of  of  Christians.  But  it  is  not  necessary 
Readers        to  suppose  a  long  interval  between  the 

Lord  s  ascension  and  their  conversion. 
The  disciples  were  scattered  widely  from  Jems  by 
the  persecution  that  followed  the  death  of  Stephen 
(Acts  8  1).  "We  may  well  believe  that  the  vig- 
orous preaching  of  St.  Stephen  would  set  a  wave 


in  motion  which  would  be  felt  even  at  Rome"  (San- 
day,  Romans f  xxviii).  They  are  not,  ther^orcL 
necessarily  to  be  described  as  Christians  of  the  2a 
generation  in  the  strict  chronological  sense.  But 
the  letter  was  written  a  considerable  time  after  their 
conversion.  They  have  had  time  for  great  devek>p- 
ment  (5  12).  They  have  forgotten  the  former  days 
after  their  conversion  (10  32).  Their  early  leaders 
are  now  dead  (18  7).  Yet  the  majority  of  the 
church  still  consists  of  the  first  converts  (2  3;  10 
32).  And  although  no  argument  can  be  based 
upon  the  mention  of  40  years  (3  9),  for  it  is  only 
an  incidental  phrase  in  a  quotation,  yet  no  longer 
interval  could  lie  between  the  founding  of  the 
church  and  the  writing  of  the  letter.  It  might  be 
shorter.  And  the  church  may  have  been  founded 
at  any  time  from  32  to  70  AD. 

The  doctrinal  development  represented  in  He 
stands  midway  between  the  system  of  the  later 
Pauline  Epp.  (Phil,  Col,  Eph)  and  that 
8.  Doctrinal  of  the  Johannine  writings.  The  divers 
Develop-  and  strange  teachings  mentioned  in- 
ment  elude  only  such  ascetic  tendencies  about 

meat  and  marriage  (18  4.9)  as  are  re- 
flected in  Paul's  Epp.  early  and  late.  There  is  no 
sign  of  the  appearance  of  the  full-blown  heresies  of 
the  Ebionites,  Docetists,  and  Gnostics,  which  be- 
came prevalent  before  the  end  of  the  1st  cent.  On 
the  other  hand  the  Logos-doctrine  as  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  person  of  Christ  (1  1-4)  is  more  fully 
thought  out  than  in  Paul,  but  less  explicit,  and  less 
assimilated  with  the  purpose  of  Christianity,  than  in 
the  Fourth  Gospel. 

It  has  been  argued  that  the  letter  must  have  been 

written  before  the  fall  of  Jems  in  70  AD,  because 

in  writing  to  a  Jewish  community, 

4.  The  Fall  and  esp.  in  dealing  with  Jewish  ritual, 
of  Jerusa-  the  writer  would  have  referred  to  that 
lem  event,  if  it  had  happened.    This  point 

would  be  relevant,  if  the  letter  had 
been  addressed  to  Jems,  which  is  highly  improb- 
able. But,  at  a  distance,  an  authcfr  so  utterly  un- 
concerned with  contemporary  history  could  easily 
have  omitted  mention  of  even  so  important  a  fact. 
For  in  fact  the  author  never  mentions  the  temple 
or  its  ritual.  His  system  is  that  of  the  tabernacle 
of  the  OT  and  of  Jewish  tradition.  The  writer's 
interest  is  not  in  historical  Judaism,  and  his  omis- 
sion to  mention  the  great  catastrophe  does  not  prove 
that  it  had  not  occurred.  The  use  of  the  present 
tense  of  the  ritual  does  not  imply  its  present  con- 
tinuance. "The  present  expresses  the  fact  that 
so  it  is  enjoined  in  the  law,  the  past  that  with  the 
founding  of  the  New  Covenant  the  old  had  been 
abolished"  (Peake,  Hebrews^  39). 

A  point  of  contact  with  contemporary  history 
is  found  in  the  fact  that  Timothy  was  still  living 

and  active  when  He  was  written  (13 

5.  Timothy  23),   but  it  does  not  carry   us  far. 

Timothy  was  a  young  man  and  already 
a  disciple,  when  Paul  visited  Galatia  on  his  2d 

i'oumey  about  46  AD  (Acts  16  1).  And  he  may 
lave  lived  to  the  end  of  the  century  or  near  to  it. 
It  cannot  be  safely  argued  from  the  mere  mention 
of  his  name  alone,  that  JPaul  and  his  other  com- 
panions were  dead. 

Two  incidents  in  the  history  of  the  readers  are 
mentioned  which  afford  further  ground  for  a  some- 
what  late   date.    Immediatelv   after 

6.  Two  their  conversion,  th^  suffered  perse- 
Perse-  cution,  "a  great  conflict  of  sufferings; 
cutions          partly,  being  made  a  gazingstock  both 

oy  reproaches  and  afflictions;  and 
partly,  becoming  partakers  with  them  that  were  so 
used"  (He  10  32  f).  And  now  again,  when  the 
letter  is  written,  they  are  entering  upon  another 
time  of  similar  trial,  in  which  they  "have  need  of 
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patience"  (10  36).  though  they  "have  not  yet  re- 
sisted unto  blood  (12  4).  Their  leaders,  at  least, 
it  would'  appear,  the  writer  and  Timothy,  have  also 
been  in  prison,  out  one  is  at  liberty  and  the  other 
expects  to  be  soon  (13  19.23).  It  has  been  con- 
jectured that  the  first  persecution  was  that  under 
Nero  in  64  AD,  and  the  second,  that  in  the  reign  of 
Domitian,  after  81  AD.  But  when  it  is  remem- 
bered that  in  some  part  of  the  Empire  Christians 
were  almost  always  under  persecution,  and  that  the 
locale  of  these  readers  is  very  uncertain,  these  last 
criteria  do  not  justify  any  dogmatizing.  It  is 
certain  that  the  letter  was  written  in^  the  second 
half  of  the  1st  cent.  Certain  general  impressions, 
the  probability  that  the  first  apostles  and  leaders 
of  the  church  were  dead,  the  absence  of  any  men- 
tion of  Paul,  the  development  of  Paul's  theological 
ideafl  in  a  new  medium,  the  disappearance  of  the 
early  enthusiasm,  the  many  and  great  changes  that 
had  come  over  the  community,  point  strongly  to 
the  last  quarter  of  the  century.  The  opinions  of 
scholars  at  present  seem  to  converge  about  the  year 
80  AD  or  a  little  later. 

V7.   Conimnts  and  Tmaehing. — 


I.    The  Revelation  of  God  in  His  Son  (1-2). 

1.  Christ  the  completion  of  revelation  (1  1-3). 

2.  Christ's    superiority   over   the    angels 

«    «  (1  4ff). 

1.  Summary       (l^  Because  He  is  a  Son  (1  4-6). 

of  Contents        1?)  Because  His  reign  is  eternal  (1  7  (T)* 

3.  The   daneers   of   neglecting    salvation 
through  the  Son  (2  l-^). 

4.  The  Son  and  humanity  (2  5  IT). 

(1)  The  lowliness  ana  dignity  of  man  (2  5-8). 


(2)  Necessity  for  the  Incarnation  (2  9  ff). 
(a)  To  fulfil  God's  gracious  purpose  (2  Of). 
(6)  That  the  Saviour  and  saved  miight  be 

one  (2  11-15). 
(e)   That  the  Saviour  may  sympathize  with 
the  saved  (2  16 ff). 
II.    The  Prince  of  Salvation  (8  1—4  13). 

1.  Christ  as  Son  superior  to  Moses  as  servant 
(8  1-6). 

2.  Consequences  of  Israel's  unbelief  (8  7-11). 

3.  Warning  the  "Hebrews"  against  similar  unbe- 
lief (8  12  ff). 

4.  Exhortations  to  faithfulness  (4  1-13). 

(1)  Because  a  rest  remains  for  the  people  of 
God  (4  1-11). 

(2)  Because  the  onmisdent  God  is  Judge  (4 
12  f). 

III.    TheGreatHighPriest  (4  14— 10  18). 

1.  Christ's  priesthood  the  Christian's  confidence 

(4    14r-16). 

2.  Christ  has  the  essential  qualifications  for  priest- 
hood (5  1-10). 


(1)  Sympathy  with  men  (5  1-3). 

(2)  God  s  appointment  (5  4 


4-10). 

3.  l^he  spirituafdulness  of  the  Hebrews  (5  11—6 

12l. 

(1)  Their  lack  of  growth  in  knowledge  (5  11  ff). 

(2)  "Press  on  unto  perfection"  (6  1-3). 

(3)  The  danger  of  falling  away  from   Christ 
(6  4-8). 

(4)  Their  past  history  a  ground  for  hoping 
better  things  (6  0-12). 

4.  God's  oath  the  ground  of  Christ's  priesthood 
and  of  the  believer's  hope  (6  13  ff) . 

5.  Christ  a  priest  after  the  order  of  Melchizedek 


The  history  of  Melchizedek  (7  1-3). 


(7  1  ff). 

(1)  The 

(2)  The  superiority  of  his  order  over  that  of 
Aaron  (7  4-10). 

(3)  Supersession   of   the    Aaronic    priesthood 
(7  11-19). 

(4)  Superiorityof  Christ's  priesthood  (7  20-24). 

(5)  Christ  a  priest  befitting  us  (7  24  ff). 
6.  Christ  the  true  high  priest  (8  1—10  18). 

(1)  Because   He  entered   the   true   sanctuary 
(8  1-5). 

(2)  Because  He  is  priest  of  the  New  Covenant 
(8  6fl). 

(3)  A  description  of  the  old  tabernacle  and  its 
services  (9  1-7). 

(4)  Ineffectiveness  of  its  sacrifices  (9  8-10). 

(5)  Superiority  of  Christ's  sacrifice  (9  11-14). 

(6)  The  Mediator  of  the  New  Covenant  through 
His  own  blood  (9  15  ff). 

(7)  Weakness  of  the  sacrifices  of  the  law  (10 
1-5). 

(8)  Incarnation  for  the  sake  of  sacrifice  (10 
6-9). 

(0)  The  one  satisfactory  sacrifice  (10  10-18). 


IV.    Practical  Exhortations  (10  19 — 18  25). 

1.  Draw  near  to  God  and  hold  fast  the  faith  (10 
19-23). 

2.  The  responsibility  of  Christians  and  the  Judg- 
ment of  God  (10  24-31). 

3.  Past  faithfulness  a  ground  for  present  confi- 
dence (10  32  ff). 

4.  The  household  of  faith  (11  Iff). 

(1)  What  is  faith?  (11  1-3). 

(2)  The  examples  of  faith  (11  4-32). 

(3)  The  triimiphs  of  faith  (11  33  ff). 

5.  Run  the  race  lookine  unto  Jesus  (12  1-3) . 

6.  Sufferings  as  discipline  from  the  Father   (12 
4-11). 

7.  The  duty  of  helping  and  loving  the  brethren 
(12  12-17).  ^ 

8.  Comparison  of  the  trials  and  privileges  of  Chris- 
tians with  those  of  the  Israelites  (12  18  ff). 

9.  Various  duties  (18  1-17). 

(1)  Moral  and  social  relations  (18  1-6). 

(2)  Loyalty  to  leaders  (18  7  f). 

(3)  Beware  of  Jewish  heresies  (18  9-14). 

(4)  Ecclesiastical  worship  and  order  (18  15-17). 
10.  Personal  affairs  and  greetings  (18  18  ff). 

(1)  A  request  for  the  prayers  of  the  church 
(13  18  f). 


(2)  A  prayer  for  the  church  (18  20  f). 

(3)  "Bear  with  the  word  of  exhortation" 
22). 

"Our  brother  Timothy"  (18  23). 
Greethigs  (18  24). 
Grace  (18  25). 


(18 


2.  The 

Main 

Theme 


The  theme  of  the  epistle  is  the  absoluteness  of  the 
Christian  religion,  as  based  upon  the  preeminence 
of  Jesus  Christ,  the  one  and  only 
mediator  of  salvation.  The  essence 
of  Christ's  preeminence  is  that  He 
fully  realizes  in  His  own  person  the 
principles  of  revelation  and  recon- 
ciliation. It  is  made  manifest  in  His  superiority 
over  the  Jewish  system  of  salvation,  which  He  there- 
fore at  once  supersedes  and  fulfils.  TTie  author's 
working  concept  is  the  Logos-doctrine  of  Philo;  and 
the  empirical  data  to  which  it  is  related  is  the  reli- 
gious history  of  Israel,  as  it  culminates  in  Chris- 
tianity. He  makes  no  attempt  to  prove  either  his 
ideal  first  principles  or  his  historical  premises,  and 
his  philosophv  of  religion  takes  no  account  of  the 
heathen  world.  The  inner  method  of  his  argument 
is  to  fit  Judaism  and  Christianity  into  the  Logos- 
concept:  but  his  actual  is  related  to  the  ideal  in  the 
way  of  Plato's  antithesis,  of  shadow  and  reality,  of 
pattern  and  original,  rather  than  in  Aristotle's  way 
of  development,  although  the  influence  of  the  latter 
method  may  often  be  traced,  as  in  the  history  of 
faith,  which  is  carried  back  to  the  beginnings  of 
history,  but  is  made  perfect  only  in  the  Christian 
consunmiation  (11  40).  In  a  number  of  other 
ideas  the  teleological  movement  may  be  seen  cutting 
across  the  categories  of  shadow  and  reahty  (1  3; 

I  10;  4  8f;  5  8f;  9  12;  10  12;  12  22). 

The  form  of  the  argument  may  be  described  as 
either  rabbinical  or  Alexandrian.  The  writer,  after 
laying  down  his  proposition,  proceeds 
to  prove  it  by  quotations  from  the  OT, 
taken  out  of  their  context  and  his- 
torical connection,  adapted  and  even 
changed  to  suit  his  present  purpose. 
This  practice  was  common  to  Palestinian  and  AleX" 
andrian  writers;  as  was  also  the  use  of  allegoiy, 
which  plays  a  large  part  in  He  (e.g.  3  7^4  11;  13 

II  f).  But  the  writer's  allegorical  method  diners 
from  that  of  the  rabbis  in  that  it  is  like  Philo's, 
part  of  a  conscious  philosophy,  according  to  which 
the  whole  of  the  past  and  present  history  of  the 
world  is  only  a  shadow  of  the  true  realities  which 
are  laid  up  in  heaven  (8  5;  0  23f;  10  1).  His 
interest  in  historical  facts,  in  OT  writers,  in  Jewish 
institutions  and  even  in  the  historical  lite  of  Jesus, 
is  quite  subordinate  to  his  prepossession  with  the 
eternal  and  heavenly  realities  which  they,  in  more 
or  less  shadowy  fashion,  represent.  That  the 
affinities  of  He  are  Alexandrian  rather  than  Pales- 
tinian is  further  proved  by  many  philological  and 
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literary  correspondences  with  Wisd  and  Philo. 
Most  of  the  characteristic  terms  and  phrases  of  the 
epistle  are  also  found  in  these  earlier  writers.  It  has 
been  argued  that  He  and  Wisd  came  from  the  same 
hand,  and  it  seems  certain  that  the  author  of  He 
was  famiUar  with  both  Wisd  and  the  writings  of 
Philo  (Plumptre  in  Expos,  I,  329  ft,  409  ff:  von 
Soden  in  Hand^Commentar,  &-6).  Li  Philo  the 
dualism  of  appearance  and  reality  finds  its  ultimate 

Suthesis  in  his  master-conception  of  the  Logos,  and 
though  this  term  does  not  appear  in  He  in  Philo's 
sense,  the  doctrine  is  set  forth  in  Philonic  phrase- 
ology in  the  opening  verses  (1  1-4).  As  Logos, 
Christ  excels  the  prophets  as  revealer  of  God,  is 
superior  to  the  angels  who  were  the  mediators  of  the 
ola  Covenant,  and  is  more  glorious  than  Moses  as 
the  builder  of  God's  true  tabernacle,  His  eternal 
house;  He  is  a  greater  Saviour  than  Joshua,  for  He 
brings  his  own  to  final  restj  and  He  supersedes  the 
Aaronic  priesthood,  for  while  they  ministered  in  a 
''holy  place  made  with  hands,  like  in  pattern  to  the 
true/'  under  a  "law  having  a  shadow  of  the  good 
things  to  come;  not  the  very  image  of  the  things" 
(9  24;  10  1),  He  ''having  come  a  high  priest  of  the 
good  things  to  come,  through  the  greater  and  more 
perfect  tabernacle,  not  niade  with  hands  .... 
nor  yet  through  the  blood  of  goats  and  calves,  but 
through  his  own  blood,  entered  in  once  for  all  into 
the  holy  place,  having  obtained  eternal  redemp- 
tion" (9  11  f). 

Yet  it  is  possible  to  exaggerate  the  dependence 
of  He  on  Alexandrian  thought.    Deeper  than  the 
allegorical  interpretation  of  passages 
4.  The  culled    from  the  LXX,  deeper   than 

Christian  the  Logos-philosophy  which  formed 
Factor  the  framework  of  his  thought,  is  the 

writer's  experience  and  idea  of  the 
personal  Christ.  His  central  interest  lies,  not  in 
the  theoretical  scheme  which  he  adopts,  but  in  the 
living  person  who,  while  He  is  the  eternal  realitv 
behind  all  shadows,  and  the  very  image  of  God  s 
essence,  is  also  our  brother  who  lived  and  suffered 
on  earth,  the  author  of  our  salvation,  our  "fore- 
runner within  the  veil,"  who  "is  able  to  save  to  the 
uttermost  them  that  draw  near  unto  God  through 
him,  seeing  he  ever  liveth  to  make  intercession 
for  them"  (1  1-4;  2  14ff;  8  10;  6  7-9;  4  14r-15; 
6  20;  7  25).  As  in  Paul  and  Jn,  so  in  He,  the 
historical  and  ever-living  Christ  comes  in  as  an 
original  and  creative  element,  which  transforms 
the  abstract  philosophy  of  Hellenistic  thought  into 
a  living  system  ot  salvation.  Because  of^  His 
essential  and  personal  preeminence  over  the  insti- 
tutions and  personalities  of  the  old  Covenant, 
Christ  has  founded  a  new  Covenant,  given  a  new 
revelation  and  proclaimed  a  new  gospel.  The 
writer  never  loses  sight  of  the  present  bearing  of 
these  eternal  realities  on  the  lives  of  his  readers. 
They  are  for  their  warning  against  apostasy,  for 
their  encouragement  in  the  lace  of  persecution,  and 
for  their  undying  hope  while  they  'run  the  race 
that  is  set  before  [them],  looking  unto  Jesus  the 
author  and  perfecter  of  ...  .  faith'  (2  3;  8  12ff; 
4  Iff;  10  28 ff;  12  lf.22ff). 

LiTERATtJBE. — (1)  Oomm.  by  A.  S.  Peake,  Century 
Bible;  A.  B.  Davidson,  Bible  Handbooks;  MarcuB  Dods, 
Bxpoeitor'e  Gr  Teat.;  T.  C.  Edwards,  Sxpoeitor'a  Bible; 
F.  RendaU  (London.  1888};  Westcott*  (1903);  von 
Sodon,  Hand-Commentar;  Hollmann,  Die  Sehriftendea  NT. 

(2)  Introductions  by  Moffatt,  Introduction  to  the  Lit, 
of  the  N  T;  A.  B.  Bruce  in  HDB;  von  Soden  In  EB ;  Zahn, 
Intro  to  the  NT;  H.H.B  Ayles,  Destination.  Date,  and 
Authorship  of  the  Bp.  to  the  He;  Hamack,  ProbabQia 
ttber  die  Addresse  und  den  Verfasser  des  Hebr&erbriefes," 
ZNTW,  I  (1900);  W.  Wrede.  Das  literarische  R&tsel  des 
Hebrderbriefes    (1906). 

(3)  Theology:  Bruce,  The  Ep.  to  the  He;  Milligan, 
The  Theology  of  the  Ep.  to  the  He;  M6n6goz,  La  thiologie 
de  I'ipitre  auz  Hibreux,  For  fuller  list,  see  Moffatt,  op. 
c*t.  ^    ^ 
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HEBREWS,  GOSPEL  ACCORDING  TO  THE 
(Eiary^Xiov  Kae*  *EpfMitovf,  Euaggilian  kath*  He- 
bralou8y  r6  'E^pauc^v,  id  H^cAkdUf  r6  'IovSomc6v, 
t6  lovdixUc&n;  Evangdium  Hebrcieorum,  Judaeorum) : 

1.  References  in  Early  Church  History 

2.  Its  Character  and  Contents 

3.  Its  Circulation  and  Language 

4.  Relation  to  St.  Matthew 
6.  Time  of  Composition 

6.  Uncanonlcal  Sayings  and  Incidents 

7.  Conclusion 

LlTSBATUBB 

''The  Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews"  was 
a  work  of  early  Christian  literature  to  which  refer- 
ence is  frequently  made  by  the  church  Fathers  in 
the  first  five  centuries,  and  of  which  some  twenty 
or  more  fragments,  preserved  in  their  writings,  have 
come  down  to  us.  The  book  itself  has  long  dis- 
appeared. It  has,  however,  been  the  subject  of 
many  critical  surmises  and  discussions  in  the  course 
of  the  last  century.  It  has  been  regarded  as  the 
original  record  of  the  life  of  Jesus,  the  Archimedes- 
point  of  the  whole  gospel  history.  From  it  Justin 
Martyr  has  been  represented  as  deriving  his  knowl- 
edge of  the  works  and  words  of  Christ,  and  to  it 
have  been  referred  the  gospel  quotations  found  in 
Justin  and  other  early  writers  when  these  deviate 
in  any  measure  from  the  text  of  the  canonical  gos- 
pels. Recent  discussions  have  thrown  consider- 
able light  upon  the  problems  connected  with  this 
Gospel,  and  a  large  kterature  has  grown  up  around 
it  of  which  the  most  important  works  will  oe  noted 
below. 

Speaking  of  Papias  Eusebius  mentions  that  he 
has  related  the  story  of  a  woman  who  was  accused 
of  many  sins  before  the  Lord,  which  is  contained 
in  the  "Gospel  according  to  the  He- 
1.  Refer-  brews."  This  does  not  prove  that 
ences  in  Papias  was  acquainted  with  this  Gospel, 
Early  for  he  might  have  obtained  the  story. 

Church  which  cannot  any  longer  be  regarded 
History  as  part  of  St.  John's  Gospel,  from  oral 
tradition.  But  there  is  a  certain  sig- 
nificance in  Eusebius'  mentioning  it  in  this  connec- 
tion (Euseb.,  HEf  III,  xxxix,  16).  Eusebius,  speak- 
ing of  IgnoHua  and  his  epp.,  takes  notice  of  a  saving 
of  Jesus  which  he  quotes  (Ep.  ad  Smym,  iii;  cf  Lk 
24  39),  'Take,  handle  me,  and  see  that  I  am  not 
an  incorporeal  spirit."  The  saying  differs  materially 
from  the  saying  in  St.  Luke's  uospel,  and  Eusebius 
says  he  has  no  knowledge  whence  it  had  been  taken 
by  Ignatius.  ^  Jerome,  however,  twice  over  attrib- 
utes the  saying  to  the  "Gospel  according  to  the 
Hebrews."  and  Origen  quotes  it  from  the  "Teaching 
of  Peter."  Ignatius  may  have  got  the  saying  from 
oral  tradition,  and  we  cannot,  therefore,  be  sure  that 
he  knew  this  Gospel. 

The  first  early  Christian  writer  who  is  mentioned 
as  having  actually  used  the  "Gospel  according  to 
the  Hebrews"  is  Hegesippus,  who  nourished  in  the 
second  half  of  the  2a  cent.  Eusebius,  to  whom  we 
owe  the  reference,  tells  us  that  Hegesippus  in  his 
Memoirs  quotes  passages  from  "the  S^ac  Gospel 
according  to  the  Hebrews"  ( HE,  IV,  xxii,  7). 

IrenaeuSj  in  the  last  quarter  of  the  2d  cent.,  says 
the  Ebiomtes  use  only  the  "Gospel  according  to 
Matthew"  and  reject  the  apostle  Paul,  calling  nim 
an  apostate  from  the  law  {Ado.  Haer.^  i.  2^,  2). 
There  is  reason  to  believe  that  there  is  some  con- 
fusion in  this  statement  of  Lrenaeus^or  we  have  the 
testimony  of  Eusebius,  Jerome  and  Epiphanius  that 
it  was  the  "Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews"  that 
was  used  by  the  Ebionites.  With  this  qualification 
we  may  accept  Irenaeus  as  a  witness  to  this  Gospel. 

Clement  of  Alexandria  early  in  the  3d  cent, 
quotes  from  it  an  apocryphal  saying  with  the  same 
formula  as  he  employs  for  quotation  of  Holy  Scrip- 
ture {Strom,  f  ii.9).    Origen,  Clement's  successor  at 
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Alexandria,  has  one  very  striking  quotation  from 
the  * 'Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews"  (Comm.  in 
Joanrif  ii),  and  Jerome  says  this  Gospel  is  often  used 
by  Origen. 

EusebiuSy  in  the  first  half  of  the  4th  cent.,  men- 
tions that  the  Ebionites  use  only  the  "Gospel  ac- 
cording to  the  Hebrews"  and  take  small  account  of 
the  others  {HE,  III,  xxvii.  4).  He  has,  besides, 
other  references  to  it,  and  in  nis  widely  known  classi- 
fication of  Christian  Scriptures  into  "acknowledged" 
"disputed,"  and  "rejected,"  he  mentions  this  Gos- 
pel which  he  says  some  have  placed  in  the  last 
category,  although  those  of  the  Hebrews  who  have 
accepted  Christ  are  delighted  with  it  (HEf  III,  xxv, 
5).  Eusebius  had  himself  in  all  probability  seen 
and  handled  the  book  in  the  library  of  his  friend 
Pamphilus  at  Caesarea,  where  Jerome,  half  a  cen- 
tury later,  found  it  and  tr**  it. 

Epiphaniua,  who  lived  largely  in  Pal,  and  wrote 
his  treatise  on  heresies  in  the  latter  half  of  the  4th 
cent.,  has  much  to  say  of  the  Ebionites,  and  the 
Nazarenes.  Speaking  of  the  Ebionites,  he  says  they 
receive  the  "Gospel  according  to  Matthew"  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  others,  mentioning  that  it  alone  of 
the  NT  books  is  in  Heb  speech  ana  Heb  characters, 
and  is  called  the  "Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews 
(Hoar.,  XXX.3).  He  goes  on  to  sa^,  that  their  "Gos- 
pel according  to  Matthew,"  as  it  is  named,  is  not 
complete  but  falsified  and  mutilated,  "and  they  call 
it  the  Heb  Gospel"  (Ho^r.,  xxx.I3).  The  quota- 
tions which  Epiphanius  proceeds  to  make  show  that 
this  Gospel  diverges  considerably  from  the  canoni- 
cal Gospel  of  Mt  and  may  well  be  that  according 
to  the  Hebrews.  It  is  more  likely  that  "the  Gospel 
according  to  Matthew,  very  fuU,  in  Hebrew,"  of 
which  Epiphanius  speaks,  when  telling  about  the 
Nazarene,  is  the  Heb  "Gospel  of  Matthew"  attested 
by  Papias,  Irenaeus,  and  a  widespread  early  tradi- 
tion. But  as  Epiphanius  confesses  he  does  not 
know  whether  it  nas  the  genealogies,  it  is  clear  he 
was  not  himself  acquainted  with  the  txx>k. 

Jerome,  toward  the  end  of  the  4th  cent.,  is  our 
chief  authority  for  the  circulation  and  use  of  the 
"Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews,"  although  his 
later  statements  on  the  subject  do  not  always  a^ree 
with  the  earlier.    He  was  proud  of  being  "trilin- 

Siis,"  acquainted  with  Heb  as  well  as  with  Lat  and 
r.  "There  is  a  Gospel,"  he  says,  "which  the 
Nazarenes  and  Ebionites  use,  which  I  lately  tr^  from 
the  Heb  ton^e  into  Gr  and  which  is  called  by  manv 
the  autlientic  Gospel  of  Matthew"  (Comm.  on  Mt 
12  13).  The  fact  here  mentioned,  that  he  tr<^  the 
work,  seems  to  imply  that  this  Gospel  was  really 
something  different  from  the  canonical  Mt  which  he 
had  in  his  hands.  In  another  place,  however,  he 
writes:  "Matthew  ....  first  ol  all  composed  the 
Gospel  of  Christ  in  Heb  letters  and  words,  in  Ju- 
daea, for  behoof  of  those  of  the  circumcision  who 
had  believed,  and  it  is  not  quite  certain  who  after- 
ward tr**  it  into  Gr.  But  the  very^  Heb  is  pre- 
served to  this  day  in  the  Caesarean  library,  which 
Pamphilus  the  Martyr,  with  such  Cftre.  collected. 

1  myself  was  allowed  the  opportunity  of  copying  it 
by  the  Nazarenes  in  Berea  who  use  this  volume. 
In  which  it  is  to  be  observed  that  the  evangelist, 
when  he  uses  the  testimonies  of  the  OT,  either  m  his 
own  person,  or  in  that  of  the  Lord  and  Saviour,  does 
not  follow  the  authority  of  the  LXX  translators, 
but  the  Heb.  Of  those,  the  following  are  two  ex- 
amples: 'Out  of  Egypt  nave  I  called  my  Son'  (Mt 

2  15  AV) :  and  'He  shall  be  called  a  Nazarene' 
(Mt  2  23)"  (De  Vir.  lU.,  iii).  It  certamly  looks  as 
if  in  the  former  instance  Jerome  meant  the  Gospel 
according  to  the  Hebrews,  and  in  the  latter  the 
well-authenticated  Heb  Gospel  of  St.  Matthew. 
At  a  later  time,  however,  Jerome  appears  to  with- 
draw this  and  to  introduce  a  confusing  or  even  con- 


tradictory note.  His  words  are:  "In  the  Gospel 
according  to  the  Hebrews,  which  was  written  in- 
deed in  the  Chaldee-Syr  (Aram.)  language,  but  in 
Heb  characters,  which  the  Nazarenes  use  as  the 
'Gospel  of  the  Apostles,'  or  as  most  people  think 
'according  to  Matthew,'  which  also  is  contained 
in  the  library  at  Caesarea,  the  narrative  says" 
{Adv.  Pdag.f  iii.2).  As  he  proceeds,  he  quotes 
passages  which  are  not  in  the  canonical  Mt.  He 
also  says:  "That  Gospel  which  is  called  the  Gospel 
of  the  Hebrews  which  was  latedly  tr**  by  me  into 
Gr  and  Lat,  and  was  used  frequently  by  Origen" 
(Catal.  Script.  Ecd.f  "Jacobus").  Jerome's  notices 
of  the  actual  Gospel  were  frequent,  detailed  and 
uneouivocal. 

Nicephorua  at  the  beginning  of  the  9th  cent,  puts 
the  Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews  in  his  list  of 
disputed  books  of  the  NT  along  with  the  Apocalypse 
of  St.  John,  the  Apocalypse  of  Peter,  and  the  Ep. 
of  Barnabas.  This  list  is  believed  to  rest  upon  an 
authority  of  about  the  year  600  AD,  and,  in  the 
stichometrsr  attached,  this  Gospel  is  estimated  to 
have  occupied  2,200  lines,  while  the  canonical  Mt 
occupied  2,500. 

Codex  A  of  the  9th  cent.,  discovered  by  Tischen- 
dorf,  and  now  in  the  Bodleian  Library  at  Oxford, 
has  marginal  notes  affixed  to  four  passages  of  Mt 
giving  the  readings  of  to  Io^ldaikon^  the  lost  Gospel 
accoraing  to  the  Hebrews  (Scrivener,  Textual 
Critidem,  I«,  160;  see  also  Plate  XI,  30,  p.  131). 

All  that  survives,  and  all  that  we  are  told,  of  this 
work,  show  that  it  was  of  the  nature  of  a  Gospel, 
and  that  it  was  written  in  the  manner 
2.  Its  Char-  of  the  S3moptio  Gospels.  But  it  seems 
acter  and  not  to  have  acauireci  at  any  time  eccle- 
Contents  siastical  standing  outside  the  very 
limited  circles  of  Jfewish  Christians  who 
preferred  it.  And  it  never  attained  canonical  au- 
thority.^ The  Muratorian  Fragment  has  no  refer- 
ence to  it.  Irenaeus  knew  that  the  Ebionites  used 
only  the  Gospel  according  to  Matthew  in  Heb,  al- 
though, as  we  have  seen,  this  mav  be  really  the 
Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews;  but  his  fourfold 
Gospel  comprises  the  Gospels  of  Mt,  Mk,  Lk  and 
Jn,  which  we  know.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe 
that  it  was  the  source  of  the  quotations  made  by 
Justin  from  the  AjHminenumevmataf  or  of  quotations 
made  anonymously  by  others  of  the  early  Fathers. 
Like  the  Synoptic  Gospels,  however^  it  contained 
narratives  of  events  as  well  as  sayings  and  dis- 
courses. It  had  an  account  of  John  the  Baptist's 
ministry,  of  the  baptism  of  Jesus,  of  the  call  of  the 
apostles,  of  the  woman  taken  in  adultery,  of  the  Last 
Supper,  of  the  denial  of  Peter,  of  appearances  of  Jesus 
after  the  resurrection;  and  it  contained  the  Lord's 
Prayer,  and  sayings  of  Jesus,  like  the  forgiveness  of 
injuries  seventy  times  seven,  the  counsel  to  the 
rich  young  ruler^  and  others.  One  or  two  sayings 
have  a  gnostic  tinge,  as  when  Jesus  calls  the  Holy 
Spirit  His  mother,  and  is  made  to  express  His  un- 
willingness to  eat  the  flesh  of  the  Passover  Lamb. 
There  are  apocrsrphal  additions,  even  where  inci- 
dents and  sayings  are  narratea  belonging  to  the 
canonical  Gospels,  and  there  are  sayings  and  inci- 
dents wholly  apocrsrphal  in  the  fragments  of  the 
Gospel  which  nave  survived.  But  these  super- 
fluities do  not  imply  any  serious  deviation  from 
Catholic  doctrine;  they  only  prove,  as  Professor 
Zahn  says,  "the  earnestness  of  the  redactor  of  the 
Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews  to  enrich  the  only 
Gospd  which  Jewish  Christians  possessed  up  to 
that  time  from  the  still  unexhausted  source  of  pri- 
vate oral  tradition"  {GK,  II,  717). 

The  very  title  of  the  work  suggests  that  it  cir^ 
culated  among  Jewish  Christians.  Those  Chris- 
tians of  Pal  to  whom  Jems  was  the  ecclesiastical 
center  betook  themselves,  after  the  troubles  which 
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befell  the  Holy  City,  to  the  less  frequented  regions 
beyond  the  Jordan,  and  were  thus  cut  o£f  from  the 

main  stream  of  catholic  Christianity. 
8.  Its  Cir-  It  was  accordingly  easier  for  the  spirit 
culAtion  and  of  exclusiveness  to  assert  itself  among 
Language      them  and  also  for  heretical  tendencies 

to  develop.  The  Ebionites  went  far- 
thest in  this  direction.  They  denied  the  super- 
natural birth  of  Our  Lord,  and  insisted  upon  the 
binding  character  of  the  Law  for  all  Christians. 
The  Nazarenes,  as  all  Jewish  Christians  were  called 
at  first,  observed  the  ceremonial  law  themselves, 
but  did  not  impose  it  upon  gentile  Christians.  And 
they  accepted  the  catholic  doctrine  of  the  person  of 
Chnst.  It  was  among  a  community  of  these  Naz- 
arenes at  Berea,  the  modem  Aleppo,  that  Jerome, 
during  a  temporary  residence  at  Chalcis  in  Northern 
Syria,  found  the  Uospel  according  to  the  Hebrews 
in  circulation.  No  fewer  than  9  t  does  he  mention 
that  this  Gospel  is  their  one  Gospel,  and  only  once 
does  he  connect  the  Ebionites  with  them  in  the  use 
of  it.  Epiphanius  draws  a  clear  line  of  distinction 
between  the  Ebionites  and  the  Nazarenes;  and  we 
can  scarcely  suppose  that  a  Gospel  which  satisfied 
the  one  would  be  wholly  acceptable  to  the  other. 
There  is  reason  to  believe  that  the  Heb  Gospel  of 
St.  Matthew  was  most  to  the  mind  of  the  Heb 
Christians,  and  that  it  took  different  forms  in  the 
hands  of  the  sects  into  which  the  Jewish  Christian 
church  became  divided.  Thus  the  Gospel  of  the 
Nazarenes  was  the  Gospel  according  to  the  He- 
brews, which  in  all  probability  had  some  affinity 
with  the  Heb  Gospel  of  St.  Matthew.  The  Gospel 
of  the  Ebionites,  which  seems  to  have  been  the  same 
as  the  Gospel  of  the  Twelve  Apostles,  was  some- 
thing of  a  more  divergent  doctrinal  tendency  suited 
to  the  exclusive  and  heretical  views  of  that  sect. 
But  it  is  not  easy  to  reconcile  the  statements  of 
Epiphanius  with  those  of  Eusebius  and  Jerome. 

That  the  Heb  tongue  in  which  Papias  says  St. 
Matthew  composed  his  Logia  was  the  Aram,  of  Pal 
is  generally  accepted.  This  Aram,  was  closely  akin 
to  the  Syr  spoken  between  the  Mediterranean  and 
the  Tigris.  It  was  the  same  as  the  Chaldee  of  the 
books  of  Ezr,  Neh,  and  Dnl,  of  which  examples 
have  so  recently  been  found  in  the  Aram,  papyri 
from  Elephantine  at  Assouan.  Eusebius  and  Je- 
rome are  emphatic  and  precise  in  recording  the  fact 
that  the  Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews  was  not 
only  Heb  or  Aram,  in  composition,  but  written  in 
the  square  Heb  characters,  so  different  from  the 
Old  Heb  of  the  Moabite  Stone  and  the  Siloam  in- 
scription. That  there  was  a  Gr  tr  before  the  time 
of  Jerome  of  the  Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews, 
which  was  used  by  Origen,  Clement  of  Alexandria, 
and  others,  is  strenuously  affirmed  by  Professor 
Hamack  (AUchrisUiche  LUeraiur,  I,  6ff)  and  as 
strenuously  denied  by  Professor  Zahn  {GKy  II, 
648  ff).  One  reason  why  the  book  never  attained 
to  any  ecclesiastical  authority  was  no  doubt  its 
limited  circulation  in  a  tongue  familiar,  outside  the 
circle  of  Jewish  Christians,  to  only  a  learned  few. 
For  this  reason  also  it  is  unlikely  that  it  will  ever 
be  foimd,  as  the  Epistle  of  Barnabas,  the  Shepherd, 
and  other  works  have  been. 

It  is  natural  to  seek  for  traces  of  special  relation- 
ship between  the  Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews, 

circulating  among  communities  of  Jew- 
4.  Relation  ish  Christisms,  and  the  Gospel  accord- 
to  St.  ing  to  St.  Matthew  which  grew  up  on 
Matthew       the  soil  of  Pal,  and  which  was  originally 

composed  in  the  interest  of  Jewish 
Christians,  and  circulated  at  a  very  early  period  in  a 
Heb  recension,  soon  superseded  oy  the  canonical 
Gospel  of  Mt  and  now  altogether  lost.  We  have 
already  seen  that  Irenaeus  in  all  likelihood  confused 
the  "Gospel  according  to  the  Hebrews"  with  the 


Heb  Gospel  of  St.  Matthew;  and  that  Jerome  says 
the  Gospel  used  by  the  Nazarenes  was  called  by 
many  the  authentic  Gospel  of  St.  Matthew.  More- 
over, among  the  fragments  that  have  survived,  there 
are  more  which  resemble  St.  Matthew's  record  than 
either  of  the  other  Synoptics.  E.  B.  Nicholson, 
after  a  full  and  scholarly  examination  of  the  frag- 
ments and  of  the  references,  puts  forward  the  hy- 
pothesis that  ''St.  Matthew  wrote  at  different  times 
the  canonical  Gospel  and  the  Gospel  according  to 
the  Hebrews,  or,  at  least,  that  large  part  of  the  latter 
which  runs  |(  to  the  former*'  (The  Gospel  according 
to  the  Hebrews f  104).  The  possibility  of  two  edi- 
tions of  the  same  Gospel-writing  coming  from  the 
same  hand  has  recently  received  illustration  from 
Professor  Blass's  theory  of  two  recensions  of  the 
Acts  and  of  St.  Luke's  Uospel  to  explain  the  textual 
peculiarities  of  these  books  in  Codex  D.  This 
theory  has  received  the  adhesion  of  eminent  scholars, 
but  Nicholson  has  more  serious  differences  to  ex- 
plain, and  it  cannot  be  said  that  his  able  argument 
and  admirably  marshaled  learning  have  carried 
conviction  to  the  minds  of  NT  scholars. 

If  we  could  be  sure  that  Ignatius  in  his  Ep.  to  the 
Smymeans  derived  the  striking  6a3ring  attributed 
to  Our  Lord,  ''Take,  handle  me,  and 
6.  Time  of  see  that  I  am  not  an  incorporeal  spirit," 
Composition  from  the  Gospel  according  to  the  He- 
brews, we  should  be  able  to  fix  its 
composition  as  at  any  rate  within  the  1st  cent. 
The  obscurity  of  its  origin,  the  primitive  cast  of  its 
contents,  and  the  respect  accorded  to  it  down  into 
the  5th  cent.,  have  disposed  some  scholars  to  assign 
it  an  origin  not  later  than  our  Synoptic  Gospds, 
and  to  regard  it  as  continuing  the  Aram,  tradition 
of  the  earliest  preaching  and  teaching  regarding 
Christ.  The  manifestly  secondary  character  ot 
some  of  its  contents  seems  to  be  against  such  an 
early  origin.  Professor  Zahn  is  rather  disposed  to 
place  it  not  earlier  than  130,  when,  during  the  insur- 
rection of  Bar-cochba,  the  gulf  that  had  grown  up 
between  Jews  and  Jewish  Christians  was  greatly 
deepened,  and  with  an  exclusively  gentile  church 
in  Jerus,  the  Jewish  Christians  had  lost  their  center 
and  broken  off  into  sects.  The  whole  situation 
seems  to  him  to  point  to  a  date  somewhere  between 
130-50  AD.  The  data  for  any  precise  determina- 
tion of  the  question  are  wanting. 

There  is  a  saying  which  Clement  of  Alexandria 
quotes  from  it  as  Scripture:  "He  that  wonders  shall 
reign  and  he  that  reigns  shall  rest" 
6.  Un-  (Strom,  f  ii.9).    Origen  quotes  from  it 

canonical  a  saying  of  Jesus,  reminding  us  some- 
Sayings  and  what  of  Ezk  (8  3) :  "Just  now  My 
Incidents  Mother  the  Holy  Spirit  took  me  by 
one  of  my  hairs,  and  bore  me  away  to 
the  great  mountain  Thabor  (Orig.,  In  Joann.,  ii: 
it  is  quoted  several  times  both  by  Origen  and 
Jerome).  Jerome  more  than  once  quotes  from  it  a 
saying  of  the  Lord  to  His  disciples:  "Never  be  joy- 
ful except  when  ye  look  on  your  brother  in  love" 
(Hieron.  in  Eph  5  4;  in  Ezk  18  7).  In  his  oomm. 
on  Mt  (6  11)  Jerome  mentions  that  he  found  in  the 
third  petition  of  the  Lord's  prayer  for  the  difficult 
and  unique  Gr  word  hno^triot,  epioiisioSf  which 
he  if  supersybstantialiSf  the  Aram,  word  maKar, 
crastinuSj  so  that  the  sense  would  be,  "Tomorrow's 
bread  give  us  today."  Of  unrecorded  incidents  the 
most  notable  is  that  of  the  appearance  of  the  Risen 
Lord  to  James:  "And  when  the  Lord  had  given 
His  linen  cloth  to  the  servant  of  the  priest.  He  went 
to  James  and  appeared  to  him.  For  James  had 
sworn  that  he  would  not  eat  bread  from  that  hour 
wherein  he  had  drunk  the  cup  of  the  Lord  until  he 
saw  Him  rising  from  the  dead.  Again  a  little  after- 
ward the  Lord  says.  Bring  a  table  and  bread. 
Immediately  it  is  added :  He  took  bread  and  blessed 
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Bnd  br&ke,  and  aTterward  gave  it  to  Jamea  the  Just 
and  said  to  him,  My  brother,  eat  thy  bread  for  the 
Son  of  Man  has  risen  from  them  that  sleep" 
(Hieron.,  De  Vir.  lUustr.,  "Jacobus"). 

Jerome  also  tells  thst  in  the  Gospel  accordiiiK  to 
the  Hebrews,  there  is  the  following  passage:  Lo 
the  mother  of  the  Lord  and  His  brethren  said  unto 
Him ;  John  the  Baptist  is  baptiziuR  for  the  remission 
of  sina;  let  us  go  and  be  baptized  by  him.  But  He 
said  to  them;  What  sin  have  1  committed  that  I 
should  go  and  be  baptized  by  him?  Unless  per- 
chance this  very  word  which  I  have  spoken  is  a  sin 
of  ignorance"  (Hieron.,  Adi>.  Pelag.,  m.2). 


Bahman,  "the  friend  of  the  Merciful,"  i.e.  of  Qod, 
a  favorite  name  for  Abraham;  cf  Jaa  2  23).  The 
city  is  some  20  miles  S.  of  Jerus,  situated  in  an  opeo 
valley,  3,040  ft.  above  sea-level. 

/.  HiMloryaflhm  City, — Hebron  is  said  to  have 
been  founded  before  Zoan  (i.e.  Tania)  in  Egypt  (Nu 
13  22};  its  ancieat  name  was  Kiriath-arba,  prob- 
ably meaning  the  "Four  Cities,"  perhaps  because 
divided  at  one  time  into  four  quarters,  but  according 
to  Jewish  writers  so  caUed  because  four  patriarcha, 
Abraham,  Isaac,  Jacob  and  Adam  were  buried  there. 
According  to  Josh  16  13  it  was  so  called  after  Atba, 
the  father  of  Anak. 


This  Gospel  is  not  to  be  classed  with  heretical 
Gospels  like  that  of  Marcion,  nor  with  apocryphal 

Gospels  like  that  of  Jamea  or  Nico- 
7,  Con-  demus.     It  differed   from  the   former 

elusion  in  that  it  did  not  deviate  from  any 

essential  of  catholic  truth  in  its  repre- 
sentation of  Our  Lord,  It  differed  from  the  latter 
in  that  it  narrated  ])articulara  mostly  relating  to 
Our  Lord's  public  ministry,  while  they  occupy  them- 
selves with  matters  of  curiosity  left  unrecorded  in 
the  canonical  Gospels.  It  differs  from  the  canonical 
Gospels  only  in  that  it  is  more  florid  in  style,  more 
diffuse  in  the  relation  of  incidents,  and  more  in- 
clined tosectional  views  of  doctrine.  Its  uncanoni- 
cal  sayings  and  incidents  may  have  come  from  oral 
tnidition,  and  they  do  lend  a  certain  interest  and 
picturesqueness  to  the  narrative.  Its  language 
oonfined  it  to  a  very  btnited  sphere,  and  its  sectional 
character  prevented  it  from  ever  professing  Scrip- 
tural authority  or  attaining  to  canonical  rank.  See 
also  Apocryphal  Gospels. 

LiTBii:tTDHE.— E.  B.  Nicholson  .  Thi  Oo>pel  according 
lo  Iht  Ifihrtw4  (IS79);  R.  Handmiinn,  Doi  llrbrdtr- 
SiaRBiIium:  Trxli  u.  UnUTiachuntrn.  Band  V  (ISSQ): 
Zahn,  OK.  II.  642-723  (1890);  Hiim«ck.  Qtichirhit  dtr 
alleliTiiaichen  LiUral-r.  1.  S  ff;  II.  1.  625-51  U397); 
StiUfiamtnaielit     Aptatpktn     (Hennecke),     t,     11-21 

"•"'■  T.  N.coi. 

HEBREWS,  RELIGION  OF  THE.  See  Israel, 
Reuoion  op. 


[,  he'brun  (11"On ,  hebhrSn,  "league"  or 
"confederacy";  Xt^pAv,  ChebrOn):  One  of  the  most 
ancient  and  important  cities  in  Southern  Pal,  non- 
known  to  the  Moslems  as  el  KhalU  (i.e.   KhaUler 


V  Machpilah  at  Ubbbon. 

Abram  came  and  dwelt  by  the  oaks  of  Maubb 

(q.v.),  "which  are  in  Hebron"  (Gen  13  18>;  from 

here  he  went  to  the  rescue  of  Lot  and 

1.  Patriar-  broueht  him  back  after  the  defeat  of 
chal  Period  Chodorlaomer     (11  13  f);      here     his 

name  was  changed  to  Abraham  (17  5); 
to  this  place  came  the  three  angels  with  the  promise 
ofa8on(lS  If);  Sarah  died  here  (23  2),  and  for  her 
sepulcher  Abraham  bought  the  cave  of  Machpelah 
(33  17) ;  here  Isaac  and  Jacob  spent  much  of  their 
lives  (36  27;  37  14);  fromhere  Jacob  sent  Joseph  to 
seek  his  brethren  (37  14),  and  hence  Jacob  and  his 
sons  went  down  to  Egypt  (46  1).  In  the  cave  of 
Machpelah  all  the  patriarchs  and  their  wives,  except 
Rachel,  were  buried  (49  30  f;   60  13). 

The  spies  visited  Hebron  and  near  there  cut  the 

cluster  of   grapes    (Nu  13  22  f).    Hoham    (q.v.), 

Ici^  of  Hebron,  was  one  of  the  five 

2.  Times  of  kings  defeated  by  Joshua  at  Beth- 
Joshua  and  horon  and  slain  at  Makkcdah  (Josh 
Judges'  10  3  f).     Caleb  drove  out  from  Hebron 

the  "three  sons  of  Anak"  (14  12;  16 
14);  it  became  one  of  the  cities  of  Judah  (IS  54), 
but  was  set  apart  for  the  KohathiteLevites  (31  10  f), 
and  became  a  city  of  refuge  (30  7).  One  of  Sam- 
son's exploits  was  the  carrying  of  the  gate  of  Gaza 
"to  the  top  of  the  mountain  that  is  before  Hebron" 
(J^  16  3). 

David,  when  a  fugitive,  received  kindness  from 
the  people  of  this  city  (1  S  30  31);  hereAbnerwas 
treacherously  slain  by  Joab  at  the  gate  (2  S  3  27), 
and  the  sons  of  Rimmon,  after  their  hands  and  feet 
had  been  cut  off,  were  hanged  "beside  the  pool" 
(A  12).    After  the  death  of  Saul,  David  waa  here 
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while  here,  six  aona  were  bom  to  him 
3.  The  Days  (3  2).  In  this  city  Absalom  found  a 
of  tbe  center  for  his  disaffection,  and  repairing 

Moiurclij     there  under  pretense  of  perfonniDR  a, 

vow  to  Jehj  he  raised  the  etandafd  of 
revolt  (16  7f).  Jos  mistakenly  places  here  the 
dream  of  Solomon  (AjU,  VIII,  ii,  1)  which  occurred 
at  GibeoD  (1  K  3  4).  Hebron  was  fortified  by  Re- 
hoboam  (2  Ch  11  10). 


Abrmham'a  Oak. 

Probably  durii^  the  captivity  Hebron  came  into 
the  hands  of  Eklom,  thougn  it  appears  to  have  been 

colonized  by  returning  Jews  (Neh  11 
1.  Later  25);  it  was  recovered  from  Edom 
History         by  Simon  Maccabaeus  (1  Mace  6  65; 

Jos,  Ant,  XII,  viii,  6).  In  the  first 
great  revolt  against  Rome,  Simon  bar-Gioras  cap- 
tured the  city  (fiJ,  IV,  ix,  7),  but  it  was  retaken,  for 
Vespasian,  by  his  general  CereaUa  who  carried  it 
by  storm,  slaughtered  the  inhabitants  and  burnt  it 

Dunng  the  Muslim  period  Hebron  has  retained 
its  importance  on  account  of  veneration  to  the 
patriarchs,  esp.  Abraham;  for  the  same  reason  it  was 
respected  by  the  Crusaders  who  called  it  CagUiium 
ad  Sanetvm  Abraham.  In  1 165  it  became  the  see  of 
a  Lat  bishop,  but  20  years  later  it  fell  to  the  vic- 
torious arms  of  Saladm,  and  it  has  ever  since  re- 
mained a  fanatic  Moslem  center,  although  regarded 


fltragaling  town  clustered  round  the  Haram  or 
saci«d  enclosure  built  above  the  traditional  cave 
of  Machfelah  (q.v.);  it  is  this  sacred  spot  which 
has  determined  the  present  poaition  of  the  town  all 
through  the  Christian  era,  but  it  is  quite  evident 
that  an  exposed  and  indefensible  situation,  running 
along  a  valley,  like  this,  could  not  have  been  that  of 
earlier  and  less  settled  times.  From  many  of  the 
pilgrim  narratives,  we  can  gather  thatfor  long  there 
had  been  a  tradition  that  the  original  site  was  some 
distance  from  the  modem  town,  and,  as  analogy 
might  suggest,  upon  a  hill.  There  can  be  little 
doubt  that  the  site  of  the  Hebron  of  OT  history  is  a 
krfty,  oliv&*overed    hill,  lying   to  the  W.  of    the 


present  town,  known  as  er  Rumeidy.  Upon  tta 
Kummit  are  cyclopian  walls  and  other  traces  of  an- 
cient occupation.  In  the  midst  arc  the  ruins  of  a 
mediaeval  building  known  as  Mr  ei-ATba'in,  the 
"monastery  of  thelorly"  (martyra)  about  whom  the 
Hebronites  have  an  mteresting  folklore  tale.  In 
the  building  are  shown  the  so-called  tombs  of  Jeaae 
and  Ruth.  Near  the  foot  of  the  hill  are  several 
fine  old  tombs,  while  to  the  N.  is  a  large  and  very 
ancient  Jewish  cemetery,  the  graves  of  which  are 
each  covered  with  a  massive  monolith,  5  and  6  ft. 
lon^.  At  the  eastom  foot  of  the  hill  is  a  perennial 
sprmg,  'Ain  ei  Judeideh;  the  water  rises  in  a  vault, 
roofed  by  masonry  and  reached  by  stops.  The 
environs  of  this  mil  are  full  of  foDdore  associa- 
tions; the  summit  would  well  repay  a  thorough 
excavation. 

A  mile  or  more  to  the  N.W.  of  Hebron  is  the 
famous  oak  of  Mauhe  (q.v.),  or  "Abraham's  oak," 
near  which  the  Russians  have  erected  a  hospice. 
It  is  a  fine  specimen  of  the  Holm  oak  (Quercus 
axeifera),  but  ts  gradually  dying.  The  present  site 
appears  to  have  been  pointed  out  as  that  of  Abra- 
ham's tent  since  the  12th  cent,:  the  earlier  tradi- 
tional sito  was  at  Rimet  el  KhaiU.    See  Mausb. 

///.  Modtra  Habron. — Modem  Hebron  is  a  city 
of  some  20,000  inhabitants,  86  per  cent  of  whom  are 
Moslems  and  the  remainder  mostly  Jews.  The 
city  is  divided  into  seven  quartors,  one  of  which  ia 
known  as  that  of  the  "glass  blowers"  and  another 
as  that  of  the  "water-skin  makers."  These  in- 
dustries, with  the  manufacture  of  pottery,  are  the 
main  sources  of  trade.  The  most  conspicuous 
building  is  the  Haram  (see  Macbpei.ab).  In  the 
ton-n  are  two  large  open  reservoirs  the  Birket 
d  Ifattasin,  the  "pool  of  the  glass  blowers"  and 
Birkel  ea  Svitan,  ''the  pool  of  the  Sultan."  This 
latter,  which  is  the  larger,  is  by  tradition  the  site 
of  the  execution  of  the  murderers  of  Ishbosheth 
(2  S  4  12).  The  Moslem  inhabitants  are  not«d 
for  their  fanatical  exclusiveness  and  conservatism, 
but  this  has  been  greatly  modified  in  recent  years 
through  the  patient  and  beneficent  work  of  Dr. 
Paterson,  of  the  U.  F.  Ch.  of  S.  Med.  Mission,  The 
Jews,  who  number  about  1,500,  are  mostly  confined  ■ 
to  a  special  ghetto;  they  have  four  synagogues, 
two  Sephardic  and  two  Ashkenaiic ;  they  are  a  poor 
and  unprogressive  community. 

For  Hebron  (Josh  19  28)  see  Ebbon. 

E.  W.  G.  Mastehman 

HEBRON  ri1'9'7>  M'l'Sn,  "league,"  "associa- 

(1)  The  third  son  of  Kohath,  son  of  Levi  (Ex  C 
18;   Nu  S  19.27;    1  Ch  6  2.18;   33  12.1fl). 

(2)  A  son  of  Mareshah  and  descendant  of  Caleb 
(1  Ch  3  42.43).    See  also  Kokah. 

HEBROHITES,  he^mn-lta  (^jilpn,  "'S'ljn, 
hebkrOnl) :  A  family  of  Levites,  descendants  of 
llebron,  third  son  of  Kohath  (Nu  3  27;    36  58, 

etc). 

HEDGE,  hej : 

(1)  njlDiPj  m-tHkhah,  "a  thorn  hedge,"  only  in 
Mic  7  4;  njl^lp,  m'mkkiA,  "a  hedge"  (Isa  »  5); 
p~n  n^I^ ,  m'Bukkttih  IfAdhdf,  "a  hedge  of  thorns" 
(ftov  16  19). 

(2)  TIJ ,  gadhir,  and  Tr)"^ ,  g-dhiriA,  tr^  "hedges" 
in  RV  only  in  Ps  89  40,  elsewhere  "fence."  Gbd- 
ERAH  (q.v.)  in  RVra  is  tH  "hedges"  (1  Ch  4  23). 

(3)  pS^; ,  Tia'druf,  "thorn-hedges"  (Isa  7  19). 

(4)  <t>payiiit,  phraimds,  tr*  "hedge"  (Mt  31  33; 
Mk  13  1;  Lk  14  23);  "partition"  in  Eph  S  14, 
which  is  its  literal  meaning.  In  the  LXX  it  ia  the 
usual  equivalent  of  the  above  Heb  words. 
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Hebron 
Heifer,  Red 


Loose  stone  walls  without  mortar  are  the  usual 
' 'fences"  around  fields  in  Pal,  and  this  is  what 
gddher  and  gfcthSTdh  signify  in  most  passages. 
Hedges  made  of  cut  thorn  branches  or  thorny 
bushes  are  very  common  in  the  plains  and  partic- 
ularly in  the  Jordan  valley. 

E.  W.  G.  Mastbrman 

HEDGEHOG,  hej'hog  (LXX  Ix^vot,  echtnaa, 
"hedgehog,"  for  TBp ,  i^pp5dA,  in  Isa  14  23;  84  11; 
Zeph  2  14,  and  for  tifip,  fpippdz,  in  Isa  34  15). 
See  PoRCurtNE;  Bittern;  Owl;  Serpent. 

HEED,  hed:  This  word,  in  the  sense  of  giving 
careful  attention  ("take  heed,''  "give  heed,'^etc), 
represents  several  Heb  and  Gr  wonis;  chief  among 
them  ^Vt^t  ahamar,  "to  watch";  fiXhru,  hUpd^  "to 
look,"  ipdUf  harddf  "to  see."  As  opposed  to 
thoughtlessness,  disregard  of  God's  words,  of  the 
counsels  of  wisdom,  of  care  for  one's  ways,  it  is 
constantly  inculcated  as  a  duty  of  supreme  impor- 
tance in  the  moral  and  spiritual  life  (Dt  4  9.15.23; 
27  9  AV,  etc;  Josh  22  5;  28  11;  Ps  39  1;  Mt 
16  6;  Mk  4  24;  IS  33;  Lk  12  15;  1  Cor  3  10; 
8  9;   10  12;   Col  4  17,  etc).       .    James    Orb 

HEEL,  hel  (npy ,  'aJjcftA) :  "The  iniquity  of  my 
heels"  (Ps  49  5  AV)  is  a  literal  tr.  and  might  be 
understood  to  indicate  the  Psalmist  s  "false  steps," 
errors  or  sins,  but  that  meaning  is  verv  doubtful 
here.  RV  gives  "iniquity  at  my  heels."  RVm 
gives  a  still  better  sense,  "When  the  iniquity  of 
them  that  would  supplant  me  compasseth  me  about, 
even  of  them  that  trust  in  ...  .  riches" — treach- 
erous enemies  ever  on  the  watch  to  trip  up  a  man's 
heels  (cf  Hos  12  3).  Of  Judah  it  was  said.  "Thv 
heels  [shall]  suffer  violence"  (Jer  18  22)  through 
being  "made  bare"  (AV),  and  thus  subject  to  the 
rou^^ess  of  the  road  as  she  was  led  captive. 

Figurative:  (1)  Of  the  partial  victory  of  the  evil 
power  over  humanitv.  "Thou  shalt  bruise  [m  "lie 
m  wait  for"]  his  heel'  (Gen  8  15),  through  constant, 
insidious  suggestion  of  the  satisfaction  of  the  lower 
desires.  Or  if  we  regard  this  statement  as  a  part 
of  the  Protevangelium,  the  earliest  proclamation 
of  Christ's  final  and  complete  victorv  over  sin,  the 
destruction  of  "the  serpent"  ("He  shall  bruise  thy 
head"),  then  the  reference  is  evidently  to  Christ  s 
sufferings  and  death,  even  to  all  that  He  endured 
in  His  human  nature.  (2)  Of  the  stealthy  tactics 
of  the  tribe  of  Dan  in  war.  "An  adder  in  the  path, 
that  biteth  the  horse's  heels"  (Gen  49  17),  by 
which  it  triumphed  over  foes  of  superior  strength. 
(3)  Of  violence  and  brutality,  "Who  ....  hath 
lifted  up  his  heel  against  me"  (Ps  41  9;  Jn  18  18), 
i.e.  lifted  up  his  foot  to  trample  upon  me  (cf  Josh 
10  24).  M.  O.  Evans 

HEGAI,  he'gft-I,  HEGE,  he'ge  (^JH,  heghay; 
Tat,  Gai  [Est  2  8.15],  and  KdH,  heghS\  Hege[Est 
2  3]):  Oneof  the  officers  of  the  Pers  king  Ahasuerus; 
a  chamberlain  or  eunuch  (keeper  of  women),  into 
whose  custody  the  "fair  young  virgins"  were  de- 
livered from  whom  the  king  intended  to  choose  his 
queen  in  the  place  of  the  discredited  Vashti. 

HEGBMONIDBS,  heg-e-mon'i-dez,  hej-e-md-nl'- 
d6z  (*H7f |&ovCSi)t,  Higemanidea) :  The  Syrian  officer 

? laced  in  command  of  the  district  extending  from 
'tolemais  to  the  Gerrenians  (2  Mace  18  24).  It 
is  not  easy  to  see  how  in  AV  and  even  in  Swete's 
revised  text  the  word  can  be  taken  as  a  mere  appel- 
lative along  with  atrategdrif  the  two  being  rendered 
"principal  officer":  one  of  the  two  could  certainly 
be  omitted  (Swete,  3d  ed,  1905.  capitalizes  Hege- 
monidea).  In  RV  the  word  is  taken  as  the  name  of 
some  person  otherwise  unknown. 


HEIFER,  hef'gr  (Hn^ ,  pGrdh,  in  Nu  19  [see  fol- 
lowing art.]  and  Hos  4  16;  nb^T,  ^e^AZdA,  elsewhere 
in  the  OT;  SditaXtt,  ddmalia^  in  He  9  13):  For  the 
"heifer  of  three  years  old"  m  AV,  RVm  of  Isa  15 
5;  Jer  48  34,  see  Eglath-Shelishiyah.  A  voung 
cow  (contrast  Bullock).  The  ^eghldh  figures 
BDecificaJly  in  religious  rites  onlv  in  the  ceremony  of 
Dt  21  1-9  for  the  cleansing  of  the  land,  where  an 
unexpiated  murder  had  been  committed.  This 
was  not  a  sacrificial  rite — the  priests  are  witnesses 
only,  and  the  animal  was  slain  by  breaking  the  neck 
— but  sacrificial  purity  was  required  for  the  heifer. 
Indeed,  it  is  commonly  supposed  that  the  rite  as 
it  now  stands  is  a  rededication  of  one  that  formerly 
had  been  sacrificial.  In  the  sacrifices  proper  the 
heifer  could  be  used  for  a  peace  offering  (Lev  8  1), 
but  was  forbidden  for  the  burnt  (Lev  1  3)  or  sin 
(4  3.14)  offerings.  Hence  the  sacrifice  of  1  S  16 
2  was  a  peace  offering.  In  Gen  16  9  the  ceremony 
of  the  ratification  of  the  covenant  by  God  makes 
use  of  a  heifer  and  a  she-goat,  but  the  reason  for 
the  use  of  the  females  is  altogether  obscure.  Cf 
following  article. 

Figuratively: '  The  heifer  appears  as  representing 
sleekness  combined  with  helplessness  in  Jer  46  20 
(cf  the  comparison  of  the  soldiers  to  'stalled 
calves'  in  the  next  verse).  In  Jer  60  11;  Hos  10 
11,  the  heifer  is  pictured  as  engaged  in  threshing. 
This  was  particularly  light  work,  coupled  with 
unusually  abundant  food  (Dt  26  4),  so  that  the 
threshing  heifer  served  esp.  well  for  a  picture  of 
contentment.  ("Wanton"  in  Jer  60  11,  however, 
is  an  unfortunate  tr  in  RV.)  Hosea,  in  contrast, 
predicts  that  the  "heifers"  shall  be  set  to  the  hard 
work  of  ploughing  land  breaking  the  sods.  In  Jgs 
14  18,  Samson  uses  "heifer"  in  his  riddle  to  refer 
to  his  wife.  This,  however,  was  not  meant  to  con- 
vey the  impression  of  licentiousness  that  it  gives 
the  modem  reader.  Burton  Scott  Easton 

HEIFER,  RED.  In  Nu  19  a  rite  is  described  in 
which  the  ashes  of  a  "red  heifer"  and  of  certain 
objects  are  mixed  with  running  water  to  obtain  the 
so-called  "water  for  impurity/'  (Such  is  the  cor- 
rect tr  of  ARV  in  Nu  19  9.13.20.21;  81  23.  In 
these  passages,  AV  and  ERV,  through  a  misunder- 
standing of  a  rather  difficult  Heb  term,  have 
"water  of  s€j)aration";  LXX  and  the  Vulg  have 
*  *water  of  sprinkling. ' '  ERVm,  *  'water  of  impurity, ' ' 
is  right,  but  ambiguous.)  This  water  was  employed 
in  the  removal  of  the  uncleanness  of  a  person  or 
thing  that  had  been  in  contact  with  a  dead  body, 
and  also  in  removing  ritual  defilement  from  booty 
taken  in  war. 

The  general  origin  of  the  rite  is  clear  enough,  as 
is  the  fact  that  this  origin  lies  back  of  the  official 

sacrificial  system  of  Israel.  For  the 
1.  Origin  removal  of  impurity,  ritual  as  well  as 
and  Sig-  physical,  water,  preferably  running 
nificance  of  water  (ver  17;  cf  Lev  14  5  ff;  16  13). 
the  Rite        is  the  natural  means,  and  is  employea 

universally.  But  where  the  impurity 
was  unusually  great,  mere  water  was  not  felt  to  be 
adequate,  and  various  substances  were  mixed  with 
it  in  order  to  increase  its  efficacy.  So  (among  other 
things)  blood  is  used  in  Lev  14  6.7,  and  dust  in 
Nu  6  17  (see  Water  op  Bitterness).  The  use, 
however,  of  ashes  in  Nu  19  17  is  unique  in  the  OT, 
although  parallels  from  elsewhere  can  be  adduced. 
So  e.g.  in  Ovid  Faali,  iv.639-40,  725,  733,  in  the 
last  of  these  references,  "The  blood  of  a  horse  shall 
be  a  purification,  and  the  ashes  of  calves,"  is  remark- 
ably close  to  tne  OT.  The  ashes  w^ere  obtained 
by  burning  the  heifer  completely,  "her  skin,  and 
her  flesh,  and  her  blood,  with  her  dung"  (the  con- 
tents of  the  entrails)  (ver  5;  cf  Ex  29  14).    Here 
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only  in  the  OT  is  blood  burned  for  a  ceremonial 
purpose,  and  here  only  is  burning  a  preliminary; 
elsewhere  it  is  either  a  chief  act  or  serves  to  con- 
sume the  remnants  of  a  finished  sacrifice — Lev  4  12 
and  Nu  19  3  are  altogether  different. 

The  heifer  is  a  female.  For  the  regular  sin  offer- 
ing; for  the  congregation,  only  the  male  was  per- 
mitted (Ley  4  14),  but  the  female  was  used  in  the 
purificatoiy  ceremony  of  Dt  21  3  (a  rite  that  has 
several  points  of  similarity  to  that  of  Nu  19).  An 
individual  sin  offering  by  one  of  the  common  people, 
however,  required  a  female  (Lev  4  28),  but  prob- 
ably only  in  order  to  give  greater  prominence  to 
the  more  solemn  sacrifices  for  which  the  male  was 
reserved.  A  female  is  required  again  in  the  cases 
enumerated  in  Lev  6  1-6^  most  of  which  are  ritual 
defilements  needing  purification:  a  female  was 
required  at  the  purification  of  a  leper  (in  addition 
to  two  males.  Lev  14  10),  and  a  female,  with  one 
male,  was  offered  when  a  Nazirite  terminated  his 
vows  (Nu  6  14).  Some  connection  between  puri- 
fication and  the  sacrifice  of  a  female  may  be  estab- 
lished by  this  Ust,  for  even  in  the  case  of  the  Nazirite 
the  idea  may  be  removal  of  the  state  of  consecration. 
But  the  reason  for  such  a  connection  is  anything 
but  obvious,  and  the  various  explanations  that  have 
been  offered  are  hardly  more  than  guesses.  The 
most  likely  is  that  purificatory  rites  originated  in  a 
very  primitive  stage  when  the  female  was  thought 
to  be  the  more  sacred  animal  on  account  of  its  greater 
usefulness.  Of  the  other  requirements  for  the  heifer 
she  must  be  ''red,"  i.e.  reddish  brown  (Nu  19  2). 
Likeness  in  color  to  blood  is  at  first  sight  the  most 
natural  explanation,  but  likeness  in  color  to  ripe 
srain  is  almost  equally  plausible.  It  may  be  noted 
tnat  certain  Egyp  sacrifices  also  required  red  cattle 
as  victims  (Plutarch.  De  Isid.  31).  The  heifer  is 
to  be  "without  spot  ("faultless"),  "wherein  is  no 
blemish,"  the  ordinary  requirement  for  sacrifices. 
(The  Jewish  exegetes  misread  this  "perfectly  red, 
wherein  is  no  blemish,"  with  extraordinary  results; 
see  below.)  But  an  advance  on  sacrificial  require- 
ments is  that  she  shall  be  one  "upon  which  never 
came  yoke."  This  re^quirement  is  found  elsewhere 
only  in  Dt  21  3  and  in  1  S  6  7  (that  the  RnimMLlif 
in  this  last  case  were  finally  sacrificed  is^  however, 
not  in  point).  But  in  other  religions  this  require- 
ment was  very  common  (cf  Iliad  x.293;  Vergil, 
Georo.  iv.550-5l;  Ovid,  Fa8tiiv.S36). 

While  the  heifer  was  being  burned,  "cedar- wood, 
and  hyssop,  and  scarlet"  (i.e.  scarlet  wool  or  thread) 
were  cast  into  the  flames.  The  same 
2.  Use  of  combination  of  objects  (although  dif- 
Cedar  and  ferently  employed)  is  found  at  the 
Hyssop  cleansing  of  a  leper  (Lev  14  4),  but 

their  meaning  is  entirely  unknown. 
The  explanations  offered  are  almost  countless.  It 
is  quite  clear  that  hyssop  was  esp.  prized  in  purifi- 
cations (Ps  61  7),  but  the  use  of  hyssop  as  a 
sprinkler  and  the  use  of  ashes  of  hyssop  may  be 
quite  unrelated.  Hyssop  and  cedar  were  supposed 
to  have  medicinal  properties  (see  Cedar;  Hyssop). 
Or  the  point  may  be  the  use  of  aromatic  woods. 
For  a  mixture  of  cedar  and  other  substances  in 
water  as  a  purificatory  medium  cf  Fossey,  Magie 
AsayriennCf  285.  The  scarlet  wool  offers  still  greater 
difficulties,  apart  from  the  color,  but  it  may  be  noted 
that  scarlet  wool  plays  a  part  in  some  of  the  Bab 
conjurations  (Assyr.  Bibl. ,  All,  31 ) .  But.  obviously, 
none  of  this  leads  very  far  and  it  may  all  be  in  the 
wrong  direction.  All  that  can  be  said  definitely  is 
that  Lev  14  4  and  Nu  19  6  show  that  the  com- 
bination of  objects  was  deemed  to  have  a  high 
purificatory  value. 

The  ashes,  when  obtained,  were  used  in  removing 
the  greatest!  of  impurities.  Consequently,  they 
themselves  were  deemed  to  have  an  extraordinarily 


"consecrated"  character,   and   they  were  not  to 
be   handled   carelessly.     Their    consecration    ex- 
tended to  the  rite  by  which  they  were 

3.  Applica-  produced,  so  that  every  person  en- 
tion  and  gaged  in  it  was  rendered  unclean  (Nu 
Sacredness  19  7.8.10),  an  excellent  example  of 
of  the  Ashes  how  in  primitive  religious  thougnt  the 

ideas  of  "holiness"  and  "uncleanness" 
blend.  It  was  necessary  to  perform  the  whole 
ceremony  "without  the  camp  (ver  3),  and  the 
ashes,  when  prepared,  were  also  kept  without  the 
camp  (ver  9),  probably  in  order  to  guard  against 
their  touch  defiuns  anyone  (as  well  as  to  keep  them 
from  being  defiled).  When  used  they  were  mixed 
with  running  water,  and  the  mixture  was  sprinkled 
with  hyssop  on  the  person  or  object  to  be  clesjised  (vs 
17-19).  The  same  water  was  used  to  purify  booty 
(31  23),  and  it  may  also  be  meant  by  the  "water 
of  expiation"  in  8  7. 

In  addition  to  the  similarities  already  pointed  out 
between  Nu  19  and  Dt  21  1-9,  the  rites  resemble 

each  other  also  in  the  fact  that,  in  both, 

4.  Of  Non-  laymen  are  the  chief  functionaries 
Ftiestly  and  and  that  the  priests  have  little  to  do 
Non-Iarael-  (in  Dt  21  1-9  they  are  mere  passive 
itish  Origin  witnesses).  This  suggests  a  non- 
priestly  origin.   The  title  *  'sin-offering" 

in  Nu  19  9.17  (unless  used  in  a  unique  sense)  points 
to  an  original  sacrificial  meaning,  although  in  Nu  19 
the  heifer  is  carefully  kept  away  from  the  altar. 
Affain,  the  correspondences  with  rites  in  other 
reUgions  indicate  a  non-Israelitish  origin.  Such 
a  ceremony  may  well  have  passed  among  the  Israel- 
ites and  have  become  prized  by  them.  It  contained 
nothing  objectionable  and  seemed  to  have  much  of 
deep  worth,  and  a  few  slight  additions — chiefly  the 
sprinkling  (ver  4;  cf  Lev  4  6.17) — ^made  it  fit  for 
adoption  into  the  highest  system.  Some  older 
features  may  have  been  eliminated  also,  but  as  to 
this,  of  course,  there  is  no  information.  But,  in 
any  case,  the  ceremony  is  formed  of  separate  rites 
that  are  exceedingly  old  and  that  are  found  in  a 
great  diversity  of  rehgions,  so  that  any  elaborate 
symbolic  interpretation  of  the  details  would  seem 
to  be  without  justification.  The  same  result  can 
be  reached  by  comparing  the  countless  symbolic 
interpretations  that  have  been  attempted  in  the 
past,  for  they  differ  hopelessly.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  immense  advance  that  has  been  gained 
in  the  understanding  of  the  meaning  of  the  OT  rites 
through  the  comparative  study  of  religions  has 
shown  the  futility  of  much  that  has  been  written 
on  symbolism.  That  a  certain  rite  is  widely  prac- 
tised may  merely  mean  that  it  rests  on  a  true  in- 
stinct. To  be  sure,  the  symbolism  of  the  future 
will  be  written  on  broader  lines  and  will  be  less 
pretentious  in  its  claims,  but  for  these  very  reasons 
It  will  rest  on  a  more  solid  basis.  At  present, 
however,  the  chief  task  is  the  collection  of  material 
and  its  correct  historical  interpretation. 

The  later  history  of  the  rite  is  altogether  obscure. 
As  no  provision  was  made  in  Nu  19  for  sending  the 
ashes  to  different  points,  the  purifi- 
6.  Obsciir-  cation  could  have  been  practised  only 
ity  of  Later  by  those  living  near  the  sanctuary. 
History  Ilabbinical  casuistry  still  further  com- 
plicated matters  by  providing  that 
two  black  or  white  hairs  from  the  same  follicle  would 
disqualify  the  heifer  (see  above),  and  that  one  on 
whom  even  a  cloth  had  been  laid  could  not  be  used. 
In  consequence,  it  became  virtually  or  altogether 
impossible  to  secure  a  proper  animal,  and  the 
Mishnic  statement  that  only  nine  had  ever  been 
found  (Parah,  iii.5)  probably  means  that  the  rite 
had  been  obsolete  long  before  NT  times.  Still, 
the  existence  of  the  tractate,  Pdrdh,  and  the  men- 
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tion  in  He  9  13  show  that  the  provisions  were  well 
remembered.    See  also  Sacbificb. 

LiTBBATUBB. — BaoiitBch  (1903).  Holzinger  (1003). 
ftnd  (especially)  Grey  (1903)  on  Nu;  Kennedy  in  HDB; 
Ederstieizn.  Temjde  and  MinUtry^  ch  zvill  (rabbinic  tra- 
ditions. Edersheim  gives  the  best  of  the  "typological'* 
explanations). 

Burton  Scott  Easton 
HEIGHT,  hit,  HEIGHTS:  The  Eng.  terms  repre- 
sent a  large  number  of  Heb  words  isjobhak,  mdrdm, 
^5mdhf  ranif  etc).  A  chief  thing  to  notice  is  that 
in  RV  "height"  and  "heights"  are  frequently  sub- 
stituted for  other  words  in  AV,  as  "coast"  (Josh 
12  23),  "region"  (1  K  4  11),  'Wders"  (Josh  11 
2),  "countries"  (Josh  17  11),  ''strength"  (Ps  96  4), 
"high  places"  (Isa  41  18;  Jer  3  2.21;  7  29;  H 
12;  14  6),  "high  palaces"  (Ps  78  69).  On  the 
other  hand,  for^'height"  in  AV,  RV  has  "stature" 
(Ezk  81  6.10),  "raised  basement"  (Ezk  41  8), 
etc.  In  the  NT  we  have  hiipedmaf  prop,  of  space 
(Rom  8  39),  and  Mipsos  of  measure  (Eph  8  18; 
Rev  21  16).  James  Obr 

HEIR,  Ar:  In  the  NT  "heir"  is  the  invariable  tr 
of   icXt|p^vo|m«,  kler&nomos   (15  t),    the   technical 

equivalent  in  Grr,  and  of  the  oom- 
1.  The  pound  <rvvicXT|p4vo)iot,  sunklerdnamoa, 

Word  ^'coheir,"  in  Rom  8  17;  Eph  8  6;  He 

"Heir"  11  9;   1  Pet  8  7  (in  Gal  4  30;  He  1 

14,  contrast  AV  and  RV).  In  the  OT 
"heir"  and  "to  be  heir"  both  represent  some  form 

of  the  common  vb.  XD^^ ,  ydrash,  "possess,"  and  the 
particular  rendition  of  the  vb.  as  "to  be  heir"  is 

fiven  only  bv  the  context  (cf  e.g.  AV  and  RV  in  Jer 
9  2;  Mic  1  15).  Exactl}^  the  same  is  true  of  the 
words  tr<*  "iidierit,"  "inheritance  "  which  in  by  far 
the  great  majority  of  cases  woula  have  been  repre- 
sented better  by  "possess,"  "possession"  (see  In- 

heritancb  and  OHL  on  ?n3).  Consequently, 
when  God  is  said,  for  instance,  to  have  given  Pales- 
tine to  Israel  as  an  'inheritance'  (Lev  20  24,  etc), 
nothing  more  need  be  meant  than  'given  as  a  pos- 
session.' The  LXX,  however,  for  the  sa^e  of 
variety  in  its  rendition  of  Heb  words,  used  klero^ 
noTn^o  in  many  such  cases  (esp.  Gen  16  7.8;  22  17), 
and  thereby  fixed  on  'heir'  the  sense  of  'recipient  of 
a  gift  from  God.'  And  so  the  word  passed  in  this 
sense  into  NT  Gr— Rom  4  13.14;  Gfal  8  29;  Tit 
8  7;  He  6  17;  11  7;  Jas  2  5;  cf  Eph  8  6;  He 
11  9;  1  Pet  8  7.  On  the  other  hand,  the  literal 
meanine  of  the  word  is  found  in  Mk  12  7  (and  lis) 
and  Gal  4  1 — in  the  latter  case  being  sugjjgested  by 
the  transferred  meaning  in  8  29 — ^while  in  Rom  8 
17;  Gal  4  7,  the  literal  and  transferred  meanings 
are  blended.  This  blending  has  produced  the 
phrase  "heirs  of  God,"  which,  literally,  is  meaning- 
less and  which  doubtless  was  formed  without  much 
deliberation,  although  it  is  perfectly  clear.  A 
similar  blending  has  applied  ''heir"  to  Christ  in 
He  1  2  (cf  Rom  8  17  and  perhaps  Mk  12  7)  as 
the  recipient  of  all  things  in  their  totality.  But 
apart  from  these  "blended"  passages,  it  would  be  a 
mistake  to  think  that  sonship  is  always  consciously 
thought  of  where  "heir"  is  mentioned,  and  hence 
too  much  theological  implication  should  not  be 
assigned  the  latter  word. 

The  heirs  of  property  in  the  OT  were  normally 
the  sons  and,  chief  among  these,  the  firstborn. 

(1)  Dt  21  15-17  provides  that  the 
2.  Heir  in  firstborn  shall  inherit  a  "double  por- 
OT  Law  tion,"  whence  it  would  appear  that 
all  the  other  sons  shared  equally.  (It 
should  be  noted  that  in  this  law  the  firstborn  is  the 
eldest  son  of  the  father,  not  of  the  mother  as  in  Ex 
18  2.)  Uncertain,  however,  is  what  Dt  21  15-17 
means  by  "wife,"  and  the  practice  must  have 
varied.    In  Gen  21  10  the  son  of  the  handmaid 


was  not  to  be  heir  with  Isaac,  but  in  (jren  80  1-13 
the  sons  of  Bilhah  and  Zilpah  are  reckoned  as  legiti- 
mate children  of  Jacob.  See  Marbiage.  Nor  is 
it  clear  that  Dt  21  15-17  forbids  setting  aside  the 
eldest  son  because  of  his  oym  sin — <^  the  case  of 
Reuben  (Gen  49  3.4;  1  Ch  6  1),  although  the  son 
of  a  regular  wife  (Gen  29  32).  The  very  existence 
of  Dt  21  15-17^  moreover,  shows  that  in  spite  of 
the  absence  of  fonnal  wills,  a  man  could  control  to 
some  extent  the  disposition  of  his  property  after 
his  death  and  that  the  right  of  the  nrstbom  could 
be  set  aside  by  the  father  (1  Ch  26  10).  That 
the  royal  dignity  went  by  primogeniture  is  asserted 
only  (in  a  particular  case)  in  2  Ch  21  3,  and  both 
David  (1  K  1  11-13)  and  Rehoboam  (2  Ch  11 
21-23)  chose  younger  sons  as  their  successors.  A 
single  payment  in  the  father's  lifetime  could  be 
given  m  lieu  of  heritage  (Gen  26  6;  Lk  16  12), 
and  it  was  possible  for  two  brothers  to  make  a  bar- 

?;ain  as  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  after  the 
ather's  death  (Gen  26  31-34). 

(2)  When  there  were  sons  alive,  the  daughters 
had  no  right  of  inheritance,  and  married  daughters 
had  no  such  right  in  an^r  case.  (Job  42  15  de- 
scribes an  altogether  exceptional  procedure.)  Prob- 
ably unmarried  daughters  passed  under  the  charge 
of  the  firstborn,  as  tne  new  head  of  the  f amilv,  and 
he  took  the  responsibility  of  finding  them  husbands. 
Nu  27  1-11;  86  1-12  treat  of  the  case  where  there 
were  no  sons — ^the  daughters  inherited  the  estate, 
but  they  could  marry  only  within  the  tribe,  lest  the 
tribal  possessions  be  confused.  This  right  of  the 
daughters,  however,  is  ddSnitely  stated  to  be  a 
new  thing,  and  in  earlier  times  the  property  prob- 
ably passed  to  the  nearest  male  relatives,  to  whom 
it  went  in  later  times  if  there  were  no  daughters. 
In  extreme  cases,  where  no  other  heirs  could  be 
found,  the  property  went  to  the  slaves  (Gen  16  3; 
Prov  80  23,  noting  that  the  meaning  of  the  latter 
ver  is  uncertain),  but  this  could  have  happened 
only  at  the  rarest  intervals.  A  curious  instance 
is  that  of  1  Ch  2  34.35,  where  property  is  pre- 
served in  the  family  by  marrying  the  daughter  to 
an  Egyp  slave  belongmg  to  the  father;  perhaps 
some  adoption-idea  underlies  this. 

(3)  The  wife  had  no  claim  on  the  inheritance, 
though  the  disposition  made  of  her  dowry  is  not 
explfuned,  and  it  may  have  been  returned  to  her. 
If  she  was  childless  she  resorted  to  the  Levirate 
marriage  (Dt  26  5-10).  If  this  was  impracti- 
cable or  was  without  issue  she  returned  to  her  own 
family  and  might  marry  another  husband  (Gen  88 
11;  Lev  22  13;  Ruth  1  8).  The  inferior  wives 
(concubines)  were  part  of  the  estate  and  went  to 
the  heir;  indeed,  possession  of  the  father's  con- 
cubines was  proof  of  possession  of  his  dignities 
(2  S  16  21.22;  1  K  2  13-25).  At  least,  such 
was  the  custom  in  the  time  of  David  and  Solo- 
mon, but  at  a  later  period  nothing  is  heard  of  the 
practice. 

(4)  The  disposition  of  land  is  a  very  obscure  ques- 
tion. Nu  86  4  states  explicitly  that  each  heir  had 
a  share,  but  the  continual  splitting  up  of  an  estate 
through  successive  generations  would  have  pro- 
duced, an  impossible  state  of  affairs.  Possibly  the 
land  went  to  the  eldest  bom  as  part  of  his  portion, 
possibly  in  some  cases  it  was  held  in  common  by 
the  members  of  the  family,  possibly  some  memb^ 
bought  the  shares  of  the  others,  possibly  the  prac- 
tice differed  at  different  times.  Jbut  our  ignorance 
of  the  facts  is  complete. 

NoTB. — The  dates  assigned  by  different  scholars  to  the 
passages  dted  have  an  Important  bearing  on  the  dis- 
cussion. 

Burton  Scott  Easton 

HELAH,  h§'la  (MKpn ,  hd'Oh) :  A  wife  of  Ashhur, 
father  of  Tekoa  (1  Ch  4  5.7). 


Helam 
Hellenism 
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HELAM,  hg'lam  (o)^n ,  hmm,  2  S  10  16  f ;  in 
ver  17  with  H  locale;  LXX  AlXAm  Hail&m):  A 
place  near  which  David  is  said  to  have  defeated 
the  Aramaean  world  under  Hadarezer  (2  S  10  16fif). 
Its  site  is  unknown.  Comill  and  others  introduce  it 
into  the  text  of  Ezk  47  16  from  the  LXX  ('HXtd/i, 
HUidm) .  This  would  place  it  between  the  territories 
of  Damascus  and  Hamath,  which  is  not  unreason- 
able. Some  scholars  identify  it  with  Aleppo,  which 
seems  too  far  north. 

HBLBAH,  hel'ba  (H^^n ,  helbah) :  A  place  in  the 
territory  assigned  to  AJsher  (Jgs  1  31).  It  may 
be  identical  with  Mahalliba  of  Sennacherib's  prism 
inscription.  The  site,  however,  has  not  been 
recovered. 

HELBON,  hel'bon  (p2l-^n,  helhon;  XcXp^v, 
ChelbdUf  XcPp^v,  Chehr&n):  A  district  from  which 
Tyre  received  supplies  of  wine  through  the  Damas- 
cus market  (Ezk  27  18);  universallv  admitted 
to  be  the  modem  Halbun,  a  village  at  the  head  of  a 
fruitful  valley  of  the  same  name  among  the  chalk 
slopes  on  the  eastern  side  of  Anti-Lebanon^  13  miles 
N.N.W  of  Damascus,  where  traces  of  ancient  vine- 
yard terracing  still  exist.  Records  oontemporarv 
with  Ezk  mention  mat  helhunim  or  the  land  of  Hel- 
bon,  whence  Nebuchadnezzar  received  wine  for 
sacrificial  purposes  (Belinno  Cylinder,  I,  23),  while 
karan  hidhunuj  or  Helbonian  wine,  is  named  in 
WAI,  II,  44.  Strabo  (xv.735)  also  tells  that  the 
kinp  of  Persia  esteemed  it  hiehly.  The  district  is 
stillf  amous  for  its  grapes — ^the  oest  in  the  country — 
but  these  are  mostly  made  into  raisins,  since  the 
population  is  now  Moslem.  Helbon  must  not  be 
confounded  with  Chalvbon  (Ptol.  v.  15,  17),  the 
Gr-Rom  province  of  Haleb  or  Aleppo. 

W.  M.  Christie 

HELCHIAH,  hel-kl'a.    See  Helkias. 

HELDAI,  hel'dft-I  (^l)n ,  helday) : 

(1)  A  captain  of  the  temple-service,  appointed 
for  the  12th  month  (1  Ch  27  15).    Same  as  Heled 

(ibn,  heledh)  in  ||  list  (cf  1  Ch  11  30),  and  is 
probably  also  to  be  identified  with  Heleb,  son  of 
baanah  the  Metophathite,  one  of  David's  heroic 
leaders  (2  S  23  29). 

(2)  One  of  a  company  of  Jews  who  brought  gifts 
of  gold  and  silver  from  Babylon  to  assist  the  exiles 
under  Zerubbabel  (Zee  6  10). 

HELEB,  he'leb  pbn,  helebh,  2  S  23  29).  See 
Heldai. 

HELED,  he'led  (ibn,  heledh,  1  Ch  11  30).  See 
Heldai. 

HELEK,  hg'lek  (!fbn ,  heUkh) :  Son  of  Gilead  the 
Manassite  (Nu  26  30;  Josh  17  2).  Patronymic, 
Helekites.(Nu  26  30). 

HELEM,  he'lem: 

(1)  nbn,  helem;  LXX  B,  BaXad|ji,  BakAm, 
omitting  "son,**  A,  vW«  'EXd|i,  hui68  EUm,  "son  of 
Elam"  (1  Ch  7  35).  A  great-grandson  of  Asher, 
called  Hotham  in  ver  32.  The  form  "Elam*'  ap- 
pears as  the  name  of  a  Levite  in  1  Esd  8  33. 

(2)  nbn,  heUrriy  "strength,"  regarded  by  LXX 
as  a  common  noun  (Zee  6  14).  One  of  the  ambas- 
sadors from  the  Jews  of  the  exile  to  Jems;  probably 
the  person  called  Heldai  in  ver  10  is  meant. 

HELEPH,  he'lef  (Dbn ,  heleph) :  A  place  on  the 
southern  border  of  Naphtali  (Josh  19  33);  un- 
identified. 


HELEZ,  he'lez  (fbn,  hdeg,  "vigor";  LXX 
2aXTi«,  Smes,  XOXiif,  ChMeB) : 

(1)  2  S  28  26;  1  Ch  11  27;  27  10.  One  of 
David's  mighty  men;  according  to  1  Ch  27  10, 
he  belonged  to  the  sons  of  Ephraim  and  was  at  the 
head  of  the  7th  course  in  David's  organization  of  the 
kingdom. 

(2)  LXX  CheUes,  1  Ch  2  39.  A  man  of  Judah 
of  the  clan  of  the  Jerahmeelites. 

HELI,  he'll  CHXit,  H^lei  for  '»by ,  'eft): 

(1)  The  father  of  Joseph,  the  husband  of  Mary, 
in  St.  Luke's  account  of  the  genealogy  of  Jesus  (IJl 
8  23). 

(2)  An  ancestor  of  Ezra  (2  Esd  1  2). 

HELIODORUS,  h@-li-d-dQ'rus  CQXi68«»po«,  H&ir 
dddroa) :  Treasurer  of  the  Syrian  king  Seleucus  IV, 
Philopator  (187-175  BC),  the  immediate  prede- 
cessor of  Antiochus  Epiphanes  who  carried  out  to 
its  utmost  extremity  the  Hellenizing  policy  begun 
by  Seleucus  and  the  "sons  of  Tobias.  Greatly  in 
want  of  mon^  to  pay  the  tribute  due  to  the  Ro- 
mans as  one  of  the  results  of  the  victory  of  Scipio 
over  Antiochus  the  Great  at  Magnesia  (190  BC), 
Seleucus  learned  from  Apollonius,  governor  of 
Coele-Syria  (Pal)  and  Phoenicia,  of  the  wealth 
which  was  reported  to  be  stored  up  in  the  Temple 
at   Jems   and    conunissioned    H.    (2  Mace  8)    to 

Elunder  the  temple  and  to  bring  its  contents  to 
im.  On  the  w^th  collected  in  the  Temple  at  this 
time,  Jos  (Ant,  TV,  vii,  2)  may  be  consulted.  The 
Temple  seems  to  have  served  the  piu^xwes  of  a 
bank  in  which  the  private  deposits  of  widows  and 
orphans  were  kept  for  greater  security,  and  in  2 
Mace  8  15-21  is  narrated  the  panic  at  Jems  which 
took  place  when  H.  came  with  an  armed  guard  to 
seize  the  contents  of  the  Temple  (see  Stanley, 
Lectures  on  the  History  of  the  Jewish  Chwrch,  III, 
287).  In  spite  of  the  protest  of  Onias,  the  high 
priest,  H.  was  proceedmg  to  carry  out  his  com- 
mission when,  "through  the  Lord  of  Spirits  and  the 
Prince  of  all  power,"  a  great  apparition  appeared 
which  caused  him  to  fall  down  "compassed  with 
great  darkness"  and  speechless.  When  "quite  at 
the  last  gasp"  he  was  by  the  intercession  of  Onias 
restored  to  life  and  strength  and  "testified  to  all 
men  the  works  of  the  great  God  which  he  had  be- 
held with  his  eyes."  The  narrative  given  in  2  Mace 
8  is  not  mentioned  by  any  other  historian,  though 
4  Mace  refers  to  the  plundering  of  the  Temple  and 
assigns  the  deed  to  Apollonius.  Raffaelle  used  the 
incident  in  depicting,  on  the  walls  of  the  Vatican, 
the  triumph  of  Pope  Julius  II  over  the  enemies  of 
the  Pontincate.  J.  Hutchison 

HELIOPOLIS,  he-li-op'6-lis.    See  On. 

HELEAI,  hel'kft-I,  heFkl,  hel-kfil  OV^T} ,  ^e^y, 
perhaps  an  abbreviation  for  Helkiah,  Jeh  is  my 
portion."  Not  in  LXX  B;  LXX  L,  XeXjcfat,  ChelBas 
[Neh  12  15]) :  The  head  of  a  priestly  house  in  the 
days  of  Joiakim. 

HELKATH,  hel'kath  (TlJ^bn,  It^liaih  [Josh  19 
25];  hel}^ath[%l  31];  by  a  scribal  error  AiZj;dj;[l  Ch 
6  75]) :  A  town  or  district  on  the  border  of  Asher, 
assigned  to  the  Levites;  unidentified. 

HELEATH-HAZZURIM,  herkath-haz'd-rim, 
-ha-zd'rim  (D'^I^SH  njj^n ,  hdl^ath  horgurim;  McpW 
TMv  4irvpovX6v,  Meris  tdn  epibotddn):  The  name 
as  it  stands  means  "field  of  the  sword  edges,"  and 
is  applied  to  the  scene  of  the  conflict  in  which 
twelve  champions  each  from  the  army  of  Joab  and 
that  of  Abner  perished  together,  each  slaying  his 
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fellow  (2  S  2  16).  Some,  following  LXX,  would 
read  D'>15tn  npbn ,  hd^h  ha-^ddhlm,  "field  of  the 
crafty,"  i.e.  "of  the  ambush."  Thenius  suggested 
D'*^¥*^  'n,  hd^ath  fco-fdrim,  "field  of  the  adver- 
saries" (see  also  H.  P.  Smith,  ICC,  "Samuel,"  271). 
Probably,  however,  the  text  as  it  stands  is  correct. 

W.  EwiNG 

HELKUS,  hel-kl'afl  (H^pbrj ,  h^my^i  XiXKla«, 
ChdHas;  AVCheldas): 

(1)  Father  of  Susanna  (Sus  vs  2.29.63).  Accord- 
ing to  tradition  he  was  brother  of  Jeremiah,  and  he  is 
identified  with  the  priest  who  found  the  Book  of  the 
Law  in  the  time  of  Josiah  (2  K  22  8). 

(2)  Ancestor  of  Baruch  (Bar  1  1). 

(3)  Father  of  Joiakim  the  high  priest  (Bar  1  7). 
The  name  represents  Hilkiah  (q-v.). 

HELL, hel  (see Sheol;  Hades;  Gehenna):  The 

Eng.  woiti,  from  a  Teutonic  root  meaning  "to  hide" 

or  "cover,"  had  originally  the  signifi- 

1.  The  cance  of  the  world  of  the  dead  gen- 
Word  in  AV  er^y,  and  in  this  sense  is  used  by 

Chaucer,  Spenser,  etc,  and  in  the 
Creed  ("He  descended  into  heir');  cf  ERV  Preface. 
Now  the  word  has  come  to  mean  almost  exclusively 
the  place  of  punishment  of  the  lost  or  finally  impeni- 
tent; the  pUice  of  torment  of  the  wicked.  In  AV 
of  the  Scriptures,  it  is  the  rendering  adopted  in 
many  places  in  the  OT  for  the  Heb  word  ah'^ol  (in 
31  out  of  65  occurrences  of  that  word  it  is  so  tr^), 
and  in  all  places,  save  one  (1  Cor  15  55)  in  the  NT, 
for  the  Gr  word  Hades  (this  word  occurs  11 1;  in 
10  of  these  it  is  tr**  "hell";  1  Cor  16  55  reads 
' 'grave,' '  with ' Tiell' '  in  m) .  In  these  cases  the  word 
has  its  older  general  meaning,  though  in  Lk  16  23 
(parable  of  Rich  Man  and  Lazarus)  it  is  specially 
connected  with  a  place  of  "torment/'  in  contrast 
with  the  "Abraham's  bosom"  to  which  Lazarus  is 
tflJcen  (ver  22). 

In  the  above  cases  RV  has  introduced  changes, 
replacing  "hell"  by  "Sheol"  in  the  passages  in  the 

OT  (ERV  retains  "hell"  in  Isa    14 

2.  The  9.15;  ARV  makes  no  exception),  and 
Word  in  RV  by  "Hades"  in  the  passages  in  the  NT 

(see  under  these  words). 
Besides  the  above  uses,  and  more  in  accordance 
with  the  modem  meaning,  the  word  "hell"  is  used 
in  the  NT  in  AV  as  the  equivalent  of 

3.  Gehenna  Gehenna    (12 1;    Mt  6  22.29;    10  28, 

etc).  RV  in  these  cases  puts  "Ge- 
henna" in  m.  Originally  the  Valley  of  Hinnom, 
near  Jems,  Gehenna  became  among  the  Jews  the 
synonym  for  the  place  of  torment  in  the  future  life 
(the  '^Gehenna  of  fire,"  Mt  6  22,  etc;  see  Ge- 
henna). 

In  yet  one  other  passage  in  the  NT  (2  Pet  2  4), 
"to  cast  down  to  hell"  is  used  (AV  and  RV)  to  rep- 
resent the  Gr  tart4xr6d,  ("to  send  into 

4.  Tartarus  Tartarus").    Here  it  stands  for  the 

place  of  punishme4t  of  the  fallen 
angels:  "spared  not  angels  when  they  sinned,  but 
cast  them  down  to  hell,  and  committed  them  to 
pits  [or  chains]  of  darkness"  (cf  Jude  ver  6;  but 
also  Mt  26  41).  Similar  ideas  are  found  in  certain 
of  the  Jewish  apocalyptic  books  (Book  of  En,  Book 
of  Jub,  Apoc  Bar,  with  apparent  reference  to  Gen  6 

1-4;    cf  I&CHATOLOGT  OP  THE  OT). 

On  the  theological  aspect,  see  Punishment, 
Everlasting.  For  literature,  see  references  in 
above-named  arts.,  and  cf  art.  "Hell"  by  Dr.  D.  S. 
Sahnond  in  HDB.  James  Obb 

HELLBNISM,  hel'en-iz'm,  HELLBNIST,  hd'en- 
ist:  Hellenism  is  the  name  we  give  to  the  manifold 
achievements  of  the  Greeks  in  social  and  political 
institutions,  in  the  various  arts,  in  science  and  phi- 


losophy, in  morals  and  religion.  It  is  customary 
to  oistinguish  two  main  periods,  between  which 
stands  the  striking  figure  of  Alescander  the  Great, 
and  to  apply  to  the  earner  p^od  the  adj.  "Hellenic, 
that  of  "Hellenistic"  to  the  latter.  While  there  is 
abundant  reason  for  making  this  distinction,  it 
must  not  be  considered  as  resting  upon  fortuitous 
changes  occasioned  by  foreign  innuenoes.  The 
Hellenistic  age  is  rather  the  sudden  unfolding  of  a 
flower  whose  bud  was  forming  and  maturing  for 
centuries. 

Before  the  coining  of  the  Hellenic  peoples  into 
what  we  now  call  Greece,  there  existed  in  those 

lands  a  flourishing  civilization  to 
1.  The  Ez-  which  we  may  ^ve  the  name  "Aegean." 
pansion  of  The  explorations  of  archaeologists 
the  Greek  during  the  last  few  decades  have 
Peoples         brou|^t  it   to  light  in  many  places 

on  the  continent,  as  well  as  on  the 
islands  of  the  Aegean  and  notably  in  Crete.  When 
the  Hellenic  peoples  came,  it  was  not  as  a  united 
nation,  nor  even  as  homogeneous  tribes  of  a  com- 
mon race:  though  without  doubt  predominantly 
of  kindrea  origin,  it  was  the  common  possession  of 
an  Aryan  speech  and  of  similar  customs  and  reli- 
gion that  marked  them  off  from  the  peoples  among 
whom  they  settled.  When  their  southward  move- 
ment from  Ill3nria  occurred,  and  by  what  causes  it 
was  brought  about,  we  do  not  know;  but  it  can 
hardly  have  long  antedated  the  continuance  of  this 
migration  which  1^  to  the  settlement  of  the  coast 
districts  of  Asia  Minor  and  the  islands  of  the 
Aegean  from  about  the  13th  to  the  10th  cents.  BC. 
In  the  colonization  of  these  new  territories  the  Hel- 
lenic peoples  became  conscious  of  their  kinship, 
partly  because  the  several  colonies  received  con- 
tingents from  various  i;egions  of  the  motherland, 
partly  because  they  were  in  common  brought  into 
striking  contrast  to  the  alien  "Barbarians"  who 
spoke  other  unintelligible  languages.  As  the  older 
communities  on  the  mainland  and  on  the  islands 
be^^  to  flourish,  they  felt  the  need,  arising  from 
various  causes,  tor  further  colonization.  Among 
these  causes  we  may  mention  the  poverty  of  the 
soil  in  Greece  proper,  the  restricting  pressure  of  the 
strong  tribes  of  Asia  Minor  who  prevented  expan- 
sion inland,  a  growing  disaffection  with  the  aristo- 
cratic r^ime  in  almost  all  Gr  states  and  with  the 
operation  of  the  law  of  primogeniture  in  land  tenure, 
and  lastly  the  combined  lure  of  adventure  and  the 
prospect  of  trade.  Thus  it  came  about  that  in  the 
8th  and  7th  cents.  BC,  two  great  movements  of 
colonial  expansion  set  in,  one  toward  the  Hellespont 
and  to  the  shores  of  the  Pontus,  or  Black  Sea, 
beyond,  the  other  westward  toward  Southern  Italy, 
Sicily,  and  beyond  as  far  as  Gades  in  Spain.  To 
the  7th  cent,  belongs  also  the  colonization  of  Nau- 
cratis  in  Egypt  and  of  Gyrene  in  Libya.  Then 
followed  a  period  of  relative  inactivity  during  the 
5th  cent.,  ^mich  was  marked  by  the  desperate  con- 
flict of  the  Greeks  with  Persia  in  the  £.  and  with 
Carthage  in  the  W.,  succeeded  by  even  more  dis- 
astrous conflicts  among  themselves.  With  the 
enforced  internal  peace  imposed  by  Macedonia 
came  the  resumption  of  colonial  and  militarv  expan- 
sion in  a  measure  before  undreamed  of.  In  a  few 
years  the  empire  of  Alexander  embraced  Thrace, 
Asia  Minor,  Egypt,  and  Asia  eastward  beyond  the 
Indus.  The  easternmost  regons  soon  fell  away, 
but  Asia  Minor,  Syria  and  Egypt  long  continued 
under  Gr  rule,  until  Rome  in  the  Ist  cent.  BC  made 
good  her  claims  to  sovereigntv  in  those  lands. 

Throughout  this  course  of  development  and  ex- 
pansion we  speak  of  the  people  as  Greeks,  although 
it  is  evident  that  even  such  racial  homogeneity 
as  they  may  have  had  on  coming  into  Greece  must 
have  been  greatly  modified  by  the  absorption  of 
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conquered  peoples.    But  the  strong  individuality 
of  the  Hellenic  population  manifested  itself  every- 
where in  its  civilization.    In  the  evolu- 
2.  The  tion  from  the  Homeric  kingship  (sup>- 

Hellenic        ported  by  the  nobles  in  council,  from 
State  which  the  commonalty  was  excluded,  or 

where  it  was  supposed  at  most  to  express 
assent  or  dissent  to  proposals  laid  before  it)  throu^ 
oligarchic  or  aristocratic  rule  and  the  usurped 
authority  of  the  tyrants,  to  the  establishment  of 
democratic  govemment^here  is  nothing  surprising 
to  the  man  of  today.  That  is  because  Gr  civiliza^ 
tion  has  become  typical  of  all  western  civilization. 
In  the  earlier  stages  of  this  process,  moreover,  there 
is  nothing  strikingly  at  variance  with  the  insti- 
tutions of  the  Hebrews,  at  least  so  far  as  concerns 
the  outward  forms.  But  there  existed  throughout 
a  subtle  difference  of  spirit  which  made  it  possible, 
even  inevitable,  for  the  Greeks  to  attain  to  demo- 
cratic institutions,  whereas  to  the  Hebrews  such  a 
development  was  impossible,  if  not  unthinkable. 
It  is  difficult  to  define  this  spirit,  but  one  may  say 
that  it  was  marked  from  the  first  by  an  inclination 
to  permit  the  free  development  and  expression  of 
individuality  subordinated  to  the  common  good; 
by  a  corresponding  recognition  of  human  limitations 
over  against  one's  fellow-man  as  over  against  Deity : 
by  an  instinctive  dread  of  excess  as  inhuman  ana 
provoking  the  just  punishment  of  the  gods;  and 
lastlv  by  a  sane  refusal  to  take  oneself  too  seriously, 
displaying  itself  in  a  certain  good-humored  irony 
even  among  men  who,  like  Socrates  and  Epicurus, 
re^^arded  themselves  as  charged  with  a  sublime 
mission^  in  striking  contrast  with  the  Heb  prophets 
who  voiced  the  thunders  of  Sinai,  but  never  by  any 
dumce  smiled  at  their  own  earnestness.  Even 
the  Macedonians  did  not  attempt  to  rule  Greece 
with  despotic  sway,  leaving  the  states  in  general  in 
the  enjoyment  of  their  liberties ;  and  in  the  Orient, 
Alexander  and  his  successors,  Rom  as  well  as  Gr, 
secured  their  power  and  extended  civilization  by 
the  foundation  and  encouragement  of  Hellenic  cities 
in  extraordinary  numbers.  The  city-state,  often 
confederated  with  other  city-states,  displaced  the 
organization  of  tribe  or  clan,  thus  substituting  a 
new  unit  and  a  new  interest  for  the  old;  and  the 
centers  thus  created  radiated  Hellenic  influence 
and  made  for  order  and  good  government  every- 
where. But  in  accordance  with  the  new  conditions 
the  state  took  on  a  somewhat  different  form.  While 
the  city  preserved  local  autonomy,  the  state  became 
monarchical;  and  the  oriental  deification  of  the 
king  reinforced  by  the  Hellenic  tendency  to  deify 
the  oenef actors  of  mankind,  eventuated  in  modes  of 
speech  and  thought  whion  powerfully  influenced 
tne  Messianic  hopes  of  the  Jews. 

The  life  of  the  Greeks,  essentially  urban  and 
dominated  by  political  interests  fostered  in  states 
m  which  the  individual  counted  for 
8.  Hellenic  much,  was  of  a  type  wholly  different 
Life  from  the  oriental.    Although  the  fic- 

tion of  consanguinity  was  cultivated 
by  the  Hellenic  city-state  as  bv  the  Sem  tribe,  it 
was  more  transparent  in  the  former,  particularly 
in  the  newer  communities  formed  in  historical  times. 
There  was  thus  a  powerful  stimulus  to  mutual  tol- 
erance and  concession  which,  supported  as  it  was 
by  the  strong  love  of  personal  mdependence  and 
the  cultivation  of  individuality^  led  to  the  develop- 
ment of  liberty  and  the  recognition  of  the  rights  of 
man.  A  healthy  social  life  was  the  result  for  those 
who  shared  the  privileges  of  citizenship,  and  aJso, 
in  hardly  less  degree,  for  those  resident  aliens  who 
received  the  protection  of  the  state.  Women  also, 
though  not  so  free  as  men,  enjoyed,  even  at  Athens 
where  they  were  most  limited,  liberties  unknown 
to  the  Orientals.    In  the  Hellenistic  age  they  at- 


tained a  position  essentially  similar  to  that  of  modem 
Europe.  There  were  slaves  belonging  both  to  indi- 
viduals and  the  state,  but  their  lot  was  mitigated 
in  general  by  a  steadily  growing  humanity.  The 
amenities  of  life  were  many,  and  were  cultivated  no 
less  in  the  name  of  religion  than  of  art,  literature, 
and  science. 

As  in  every  phase  of  Gr  civilization,  the  devel- 
opment of  art  and  letters  was  free.    Indeed  their 

supreme  excellence  must  be  attributed 
4.  Hellenic  to  the  happy  circumstances  which 
Art  and  suffered  them  to  grow  spontaneously 
Letters         from  the  life  of  the  people  without 

artificial  constraints  imposed  from 
within,  or  overpowering  influences  coming  from 
without:  a  fortune  which  no  other  great  move- 
ment in  art  or  letters  can  boast.  Gr  art  was  largely 
developed  in  the  service  of  religion;  but  owing  to 
the  circumstance  that  both  grew  side  by  side, 
springing  from  the  heart  of  man,  their  reactions 
were  mutual,  art  contributing  to  religion  quite  as 
much  as  it  received.  The  creative  genius  of  the 
Hellenic  people  expressed  itself  with  singular  di- 
rectness and  simplicity  in  forms  clearly  visualized 
and  subject  to  the  conditions  of  psychologically 
effective  grouping  in  space  or  time.  Their  art  is 
marked  by  the  observance  of  a  just  proportion  and 
by  a  certain  natural  restraint  due  to  the  preponder- 
ance of  the  intellectual  element  over  the  purely 
sensuous.  Its  most  characteristic  product  is  the 
ideal  type  in  which  only  enough  individuality  enters 
to  give  to  the  t3rpical  the  concreteness  of  life.  What 
has  been  said  of  art  in  the  narrower  sense  applies 
eaually  to  artistic  letters.  The  types  thus  created, 
wnether  in  sculpture,  architecture,  music,  drama, 
history,  or  oratory,  though  not  regarded  with  super- 
stitious reverence,  commended  themselves  by  the 
sheer  force  of  inherent  truth  and  beauty  to  succeed- 
ing generations,  thus  steadying  the  course  of  devel- 
opment and  restraining  the  exuberant  originality 
and  the  tendency  to  individualism.  In  the  Hellen- 
istic age,  individualism  gradually  preponderated 
where  the  lesseninjg  power  of  creative  genius  did 
not  lead  to  simple  imitation. 

The  traditions^  views  of  the  Hellenic  peoples 
touching  Nature  and  conduct,  which  did  not  differ 

widely  from  those  of  other  peoples  in  a 
6.  Phi-  corresponding  stage  of  culture,  main- 

losophy  of  tained  themselves  down  to  the  7th  cent. 
Nature  and  BC  with  comparatively  little  change, 
of  Conduct    Along  with  and  following  the  colonial 

expansion  of  Hellenism  there  came  the 
awakening  intellectual  curiosity,  or  rather  the 
shock  of  surprise  necessary  to  convert  attention 
into  question.  The  mythology  of  the  Greeks  had 
contained  a  vague  theology,  without  authority 
indeed,  but  satisfactory  because  adequate  to  express 
the  national  thought.  Ethics  there  was  none, 
morality  being  customary.  But  the  extending 
horizon  of  Hellenic  thought  discovered  that  customs 
differed  widely  in  various  lands;  indeed,  it  is  alto- 
gether likely  that  the  collection  of  strange  and 
shocking  customs  which  filled  the  quivers  of  the 
militant  Sophists  in  the  5th  cent,  had  its  inception 
in  the  6th  and  possibly  the  7th  cent.  At  any  rate 
it  furnished  the  fiery  darts  of  the  adversary  until 
ethics  was  founded  in  reason  by  the  auest  of  Soc- 
rates for  the  universal,  not  in  conduct,  but  in 
judgment.  As  ethics  arose  out  of  the  irreconcilable 
contradictions  of  conduct^  so  natural  philosophy 
sprung  from  the  contradictions  of  m3rthical  theology 
and  in  opposition  to  it.  There  were  in  fact  two 
strata  of  conceptions  touching  supernatural  beings : 
one^  growing  out  of  a  primitive  animism,  regarded 
their  operations  essentially  from  the  point  of  view 
of  magic,  which  refuses  to  be  surprised  at  any  result, 
be  it  never  so  ill-proportioned  to  the  means  em- 
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ployed,  so  long  as  the  mysterious  word  was  spoken 
or  the  requisite  act  peirormed;  the  other,  sprung 
from  a  worship  of  Nature  in  her  most  striking 
phenomena,  recognized  an  order,  akin  to  the  mortu 
order,  in  her  operations.  When  natural  philosophy 
arose  in  the  6th  cent.,  it  instinctively  at  first,  then 
consciously,  divested  Nature  of  personality  by 
stripping  on  the  disguise  of  myth  and  substituting 
a  plain  and  reasoned  tale  founded  on  mechanical 
principles.  This  is  the  spirit  which  pervades  pre- 
Socratic  science  and  philosophy.  The  quest  of 
Socrates  for  universally  valicl  judgments  on  con- 
duct directed  thought  to  the  laws  of  mind,  which 
are  teleological,  in  contradistinction  to  the  laws  of 
matter,  which  are  mechanical;  and  thus  in  effect 
dethroned  Nature,  regarded  as  material,  by  giving 
primacy  to  mind.  Henceforth  Gr  philosophy  was 
destined,  with  relatively  few  and  unimportant 
exceptions,  to  devote  itself  to  the  study  of  human 
concluct  and  to  be  essentially  idealistic,  even  where 
the  foundation,  as  with  the  Stoics,  was  ostensibly 
materialbtic.  More  and  more  it  became  true  of  the 
Gr  philosophers  that  they  sought  God.  ''if  haply 
they  might  feel  after  him  and  find  him,  conscious 
of  the  essential  unity  of  the  Divine  and  the  human, 
and  defining  philosophy  as  the  endeavor  to  assimi- 
late the  soul  to  God. 

The  Homeric  poems  present  a  picture  of  Gr  life 
as  seen  by  a  highly  cultivated  aristocratic  society 
having  no  S3rmpathy  with  the  common- 
6.  Hellenic  alty.  Hence  we  are  not  to  regard - 
and  Hellen-  Homeric  religion  as  the  religion  of  the 
istic  Re-  Hellenic  peoples  in  the  Homeric  age. 
ligion  Our  first  dear  view  of  the  Hellenic 

commoner  is  presented  bv  Hesiod  in 
the  8th  cent.  Here  we  find,  alongside  of  the  worship 
of  the  Ol3rmpians,  evidences  of  chthonian  cults  and 
abundant  hints  of  human  needs  not  satisfied  by  the 
well-regulated  religion  of  the  several  city-states. 
The  conventionalized  monarchy  of  Zeus  ruling  over 
his  fellow-Ol3nnpians  is  known  to  be  a  fiction  of  the 
poets,  having  just  as  much — no  more — ^foundation, 
m  fact,  as  the  m3rthical  overlordship  of  Agamemnon 
over  the  assembled  princes  of  the  Achaeans:  while 
it  caught  the  imagination  of  the  Greeks  and  domi- 
nated their  literature,  each  city-state  possessed  its 
own  shrines  sacred  to  its  own  gods,  who  might  or 
might  not  be  called  by  the  names  of  Olympians. 
Yet  the  great  shrines  which  attracted  Greeks  from 
every  state,  such  as  those  of  Zeus  at  Dodona  (chiefly 
in  the  period  before  the  7th  cent.)  and  Olympia, 
of  Apollo  at  Delos  and  Delphi,  and  of  Hera  at 
Argos,  were  the  favored  abodes  of  Ol3rmpians.  Only 
one  other  should  be  mentioned:  that  ot  Demeter  at 
Eleusis.  Her  worship  was  of  a  different  character, 
and  the  great  repute  of  her  shrine  dates  from  the 
5th  cent.  If  the  Zeus  of  Olympia  was  predomi- 
nantly the  benign  god  of  the  sky,  to  whom  men  came 
in  joyous  mood  to  delight  him  with  pomp  and  festive 
gatherings,  performing  feats  of  manly  prowess  in 
the  Olympic  games,  the  Zeus  of  Dodona,  and  the 
Delphian  Apollo,  as  oracular  deities,  were  visited 
in  times  of  doubt  and  distress.  The  7th  and  6th 
cents,  mark  the  advent — or  the  coming  into  promi- 
nence— of  deities  whose  appeal  was  to  the  deepest 
human  emotions,  of  ecstatic  enthusiasm,  of  fear, 
and  of  hope.  Among  them  we  must  mention  Diony- 
sus, the  god  of  teeming  Nature  (see  Dionysus),  and 
Orpheus.  With  their  advent  comes  an  awakening 
of  the  individual  soul,  whose  aspiration  to  commune 
with  Deity  found  little  satisfaction  in  the  general 
worship  of  the  states.  Private  organizations  and 
quasi-monastic  orders,  like  those  of  the  Orphics 
and  Pythagoreans,  arose  and  won  countless  ad- 
herents. Their  deities  found  admission  into  older 
shrines,  chiefly  those  of  chthonian  divinities,  like 
that  of  Demeter  at  Eleusis,  and  wrought  a  change 


in  the  spirit  and  to  a  certain  extent  in  the  ritual  of 
the  "mysteries"  practised  there.  It  was  in  these 
"mysteries"  that  the  Christian  Fathers,  according 
to  the  mood  or  the  need,  polemic  or  apologetic,  oT 
the  moment,  saw  now  the  propaedeutic  type,  now 
the  diabolically  instituted  counterfeit,  of  the  sac- 
raments and  ordinances  of  the  church.  The  spirit 
and  even  the  details  of  the  observances  of  the 
"mysteries"  are  difficult  to  determine;  but  one 
must  beware  of  accepting  the  hostile  judgments  of 
Christian  writers  who  were  in  fact  retorting  upon 
the  Greeks  criticisms  leveled  at  the  church:  both 
were  blinded  by  partisanship  and  so  misr^sui  the 
symbols. 

If  we  thus  find  a  true  praeparatio  evangdica  in  the 
Hellenistic  developments  of  earlier  Hellenic  reli- 
gion, there  are  parallel  developments  in  the  other 
religions  which  were  adopted  in  the  Hellenistic  age. 
The  older  national  religions  of  Persia  and  Egypt 
underwent  a  similar  change,  giving  rise  respectivelv 
to  the  worship  of  Mithra  and  of  Isis,  both  destinecl, 
along  with  the  chthonian  m3rsteries  of  the  Greeks, 
to  be  dangerous  rivals  for  the  conquest  of  the  world 
of  Christianity,  itself  a  younger  son  in  this  prolific 
family  of  new  religions.    Space  is  wanting  here  for 
a  consideration  of  these  religious  movements,  the 
family  resemblance  of  which  with  Christianity  is 
becoming  every  day  more  apparent;   but  so  much 
at  least  should  be  said,  that  while  every  candid 
student  must  admit  the  superiority  of  Christianity 
in  moral  content  and  adaptation  to  the  religious 
nature  of  man,  the  difference  in  these  respects  was 
not  at  first  sight  so  obvious  that  the  successful  rival 
might  at  the  beginning  of  the  contest  have  been 
confidently  predicted.    See  Greece,  Religion  of. 
As  with  other  manifestations  of  the  Hellenic 
spirit,  so,  too,  in  matters  of  religion,  it  was  the  free 
development  of  living  institutions  that  most  strik- 
ingly distinguishes  the  Greeks  from  the  Hebrews. 
Tliey  had  priests,  but  were  never  ruled  by  them; 
thev  possessed  a  hterature  regarded  with  veneration, 
and  in  certain  shrines  treasured  sacred  writings 
containing  directions  for  the  practice  and  ritual  of 
the  cults,  but  they  were  neither  intended  nor  suffered 
to  fix  for  all  time  the  interpretation  of  the  symbols. 
In  the  5th  and  4th  cents,  the  leaders  of  Gr  thought 
rebuked  the  activity  of  certain  priests,  and  it  was 
not  before  the  period  of  Rom  dominion  that  priests 
succeeded  even  in  a  small  measure  in  usurping 
power,  and  sacred  writings  began  to  exercise  an 
authoritv  remotely  comparable  to  that  recognized 
among  the  Jews. 

A  most  interesting  question  is  that  concerning 
the  extent  to  which  Gr  civilization  and  thought 
had  penetrated  and  influenced  Judaism.  During 
three  centuries  before  the  advent  of  Jesus,  Hellen- 
ism had  been  a  power  in.  Syria  and  Judaea.  The 
eartiest  writings  of  the  Hebrews  showing  this  in- 
fluence are  Dnl  and  the  OT  Apoc.  Sey^ul  books 
of  the  Apoc  were  originally  written  in  Gr,  and 
show  strong  influence  of  Gr  thought.  The  LXX, 
made  for  the  Jews  of  the  Dispersion,  early  won 
its  way  to  authority  even  in  Pal,  where  Aram, 
had  displaced  Heb,  which  thus  became  a  dead  lan- 
guage Imown  only  to  a  few.  NT  quotations  of  the 
OT  are  almost  without  exception  taken  from  the 
LXX.  Thus  the  sacred  literature  of  the  Jews  was 
for  practical  purposes  Gr.  Though  Jesus  spoke 
Aram.,  He  unquestionably  knew  some  Gr.  Yet 
there  is  no  clear  evidence  of  specifically  Gr  influence 
on  this  thought,  the  presuppositions  of  which  are 
Jewish  or  ^nerally  tnose  of  the  Hellenistic  age. 
All  the  writings  of  the  NT  were  originally  composed 
in  Gr,  though  their  authors  differed  widely  in  the 
degree  of  proficiency  in  the  use  of  the  language  and 
in  acquamtance  with  Hellenic  thought.  Their 
debt  to  these  sources  can  be  profitably  considered 
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only  in  connection  with  the  individual  writers  ^  but 
one  who  is  acquainted  with  the  Heb  and  Gr  litera- 
ture instinctively  feels  in  reading  the  NT  that  the 
national  character  of  the  Jews,  as  reflected  in  the 
OT,  has  all  but  vanished,  remaining  only  as  a  subtle 
tone  of  moral  earnestness  and  as  an  imaginative 
coloring,  except  in  the  simple  story  of  the  Synoptic 
Gospels.  But  for  the  bitterness  aroused  by  the 
destruction  of  Jerus,  it  is  probable  that  the  Jews 
would  have  yielded  completely  to  Hellenic  influ- 
ences. William  Arthur  Heidel 

HELM,  helm.    See  Ships. 

HELMET,  her  met.    See  Arms,    Armor. 

HELON,  he'lon  (t^O,  helon,  "valorous";  LXX 
B,  XcuXAv,  Chaildn):  The  father  of  Eliab,  the 
prince  of  the  tribe  of  Zebulun  (Nu  1  9;  2  7;  7  24. 
29;  10  16). 

HELP:  With  the  sense  of  that  which  brings 
aid,  support,  or  deliverance,  "help"  (noun  and  vb.) 
represents  a  large  variety  of  words  in  Heb  and  Gr 
(noim  7,  vb.  16).  A  principal  Heb  word  is  *1Ty, 
^dzar,  "to  help,"  with  the  corresponding  nouns  *1^? , 
*&er,  n'^TT ,  ^ezrdh;  a  chief  Gr  word  is  PorfOiwy 
boethid  (Mt  16  25;  Mk  9  22.24,  etc).  True  help 
is  to  be  sought  for  in  Jeh.  in  whom,  in  the  OT,  the 
believer  is  constantly  exhorted  to  trust,  with  the 
renouncing  of  all  other  confidences  (Ps  20  2;  83 
20;  42  5;  46  1;  115  9.10.11;  121  2;  Isa  41  10. 
13.14,  etc).  .In  Rom  8  26  it  ia  said,  "the  Spirit 
also  helpeth  our  infirmity,"  the  vb.  here  (aunarUir 
lambdneiai)  having  the  striking  meaning  of  to 
"take  hold  along  with  one."  In  the  story  of  Eden, 
Eve  is  spoken  of  as  "a  help  meet"  for  Adam  (Gen 
2  18.20).  The  idea  in  "meet"  is  not  so  much  "suit- 
ability," though  that  is  implied,  as  likeness,  corre- 
spondence in  nature  (Vul^  simuem  «tW).  One  like 
himself,  as  taken  from  him,  the  woman  would  be 
an  aid  and  companion  to  the  man  in  his  tasks. 

James  Orr 

HELPMEET,  help'mSt.    See  Help. 

HELPS  (&vriXVi|i4icis,  antilhnpseis,  1  Cor  12  28) : 
In  classical  Gr  the  word  antilempsis  means  "remuner- 
ation," the  hold  one  has  on  something,  then  per- 
ception, apprehension.  But  in  Bib.  Gr  it  has  an 
altruistic  meaning.  Thus  it  is  used  in  the  LXX, 
both  in  the  OT  Scriptures  and  in  the  Apocrypha 
(Ps  22  19;  89  19:  1  Esd  8  27;  2  Mace  16  7). 
Thus  we  obtain  a  clue  to  its  meanine  in  our  text, 
where  it  has  been  usually  understood  as  referring 
to  the  deac6n8,  the  following  word  fcwbem^eis,  ti^ 
"governments,"  being  explained  as  referring  to  the 
pre8b3rters.  Henry  E.  Dosker 

HELPS  (poVjOctai,  bt^theiai.  Acts  27  17).  See 
Ships  and  Boats,  III,  2. 

HELVE,  helv  (f^,  'eg,  "wood,"  "tree"):  The 
handle  or  wooden  part  of  an  ax.  "The  head  [m 
"iron"!  slippeth  from  the  helve"  (m  "tree,"  Dt  19 
5).  The  marginal  reading  suggests  that  "the  ax  is 
supposed  to  glance  off  the  tree  it  is  working  on.'' 

HEM  (Kpdo^ircSov,  krdspedon):  The  classic  in- 
stance of  the  use  of  "hem"  in  the  NT  is  Mt  9  20 
AV  (cf  14  36),  where  the  woman  "touched  the  hem 
of  his  [Christ's]  garment."  The  reference  is  to  the 
fringe  or  tassel  with  its  traditional  blue  thread  which 
the  faithful  Israelite  was  directed  to  wear  on  the 
comers  of  the  outer  garment  (Nu  16  37  ff;  Dt 
22  12).  Great  importance  came  to  be  attached  to 
it,  the  ostentatious  Pharisees  making  it  very  broad 
or   liurge    (Mt  23  5).    Here    the   woman    clearly 


thought  there  might  be  peculiar  virtue  in  iouchios 
the  tassel  or  fringe  of  Jesus'  garment.  Else^^hoipe 
the  word  is  rendered  Border  (q.v.).  See  sUso 
Dress;  Fringe.  Geo.  B.  Cages 

HEMAM,  hg'mam  (Gen  36  22  AV  and    ERV). 
See  Hem  an;  Homam. 

HEMAN,   he'man   CIV^H,   hemdn,   "faithf  uI";  r 
The  name  of  two  men  in  the  OT. 

(1)  A  musician  and  seer,  a  Levite,  son  of  Joel  ajid 
grandson  of  the  prophet  Samuel;  of  the  family  of 
the  Kohathites  (1  Ch  6  33),  appointed  by  JDavid 
as  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  temple-singing  (1  Ch   15 
17;  2  Ch  6  12).    He  had  14  sons  (and  3  daughters) 
who  assisted  their  father  in  the  chorus.     Heman 
seems  also  to  have  been  a  man  of  spiritual  power; 
is  called  "the  king's  seer  in  matters  of  (jod"  (1  Ch 
25  5;   2  Ch  35  15). 

(2)  One  of  the  noted  wise  men  prior  to,  or  about, 
the  time  of  Solomon.  He  was  one  of  the  three  sons 
of  Mahol  (1  K  4  31  [Heb  5  11]);  also  called  a  son 
of  Zerah  (1  Ch  2  6). 

Ps  88  is  inscribed  to  Heman  the  Ezrahite,  who  is 
probably  to  be  identified  with  the  second  son  of 
Zerah.  Edward  Babgy  Pollard 

HEMATH)  he'math.    See  Hammath  (1  Ch  2  55). 

HEMDAN,hem'dan  (Hpn,  hemddn,  "pleasant")  : 
-A  descendant  of  Seir,  the  Horite  (Gen  36  26). 
Wrongly  tr**  "Amram"  by  AV  in  1  Ch  1  41  (RV 
"Hamran"),  where  the  transcribers  made  an  error 
in  one  vowel  and  one  consonant,  writing  kamrdn 
(]nT9n),  instead  of  hemdan  (HPO)- 

HEMLOCK,  hem'lock.    See  Gall. 

HEN,  hen  (in ,  A^,  "favor").  In  Zee  6  14,  EV 
reads,  "And  the  crowns  shall  be  to  Helem  .... 
and  to  Hen  the  son  of  Zephaniah."  But  as  this 
person  is  called  Josiah  in  ver  10,  RVm  "and  for  the 
kindness  of  the  son  of  Zephaniah"  is  probably 
right,  but  the  text  is  tmcertain.    See  Josiah. 

HEN  (Jpvitv  6mi8) :  Mentioned  in  the  accounts  of 
the ,  different  disciples  in  describing  the  work  of 
Jesus  (Mt  23  37;  Lk  13  34). 

HENA,  he'na  (:^!n,  hena';  'AvA,  And):  Named 
in  2  K  19  13.  as  one  of  the  cities  destroyed  by 
Sennacherib  along  with  Sepharvaim.    It  does  not 
appear  in  a  similar  connection  in  17  24.    The  text 
is  probably  corrupt.    No  reasonable  identification 
has  been  proposed.    Cheyne  (EB,  s.v.)  says  of  the 
phrase  "Hena  and  Ivah"  that  "underlying  this  is  a 
witty  editorial  sugj^tion  that  the  existence  of  cities 
call^  I?3n  and  TV9  respectively  has  passed  out  of 
mind   (cf   Ps  9  6[7]),    for  1r\f^  1^5",    hena'  vf- 
HtDW&hj  clearly  means  lie  has  driven  away  and 
overturned'  (so   Tg,  Sym)."    He  would  drop  out 
y :n .    Hommel  ( Expos  T,  I X,  330)  thinks  that  here 
we  have  divine  names;  Hena  standing  for  the  Arab, 
star-name    al-han'af   and    Iwah    for  al-'aww&'u. 
See  Ivah.  W.  Ewing 

HENADAD,  hen'a-dad  (Tljn ,  henadhddh,  "favor 
of  Hadad";  LXX  'HvodS,  HSnadd;  'HvaS^,  Henor 
ddd;  'HvoSAp,  Henaddb;  *HvaXdp,  Henaldb  [Ezr  8  9; 
Neh  3  18.24;  10  9J):  One  of  the  heads  of  the 
Levites  in  the  post-exilic  community. 

HENNA,  hen'a  (Cant  1  14;  4  13):  An  aromatic 
plant. 

HENOCH,  hg'nok  (!fbn ,  hdnokh;  'Ewix.  Hendch; 
in  1  Ch  1  3  AV  RV,  "Enoch*';  in  Gen  25  4,  AV 
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and  RV  "Hanoch";  1  Ch  1  33.  AV  "Henoch,"  RV 
"Hanoch") :  The  name  of  a  Midianite,  a  descendant 
of  Abram. 

HEPHER,  he'fgr,  HEPHERITES,  hg'fSr-Its 
O^n ,  hipher,  '»^?ri ,  t^ephri) : 

(1)  LXX  *0<f>€p  Hdpher  (Nu  26  32f;  27  1; 
Josh  17  2f)|  the  head  of  a  familv  or  clan  of  the 
tribe  of  Manasseh.  The  clan  is  called  the  Hepher- 
ites  in  Nu  26  32. 

(2)  LXX  'H^dX,  Hephdl  (1  Ch  4  6),  a  man  of 
Judah. 

(3)  LXX  "O^ep,  Hdpher  (1  Ch  11  36),  one  of 
David's  heroes. 

HEPHER  099 ,  hkipher) : 

(1)  LXX'O^cp,  H6p?ier  (Josh  12  17),  a  Canaan- 
itish  town  mentioned  between  Tappnah  and  Aphek, 
unidentified. 

(2)  In  1  K  4  10  a  district  connected  with  Socoh, 
and  placed  by  Solomon  under  the  direction  of  Ben- 
hesed  of  Arubboth,  imidentified. 

HEPHZIBAH,  hefzi-ba  (^^"'^Jipn ,  heph^Ubhah, 

"my  delight  is  in  her") : 

(1)  L^  '0^ei/3d,  Hopseibd,  'A^'et/Sd,  Hapseibd. 
^04>ffifid,  Hophsibd,  the  mother  of  Manasseh  (2  K 
21  1). 

(2)  The  new  name  of  Zion  (Isa  62  4) ;  LXX  trans- 
lates 0Ai7fia  ifiipf  ThMema  emdn,  "my  delight." 

HERAEXES,  herVklez  CHpaxXi^,  HSraJdia). 
See  Hercules. 

HERALD,  her'ald:  The  word  occurs  once  (Dnl 
3  4)  as  the  tr  of  the  Aram,  word  Tll^ ,  kdrdz  (cf 
Ki/fpv^,  khiix) :  "Then  the  herald  cried  aloud."  See 
also  Games. 

HERB,  hiirb,  iirb: 

(1)  PT,f  y^rOi,  "green  thing"  (Ex  10  15;  Isa 
16  6);  "a  garden  of  herbs"  (Dt  11  10;  1  K  21  2); 
"[a  dinner,  m  portion  of]  herbs"  (Prov  16  17). 

(2)  Itpy,  ^Ssehh;  cf  Arab.  'i«W>,  "herbage," 
"grass,"  etc;  "herbs  yielding  seed"  (Gen  1  11): 
"herbage"  for  food  (Gen  1  30;  Jer  14  6);  tr^ 
"grass^  (Dt  11  15;  Am  7  2);  "herbs"  (Prov  27 
25,  etc). 

(3)  ««^,  de8he\  tr«»  "herb"  (2  K  19  26;  Prov 
27  25;  Isa  37  27;  66  14  AV),  but  generally  Grass 
(q.v.). 

(4)  "^"^Sn,  Afiflr,   vegetation  generally,  but  tr** 

Grass  (c^.v.). 

(5)  PlhK,  nhi«,  'ordth  (pi.  only),  "green 
plants"  or  "herbs."  In  2  K  4  39  the  Tahn  mter- 
prets  it  to  mean  "colewort,"  but  it  may  mean  any 
edible  herbs  which  had  survived  the  drou^t.  In 
Isa  26  19  the  expression  "dew  of  herbs"  is  in  m 
tr**  "dew  of  light"  which  is  more  probable  (see 
Dew),  and  the  tr  "heat  upon  herbs"  (Isa  18  4  AV) 
is  in  RV  tr<*  "clear  heat  in  sunshine." 

(6)  /3oTdiny,  botdne  (He  6  7). 

(7)  \dxaya,ldchana^yardl^(Mt  13  32).  See  also 
Bitter  Herbs.  E.  W.  G.  Masterman 

HERCULES.  h{tr'kCl-lSz  CHpaicXi^,  Herams): 
The  process  of  Hellenizing  the  Jews  which  began 
at  an  earlier  date  was  greatly  promoted  under  An- 
tiochus  Epiphanes  (175-164  BC).    Jason,  who  sup- 

Elanted  his  brother  Onias  in  the  office  of  nigh  priest 
y  promising  Antiochus  an  increase  of  tribute,  aided 
the  movement  by  setting  up  under  the  king's 
authority  a  Gr  palaestra  for  the  training  of  youth 
in  Gr  exercises^  and  by  registering  the  inhabitants 
of  Jerus  as  citizens  of  Antioch  (2  Mace  4  8f). 
Certain  of  these  Antiochians  of  Jerus  Jason  sent 


to  Tyre,  where  games  were  held  every  five  years  in 
honor  oi  Hercules,  that  is.  the  national  Tyi^an  deity 
Melcart,  identified  with  Baal  of  OT  history.  Ac- 
cording to  Jos  lAnt,  VII,  V.  3)  Hiram,  kingof  Tyre 
in  the  days  of  Solomon,  built  the  temple  of  Hercules 
and  also  of  Astarte.  Jason's  deputies  carried  300 
drachmas  of  silver  for  the  sacrifice  of  Hercules,  but 
they  were  so  ashamed  of  their  commission  that  they 
"thought  it  not  right  to  use  the  money  for  any  sac- 
rifice, and  "on  account  of  present  circumstances 
it  went  to  the  equipment  of  the  galleys"  (2  Mace 
4  18-20).  J.  Hutchison 

HERD,  h{trd.    See  Cattle. 

HERDSMAN,  hOrdz'man  ("ipis,  bol^;  AV, 
ERV  "herdman"):  A  cowherd  (Am  7  14).  The 
same  word  is  used  in  Sjrria  today.  Wl ,  ro'eA,  has 
its  equivalent  in  the  language  of  Syria  and  Pal 
(Arab.  raH)f  and  is  a  general  term  for  any  kind  of 
a  herdsman  (Gen  13  7.8;  26  20;  1  S  21  7). 
npb,  ndtiedhf  occurs  in  one  passage  (Am  1  1);  lit. 
it  means  one  who  spots' or  marks  the  sheep,  hence 
a  herdsman.  Spottmg  the  wool  with  different  dyes 
is  still  the  method  of  distinguishing  between  the 
sheep  of  different  flocks.  The  herdsman  is  seldom 
the  owner  of  the  sheep,  but  a  hireling.  See  Sheep; 
Sheep  Tending.  James  A.  Patch 

HERE,  hgr,  in  composition : 

Hereafter,  her-aft  Sr  (here  [this  present]  and 
after)  represents  Heb  'fi/iar,  "hinder  part,"  "end" 
(Isa  41  23),  "the  things  that  are  to  come  hereafter" 
('ahor  after,  behind  the  present),  with  den,  "this," 
'ahdre  dhen,  Aram.  (Dnl  2  29.45),  'ahar,  "after," 
"behind,"  "last"  (Ezk  20  39),  Gr  av^  drti,  "from 
now"  (Mt  26  64),  "Hereafter  ve  shall  see  the  Son 
of  man  sitting  on  the  right  hancl  of  power,  and  com- 
ing in  the  clouds  of  heaven,"  which  does  not  mean 
"at  a  future  time,"  according  to  the  more  modem 
usage  of  "hereafter/'  but  (as  the  Gr)  "from  now," 
RV  '^henceforth" ;  Tindale  and  the  chief  VSS  after 
him  have  "hereafter,"  but  Wiclif  has  "fro  hennes 
forth."  Jn  1  51,  "Hereafter  ye  shall  see  the 
heaven  opened,"  etc,  where  "hereafter"  has  the 
same  meaning:  it  is  omitted  by  RV  after  a  corrected 
text  (Wiclif  also  omite);  6ti,  "yet "  "stiU,"  "any 
more,"  "any  longer"  (Jn  14  30,  RV  "I  will  no 
more  speak  much  with  you,"  WicHf,  "now  I  schal 
not");  mekiti,  "no  more,"  "no  longer"  (Mk  11 
14,  "no  man  eat  fruit  of  thee  hereafter,"  RV  "hence- 
forward"); ap6  toii  nun,  "from  now"  (Lk  22  69. 
RV  'Trom  henceforth  shall  the  Son  of  man  be  seated 
at  the  right  hand  of  the  power  of  God,"  Wiclif 
"aftir  this  t\ane");  metd  taiUa  (Jn  13  7,  "Thou 
shalt  know  [RV  "understand"]  hereafter,"  Wiclif 
"aftirward"). 

Hereby,'  her-bl',  represents  IfzoUh,  "in  or  by 
this"  (Gen  42  15,  "Hereby  ye  shall  be  proved"); 
ek  tautou,  "out  of  this"  (1  Jn  4  6,  RV  "by  this"); 
en  toutOf  "in  this,"  "by  this  means"  (1  Cor  4  4; 
1  Jn  2  3.5;  3  16.19.24;  4  2.13). 

Herein,  her-in',  Heb  b'zdHh,  "in"  or  "by  this" 
(Gen  34  22,  RV  "on  this  condition");  en  tadtd 
(Jn  4  37;  9  30;  16  8;  Acts  24  16;  2  Ck)r  8  10; 
1  Jn  4  10.17). 

Hereof,  hSr-ov',  Gr  haUte,  "this"  (Mt  9  26); 
hadtos,  "this"  (He  6  3,  RV  "thereof"). 

Heretofore,  her-td6-f6r',  Heb  fmdl,  "yesterday," 
"neither  heretofore,  nor  since"  (Ex  4  10;  cf  6  7.8. 
14;  Josh  3  4;  Ruth  2  11);  *ethmdl  shilshom, 
"yesterday,"  "third  day"  (1  S  4  7,  "There  hath 
not  been  such  a  thing  heretofore." 

Hereimto,  h6r-un-t6o',  Gr  ei8  tadlo,  "unto," 
"with  a  view  to  this"  (1  Pet  2  21,  "For  hereunto 
were  ye  called"):    "hereunto"  is  supplied  (Eccl  2 


Heredity 
Hermogenes 
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25.  ''Who  else  can  hasten  hereunto  more  than  I/' 
RV  "who  can  have  enjoyment/'  m  "hasten  there- 
to"). 
Herewith,  her-with',  Heb  bd-zdHhj  Jfzo'thy  "in," 

"by,"  or  "with  this"  (Ezk  16  29;  Mai  3  10,  "Prove 
me  now  herewith,  saith  Jeh"). 

RV  has  "herein"  for  "to  do  this"  (Ezr  4  22);  for 
"in  these  things"  (Rom  14  18);  "of  them  that  have 
sinned  heretofore"  for  "which  have  sinned  already" 
(2  Cor  12  21);  "hereunto"  for  "thereunto"  (1  Fet 
8  9);   "herewith"  for  "thus"  (Lev  16  3). 

W.  L.  Walker 
HEREDITY,  h6-red'i-ti:    Hereditv,  in  modern 
language,  is  the  law  by  which  hving  beings  tend  to 
repeat  their  characteristics^  physiologi- 

1.  Physio-  cai  and  psychical,  in  then*  offspring, 
logical  a  law  familiar  in  some  form  to  even 
Heredity       the   most   uncultured   peoples.    The 

references  to  it  in  the  Bible  are  of 
various  kinds. 

Curiously  enough,  little  mention  is  made  of 
physiological  heredity,  even  in  so  simple  a  form  as 
the  resemblance  of  a  son  to  his  father,  out  there  are 
a  few  references,  such  as,  e.g.,  those  to  giant*  with 
wants  for  sons  (2  S  21  18-22;  1  Ch  20  4-8;  cf 
Gen  6  4;  Nu  13  33;  Dt  1  28,  etc).  Moreover 
Dt  28  69-61  may  contain  a  thought  of  hereditary 
diseases  (cf  2  K  6  27).  On  the  psychical  side  the 
data  are  almost  equally  scanty.  That  a  son  and 
his  father  may  differ  entirely  is  taken  for  granted 
and  mentioned  repeatedly  (esp.  in  Ezk  18  6-20). 
Even  in  the  case  of  the  king,  the  frequent  changes 
of  dynasty  prevented  such  a  phrase  as  "the  seed 
royal"  (2  K  11  1:  Jer  41  1)  from  being  taken 
very  seriously.  Yet,  perhaps,  the  inheritance  of 
mechanical  dexterity  is  hinted  at  in  Gen  4  20-22. 
if  "father"  means  anything  more  than  "teacher." 
But,  in  any  case,  the  fact  that  "father"  could  have 
this  metaphorical  sense,  together  with  the  corre- 
sponding use  of  "son"  in  such  phrases  as  "son  of 
Behal"  (Jgs  19  22  AV),  "son  of  wickedness"  (Ps  89 
22),  "sons  of  the  prophets"  (Am  7  14m.  etc),  "son 
of  the  wise,  ....  of  ancient  kin^"  (Isa  19  11; 
this  last  phrase  may  be  meant  literally),  shows  that 
the  inheritance  of  characteristics  was  a  very  famihar 
fact.     See  Son. 

The  question,  however,  is  considerably  compli- 
cated by  the  intense  solidarity  that  the  Hebrews 
ascribed   to    the   family.    The   indi- 

2.  Hebrew  vidual  was  felt  to  be  only  a  link  in  the 
Conception  chain,  his  "personality"  (very  vaguely 
of  Heredity  conceived)  somehow  continuing  that 

of  his  ancestors  and  being  continued 
in  that  of  his  descendants.  After  death  the  happi- 
ness (or  even  existence;  see  Death)  of  this  shade 
in  the  other  world  depended  on  the  preserva- 
tion of  a  posterity  in  this.  Hence  slaying  the  sons 
of  a  dead  man  was  thought  to  affect  nim  directly, 
and  it  would  be  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that  an 
act  such  as  that  of  2  S  21  1-9,  etc,  was  simply 
to  prevent  a  blood-feud.  Nor  was  it  at  all  in 
point  that  the  children  might  repeat  the  quaUties 
of  the  father,  however  much  this  may  have  been 
realized  in  other  connections.  Consequently,  it  is 
impossible  to  tell  in  many  cases  just  how  much  of  a 
modem  heredity  idea  is  present. 

The  most  important  example  is  the  conception 
of  the  position  of  the  nations.  These  are  traced 
back  to  single  ancestors,  and  in  various  cases  the 
qualities  of  the  nation  are  explained  by  those  of 
the  ancestor  (Gen  9  22-27;  21  20.21;  49,  etc). 
The  influences  that  determine  national  character- 
istics are  evidently  thought  to  be  hereditary,  and 
yet  not  all  of  them  are  hereditary  in  our  sense;  e.g. 
m  Gen  27,  the  condition  of  the  descendants  of 
Jacob  and  Esau  is  conceived  to  have  been  fixed  by 
the  nature  of  the  blessings  (mistakenly)  pronounced 
by  Isaac.    On  the  other  hand,  Ezra  (9  11.12)  thinks 


of  the  danger  of  intermarrying  with  the  children  of 
a  degenerate  people  in  an  entirely  modem  style,  but 
inDt  23  3-6  the  case  is  not  so  clear.    There  a  curse 
pronounced  on  the  nations  for  their  active  hostiUty 
IS  more  in  point  than  moral  degeneracy  (however 
much  this  may  be  spoken  of  elsewhere,  Nu  26  lyS, 
etc),  and  it  is  on  account  of  the  curse  that  the  taint 
takes  ten  generations  to  work  itself  out,  while,  in 
the  case  of  Edomite  or  Egyp  blood,  purity  was  at- 
tained in  three.     Hence  it  is  hard  to  tell  just  how 
Ex  20  6.6  was  inteipreted.    The  modern  concep- 
tion of  the  effect  of  heredity  was  surely  present  in 
part,  but  there  must  have  been  also  ideas  of  the 
extension  of  the  curse-bearing  individuaUty  that 
we  should  find  hard  to  understand. 

The  chiefest  question  is  that  of  the  Israelites. 

Primarily  they  are  viewed  as  the  descendants  of 

Abraham,    blessed    because    he    was 

3.  Abra-  blessed  (Gen  22  16-18,  etc).  This 
ham's  was  taken  by  many  with  the  utmost 
Children       literalness,  and  physical  descent  from 

Abraham  was  thought  to  be  sufficient 
(esp.  Mt  3  9;  Jn  8  31-44;  Rom  9  6-13),  or  at 
least  necessary  (esp.  Ezr  2  69;  9  2;  Neh  7  61), 
for  salvation.    Occasionally  this  descent  is  stated  to 

g've  superior  qualities  in  other  regards  (Est  6  13). 
ut  a  distinction  between  natural  inheritance  of 
Abraham's  qualities  and  the  blessing  bestowed  bv 
God's  unbounded  favor  and  decree  on  his  descend- 
ants must  have  been  thorou^ly  recognized,  other- 
wise the  practice  of  proselytizing  would  have  been 
impossible. 

in  the  NT  the  doctrine  of  original  sin,  held  al- 
ready by  a  certain  school  among  the  Jews  (2  Esd 
7  48),    alone    raises    much   question 

4.  Heredity  regarding  heredity  (cf  1  Cor  7  14). 
and  the  NT  Otherwise  the  OT  concepts  are  simply 

reversed:  where  likeness  of  nature 
appears,  there  is  (spiritual)  descent  (Rom  4  12; 
(jrsd  3  7,  etc).  None  the  less,  that  the  Israel  "after 
the  flesh"  has  a  real  spiritual  privilege  is  stated 
explicitly  (Rom  3  1.2;  11  26;  Rev  11  13).  See 
Blessing;  Curse;  Family;  Salvation;  Sin; 
Tradition.  Burton  Scott  Easton 

HERBS,  hg'rgz.  he'res: 

(1)  Onri'^in ,  har-here^,  "Mount  Heres"  (Jgs  1 
34  f ).  a  district  from  which  the  Amorites  were  not 
expelled;  it  is  mentioned  along  with  Aijalon  and 
Shallbim.  In  Josh  19  41  f  we  have  then  two 
towns  in  association  with  Ir-shemesh  and  many 
authorities  consider  that  as  here^—ahemesh,  i.e.  the 
sun,  and  "in,  hatf  being  perhaps  a  copyist's  error 
for  ■^'^y ,  *ir,  "city,"  we  have  in  Jgs  1  34  a  reference 
to  Beth-shemesh,  the  modern  Mtn  Shems,  Conder 
thinks  that  Batn  Hardsheh,  N.E.  of  Aijalon,  a 
prominent  hill,  may  be  the  i>lace  referred  to.  Budde 
thinks  Har-heres  may  be  identified  with  the  Bit- 
Ninib  (Ninib  being  the  fierce  morning  sun)  of  the 
Am  Tab;  this  place  was  in  the  district  of  Jerus. 

(2)  Onnn  rfey? ,  ma'dleh  he-hdre^,  "the  ascent 
of  Heres"  (Jgs  8  13,  AV  "before  the  sun  vhu  up"), 
the  place  from  which  Gideon  returned  to  Succoth 
after  his  defeat  of  Zebah  and  Zalmunna.  RV  is 
probablv  a  great  improvement  on  AV,  but  both  the 
text  and  the  topography  are  uncertain. 

(3)  Onnn  -r^y,  Hrha^here^,  "aty  of  Heres"  EVm, 
"City  of  Destruction"  (D^n ,  herem)  EV,  or  "Oty 
of  the  sun"  (D^H ,  here^)  EVm.  This  ia  the  name 
of  one  of  the  "five  cities  in  the  land  of  Egypt  that 
speak  the  language  of  (Canaan,  and  swear  to  Jeh  of 
hosts"  (Isa  19  18).    See  Ir-ha-heres. 

^  E.  W.  G.  Masterman 
HERESH,  hS'resh  (Wnn ,  hLere^;  LXX  B,  'Po- 
ptti^,  RharaiM,  A,  "Apis,  Haria) :  A  Levite  (1  Ch  9 
16). 


^ 


